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SENATE. i
Turspay, March 11, 1924.

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Mulr, 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
us as of Thy good pleasure. Help us to submit to Thy dealings

,and to walk along the pathway of Thine ordination. We humbly
ask in Jesus' name. Amen.
FAMING A PRESIDING OFFCER,

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

munication :
USNITED STATES BENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORSE,
Washington, D. C., March 11, 192§,
To the Benate:

Being temporarily absent from the SBenate, I appoint Hon, WesLeEY L.
Joxes, a Benator from the State of Washington, to perform the duties
of the Chair this legislative day.

ALBERT B, CUMMINS,
President pro tempore.

Mr. JONES of Washington thereupon took the chair as Pre-

giding Officer, :
THE JOURNAT.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester-
day’s proceedings when, on request of Mr. Curris and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.

CALL OF THE ROLL.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, 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
answered to their names:

Ashurst Fletcher Ladd Reed, Mo,
Ball Frazier Iac.(l_ge Reed, Pa.
Boruh George MeCormick Sheppard
Brookbart Gerry MceKellar Shields
Bruce Glass MeKinley Shortridge

meron Gooding McLean Simmons

prer Hale MeNar, Smith
arnway Harreld Mayfield Smoot
Colt Harris Moses Bpencer
Copeland Harrison Neely Stephens
Couzens Iowell Norris wansen
Curtls Johnson, Minn, Ddidie Trammell
Dale Jones, N. Mex, Pepper Wadswerth
Edge Jones, Wash. Phipps w:arrvn
Ernst Kendrick Pittman Watson
Ferrls Keyes Halston Wiills
Fess King Hansdell

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from

New Mexico [Mr. Bursuam], the Senator from Oregon [Mr,
Sranrmerp], the Senator from Montana [Mr. Warnsa], and the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Apams] are engaged in a hearing
before the Clommittee on Public Lands and Surveys.

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

MESSAGE FEOM 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
of War, for national defense in time of war and for the produc-
tion of fertilizers and other useful products in time of peace, to
sell to Henry Ford, or a corporation to be incorporated by him,
nitrate plant No. 1, at Sheffield, Ala.; nltrate plant No. 2, at
Muscle Shoals, Ala.; Waco Quarry, 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. 8 (as designated
in H. Doc. No. 1262, 64th Cong., 1st sess.), including power
stations when eonstructed as provided herein, and for other
purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

TWENTY-FIVE PER CENT REDUCTION IN TAXES (8. DOO, NO. 63).

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States, which
was read, referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States: s AT

It had been my earnest hope that a 235 per cent reduction In
taxes to be paid for the current year might be provided by law
before the 15th of March curremt. Many people have been
expecting that suech would be the case and deferred thelr 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. The tax-
payers, the business interests, agriculture, industry, finance:
in faet, all the elements that go to make up the economic wel-
fare of the people of America would be greatly benefited by
such action. It would remove an element of uncertainty from
the current financial year at once, which would be a strong
stimulant to business, with its resultant benefit to the wage
earner and the agriculture of our country. It is Impossible to
see that any harm could acerue 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 public
welfare, without regard to any collateral objects.

Carvin CooLipgi,

TaHE WHITE House, March 11, 192}.

RESIGNATION OF SENATOR LENROOT FROM COMMITTEE ON 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:

BovTtuEey Piwes, N. C., Mareh 10, 192}
To the PRESIDING OFFICER OF THR SENATE:
I hereby resign as chairman and member of the Committee on Pablie
Lands and Surveys.,

Invine L. Lexroor.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I am in receipt of
a communication from the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
Lexroor] explaining the tender of his resignation, which has
just been made. 1 ask that the communieation which I send to
the Secretary's desk may be read to the Senate. e

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

The reading clerk read as follows:

Senator LEXROOT, In sendlng from Southern Plnes, N. C., his resig-
nation as chairman and member of the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys, gave out the following statement :

“ Bince coming to Southern Pines ) have not recuperated as I
had hoped, and it will not be possible for me to continue my work
on the Committee on Publle Lands and Surveys. 1 realized some
time ago that I was nearing the polnt of exhamstion and stated
upon the floor of the Senate that if the oil lnvestigation continued
indefinitely I would feel compelled to resign from the committee.
I have given mearly four menths of service in this investigation,
trying as best I could to keep up with such other work as ecounld
not be neglected, with the result that I can net In my preseat
state of health continue any lemger.

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

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. LODGE. I present resolutions of the General Court of
Massachusetts, favoring the passage of what is known as the
Bursum bill, and also relative to a uniform child labor law.
I ask that they be appropriately referred and printed in the
Recorp under the rule.

The resolutions were referred as follows:

Tae COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1924,
Resolutions favoring the passage by Congress of legislation relative to
the retirement of disabled emergency officers of the United States

Army, j

Whereas there is pending before the Congress of the United States
Benate bill No. 38, known as the Bursam bill, being a bill making eligihle
for retirement under certain conditions officers of the Army of the
United States, other than officers of the Regular Army, who Incurred
physical disability in line of duty while In the service of the United
States during the World War ; and

Whereas such proposed legislation s equitable and seeks to do
Justice to a class of worthy disabled officers, entitled becanse of thelr
service, their wounds, and disabilities incurred therefrom to the same
congideration amd privileges as men of their rank who performed the
same service but were of the Regular Army ; and
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Whereas the officers of such class are the only disabled officers to
which the privileges of retirement have mot beem extended, the same
class of officers of the Nayy and Marine Corps already being retired
under law : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts urges wupon
Congress the importance and desirability of speedily passing such
legislation in order to extend the necessary ald to the surviving 800
wounded and disabled emergency officers of such class, who rendered
such gallant and consplenous service; and be It further

Hesolved, That coples of these resolutions be sent by the secretary
of the Commonwealth to the President of the United States and to
each of the Benators and Representatives in Congress from Massa-
chusetts.

In the house of representatives, adopted Februoary 14, 1924,

In the Benate, adopted ln concurremee February 19, 1924.

A true copy. Attest:

F. W. Cooxk,
Beoretary of the Commonwealtlh,

To the Committee on Military Affairs,

Tue COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1924,
Resolutions in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the
United Btates authorizing Congress to enact a uniform e¢hild labor
law.

Resolved, That because of the injustice and hardship to children in
industry, and the barm to industry itself resulting from lack of uni-
formity in Btate legislation regulating child labor, the General Court of
Massachusetts respectfully petitions Congress to propose an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States authorizing Congress to
enact uniform legislation as to child labor throughout the United
Btates; and be it further

Resolved, That coples 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 and Representatives in Congress from
Massachusetts.

In senate, adopted February 12, 1024,

In house of representatives, adopted, in comcurrence, February 18,
16024,

A true copy. Attest:

F. W. Coog,
Becretavy of the Commonwcealth,

To the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr, SMITH. I present a petition of the natlonal executive
committee, Private Soldiers and Sailors' Legion, relative to
railway labor legislation, which I ask be printed in the Rrecozp
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 the Recokp, as follows:

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS
Privare BOLDIERS AND SAILOrs’ LEGION
oF THE UNITED BTATES OF AMERICA,
Washington, D. O., March 11, 192},

To the konoralle the Bemate and House of Represcatatives of the
United Btates of America:

The Private Boldiers and Sailors' Legion of the United States of
America respectfully petitions that Senate hill No. 2846 and House
bill No. 7348, by Benator R. B. HowsLL, of Nebraska, and Representa-
tive A, W. BipgLey, of Kentucky, known as the “ railway labor act,”
legialation planned to bring enduring peace to the entire tramsportation
industry of the United BStates, be speedlly enacted Into law at this
session.

This petition is presented following the unanimous action of our
national executive committee last week, March 8, Indorging this legls-
lation and requesting the Congress of the United States to eanct the
bills into law.

A Jarge unmber of our members throughont the United States arae
railrond men, afliliated with the railroad brotherhoods and with other
union labor organizations.

This legislation is solidly backed by more than 2,000,000 railroad
workers and has %he indorsement of unlon labor everywhere and our
entire organization,

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

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 abelish the Railroad Labor Board,

The proposed legislation, in our opinfon, would largely tend to pre-
vent strikes and put the transportation bueiness of the country on a
sounder economic basis,

Our national executive commitiee for more than five years hag aare-[
fully followed all proposed railroad legislation in Congress, and it !
believes that enactment of these bills Into law wonld result in a square
deal not only to the rallroads and the workers but to the entire
Ameriean public In all transportation matters.

Respectfully submitted.

NATIONAL EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE,

Privare Sorbices ANp BAmLors’' LRCIOR,
MagrviN GATES SPERRY, Natlional President,
BEXY, BLANEK, National Sceretary.

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 eriminal cases and upon all appeals or writs of error
in the Supreme Court of the 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’
Association, of Lawrence, Kans,, favoring an appropriation suffi-
cient to furnish summer eamp 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 of sundry citizens of Clay
Center, Kans.,, remonstrating against the passage of the so-
called McNary-Haugen bill providing aid to agrieunlture, which
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Seven Fed-
erated Shop Crafts, of Fort Scotf, Kans,, relative fo the repeal
of the transportation set of 1920, which was referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a memorial of sundry employees of the
Kansas City Sonthern Railway Co., of Pittsburg, Kans,, remon-
strating against the passage of legislation amending the trans-
portation act of 1920 at the present session 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 narcoties to medical and secientific needs,
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sterling,
Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called Jehnson immi-
gration bill, which was referred to the Committee on Immigra-
tion. 5

He also presented a resolution of the Association of Mechani-
ecal and Power Plant Employees of the Rock Island 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 Officers’ Asso-
elation, of Bedgwick County, Kans,, favoring adequate appro-
priations for the Officers’ Reserve Corps in accordance with the
recommendation of the War Department, whiech was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations.

IRVESTIGATION OF INTERNAL REVENUE BUREATU.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
Senate Resolution 168, submitted by the Senator from Michi-
gan [Mr. Couzens] February 21, 1924, authorizing the appoint-
ment of a special committee to Investigate the Burean of
Internal Revenue, he recommitted to the Committee on Finance,

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

Mr. SMOOT. I was authorized by the Committee on Finance
to report back with amendments Senate Resolution 168, which
was just recommitted.

The PRESIDING OFFICERL. The resolution will be placed
on the calendar,

[BEAL.]

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

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

A bill (8. 1790) for the relief of Herman 0. Kruschke (Rept.
No. 238) ; and

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

Myr. CARAWAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill (8. (24) to amend the practice and
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procedure in Federal courts, and for other purposes, reported it
with amendments,

Mr. MAYFIELD, from the Commlittee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (8. 1929) to refund to Clinton G. Edgar
income tax erroneously and illegally ecollected, reported it
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 240) thereon.

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (8. 350) to authorize the transfer of sur-
plus books from the Navy Department to the Interior Depart-
ment, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report
(No. 241) thereon.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED.

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the ﬁrst'

time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. RANSDELL:

A bill (8. 2801) to amend paragraph (5) of section 20 of the
interstate commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce. .

A bill (8. 2802) for the relief of Richavd H. A. Thiele; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. GLASS:

A Dbill (8. 2803) to regulate within the District of Columbia
the sale of milk, cream, and certain milk products, aud for
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. CURTIS:

A bill (8. 2804) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A.
James (with accompanying papers) ;

. A bill (8. 28053) granting an increase of pension to Maggie
Crouch (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2806) granting an increase of pension to Martha
L. Tedrick (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 2807) granting an increase of pension to William
H. Archer (with accompanying papers) ; to the Commiitee on
Pensions.

By Mr. ASHURST:

A bill (8. 2808) for the relief of Jesse A. Frost (with accom-
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. SPENCER :

A bill (8. 2809) to amend section 4076 of the Revised
Statutes; to the Committee on Foreign Relations

A bill (8. 2810) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide
revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign natiops, to encour-
age the industries of the United States, and for other’ pur-
poses,” approved September 21, 1922, commonly known as the
tariff act of 1922; to the Committee on Finance.

A bill (8. 2811) granting a pension fo Anna M. Kneibert
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on PPensions.

By Mr. BURSUM:

A bill (8. 2812) to extend the benefits of the employees'
compensation act of September 7, 1916, to John F. Oglesby; to
the Committee on Claims.

DBy Mr. HOWELL: .

A bill (8. 2818) reaffirming the use of the ether for radio
communication or otherwise to be the inalienable possession of
the Nation, and for other purposes; to the Commities on Inter-
state Commerce.

By Mr. SPENCER:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 95) to authorize the American
National Ied Cross to continue the use of temporary buildings
now erected on Square 172, Washington, D. .; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

HOUSE BILL REFEERRED.

The bill (H. R. 518) to authorize and direct the Secretary of
War, for national defense in time of war and for the produc-
tion of fertilizers and other useful products in time of peace, to
sell to Henry Ford, or a corporation to be incorporated by him,
nitrate plant No. 1, at Sheflield, Ala.; nitrate plant No. 2, at
Muscle Shoals, Ala.; Waco Quarry, near Russeliville, Ala,;
steam-power plant to be located and econstructed 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 corpora-
tion to be Incorporated by him, Dam No. 2 and Dam No. 3 (as
designated in H. Doe. No. 1262, 64th Cong., 1st sess.), including
power stations when constructed as provided herein, and for other
purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry,

AGRICULTURAL DIVERSIFICATION,

Mr. WALSH of Montana submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill (8. 2250) to promote a perma-

nent system of self-supporting agriculture 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, which was ordered to lie on the table
and to be printed.

INVESTIGATION OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE BY SPECIAL COMMITTEE,

Mr. BROOKHART. T offer a resolution on behalf of the
select committee investigating the Department of Justice.

The resolution (8. Res. 189) was read and_referred to the
Committee to Audlt and Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate, as follows:

Regolved, That SBenate Resolution No. 157, agreed to February 29, 1024,
be, and the same hereby is, amended to aunthorize the select committea
created by sald resolution, or any subcommittee thereof, to sit and per-
form its duties st such times and places as may be deemed advisable or
necessary by said committee, and to empower the chairman of sald
belect commlitiee, or any member thereof, to summon witnesses by sulb-
pena or otherwise and to administer oaths to them,

ACCOUNTS OF THE FARM LOAN COMMISSIONER.

Mr. HOWELL, I submit a resolution, which I ask may lia
over. -

The resolution (8. Res. 100) was read and ordered to lie over
under the rule, as follows:

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
directed to furnish to the Benate a slatement in detall of the fundy
that have been covered into the account of the Farm Loan Commis
sloner, together with a statement of the source of sald funds in eacl
ease and the date of each disbursement from sald aecount,

REPOLT OF THE NATIONAL FORESTEY COMMISSION (8. DOC. NO, §59).

Mr. MOSES. 1 ask unanimous consent for the reconsidera-
tlon of the vote by which Senate Resolution 186, to print the
report of the National Forestry Commission as a Senate docu-
ment, was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICKR. In the absence of objection,
the vote by which the Senate agreed to the resolution is recon-
sidered.

Mr. MOSES., T request unanimons consent for the present
consideration of the resolution.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the resolution,

Mr, MOSES., I move to amend the resolution by adding at
the end thereof the words * with illustrations,”

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution as amended was agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the report of the National Forestry Commisslon for
the year ending Jume 30, 1923, be printed as a Benate docuoment, with
illustrations,

CHANGE

The PPRESIDING OFFICER. There being no reselution
coming over from a previous day, routine morning busloess
is closed. In pursuance of the unanimous-consent agreement
heretofore entered into the Chair lays before the Senate
Senate Joint Resolution 22,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to
consider the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 22) proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the Unlted States fixing
the commencement of the terms of President and Viee Presi-
dent and Members of Congress, and fixing the time of the
assembling of Congress, which had been reported from the
Committee on the Judiciary with amendments.

Afr. NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the formal
reading of the joint resolution be dispensed with and that it
be read for amendment, the committee amendments to be
first considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is
Chalr hears none

The rending clerk proceeded to read the joint resolution.

The first amendment of the Committee on the Judiciarvy
was, on page 2, line 3, after the word " President,” to insert
“in office at the time this amendment takes effect"”; and i’
line 5, after the word * Representutives,” to insert * then in
office,” s0 as to make the section read:

Becriox 1. The terms of the Presldent and Vice DI'resident in office
at the time thls amendment takes effect shall end at noon on the
third Monday in Januvary and the terms of Senators and Itepresenta-
tives then in office nt nmoon on the first Monday in January, of the
year in which sueh terms would have ended If this article had not
been ratified, and the terms of their successors sball then begin,

OF DATE OF INAUGUEATION.

there objection? The
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The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 11, to strike
out line 12 to line 17, both inclusive, as follows:

8gc, 8. If the House of Representatives shall not choose a Presl-

dent whenever the right of choice shall devolve upon them. before the |

time fixed for the beginning of his, term, then the Vice President
shall act as President as in the case of the death or other constitu-
tional disability of the President,

And in lien thereof to. insert:

8Ec. 3. 1f the House of Representatives has not chosen a Presi-
dent, whenever the right of choice devolves upon them, before. the
time fixed for- the beginning of his term, then the Viee President
chosen for the same term ghall act as President until the House of
Representatives chooses a President; and the Congress may by law
provide that in the event the Vice President has. not been chosen
before the time fixed for the beginning of his term, what officer shall
then act as Pregldent, and such officer shall act. accordingly until the
House of Representatives chooses a President, or until the Benate
chooses a. Viee: President.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr: FLETCHER. Before we pass from the amendments, it
seems to me that section 1 would read better if 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 terms. of the President and Vice President in office at the time
this amendment takes effect shall end at nmoon on the third Monday in
Jannary—

The jeint resolution does not state what Jannary—

and the terms of Senators and Representatives then in eoffice at nosn
on the first Monday in January of the year—

And so forth.
Mr. NORRIS, That Ianguage indicates what January Is

meant.

Mr. FLETCHER. It does, but it is a little ambiguous as to
the President. Wounld the resolution not read better if it pro-
vided?—

The terms of the Presitdent and Vice President in office at the time
tliis amendment takes effect and the terms of SBenators and Representa-
tives in office ghall end at noon on the third Monday.

Mr. NORRIS. No. The Senator from Florida will observe
that it is proposed that the term of the President and Viee
President shall end on a different day entirely from the day on
which the terms of Members of Congress shall end.

Mr. FLETCHER. One is on the third Monday——

Mr. NORRIS: One is on the third Monday and the other is
on the first Monday,

Mr. FLETCHER. I had not noticed that.

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senate may act on the pending amend-
ment, I desire to suggest an amendment to the next committee
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICHER. The committeer amendment
last stated has been agreed to.

Mr, NORRIS. Very well

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next committee amend-
ment will be stated.

The' next amendment reported by the Committee on the
mdjciary was, on page 3, after line 8, to insert the following

use:

8rpc. 4. This amendment shall take effect on the 15th day of Decem-
ber after its ratification.

AMr, NORRIS, Mr President, in the commitiee amendment
which has 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 *‘ Degember'" and to. insert
“ October.”

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

The Reaping Crerx. On page 8, line b, after the words * day
of,” it is proposed to strike out the word * December ” and in-
sert.the word * October,” so that the clause will read:

8ec. 4. This amendment shall take effect on the 1Gth day of October
aflter its ratification.

mistake,

| Mr. WADSWORTH. NMr: President, I do not rise in a spirit
-of hostility to the jeint resolution; but will the Senator from
Nebraska explain why the cliange proposed by the amendment
to the amendment is suggested?

Mr. NORRIS. The change is necessary for this reason: The
Constitution at present provides that Congress shall assemble
on the first Monday in December, unless otherwise provided
by law. If this proposed legislation did not take effect until
'the 15th day of December; 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 in' December. It is
to avoid the convening of the old Congress that the amendment
to the amendment is proposed.

Mr. WADSWORTH. The old and the new Congresses would
collide on midnight of the 14th of December.

Mr. NORRTS. Yes,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment to 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.

Mr. REED of Missourl. Mr, President, I should like to in-
quire if it is to be undertaken fto pass this kind of a measure
through the Senate in the morning hour?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a unanimous-con-
sent agreement that the joint resolution shall be taken up at
the conclusion of the routine morning business to-day. There
is nothing in the unanimous-consent agreement, however, as. to
the final disposition of the joint resolution.

Mr. NORRIS. Noj; Mr, President, there will be no attempt
to pass the joint resolution in {he morning hour, if Senators
desire to debate the measure longer. Routine morning business
is over, but the morning hour, of course, is not ended. There
is no limitation in the unanimous-consent agreement about de-
bate or about taking a final vote.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Has the business of the morning
hour been. disposed of?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The routine morning business
has. been concluded, and the Senate is now proeeeding under
the unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, unfortunately for
myself I have been absent from the Senate for several days.
The joint resolution now under consideration by the Senate
was before the Judiciary Committee when I left Washington,
and I had no idea that It had been reported out from that
committee. I should have liked to have had some time to pre-
pare a thorough analysis of this joint resolution and. to hawe
gone into some of the historic guestions relating to it

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
sourl yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. NORRIS. I have not been able to hear what the Sen-
ator said on account of the comfusion around me, but does the
Senator want more time to debate the joint reseolution?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I de. I think the tinkering with the
Constitution of the: United States in. a. rapid fire manner is
always a mistake. If L had been present in the Senate, there
would bhave been no unanimous-consent agreement to set this
maiter down for discussion at this time. I have no complaint

 to- make of the course which was followed, because it may

pveadily be-said that I could have been here, and I would have
been had it been possible. I should like to have this matter go
over to-day without any action. I think it is a very great
I think it sirikes at one of tlie big fundamentals that
the fmmers- of the Constitution intended. to put into this docu-
ment.

I know the crills that the minute the election Is over the new
men: eleeted ought instantly to assume power and immediately
begin the business, as it is put, of carrying out the will of the
people. It is a very seduciive ery and s very dangerous ery.
The checks and safeguards which were put into our Constitu-
tion were put there by very wise men and for very substantial
reasons, and I am not in favor of taking them out.. L shouid
like to have the joint resolution go: over until fo-morrow. I
should like to discuss it, and I should like:a féew hours to pre-
pare some memoranda.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— .

The: PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. REED of Missourd. 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 conelusion 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 Missourl. 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 yleld for that purpose, a request for unani-
mous consent.

Mr. 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,
Mr. 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.

Mr. 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. Mr. 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 Missourl. 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
ohjection 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. -

Mr. REED of Missouri. I shall not object to that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Ne-
braska state his request? .

Mr. 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 business 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 disposition.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, let me suggest to the Senator one
qualification—that if the unfinished business 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 mattér up to-
morrow.

Mr. 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.

Mr. 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 ecircumstances
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 joint 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. Reep] 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.

Mr. REED of Missourl. 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 econ-
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 resolutiom, 8. J. Res. 22, shall be taken up, and
not laid aside, except temporarily by unanimous econsent,
until its final disposition,

Mr. REED of Missouri.

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. 1Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and the agreement is en-
tered into.

That is agreeable.

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION.

Mr. WADSWORTH. 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
calendar, and which also proposes an amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States—an amendment which has al-
ready been mentioned casually in debate here, In fact at some
length, and very informingly, by the Senator from Arizona
[Mr. Asgurst]. 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 has just been
reached, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration
of Senate Joint Resolution No. 4.

THE CALERDAR.

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

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that we begin at
the number where we left off yesterday, -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from XKansas
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, 1Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will pro-
ceed with the ecall of the ealendar in accordance with the
agreement.

8T. CROIX RIVER BRIDGE,

The bill (H. R. 5337) granting the consent of Congress to
construet a bridge over the St. Croix River between Vance-
boro, Me,, and S5t. Crolx, 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 enacted, ete., That the consent of (‘ongress is hercby granted
to the State of Malne to construct, maintain, and operate jolntly
with the Dominion of Canada a bridge to be located over the St.
Croix River at a polnt sultable to the interests of navigation, between
Vanceboro, State of Maine, and 8t, Croix, Province of New Bruns-
wick, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act
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':;‘hregulute the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” ap-
'spmved Muarch 23, 1906 : Provided, That the construction of said bridge
ghall not be commenced until the consent of the Parliament or other
proper authority of the Dominion of Canada for the erection of the
structure shall have been obtained.

$xc. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

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

The bill (H. R. 5348) granting the conseut of Congress for
the construetion of a bridge across the St. John River between
Fort Kent, Me.,, and Clairs, Province of New Brunswick,
Cunnda, was considered as in Committee of the Whole and

was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ele., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted
for the construction, maintenance, and operation by the State of
Maine and the Dominion of Canada, jointly, of a bridge to be erected
across the St, John River, at a point suitable to the interests of
navigation, between Fort Kent, Me.,, and Clairs, Province of New
Brupswick, Casada, In accordance with the provisions of the act en-
titled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable
waters,” approved March 23, 1006: Provided, That the construction
of sald bridge shall not be commenced until the consent of the proper
authorities of the Dominion of Canada for the erection of the structure
shall have been obtained.

Brc. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hercby
expressly reserved.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,

ordered to a fhird reading, read the third time, and passed.
OHIO RIVER BRIDGE,

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

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Interstate Bridge Co.,, a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Ohio, its suc-
cessors and assigns, is hereby authorized to comstruet, maintaln, and
opernte 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, Unlon District, County of Marshall, in the Btate 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 regulate the construction of bridges over
navlgable waters,” approved March 23, 1006.

Sec, 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
INTERNATIONAL STATISTICAL BUREAU AT THE HAGUE.

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

Rvsolved, ete, That the SBecretary 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, o en-
able the United States to maintain a membership therein.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to have the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], who is the author of the
joint resolution, make some explanation in regard ro it
Furthermore, if it is pertinent to the situation, I should like
to have the Senator explain why we should not obtain the in-
formation desired through the instrumentalities set up by the
league, which have broader information than this organization?

Mr. LODGE. Mryr, President, in the first place, on the point
the Senator has just raised, the league has joined this statis-
tical bureau. It has been established 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 recom-
mended to the committee by the State Department, of course,
and it was unanimously reported by the committee. T think
the annual cost will be $2,000. It wasz thought to be a very
valuable bureau for us to join; and, as I say, the league has
already Joined it, I understand.

Mr. KING. I have no objection to the joint resolution.
Upon the contrary, I favor any imeasure 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 peace. 1 regret that we do not
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avail ourselves more of the instrumentalities of the League of
Nations, which instrumentalities are doing a vast amount of
good in obtaining Information of an economic and political char-
acter, and are doing a great deal toward promoting peace
throughout the world.

May I say at this point that I have pending before the
Senator’s committee a resolution which asks for the calling
of a world conference to consider economic and industrial and
financial problems with a view to stabilizing exchange, rehabili-
tating Europe, expanding our foreign markets, and directly as
a result of those activities promoting peace throughout the
world? I certainly should be glad if the Senator’s committee
would report the resolution for the consideration of the Senate.

I think no more forward step could be taken at the present
time than for President Coolidge to call a world congress, per-
haps two econgresses, one to consider the question of dis-
armament, the other to consider financial and economic prob-
lems. Mr. Dawes is in Europe now—not officially, but unoffi-
cially—and I feel hopeful that his services there may be of
some avail. If our Government should take adequate steps,
I am sure that it could do much toward promoting the return
of prosperity to Europe, which means prosperity to the United
States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution 1s before
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amend-
ment, If there be no amendment to be proposed, the joint
resolution will be reported to the Senate.

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

PAN AMERICAN SANITARY CONFERENCE AT HABANA, CUBA.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res, 77) authorizing the 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, eto., That there is hereby aunthorlzed 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. My 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 ig no amendment that I know of. I
think it is a mistake 6f the calendar.

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

Mr. LODGE. That is evidently a mistake.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution is 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. SIMMONS, Mr, President, out of order 1 ask unanimous
consent to have printed as a public document a certain table
about which I have spoken to the Senater from Utah [Mr.
Saroor], the chairman of the Finance Committee, and also the
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curris], a member of the Finance
Committee, giving the amoumnt of income taxes under the pres-
ent law, the Melon 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. The 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. [ ask unanimous
consgent also that it be printed in the CoNcrESSIONAL RECOED.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to fhe re-
quest of the Senator from North Carolina that the table re-
ferred to be printed as a publle document, and also printed in
the ConNerEsstoNAL Recorp? The Chair hears nome, and it is
so ordered,
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The table is as follows
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Comparison of the Mellon, Garner, and Longworth tax plans with the present law (married persons without dependents), on basis of unearned income—Continued.

moun total i
Amount of tax under— A t“mu‘ﬂiﬂr“f“ Jax P°“:,“'a fa‘;’l{;ggfl_m o
Income. -—
Present. Mellon Garner. Longworth. Mellon Gan:!er. Longworth.] Mellon. | Garner, m'
$64,870.00 |  £35,800. 00 sm,m.w $21,770, 00 41,32 11.74 25.13
86, 620. 00 49, 300. 00 170.00 | 29,020.00 42.63 12.25 35.00
195,370.00 | 116, 800. 00 ,1.0.00 05, 270, 00 44,81 13.11 25,04
412,870.00 |  251,800.00 | 74,170.00 | 137,770.00 45,72 13.47 25,02
847, 870. 00 ,800.00 | 154,170, 00 | 252, 770. 00 46.15 13,64 25,01
1,282, 870.00 | 791, 800. 00 ,170.00 | 427,770.00 46.28 13.60 25,01
1,717,870, 00 | 1,061,800.00 | 314,170.00 | 572,770.00 46.35 13.72 2. 00
2,152, 870.00 | 1,331,500.00 | 394,170.00 | 717,770. 00 46.39 13.73 25. 00
: Deduct :

TRAFFIO IN PISTOLS BETWEEN THE SBTATES. R e T L r e sde S -

. Mr, SHIELDS, Mr. President, I wish to have printed In Unsolyed 1Nl
the RREcorp a report made to the City Club of Memphis, a civie — 52
organization of that city, upon the subject of pistols that are P

carried as concealed weapons, Some time ago I introduced a | Dednct:

bill, which is now before the Committee on the Judiciary, to f:;g:g‘;:g% ?,; WWD”JN‘Y = 1;

suppress the traffic in pocket pistols and weapons of that kind Exonerated by g qury P beg e by
manufactured and used for purposes of assassination, for they — 20
can be used for no other purpose. Tabves FT
The various States have laws upon this subject, but they | Cases anwaiting trial (14 DEFSBONS) - oo oo oo oo oo ooooo s 15
are absolutely unable to enforce them because of the infer- —
state commerce in those weapons through the mails and through | . Srok 2%
the interstate commerce carriers. The object of my bill is to ZEX it
prohibit the carrying of such weapons through the mails and by | Tried 20
interstate commerce carriers. There has been a general demand | Acquitted 3
for snch legislation recently on account of the very great | convictions (two convieted in one €ase) - _______ 1T

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 a publication
that has frequently been made to the effect that Memphis has
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 made of the real facts, I ask that this report be printed
in the Recorp, without reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objectlon to the re-
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chalr hears none,
and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows!

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

A Whereas, it has come to the attention of the ecity club that
there was relntroduced 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
earrylng of them concealed is 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 1s allowed to continue, will largely
nullify whatever efforts any community may put forth to correet
the evils resulling 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 of such weapons
in local communities: Therefore be it

“ Resolved by the City Club of Memphis, That we heartily in-
dorse said Senate bill No. 1960. DBe it further

" Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the
Senators from Tennessee, and to the Congressmen from this dis-
rrict and that a copy be g[vu: to the press i

- L]
c-amr, CRIMINALS, arzn LAW uwoncuurnr

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

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

It seems idle to secek to center the responsibllity whether it be in
the clty police department, in the county law-enforcing officlals, In the
courts, including jories, in the pardon board, or in the governor's
mansion. There is blame enough for all.

Let us analyze the homicide record of Memphis for 1923 :

Total homicide cases (one killed two) -
Deduct :

Murderers who committed suicide-
Killed by each other__

7

| e

Beventy-five cases offered opportunities for arrest; 04 persons were
arrested 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! Inquisitorial juries sald there were 17
justifiable murders in Memphis last year! Twenty cases were actually
tried ; 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
faflure? And remember that as to the 12 cases awaiting trial, punish-
ment delayed is virtually punishment defeated.

Analyze the 17 convictlons in relation to sentences passed :

Life term (three persons In two CaBes) oo 2
T D A R 4
Ten years z & 1
Five to ten years e
One to five years ELN A
17

Not a case In which a murderer received capital punlshment! 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 punishment woefully
miscarried ?

In justice to the police department of Memphis, it must be said that
out of 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 70 per cent,
which is a pretty fair record.

Mr, Wm, C. Cherry, in his very excellent article, “ Crinse, criminals,
and law enforcement,” in the November number of the Tennessee Law
Review, makes the statement that 95 per cent of homicides would not
oecur if the slayer had to go & 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:

Bhot with pistol 51
Babbhed with knlte. 18
Shot with shotgun 5
Stabbed with ice pick = o
Shot with rifle i = ik
61 Fo T PR SN0 SR TS Y e i &

5 O P et SR e L Sy SLE 78

The colored women seem to have discovered a new deadi; weapon,
to wit, the ice plck.

In a very recent letter, Stnator Joun K. SHIELDS stn:es that he
has reintroduced in Copgress his bill to prohibit the transportation of
pistols in Interstate commerce and through the mails. He requests the
assglstance of the City Club in favoring this legislation. Such a bil
would go a long way toward controlling the enormous traffic in that
weapon now prevalling, Benator Smienps says that the opposition to
the bill has always come from the manufacturers of pistols In Connec-
ticut and Massachusetts, and has so far been able to block the legisiation,

The pistol responsible for 51 out of the T8 deaths—over 65 per cent!
And “Arkangas toothpicks ” and dirks were responsible for another 18—
25 per cent, total, 80 per cent. Is the inference not justifiable that the
great majority of those homricides were committed because at the instant
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It)m intent to commit the murder seized the person, he had concealed
aoout his body the deadly weapon? And Is it not a reasonable assump-
tlon that if the personm bad not had at band the weapon, but had had to
go a distanee to arm himself, he would have had time to reason out his
contemplated act and he would not have committed the murder?

I am not unmindful that of these 78 homicides 8 were committed
by officers in their line of duty. Rarely does an officer shoot to kill
unless in self-defense, or when he is in grave apprehension 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 councealed
firearms (and no eriminal becomes .a potential murderer until he arms
himself with a concealed deadly weapon), it would not be necessary for
an officer to be armed, If this were so, in the yast majority of cases the
officer could protect himself against any other weapon. DBut the officer's
pistol is his surest protection from harm from those who carry concealed
firearms. May we see the day when our policemen, like the English
* hobby,” 1n 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 sald there were, so we will aceept thelr verdicts. But it does
geem to be an outrageously large number of people who had, for justifl-
able 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,
If the victim had not had the weapon with which he was making the
demonstration It would not have been necessary to have used such a
drastic preventive on him—another * justifiable homicide * wonld 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 mwurderers. It is well to have
these statistics corrected and to get our published murder rate as low as
possible. But, with every correction made that we can honestly elaim,
oiir murder rate will be deplorably high. Memphis ean not change its
location, So let us stop fooling ourselves and become active to see if
we can not check the fashion of murder so prevalent in our midst. Re-
duce the number of murders and statisties will take care of themselves.
We thus will be saved the humilintion of making excuses for our ap-
parent lawlessnesa.

We have depended upon our present system for the apprebension and
punishment of major criminals nnd it seems to have failed us—at least,
there is no apparent change for the better in the number of murders
commlitted yearly, yet our law-enforcing officlals have been at work
steadily and our courts have been gitting constantly. The first state-
ment is not literally true, for Memphis in 1923 showed an Improvement
over Memphis in 1922—one less homieide: better—T78 as against 70, At
any rate, Memphlis ls running true to form.

Some say we can not hope to better conditlons until our criminal
cpurts mete ont speedier and severer punishment anod the pardon board
and the governor refrain from setting at nought the effect of convictions
through the pardoning power, We can only hope that the officials
assigned the duty of prosecuting those charged with erime will see that
these trials are speeded up ; that juries will begin to understand that the
law expects capital punishment to be inflicted when the facts demand it;
and that the executive department, except in the most cogent cases, will
let convictlons take thelr course. We have been walting patiently for
these things to occur and we are still walting—but not so patiently,

Others say telief lleg in new laws slmplifylng our eriminal procedure
and in making jury service In criminal cases not so onerous. There is
much force in this, But shall we remain quiescent awalting the next
session of the legislature in 1925 with the probability that any law for
suggestive reform in eriminal procedure will receive scant recognition
at the hands of the legislature?

Stiil others say It can not be expected that the law against homicide
will be rigidly enforeed as long as public opinion is opposed to the rigid
enforcement of the laws against gambling, “ pistel toting,” * boot-
legging” and the various other laws which our people violate with Im-
punity. Surely public sentiment is overwhelmingly opposed to homlcide.
If our citizens Lecome accustomed to the rigld enforecement of the law
against murders and to the not infrequent infliction of caplital punish-
ment when the crime demands it, public opinion will scon rally to the
gupport of the officials seeking to enforce the laws agalnst lesser crimes,
not to mention the salutary effect the ingliction of a few speedy capital
punishments will bave npon foture potentlal murderers.

The conditions demand that murder be not so common as it is now in
this community. :

If law enforcement Is largely a failure, let us turn our attention to
erime prevention. Let os as a novelty seek to prevent the commission
of crime rather than to devote our entire energy to the punishment of
crime after its eommission. Let us seek to prevent the act of the po-
tential criminal, thereby preventing the mecessity for his apprehension
and prosecution for the commisslon of the contemplated crime, and save
his becoming a charge on the public. By minimizing the commission of

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

Our brothers in medicine do not permit a contagious disease to be-
come epldemic in the community and then strive to cure the unfortu-
nates who become affticted. They seek to isolate the econtagion in its in-
ception and to prevent any others from becoming affected. A crime
wave Is not unlike a virulent epidemie. If I may borrow an expression,
let us have diagnosis and cure, rather than autopsy and verdict, in the
suppression of lawlessness in this eommunity. The germ, so to speak,
of the murder epidemic Is the pocket pistol. Isolate this weapon and
the murder rate will immediately fall. The people should grapple with
the sltuation and attack it In its most vulnerable spot—homicldes.

How can homicides in Memphis be best reduced? Will statistics
snswer this? Ponder again the record of Memphis for 1923 :

White. | Colored.

sassassismabansysansin 12 49
- 4 13

18 a2

Bixty-two megroes murdered as against 16 whites!

Some may assuage thelr feelings of remorse by the thought that B35
per cent of those murdered were of the celored race. Rather, should
we not feel a greater degree of gshame and responsibliity in that we,
being the ruling race, should permit this to occur?

Btatistics make no distinetion In color. A homiclde In the world's
murder record is a homicide, be the victim black er white. The outside
world does not know the proportion of whites and blacks, efther of the
murderers or the murdered. It judges us simply on our record,

What say statisties as to the race and sex of these 78 murdered?

Whita, Colored.
Male. | Female. | Mala. | Female.
Killed by colored males............ o iia i BRiilecias 25 11
Killed by colored females....cceeeennemnnsfes Banadizs e may 14 2
Kllled by white males........ 8 4 ¢ A e T A
Killed by white females...... ) e L G P S SR
Killed by unknown parties...c.eecseesass | SRR NERTS - | B
T R e L e S e e TN 12 4 49 13

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

How clearly the record localizes the canker on the community., Elzhty-
three per cent of T5 bomicldes (excluding accldental killings) wers
negroes kllled 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 gitnation would be far more appalling and dificolt of solu-
tion. Can not we, the dominant race,.upon whom depends the enforce-
ment of the law, 8o enforce the law that we will prevent the colored
people from preying upon each other? Does the fault not rest squurely
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 ihe
example for these colored persons to obey and respect the law also.

Here we have laid bare the principal canse for the hich murder rate
in Memphis—the carrying by colored people of a concealed deadly
weapon, most often a pistol. Can not we cope with this situatlon? It
{s unlawful for them to carry such weapons, DBut it 1s just as unlaw-
ful for a white person to earry a llke weapon. Are we to admit that In
this particular the ecolored people bave gotten beyond the coutrol of
the law? That can not be. Yet, it will be folly to seck to enforce the
* pistol toting ™ law against the blacks and not against the whites.

It is sald that public sentiment is opposed to the rigid enforcement of
the law agalnst * 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 there Is public sentiment among
the whites that negroes sbould not be disturbed in their carrying of
concealed weapons.

1 deny that the time has come when our white citizens are compelied
to go secretly armed for self-protection. But if this time has come, it is
better far that we carry our arms in plaln view so that the thugs will
have 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 far 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
another ; to permit ane to decelve his fellow man by an outward display
of peaceful intentlons, but a secret preparedness to do him bodily injury
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by surprise. It should be abhorrent to a (supposedly) law-abiding cith
zen to carry a concenled weapon, and so long as this practice is indulged
in hy that class, little progress can be made toward preventing a like
practice by the lawless,

What becomes of all the pistols that come into the pomesalon of the
law enforeing authorities through arrests? Are they destroyed, or do
they again get into circulation? Is not the latter the case? If recards
of pistols could be kept, no doubt the police department would recognize
from time to time pistols that have records for murder and attempted
murder as appalling as the records of hardened eriminals.

Why not destroy every plstol that was being unlawfully ecarried
which comes into the possession of the law-enforeing authoritles? If
destroyed, certainly that particular weapon could not later be the
instrument in a major erime. If such a plstol is in the possession of
the law-enforeing officer, It 13 the helght of folly to agaln reissue that
pistol into eirculation, it makes no @ifference to whom given, for at
that instant it again becomes the imstrunment of a potential murder.

To illustrate: An estimable ecitizen 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 bad possibly been the instrument of a murder, in-
stead of being destroyed, was here again started out in the world as
an instrument for potential erime—not in the hands of the estimable
citizen to whom it was given, but who knows who else, at some time,
may come into its possession?

Some may say the law-enforcing officlals have not the legal right
to destroy these weapons. Let them 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 get into cirecula-
tion as instruments of destruction.

REDUCTION OF TAXATION THROUGH TARIFF LAWS.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. 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 eare to discuss that question mow, but Mr. CorpErLL
Hurr recently prepared a short article upon that subject
which was published in the Forum. It is a very brief state-
ment, bearing upon that most-lmportant question, and I ask
unanimous consent that it may be printed in the Recorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from New Mexico? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to Is as follows:

NINRTEEN HUNDRED AND TWENTY-FOUR CAMPAIGN ISSUES,

THE TARIFF: THE DEMOCRATIC ARGUMENT—FPROTECTION FALLACIES.

{By CorpELL HULL, chairman Democratic National Committee.)

Every sound economic law proves the futllity of such meusum as
the Fordney-McCumhber tariff, u'mrd:lns to Democratic opinion,”which
is quick to pounce on discrepancies between the professions and the
practices of Hepublicans in dealing with this lssue. Im place of the
present policies a program or reconstruction is advocated, embracing
moderate revenue tariffs, removal of economie barriers, international
finance, trade cooperation, and maintenance of healthy trading.

Why is the tari® a subject of mever-ending contreversy? The true
answer is not taxation but selflshness and greed. Tariff beneficiaries
never cease to denrand their pound of flesh, and the helpless vietims as
often register bitter complaint. At present the Fordmey-McCumber
tarifl looms large in our domestic and international economie gitnation,
because it flles in the face of every sound economic law eof to-day. It
is not a question of a mew country protecting young industries. Greed
and pelf alone offer the real basis for the existing extortionate
and unconscionable high tariff with its train of excesses, evils, and
injustices.

The most striking truth which recent tariff history revenls is the
great contrast between the professions and practices of Republicans
in dealing with the tariff. They bave invented many different formulas
and eatch phrases to define the Republican tariff theory, such as pro-
tection of “ our manufacturers,” “our home industries,” “our homa
mrarkets,” “American labor,” a tariff that will equal * the difference
in the cost of production at home and abread plus a reasonable profit,”
and, finally, that will equal * the difference in the cost of produection
at home and abroad.” Dominant Republicans, at the same time, bave
purswed a uniform but vastly different practice in applying their tariffs.
Disregarding all their professed tariff theorles and formmnlas, when in
control of the Government they permit all interested manufacturers or
produecers, who, as a rule, have first made large campaign contribu-
tions, te semd their lobbyists te Washington and with graft afore-
thought write their own high arbitrary, prohibitive rategll_:_:_nt_“tlt_sf de-

'tlanoe of every sound rule of even protective tariff taxatlion. Republican
tariffs are thus framred, and the lobbylsts departing sing with glee—

“T care not for the stars that shine,
I only know that I've got mine.”

While the Fordney-McCumber bill was pending in Congres. during
1022 the efforts to procure facts as to relative production costs
proved utterly futila. Besides, the forelgn exchanges were constantly
and viclently changing so that the drafting of a tarlff measure based
on any sound rules or definite cost comparisons or any consideration
other than high, haphazard rates, was wholly impossible. Confronted
with this dilemma, the Republicans inserted the so-called fexible
tarif provisions, which were loudly proelaimed as the saving pro-
vislons that would epable the President to make such changes as would
develop a sclentific tariff law. Thege flexible clauses were branded as
unconstitutiona]l and as a fraud at the time, and have sluce proved
entirely unworkable. It has, of course, been impossible to procure
foreign costs, The present situation is that America is cursed with
the most unseclentifie, inflexible structure of high tariff guesswork in
economic history. * The very maximum rates’ was the slogan. The
outstanding lesson tha people have learned is that Republican practice,
and not profession, presents the true Republican tariff attitude. The
difference between their tariff theory and practice is wide and deep,
and within itself offers a complete tariff issue. -

In determining a wise and sound tariff policy for the United States,
following the war a consideration of the new and changed financial,
business, and economie conditions became all important, America
was no longer a debtor Nation. Our productive capacity had in-
creased 80 or 40 per cent over the pre-war level, Our exports had
Jumped from $2,428,506,000 in 1918 to $8,000,000,000 in 1920, Amerieca
was the recognized financial, commercial, social, and moral leader of
the world. We possessed pearly one-half of the world's gold. We had
built a great merchant marine., Our productive machinery and our
intelligent skilled labor were the very best. Our foodstuffs and raw
materials such as cotton, copper, coal, lumber, oil, iron ore, and other
minerals were unexcelled and almest unlimited in variety and quantity.
The balance of ths world was flat on its back, economically. No
nation ever had such an opportunity to move forward along stable
lines, financially, indostrially, and economically. America ounly had
to realize her strength 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 net
call for an impregnable tari wall and all other economic barriers possible
to erect, as was decreed by the Republican administration, but instead
they strongly demanded a competitive tarif for revenue, based omn
the policy of the Underwood law, with moderate rates which would
not destroy or serleusly injure any domestic indusiry economically justl-
fiable, but which would prevent domestie monopoly and excesslve pricea.
In the light of developments here and everywhere since 1918, it is
manifest that such demoeratic tariff-far-revenue poliey alone was and
is calculated to bring to America sound, stable, permanent prosperity.

The time was ripe for the removal of ether trade barriers. America
after the war should have called an ioternational trade-agreement
congress, if necessary to supplement other international organiza-
tions, with the object of eliminating, by mutusl agreement of thae
commercial mnations, every possible economie and trade barrier, in-
cluding discriminations such as bounties, drawbacks, rebates, subsidies,
subventions, colomial preference save to a pominal extent, preferential
entry to port, monepoly of raw materlals in weak and backward coun-
tries by strong nations, and all other unfair preferences and trade
practices possible to be abandoned In the interest of fair and friendly
trade relations and equal economle opportunities among all com-
mercial nations. Republieans, instead of Initiating this wise poley at
a cruoclal stage, faced the other way, pursued the ecourse of hermit
isolation, and set the world example of erecting every sort of economlie
barriers—an example most other pations naturally followed—with
most disastrous results.

It 1s interesting here to enumerate some of the economic paradoxes
and contradictions which the new Republican tariff law presents. This
utterly selfish and shortsighted measure was based upon the absurd
theory that Amerlea eould forever sell and not buy.

McKinley exposed and condemned the fallacy as far back as 1801,
It was based upom the ridiculous notion that America could develop
and majntain # merchant marine whieh would carry frelght only one
way. It was based upon the blind policy that Eurepe and the world
should pay their debts of mearly $18,000,000,000 due Ameriea, although
payment can only be made in gold, goods, or services, while we have
most of the gold and decline to take goods or services. It was based
upen the absurdity that a great creditor mation, producing vast sur-
pluses of foodstuifs, raw materlals, and manufactures which must be
exported, can thrive best under a high tariff which greatly obstructs
the pnormal Sew of commerce between matloms, depressea the foreign
exchanges, and destroys seund reciprocal trade relations. It was based
upon the pretended fear that the prestrate countrles of Europe, withont
money, credit, foodstuffs, or raw materlals, might immediately arise
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and infllet commercial destruction upon Ameriea, 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
tarlff policy has directly resulted in artificlal price increases of almost
every article the Ameriean 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 thus
a prime factor in building costs and in high freight rates. It like-
wise increases by tens of millions the cost of farm operations by
raiging the prices of iron, steel, and other commedities which the
farmer must use,

This artificlally high level of production costs in Ameriea operates
in innumerable ways to obstruct, disorganize, and dislocate our foreign-
trade situation. It not only prevents exchange of goods but prevents
Ameriea 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 onr home needs. 8he 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

eapital will be unemployed. Our present volume of imports reflects.

a purely temporary and abnormal situation which our bhigh 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 wery low exchange 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
finnnee, eredit, exchange, and trade facilities of most of the world
have largely broken down, with our tariff a strong contributing factor,
and our foreign-trade situation will continue to grow worse so long
as we maintain high tariffs to prevent a 'reasonable exchange of
oods.

. The fact can not be ignored that for four years of war Ameriea
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 has been importing not competitive manufae-
tures but principally raw materials In order to bring our domestic
production up with our domestic consumption. Some industries
already have canght 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 law: Imports of manufactures, nine months ending Sep-
tember, 1922, $484,862,000.

Fordney law: Imports of manufactures, nine months ending Bep-
tember, 1923, $668,219,000.

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 panie,
beginning with that of 1873, has occurred either under Republican
administrations or Republican legislation.

The American farmers recently learned by the clearest demonstra.
tion that under Republican high tariffs prices of most of their products
went lower, their foreign markets went to pleces, while the prices of
all they must buy went skyward. Farmers now realize that they were
not saved from ruin by the Morrill high tarif during the paule of
1873, nor by the McKinley high tariff during the panic of 1890-1883,
nor by the Dingley high tariff during the panic of 1907, nor hy the
farmers’ high tariff during the panie of 1921-22.

The American people have recently experienced much tariff dis-
1llusionment. They now know that every industry producing a sub-
stantial gurplus must depend upon stable foreign markets and that the
latter are the chief factors in fixing domestic prices in America. This
desired end requires moderate tariffs, efficient produection costs, and
economie eooperation 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, carpenters,
artisans, and most other labor in the unprotected industries rucelve
higher wages than most of that in the protected industries. In the
most highly protected industries—the textiles—labor for 40 years has
received the lowest wages.

All financial, commercial, and trade developments but serve tn ex-
pose the utter unsoundness of Republican post-war economie policies,
both domestic and international, while they strongly confirm the wis-
dom and timeliness of the great Democratic reconstruction program

which embraced moderate revenne tariffs, the general removal of eco-
nomie barriers, international finance, credit, and trade cooperation, the
maintenance of a healthy growing foreign trade, and stable domestic
prosperity.

CHANGE OF DATE OF ANNUAL BESSIONS 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-

[Mr. Norris], which was under consideration this
morning,

A few days ago I introduced a bill providing—

That the first annual session of each Congress shall be upon the 6th
day of April next following the election of such Congress; the second
annual session of Congress shall be upon the 24 day of January next
following ; and the third annual session of 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 Viee 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.
Reep], 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 ghall assemble at least once in every year, and such meeting
shall be on the first Monday in December, unless they shall by law
appoint a different day.

The bill to appeoint 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 mext 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 the 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 new 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 for the election of Congress in
January 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 session. This
affords the new President one month for 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 the
Electoral College, declared that George Washington had been
chosen President, and organized the Government of the United
States under the Constitution. Thig 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 day for the convening of Congress may be
moved back ag 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
Constitution.

Mr. President, I hope that Senators will do me the honor to
read what I have said upon thig 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. Nogrrs]. 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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INTER-AMERICAN COMMITTEE ON ELECTRICAL COMMUNICATIONS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next business on the cal-
endar will be proceeded with.

The joint resolution (8, J. Res, 79) to provide for the repre-
sentation of the United States at -.the meeting of the Inter-
American Committee on Electrical Communications to be held
in Mexico City beginning March 27, 1924, was consldered as in
Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Resolved, eto, That there Is hereby anthorized to be appropriated,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum
of $33,000 to defray the cost of representation of the United States at
the meeting of the Inter-American Committee on Electrical Communi-
cations to be held in Mexico City, Mexico, beginning March 27, 1024,

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 POSTAL SERVICE.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, there is on the calendar a bill
introduced by me, and requests for unanimous consent to con-
sider it were objected to by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kina].
I see that Senator now present, and I move that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of that bill. T will say that I do
not believe there would be two votes against the bill. A motion
to take it up is the only way I can get it considered, 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 make the motion before 1
o'clock.

Mr. CURTIS. Under the unanimous-consent agreement can
the motion be made then? We began the consideration of the
calendar with a bill beyond the order of business the Senator
18 secking to have called up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair did not understand
the Senator from Kansas, his attention having been directed
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 Dusiness No. 161, and the one to which
the Senator refers is previous to that on the calendar. There-
fore, under the unanimous-consent agreement, I do not think
the Senator’'s motion would be in order to-day.

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

Mr. CURTIS. My 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. DBut in this ecase we began with a bill ap-
pearing on the calendar after the Senator's bill. I think, if
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
consideration, :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thioks he was In
error In his statement. The language of the rnle is, “ Until
the morning business shall have been concluded and so an-
nounced from the Chair.” The morning business has been con-
cluded, and the Chair thinks the motion of the Senator from
Georgia would be in order. The Chalr is also of the opinion
that the mere fact that by unanimous consent we commenced at
a cerfain number on the calendar would not preclude any
Qenator from making a motion to take up a bill. . So the Chair
will entertain the motion of the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I will state to the Senate that
this is a measure allowing the Postmaster General to experl-
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 belleve there wonld
be very much objection to it. I therefore 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 moves that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of Senate Joint Resclution 60.

Mr. KING. Mr, President. a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his
inquirvy.

Mr. KING. The Senator from Kansas asked unanimous
consent that antil 2 o'clock we proceed with the consideration
of the calendar, beginning at a certain number,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chalr will say that the
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 consent that we begin with a
certain number. That was the only thing involved in the
unanimous-consent agreement—that we begin with a certaln
number on the calendar.

Mr, KING. The parliamentary inquiry which I submit and
which may have been submitted by the distinguished Senator
from Kansas is, Does not the unanimous 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 does net
think that the unanimous-comsent request submitted by the
Senafor from Kansas precludes any Senator from making a
motion to take up a particular bill under the rule.

Mr. KING. Another parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President.
If this motion should prevall—and it is a motion to proceed to
the consideration of a bill which, in my opinion, is of very
great importance and may project the Government into the
expenditure of millions and tens of millions of dollars—would
It]b;s debatable, 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 taken up by motion,
without' the five-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 tha
joint resolution is not debatable,

Mr. HARRISON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President.

i El'hie PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his
nquiry.

Mr. HARRISON. We entered into a unanimous-consent
agreement to proceed with the ealendar. I have 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 unanimous-
consent agreement that after the morning hour is concluded we
shall proceed with the so-called Norbeck bill?

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

Mr. HARRISON. I had understood that the morning hour
was over and was so announced by the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour is not
over. Routine morning ‘business has been conecluded. The
question iIs on the motion of the Senator from Georgia to pro-
ceed to the consideration of Senate Joint Resolution No. 60.
guttllng the guestion.] In the opinion of the Chair the nays

ve it

Mr. HARRIS. T ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. GLASS (when his name ‘was called). T have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Connecticnt [Mr. McLrax].
In his absence 1 withhold my vote.

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Usperwoon]. I
transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. GrEENE]
and vote “ nay.”

Mr. McCORMICK (when hiz name was called). I have a
general pair with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen].
I transfer that pair to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Errixs] and vote  nay.”

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). I have a palr
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp]. I transfer
that pair to the Senator from California [Mr. SHoORTRDGE]
and vote “nay.”

Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the jumior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Drar]. I
am informed that he would vote as I intend to vote, and there-
fore I am at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Delawsare
[Mr. Bavarp]. T transfer that pair to the senior Senator from
Maryland [Mr. Werrer] and vote “nay.”

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

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I transfer my general pair with
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FervaLp] to the junior Senator
from Alabama [Mr. HerLin] 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 [Mr. WARREN].

Mr, SMITH. I have a general pair with the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. Steruine]. I transfer that pair to the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CAraway] and vote * yea.”

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, is a parliamentary in-
quiry in order at this time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not.

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 31, as follows:

YEAS—34. |
Adams George McNary Simmons
Borah Gerry Mayfield Smith
Bruce Harrls Neel Stephens
Capper Harrison Ralston Bwanson
Copeland Johnson, Minn,  Ransdell Trammell
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Reed, Mo, Walsh, Mass,
Edwards Jones, Wash, Sheppard Walsh, Mont.
Ferris Kendrick Shields
Fletcher McKellar Bhipstead
NAYB—31.

Ball Fess Lodge Pittman
Brookhart Frazler MeCormick Reed, Pa.
Colt Gooding McKinley Smoot
Couzens Hale Moses Stanfield
Cortls Harreld Norris Wadsworth
Dale Keyes Oddie Wiatson
Edge King Pepper Willis
Ernst Ladd Phipps

NOT VOTING—S81.
Ashurst Dial La Follette Bpencer
Bayard Elking Lenroot Stanley
Brandegee Fernald MecLean Sterling
Broussard Glass Norbeck Underwood
Bursum Greene Overman Warren
Cameron Heflin Owen Weller
Caraway Howell Robingon Wheeler
Cummring Johnson, Calif. Bhortridge

So Mr. Hagrris's motion was agreed to.

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 he 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.

Mr. FLETCHER. He described the resolution, which is not
the right number.

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

Mr. 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 the pending bill providing for experimentation in the
transportation of farm products by rural free dellvery. 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. E

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 deseribed
is a bill that has come up on the eall of the calendar several
times, and the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] has 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
geveral times on the call of the calendar and has been objected
to. I have been in the Senate five years and never objected to
f 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 notlee.

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

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

did not vote against taking up the measure because they are
opposed to the measure. They voted against proceeding to its
consideration 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. x -

Mr. KING. Mr. 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
except under the five-minute rule I would join with him. It
Is absurd to make the statement he did, and it is totally un-
fair and unkind.

Mr., HARRIS. The Senator from Utah has forgotten. I
went to him after he objected to the consideration of the hill
when it came up on the calendar at different times and asked
him if he 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. McKELLAR. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state the
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. McKELLAR. What resolution have we taken up? Is
it Senate Joint Resolution 60?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has voted to take
up Senate Joint Resolution Neo, 60, Order of Business 150.

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

Mr. CURTIS and Mr. KING addressed the Chair.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President

Mr, FLETCHER. T ask unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of Order 0f 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. President

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 ohjec-
tion to that request?

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I object. I challenge the ae-
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 ohject 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 what I said to him
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 measure.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the mo-
tion of the Senator from Georgia that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of Order of Dusiness 111, being Senate L:lll
2111. g

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 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.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will not be con-
sidered under the five-minute rule, There is no limit on the
debate on the measure now.
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Mr, HARRIS. T ecalled 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 OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
bill. :

The reading clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That during the 12 months mext succeeding the
approval of this act the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby,
authorized to conduet experiments in the operation of not more than
50 rural routes, in localities to be selected by him; said experiments
ghall 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 ghall deem it necessary or
advisable during the progress of said experiments, he is hereby au-
thorized, In his discretlon, on' such number or all of sald routes as
he may desire, to reduce to such an extent as he may deem advisable
the rate of postage on food products matled directly on such routes
for delivery at the post offices from which such routes start, and fo
allow the rural ecarriere thereon a commission on the postage so re-
ceived at such rate as the Postmaster General may prescribe, which
commission shall be in addition to the carriers’ regular salaries.
The amounts due the 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, That 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——

Mr. 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 ecarefully and approve of the measure. The
Post Office Committee of the Senate has also approved it unani-
mously at an almost full meeting, 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 hé is not permitted
to carry articles beyond the boundaries of his 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.

Bvery 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 hiteh 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 8o 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 golng 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. Hagris], his position is that whenever a Seuator
geeks for the consideration of any measure assent shculd
immediately be given. He seems to feel affronted if opposi-
tion is suggested to any measure which he 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 measures
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 hour, 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 oppress 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—unfortonate
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 phy-
sician seeks from the symptoms in the patient to discover the
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-
cumseribed 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 afficting
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 reveals, 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 produets, 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, it 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 upon
the proposition.

Experience has demonstrated that departments have en-
couraged mensures which extended thelr jurisdiction, augmented
their powers and increased their personnel. Little organiza-
tlons established by Congress have grown like the green bay tree
until they overshadowed the land. Esxecutive agencies are al-
ways ambitious and anxlous 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 Govern-
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 have 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-
gideration. It contemplated the establishment of a motor
transport system to convey farm products from producer to
congumer. As I recall, the proposition was debated and finally
defeated upen 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 bill contains no
Jimitations, 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 pounds that shall be carried or, as stated, the ar-
ticles which shall be carried. And I state, without any fear
of successful contradliction, 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,
all agricultural products will come within the category of
transportable commodities, whether the commodities are ani-
mate or Inanimate.

Provision will therefore have to be mdde under such a sys-
tem for instrumentalities to convey all of the products that
are to be shipped from the farms. Livestock, beef cattle, hogs,
sheep, hay, wheat, corn, rye, barley, and, indeed, all things
which are produced upon the farm and upon ranches will come
within the scope of the plan and provisions will be made for
their fransportation.

Senators may say that Congress will limit the activities of
the Post Office Department. Mr. President, that will not be
done and Senators know that it can not be done. 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
post.” Lumber, coal, ore, livestock, freight of all kinds are
now transporfed by the Post Office Department under the
classifieation of parcel post. The Government is losing mil-
lions of dollars annually in carrying these bulky commodities.
If sent by train or by private carriers of freight, the ecosts
would be very much greater, and accordingly the Post Office
Department is being ufilized to convey these bulky and heavy
commodities,

It will be the same if this plan goes through with respect to
the products 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-
wide common carrier.

May I call attention briefly to the fact that most of the inter-
urban railroad systems, which have contributed so much to the
development of the rural and agricultural distriets of our
country, are im the hands of recelvers? These important
agencies, which have tied together the towns and cities and
the rural distriets, liave served a very useful purpose in our
economic life. They have brought the farms and the people
in the rural districts into touch with the cities. They have
sought to accommodate the people and to increase their busi-
ness. The milk and the butter and the fresh vegetables are
daily conveyed by these railroads from the farms to the eities
and the towns.

It 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
gystems, for lack of patronage or for other reasoms, have gone
into the hands of receivers. The advent of the truck and the
automobile militated very much against these Interurban elec-
tric roads. The result is that there has beem a practical sus-
pension of electrie road construction in all parts of the United
States, If the Government shall now embark upen the busi-
ness of transpertation, it means, of course, that there will be a
complete suspension of electrle rallway construction, and un-
doubtedly such action upon the part of the Geovernment will
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curtail the construction of steam railroads. For a number of
Yyears it was the policy of the steam railroad companies to ex-
tend branches out Into growing and thriving agricultural dis-
tricts. If the 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 rallway building, and particularly of
branch lines into the agricultural districts. Y

The far-reaching consequences of the embarkatlon by the
Government upon a scheme such as s contemplated by this
bill can not be fully comprehended. But earnest considera-
tion of the subject will compel the conclusion that the measure
before us should recelve most careful consideration. Most evil
precedents were the results of conditions which seemed to call
for a departure from accepted policies. There is a saying
among 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 is 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 Is important for those 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 reduced to the
lowest possible level. The projection of the Government into
the transportation field will, of course, react immediately upon
the transportation system of the United States; and 1 call
attention to the fact that corporations are being formed for the
transportation by truck and automobiles of freight and passen-
gers between cities and towns. Wherever we go we encounter
the freight trocks 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 the Government
enters into this field, then, of course, private capital will be
driven out. Of course, the Government can not operate as
cheaply and as efficlently as can individnals; 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 compete, if governmental agencles
may thrust their hands into the Treasury to make up deficits
and to bear the expense of governmental operation.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President—-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
¥leld to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. 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 canse a deficit. Is it not a fact that
the Sfeel Trust, while 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 like com-
binations in order to pay that deficit and give this service?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, my objection to the plan back of
this bill is not because there will be a deficit in operating a
governmental transportation system. Perhaps that is one rea-
son for my objection, 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 business. They might
obtain temporary benefit by having the Government buy trucks
and vehicles for the purpose of carrying to market their prod-
ucts, but I insist that the Initlation of such a polley would
culminate in the erection of a nation-wide transportation sys-
tem, operated by the Government, which would be so inefficient,
so expenslive, so wasteful, as to become a burden upon the
taxpayers and an injury to the farmers, as well as to all
classes.

My position is that the farmers stand a-better chance to 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 oecurs, it hurts the farmer. 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 controlled

by the Shipping Board.

A democracy such as ours is not as efficlent in its adminis-
tration as a well-organized monarchy or a militarism. Therae
are other galns, of course, in a democracy which more than
compensate for losses resulting from the efficiency of militarism.
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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 indirectly., When we come to discuss the
revenue bill, then we can consider the question of excess profits
ns 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 business
of the common carrier is one thing, and I respecifully 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, Mr.

President, of a just system of taxation. I belleve that wealth
should bear its full share of the burdens of taxation.

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, elther to indi-
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 desirable 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).
the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr. BROOKHART. It seems to me that the Senator is not
considering the basic propesition, and that is this: All the
work of all the people of all the United States, added to all
the earnings of all 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 mot
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 smalP earnings should pay small taxes. But the
gystem 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 sufliciently taxed. If
they are not paying the taxes which they should the legis-
latures of the States and of the Federal Government are 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 confrary 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

Does

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 compelled to buy, in order
that the purchasing power of his products would be enhanced
and his prosperity increased. I would provide a just and fair
system of rural credits; I would aid In every legitimate and
proper way every cooperative movement to enable the farmers
to conserve and dispose of thelr 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
gtl;;tch are placed upon the General Government of the United

es,

But, Mr. President, returning to the subject matter under dis-
cussion, I believe that the farmers will not be benefited by
the governmental 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
Republie.

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.

Mr. 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 MecAdoo management that we hear about, the first
10 months after the roads were furned back their operating
expenses in private hands 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. BROOKHART. 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; but I want to
say to the Senator in all good faith that I do not believe in
governmental ownership and operation

Mr, BROOKHART. Of anything?

Mr. KING. Of railroads and ships and other instrumentali-
ties which under our theory of government should he operated
by private individuals.

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

Mr. 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-
nomieally than it is now for one-half the present expense if it
were controlled by private individnals,

Mr. BRUCE and Mr. BROOKHART addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxgs of Washington in
the chair). Does the Senator from Utah yield, and to whom?
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Mr. KING. If the Senator from Iowa will pardon me, T will
yield now to the Senator from Maryland. >

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I should like to remind the
Senator, in connectlon with what he has just sald, that a few
years ago Postmaster General Burleson testified, in the course
of an investigation by Congress, that if the rural mall service
were let out to private contract it could be conducted at a
reduction In cost of some $18,000,000 a year.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yleld to the Senator from Towa?

Mr. KING. I yield for a question,

Mr. BROOKHART. On that propositlon, T want to challenge
that statement—I do not care who made it—and I want to
assert that the Post Office Department, with all its 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 is in 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
earnings of all the work and all the capital and all the un-
earned increment added together, we know that somebody is
making more than his share. The Post Office Department
is not, and never has been.

Mr. WADSWORTH., Mr., President, will the Senator yield
at that point?

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

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from New York.

Mr. WADSWORTH. 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 is injected the
element of politics. For example, if the Post Office Depart-
ment were left to its own free will In 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
persons who publish second-class mail matter. The rural mail
delivery Is operated ata 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 Government to lose money In that service
in order to give a more prompt mail service to the people who
live in remote rurat districts. So the blame, if there is to be
any blame at all, should not be directed solely against the Post
Office Department or its management, becanse it is not a free
business agent, and the trouble with Government operation of
any commercial business i1s that it never can be 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. DMr. President, undoubtedly the facts stated by
the Senator from New York are largely responsible for the in-
creased cost over what otherwise would be the cost of operating
the Post Office Department and perhaps other activities and
agencies of the Government.,

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. Presldent——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from lowa?

Mr. KING. I do.

Mr. BROOKHART. In answer to 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 of Commerce being organized as a
sort of supergovernment of the United States to supervise and
direct everything that we do down here, and it is this business
in government that is the cause of these discrepancies. I think
we will have to get some of that system of business out of
government and let the Government attend to its business.

Mr. WADSWORTH. May I be impertinent enough to ask
whether the Senator from Iowa would vote for an amendment
to the postal Inws providing that the second-class mail matter
should pay postage sufficient to meet the cost of transportation?

Mr. 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 getting the benefit of the
present rate and making thelr milllons out of it.

Mr. KING. DMr. President, T 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 sald 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 made, because in part of
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 characterize the efficlent business organ-
ization of the American people, :

The American people, generally speaking, are efficlent in the
management of their own affairs; and under the competitive
system there has been developed an alertness and business ca-
paclity that has given to this Nation 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
triumphs which have come to this Republle, and for the post-
tion of primacy which it occupies in the industrial, economic,
and political world. :

If America had been a paternalistlc government, if it had
been a soclalism, 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 frue, as indlcated by the Senator from JIowa, that
some corporations have grown too large. I do not agree
with the 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 becoma
so big as to become unwieldy and inefficient and unable to com-
pete with smaller - organizations which are directing thelr
energies along the same lines.

In the same way, the Government may beeome 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 he-
coming paternalistic, bureaucratic, and Inefficient. It ecan
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 of matters
which belong to the States. This is a Government of and by
commissions who frame laws and regulations by which the
people are governed. And Senators on both sides of the Cham-
ber are adding to the responsibilities and duties of the Federal
Government by imprudent and aften unwise and unconstitu-
tional legislation, and we are coniributing to the inefficiency
and incompetency of the Federal Government by devolving
upon it duties and responsibilities with which It is not charged
under the Constitution, and which it can not economieally 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 te 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 of aid
to the farmer, I should support it, but in my opinion it wouyld
not. It will prevent the organization of private companies to
engage in rural transportation. In many sections of the coun-
try—I know in some parts of my own State—private persons
have orgamized companies to operate motors and transport to -
the cities the products of the farm and to the rugal districts the
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 info this business, it will arrest, indeed prevent,
private activity, And with the Government carrying on a husi«
ness of such magnitude it will mean hundreds of thousands of
additional Federal employees and a bureaucratie system that will
be oppressive and inefficient. It will mean that thousands and
tens of thousands of busses and automobiles and trucks must ba
purchased by the Government ; that thousands of garages must
be built; that Federal machinery must be provided for caring
for freight; warehouses will ultimately be needed and all of
the machinery set up by transportation companies. In other
words, if the Government embarks upon this scheme as it is
contemplated, it will eventuate in the engaging in all forms of
transportation In all parts of the land.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. KING, T yield.

Mr, BRUCE. I want to ask the Senator from TUtah whether
in his conclusions he does not to some little extent lose sight
of the fact that this bill contemplates purely an experimental
project? Do his arguments apply with full force to such a
case 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 produects 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 if it
ghould be carried into effect?

1 quite agree with the principles which underlie the argu-
ment of the Senator, I am sure he is not more strongly im-
pressed 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 engctment is an experi-
ment, and it seems to me that affer that experiment had been
made we could tell better than we can tell now how far the
scheme was chimerical and how far it was not.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if the SBenator 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 fo all classes
of people. But so long as the Treasury of the United States
is behind it, it ean succeed; but the annual deficit will be col-
lossal. Germany is in the transportation business; though,
of course, she Is losing billlons of marks every day. Other
governments have undertaken the business of common carriers
but without success. I ask the Senator if this experiment is
not for the purpose ultimately of projecting the Government
into the transportation business?

Mr, BRUCE. 1 suppose it is, provided it develops results
sufficiently beneficial to the public to warrant the extension of
the experiment.

Mr., KING. Does the Senator desire 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 produets, and all other products?

Mr. BRUCE. Indeed I do not, on any general scale; but it
seems to me there might be some reasonable expansion of the
postal facilities, perhaps, for the relief of the farmers.

Mr. KING. May I ask the Senator where he would stop?
If we inaugurate this system, and transport farm produects
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.

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

Mr. KING. DBut we do not limit it

Mr. BRUCE. I know that. There are anomalies under the
present system, but I think those might be corrected. 1 mean
to say that if we reached the point where the Government found
itself fairly embarking in the business of transportation on a
large scale, then we would find ourselves face to face with the
question of whether the Government should not own and operate
the rallroads, 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 has been a success it will
inaugurate a system under which the Government of the United
States will carry the products of the farm, because if the plan
is 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. 1 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
Senator from Utah and I and every other citizen of the United
States could judge for ourselves how far the experiment sug-
gested the wisdom of any further extension of the operation.

Mr. KING. Alr. President, I think whén the able Senator
from Maryland concedes, as his replies have conceded, that if
this experimentation shows, as it will show, that the products

and that the Government will take over the railroads.

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 npon the
Government an:ﬁput into operation.

There are many who believe that we ean not keep out of it
I ho ;
the time will not arrive when that will be done. But I fel:;
quite sure that if we shall inangurate the plan contemplated
by this measure, and begin the expansion of that plan, the
demand will be made that the Government shall take over the
railroads and perhaps other publie utilities; already 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 starvation and
death and economic¢ ruin. A change resulted in a form of
state capitalism as to the “big" or “key" industries; 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-
sla 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 Seas, 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 extent of
hundreds of millions of rubles annually, though there is no com-
petition. The ineflicieney 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 destruetion 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
of, They will be betier served by private enterprise than by
the Government; they will get their products to market much
more cheaply by private carriers than by the United States.

Under this bill we are giving the Post Office Department a
great deal of diseretion. It 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 section,
on one route, than on some other routes.

AGRICULTURAL DIVERSIFICATION.

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

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 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-
gravafed 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 SBenators
answered to their names:

Adams Ferris King Ralston
Ball Fess Ladd Ransdell
Borah Fletcher Lodge , Mo,
Brookhart Frazier MceCormick Reed, Pa.
Bruce Geo McEellar Bheppard
Bursum Hale McKinley ihields
Cameron Harreld McLean Smith
Capper Harris MeNary Smoot
Copeland Harrison Moses iiu.-ncer
Counzens Howell Neely Stanfield
Curtis Johnson, Minn.  Norris Stephens
Dale Jones, N. Mex. Oddie Trammell
Dill Jones, Wash. Pepper Wadsworth
Edge Kendrick Phipps \‘rk‘,uis-;h, Mont.
Edwards eyes Pittman illis

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

Mr, HARRISON. Mr. President, I desire to perfect an
amendment that was pending yesterday when the Benate ad-
journed. I have changed the wording somewhat of the first
amendment that was offered, but the amendment which I am
about to offer carries the same iden. I ask unanimous con-
gent that the amendment which I now send to the desk may
be pending instead of the other amendment, and that the
amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Alr. Trau-
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ageLr] shall apply to this amendment the same as it did to
my former amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to
modify his own amendment. The Secretary will report the
amendment as now proposed by the Senator from Mississippi.

The Reapinc Crerg. On page 1, line 4, after “ United States™
strike out down to and including line 8 on page 2, and Insert
in lien thereof a comma and the following:

particularly In the wheat areas dependent almost entirely upon a
single crop, resulting from the stimulation of production of a single
erop 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 erop, 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 suceess upon a single erop, but one which would
include the raising of livestock, such as dairy and beef cattle, hogs,
gheep, 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 the following:

Loans and advances shall be made only to gnch farmers in the
areas of the country embraced within the provisions of thls act as
are not reasonably 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
guch a system if glven aid and opportunity.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. TraaMmELL] ap-
plies to this amendment and is pending.

Mr. McKELLAR. My, President, I regret very much that
I am unable to cast my vote for the proposed legislation.
There are two reasons for my regret. The first is that I
renlize that the condition of the farmers of the country and
especially those out West is a very serious one, Thelr 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-
visions I did not vote against the farmers, but for their bence-
fitt The very wheat farmers who are the beneficiaries of the
proposed legislation were not benefited by the heavy tariff of
80 cents a bushel on wheat. The President 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 that 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.
Lapp]. He is an able and splendid Senator, and I know that
anything to which he gives his heart and mind is, in his judg-
ment, worthy. I regret to have to differ with him about a
matter that he considers so important.

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

5ec, 2, That from the approval of this act and until June 30, 1926,
the Secretary of Agrleulture shall be empowered and aunthorized 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 suitable for
the dovelopment 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 bhe made upon such terms and condltions and subject to such
regulitions as the Becretary may preseribe, including provision for the
repayment thereof by amortization or otherwise—

And so forth,

We who have been here for several years, or ever since the
war, at any wate, recall that during the war the Government
stimulated the production of wheat, but that at the same time,
from the beginning of its stimulation, it has likewise stimu-
lated 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 established by the Congress. All the wheat 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 bill 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 furnlsh the farmer
money with which to rotate his crops and engage in some
other kind of farming business, namely, that of livestock, hogs,
and poultry.

Mr, REED of Missourl. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ten-
nessee yield to the Senator from Missourl?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Did I understand the Senator from
Tennessee to say that the Government paid out a billion dollars
to the wheat farmers?

AMr. McCKELLAR. 1 read from the act, not that the Govern-
ment had paid it ont but that Congress appropriated money
for the purpose of carrying the act into effect,

Mr. REED of Missourl. 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 from
Missouri.

Mr. REED of Missourl, I know what the act provided, but,
as a matter of fact, was not wheat in Europe being bought by
the Huropean Governments at very much above that price?

Mr. McKELLAR. I ean not say as to that.

3_,11-. FLETCHER. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to
me?

Mr. McKELLAR. 1 yield to the Senafor from Florida.

Mr. FLETCHER. There were some $3.000,000 expended
under that act for seed purposes.

Mr. REED of Missouri. That sum was expended for seed;
b\;lt 1tvhat I am speaking about s keeping up the price of
wheat.

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no doubt in the world that tha
guaranty by the United States Government had the effect of
raising the price very considerably more than it would have
been if that guaranty had not been made, However, that may
be, T will say to the Senator and to the Senate that the wheat
farmers of the country wanted the price fixed at that time.
The then Senator from North Dakota, Mr. MeCumber, the then
Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. Gore, the former Senator from
Illinois, Mr. Sherman, and various other Senators who wers
here and spoke on the bill—

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

Mr. McKELLAR. I will yield In just one moment. All
those Senators argued at that time that that was the purpose
of the then pending bill, That was in 1019. If the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr, Norrrs] will excuse me a moment, I de-
sire to read from a speech which was delivered by the then
Senator from Illinois, Mr. Sherman, at that time. Mr. Sher-
man said;

1 have mo doubt of that.
responsibility.

1 remember when Senntors voted here, it was argued that thera
ought to be a guaranty oo wheat prices in order to stimulate pro-
duction. The argument was adopted, “ It is an artificial stimulus,
it is true; but the conditions are artifeinl” The war conditiona
being abnormal, as they were, Congress deemed Iitself fustified in
making that guaranteed price, That is illustrative of the finite
wisdom of mankind. Before we get through we shall have more of
that, but this illustrates, so far as we hava traveled, the utier unre-
Hability of human judgment when men begin to interfere with markets.
The Senate, the ITouse, and the executive department undertook to
perform a task that the business men—the producers and the dis-
tributors of a hundred million people—were earrying, We shouldered
that burden. I think it was a short-sighted polley, I voted for
some 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 up the price of wheat
and its resulting products in the Atlantie seaboard towns or to mil-
lions of private consumers.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President——

Mr, McKELLAR. Just one moment. T promised first to
vield to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], and then I
will yield to the Senator from South Carolina.

Mr. NORRIS. The question which I desire to ask the Senn-
tor from Tennessee is whether he does not realize from the
debates which then took place here that it was the under-
standing of the Congress that the price then fixed should not
be the maximum price, but that we were fixing the minimum
price, which, by actlon of the Government, became the maxi-
mum price?

Mr. McKELLAR. It became the maximum price, but I
have no doubt in my mind that the act affected the price of
wheat,

Congress must accept its share of the
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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 fixed.

Mr. McKELLAR, Yes,

Mr, 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. McKELLAR. I will now speak to the amendment for
a few moments. i

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 OFPICER. 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. SMITH. Mr. President——

Mr. McEKELLAR. 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 believe 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 wonld start, and made the minimum the
maximum.

Mr. REED of Missouri.
lina——

Mr, McKELLAR. Mpr. President, T have just a very few
moments.

Mr. REED of Missourl. 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 Missouri 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 Missouri.
taken.

Mr. SMITH. That is true.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, what I said was that the
farmers were here asking for that legislation, just as they are
here, tlirough their representatives, asking for the passage of
the pending measure. That is shown by the speech of Senator
Gore, of Oklahoma, in February, 1619, and the speech of Sena-
tor MeCumber 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 country
is dependent upon the prosperity of the farmer, and we ounght
to see to it by all proper legislation that he shall be aided
whenever it is right for the Congress to do so.

Mr. 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 emable them to go into the cattle
business and into the poultry business and into the hog busi-
ness and they go into any of those lines of business; and sup-
pose that conditions should arise next fall or the fall following
under which wheat should 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 mistake;

Does the Senator from South Caro-

They found out that I was not mis-

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 are we going to stop? Mr,
President, I say this legislation Is indefensible when the light
of reason is brought to bear upon it. I do not see how any
Senator can vote to establish such a policy in our legislation.
It is undemoeratic; 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
benefit the farmers, I said then that, In my judgment, a high
tariff on wheat wonld 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 inte treuble 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 [My. TraMMELL].

The amendment was rejected. ,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The queston is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Haruison],
on which the Chair understands the yeas and nays have been
ordered.

Mr. TRAMMELTL. 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 Mississippi 1f
he desires to use it in that way.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I will take time on that amendment.

Mr. President, 1 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 enacted into law, that it was not in
the mind of Congress that the benefits under this measure
should be restricted to 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 eertainly 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
has 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 suffered 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 purpose of this
measure is to require the taxpayers of 43 or 45 other American
States to raise funds by ineome 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 elaimed there
was overproduetion, and then, as stated in the bill, Iater there
was underproduction, If that were a condition uniike 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 diserimination, but the condition which existed
in that limited area, involving disaster and misfortune, is not
unlike what was experienced in many sections throughout our




3958

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MArcH 11,

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-growing States, the
Government appealed for increased crops. To the Northwest
the Government said: * Increase and enlarge your wheat pro-
duction.” Im my section of the country, where we produce other
crops—potatoes, for instance, Florida having become quite a
potato-producing State—the Government appealed for an in-
crease of the production of potatoes. We produce early vege-
tables there to a large extent. The Government appealed to us
to enlarge and extend our cabbage crop, and this applied all
along the line. We produced sweet potatoes, for instance. The
Government even carried on a eampaign down there for the pro-
duction of sweet potatoes. Then they appealed to us to extend
our farming operations to inelude the production of castor beans
used in connection with the production of oil for the airplane,
and our people with patriotism and zeal engaged largely in an
attempt to raise these beans. In consequence, Senators, follow-
ing the war hundreds upon hundreds of acres of cabbages were
plowed up in my State, with no market for them. Sweet po-
tatoes were allowed to rot and decay for lack of a market,
Thousands 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
logs in 1920. The people of my State following the war suffered,
1 believe, at a reasonable estimate $30,000,000 or $40,000,000
in the depreciation of their crops and their inability to sell those
crops at fair prices.

We have not asked for any legislation to relieve that situation.
The people of the State of Florida have courageously and
bravely faced the situation, and have tried to overcome those
disasters following 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
should not pass legislation that will apply only to a small part
of the Republic.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida
¥ield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. TRAMMELIL. If the Senator will pardon me, I have only
10 minutes, and I shall be glad if he will speak In his own time.

Mr. NORRIS. I have not any time. :

Mr. TRAMMELL. If you are going to adjust the sitoa-
tion, why not make a survey of the agricultural conditions
throughout the country and see who suffered and who did not
suffer by virtue of alluring invitations to engage more exten-
sively in agriculture and in the production of various crops,
instead of aftempting 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
this 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 it 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 manufuacturing
industries and almost all kinds of business in this country,
taking them in groups and in classes, at some time or other,
either during the war or following the war, suffered disaster,

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. TRAMMELL. If the Senator will pardon me, I have
only 10 minutes. We are under the limitation of debate now.
1 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
consequence 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 be closed down in con-
sequence of the war and on account of the inability of the
operators to procure ships to transport the phosphates. The
Iumber industry in my State was hampered for quite a

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
hand; 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, BROOKEHART. Mr. President, T can not feel that the
Senator from Florida [Mr. Teamaerr] has given due considera-
tion to the importance of agriculture. I remember thuat when
the railroads were turned back to their private owners we took
a great many times $350,000,000 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 investment. 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 invested in agri-
culture, and the last census shows that 51,000,000 of our people
are agriculturists. Agriculture at this time is in a prostrate
condition as a result of governmental action. It is a result
of the Federal reserve deflution policy, which was a govern-
mental action. Tt is a result of the high profits of the Steel
Trust, the Sugar Trust, the Tobacco Trust, and all the other big
combinations which agriculture must pay for wbhat it uses in
its business; and those high prices are promoted by tarifl legis-
lation, direet governmental action. The credit system of the
United States, charging agriculture perhaps an average of at
least T per cent interest when it ought to be not higher than
4 per cent, is built up under a system of enactmenis of the
Government of the United States. Yet this great business,
with its sixty billions of capital since it was deflated—more
than eighty billlons before—this great business, with all these
people engaged in it is on the verge of bankruptey, Practically
every farmer in the United States at this moment is in fear
of losing his home, These few States in the wheat-growing
corner are the worst off of all.

I do not think this bill is a cure for the whole situation, or
anything of the kind. I would rather have a great bill that
did meet the whole situation, but I see no good chance of that.
I hope we will amend the MeNary-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
governmental money for other instrumentalities in this matter,
that $50,000,000 is a little bit 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
bill, but it is effered as a prelude to taking out that $25,000,000
item. Is that correct? ;

Mr. HARRISON. 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 Senators 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
48 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 of
Agriculture, where the conditions warrant it, to make loans to
farmers in other parts of the country outside of the wheat area.

Mr. BROOKHART. 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 other
crop?

Mr. HARRISON. Whether it is wheat or cotton or what not.
It is to encourage diversification where the farmers are in a
very bad condition, leaving it in the discretion of the Secretary
of Agriculiure to make the advancements,

Mr. BROOKHART. IReally, 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

while,

from Florida [Mr, 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 the nature of gifts, The bill distinctly provides in sec-
tion 2:

Such advances, loans, or sales ghall 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, 18
the fact that the condition by which the wheat 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. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend-
ment to the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.,
Hagrersox]. 1 propose to strike out the words * where the con- 4
ditions warrant it, as determined by the Secretary of Agri-
culture.”

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

The REaping Croerk. It is proposed to strike from the modi-
fled amendment the words “ where the conditions warrant it,
a8 determined by the Secretary of Agriculture”

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, with the amendment T
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-
seribe 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 ald for the wheat
areas and no ene 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 cotfton 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
throughout the northern part of my State for a period of 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 prosperity 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, 8o 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
benefit 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 have 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
within 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 1
am befriending farmers and agriculture I do not restriet my
sympathy, my Iinterest in them, and my desire to aid them to
those of only 8 or 4 States and bar from the munificent pro-
visions of legislation the agricultural interests of, say, 44 or
45 other States, The measure we are considering embraces
Just such form of diserimination. I think we should deal
equitably and fairly with the agricultural interests generally,
and not pick out just a few.

Of course, if these limited number had had a different ex-
perience from others, it would be 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-fix-
ing law, and when they first came they were willing to accept
leas than the $2.20, at which fizure the price was finally ad-
Justed. I remember at first they said, “ Give us 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.

Mr. SMITH. Two dollars and twenty cents.

Mr. TRAMMELL. 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.
Then, 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 discriminate in this way. T would
like to help the farmers of the wheat area, but In justice I
can not git 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. TeamuEeLi] to the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARrIsSON].

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll
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The: reading clerk called:the roll, and: the:following’ Senators
answered to: their names :

Adams ‘Yess Kin Meed, Mo,
Ball Fleteher ST Lsdﬁ ~Reed; Pa,
“Borah .Frazier Lo.%pe Sheppard
‘RBrookhart ‘Feorge MeCormick Shields
:Bruea Gerry ‘MeKellar -Simmons
«Bursum + Glass McLean Bmith
Cameron Gooding McNary Smoot
‘Capper ‘Hale ‘Moses Stanfield
\Copeland Harris “Neel ‘Stephens
 Couzens -Harrison Norris »Swanson
Curtis [{owell Dddie Trammell
‘Dalo Johnson, Minn. 'Pepper Wadsworth
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Phipps ‘Walish, Mass.
Eidge ~Jones, Wash., Pit Walsh, Mont,
“BEdwarda Kendrick Ralston Warren
‘Ferris Keyes Ransdell "Willls

The PRESIDING OFFICER. .Sixty-four Senators -having
answered to their names, there:is a guorum, present. ¥

‘Mr. REED. of Missouri., Mr, President, I would like, to. have
the proposed amendment reported as offered by the Senator
from Mississippi, together with.the amendment which is offered
“to.it by the Senator from Florida. J

“The ,PRESIDING OFFICHER. The Secretary will read as
requested.

‘The ReAping Creex. The modified amendment offered hy
the Senatfor frem Mississippl is .as follows:

On page 1, line 4, after “United States,” strike out down
to and including line 3, on page.2, and insert.in leun therccfia
comma and the following:

particularly in the wheat areas dependent :almest ‘entively upon .a
,mingle erap, :resultingfrom the -stimulation -of production of \a single
(erop during the reeent war and :aggravated during subsequent 'years
by low ;ylelds -and high ‘cests of productien, but:also in: other sreas
.dependent almost-entirely upon: a single crop, where conditions warrant
_it, 08 determined by the Secretary of -Agriculture, should be changed
(through the encouragement of a system of agriculture not dependent
for its success upon a single.erop, but .one which would include the
ralsing of livestock, such as dairy and beef-eattle, hogs, sheep, poultry,
-and the products’ thereof,

The Senator from Florida proposes to amend the modified
-amendment by striking out'the words * where conditions war-
-rant it, as ‘determined by the Secretary of Agriculture.”

AMr. REED of Missouri. ‘If the amendment of the Senator
“from Florida is agreed to, the amendment of ‘the Senator from
Mississippl would then read—

particularly in the wheat areas dependent almost entirely upon .a
single erop, resultivg from the stimulation of production of a gingle
crop during the recent war, and aggravated during eubsequent years
by low yields and high costs of production, but also in other.areas
dependent almost entirely upon  a  single crop, should be changed
through the encouragement of a system of agriculture not dependent
for its success upon a &ingle ecrop, but one which would ineclude 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 thatin that form it wenld
be the -most . remarkable -specimen -of (the English language
which has yet been engraven in the statute books of ‘the United
States. I think that sentence is witheut subject, predicate, or
object as 1 hastily read it through. A clause is taken outiof
the middle of the amendment, leaving it in that condition.

Mr. TRAMMELIL. . 3r. -President, the -amendment of -the
Senator.from Mississippl is not-printed,.and I had to read it
hurriedly.and prepare my amendment. hastlly. It may be that
the whele provision svill. have to be rewrltten. ‘Of counse, the
Senator understands . what I want to eliminate,

Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes; Iido.

Mr. TRAMMELL. .If I had a printed copy of the.bill with
the amendment before me, I could present the amendment to
the amendment a little more artistically than /I have done.

Mr. REED of Missourl. I.am charging neither of the Sen-
,ators with writing bad English, but when they collaborate to-
_gether, " the one in producing and the other,in reducing, they

“have a residuum here that is a little mixed. .I suggest to them
“that if they are going to offer the amendment in the form in
which it iz 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 curiosify and a
“1ittle amusement-the course of the debate. It reminds me of
{Hogarth's 'The Rake’s Progress. 'It has been going from bad
“to worse. “We start in with a proposition that we are.going
to aid a small section of the United States where avheat has
‘been’largely grown. “We are going to do nothing for.the wheat
farmers ountside of that seection.

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

‘seems 'to 'be'in ‘the minds of the drafters of the bill'is entitled
‘to 'just 'the same treatment as the wheat grower ' inside of ‘it.
‘That/is so logical that'it is proposed to amend the bill 'to in-
clude all the wheat growers. Then it is immediately seen'that
to limit the measure to the wheat grower-who has suffered and
to cut out the man .who has raised semething else and has suf-
fered is also inequitable and that the benefits of the bill should
.be,extended to him. Of course it follows that then e ought
to extend the benefits of the billito anybody else who suffered
misfortunes.

Incidentally why not extend ‘the'benefits of the bill equally
‘to 41l the people of the United States by not' levylng taxes upon
them all for the benefit of a certain particular portion of .the
community? The progress of the bill leads to that. You admit
‘you 'have ‘mo ‘right to ‘help the wheat grower of a particular
sectlon and not of the other. You admit that there is no reason
‘why the wheat grower should be singled out. But yon now
seek to extend the ‘benefit ‘to other products. "Yon admit hy
these varlous 'steps that it is inequitable to distribute the
‘money unless you - distribute 'it equitably. You can not dis-
tribute it equitably unless you distribute it'to everybody, and
Yyou have to take it from everybody ‘to distribute it back to
‘everybody.

“The truth about' the matter is'that this is a piece of Tmcon-
‘gcionably vieiouns legislation. "We talk here out of one corner
+of ‘onr ‘mouths ‘about economy 'in Government, about cutting
‘down 'taxes, and “then 'the first time there 'is a propaganda
brought forward for 'the .expenditure -of -a huge amount of
‘money we' proceed to vote the money out. Then we justify'it
by the singular logic Tthave heard advanced here that we have
wasted money on other'things,-so why not waste some moré?
Having passed this bill, if we do pass it, it is an additional
precedent for ‘expending more money 'in ‘a wasteful way, for
'we ' willithen 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 and give something to:somebody else,”
and so keep on-shoveling out the money at one :slde of the
Treasury and .grasping it from the people at the.other and
Jetting one wrong justify the doing of anether wrong. Thatiis
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 -exeept ~where (it s
necessary to expend it for the proper purposes of the:Govern-
ment. Cut down our taxes, reduce . our |burdens, and stop -
attempting to make the United States Governmentia wet nursa
for every unfortunate man there is in the land.

Mr. BROOKHART. AMr. President——

The 'PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senater from Alis-
souri yleld to.the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. REED of Missouri, I do. I have very little time, but)I
¥leld as much as I can, . :

Mr. BROOKHART. Does the Senator from Missour! think
that the money given to the railroads was wasted?

Mr. REED of Missourl. I do not proposeto disenss the
.merits of this question by measuring up the rights or wrongs
of the gquestion against the rights or wrongs of something that
has already happened. That is a strange kind of logic. That is
A good deal like saying that.a nan robbed you of your purse
,yesterday, and, henece,:somebody has a:right to rob you of your
purse to-day. It is.a .good deal like saying you committed a
crime yesterday, and, therefore, it:is all right to commit an-
~other crime to-day. I ean mot go into'the railroad guestion and
the .voting of money in comparison with the one before us.
The two questions are not allied. /There are many distinctions.
I am not responsible for the railroad legislation. 1 voted
against that measure.

The PRESIDING OFFICRER, /The time of the Senator from
Missouri has expired.

Mr., HARRISON. .Mr. President, in order that the minds of
Senators may not be confused, I want to draw their attention
to the.fact that the Dbill carries two provisions for appropria-
tions, One is for. carrying out.the purposes of the act in re-
spect to wheat .areas, for which there iis .appropriated
'$50,000,000, and another Is for carrying out the purposes.of the
-act with . respect to other areas, for which there.is appropriated
$25,000,000. When we look at the  proposition as . originally
presented it confines itself solely to .wheat areas, and  the
langunage of the bill must be.changed to conform tolthose,pro-
visions which attach . to the appropriations. That is the sole
_0bject af the amendment I have. offered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
‘the amendment offered by .the Senator frem :Florida ito .the
amendment of the Senator from Mississippl.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.




1924. ; CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3961

Mr. 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 proeceeded to call the roll.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
I transfer my general palr with the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Feryarip] to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. HeFrin], and
vote * yea.”

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

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarpl.
In his absence, I transfer my palr to the senior Senator from
Maryland [Mr. WeLLER], and vote “ nay.”

‘Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called). I am paired
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. DiaL], 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 he
would vote *“nay,” and, if at liberty to vote, I should vote
L1 ym] "l

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I desire to
inquire whether the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. HAr-
rELD] has voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has 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 ag I am not
permitted to vote I shall withliold my vote,

I wish to announce, while on my feet, that my colleague,
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OveERMaN], 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 [Mr. WARREN].

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called), I have a general
pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Sterring]. 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
[Mr. Overmax], I withhold my vote.

The roll call was eoncluded.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. On this question I am paired
with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor]. I
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Bavyarp], and will vote. I vote * nay.”

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

Mr. CURTIS, I desire to announce that the junior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Erxst] is paired on the pending amend-
ment with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANIEY].

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

YBAS—15.
Brookhart Fletcher Mayfield Bmith
Bursum Harris Ralston Stephens
Cameron Harrison Sheppard Trammell
Dill Jones, N. Mex. Shipstead

NAYS—49.
Adams . Fess Kin Reed, Pa.
Ball Frazier Tad Bhields
Borah George Lod Bhortridge
Bruce Gerry MeKellar Smoot
Capper : Glass MeLean Epencer
Colt Gooding MeNary Stanfield
Copeland Hale Moses Swanson
Couzens Howell Norris Wadsworth
Curtls Johnson. Minn, Oddie Walsh, Mass.
Dale Jones, Wash. Pepper Walsh, Mont,
Edge Kendrick Rangdell Watson
Edwards Keyes Reed, Mo, Willis - .
Ferris

NOT VOTING—32.

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

So Mr. Hagrrison’s amendment was rejected.
Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, of course I appreclate 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 other 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 the 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 clarify the proposi-
ton 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 Stafes 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 Recorp 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 that 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,
because 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 MecNary bill, which, if enacted, will help the farmers.

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

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 deing; but I
noticed the Senator from Illinois did not vote upon my amend-
ment at all. I do not know what he will say to the farmers
gf Illinois when he returns to take up his campaign in that

tate,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
first committee amendment,

The Reaping 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 “his”; and on page 4, line 9, after the word “ and,” to
strike out * transportating™ and insert * transporting,” so as
make the section read:

8EC, 2, That from the approval of this act and until June 30, 1926,
the Becretary of Agriculture shall be empowered and aunthorized 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 lvestock,
including dairy and beef cattle, hogs, sheep, and poultry suitable for
the development of a system of agriculture as contemplated by the
purposes of this aet. The Secretary may purchase such llvestock and
supply same to the borrower at cost; such advances, loans, or sales
shall be made upon such terms and conditions and subject to sueh
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 date
thereof, and all loans shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed & per
cent per annum and shall be secured by lien on the livestock obtained
through the means thereof and upon all the natural inerease of such
livestock, which said lien shall have priority in payment over all other
lHens on such livestock and their natural increase.

For the purposes of thls act a farmer is defined as a person engaged
in and dependent upon agriculture for 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 resources or
through existing credit facilities to initiate upon their farms a system
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of diversified farming, but who show their willingness to enter upom
such an ondertaking and who may be reasonably expected to develop
such a system if given aid and opportunity. No loan sghall, however,
e made to any farmer who has overdue principal and interest or
general obligations likely to result in early foreclosure of mor{gages or
other liens upon his farm lands or necessary farm equipment unless ex-
tenaion shall be granted by his creditors in such form as will give him
a reasonable opportunity to work out his future and to get an ultimate
benefit from such loan. The applieation for a loan or advance ghall
jnclude 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 varfons States and otRer
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 fo 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 eflicient accomplish-
ment of the purposes c.r this act and may do all things necessary In
loenting, purchasing, and transporting the required suitable lvestock.
The Secretary may also, in his discretion, utilize agencies existing at
State agricultural colleges, including cooperative 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-
quest of the Seceretary: Provided, That regular employees of agricul-
tural colleges or cooperative extension workers shall not be authorized
to piss upon applications for loans, nor shall they be utilized in other
than a general advisory capacity In the purchase of livestock: Pro-
wided 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 earrying 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 sald amounts may be paid to the Secretary from time to
time a8 he may certify its requirements to the Secretary of the
Treasury of payments from borrowers whether of prineipal or
interest made during the period in which the Secretary exer-
cises 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
arens there is hereby appropriated, out of any money In the Treasury
not otherwise approprinted, the sum of $50,000,000, of which
$20,000,000 shall be available during the fiseal year ending June 30,
1924, §20,000,000 during the fiscal year ending Jume 80, 1925, and
$10.000,000 during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, but any
amount so approprinted for and not expended during any such fiscal
year shall remnin avaflable for expenditure until June 30, 1928,

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

Alr. REED of Missouri. I inquire what the question is, Mr.
President?

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

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

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

Alr., REED of Missourl. Mpr, President, I eall atfention to
the fact that this appropriation runs for two years in the
future, Nobody ecan tell anything about what the conditions
will be then; $20,000,000 can be expended up to June of this
year, $20,000,000 next year, and $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 seems to me utterly indefensible to make provision for the
appropriation 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 Congress
the appropriations for succeeding years.

It seems fo 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 gession; so I move to strike out of the com-
mittee amendment all after the figures “1024,” in line 18, all
I.ﬁle ﬂ:ﬁ_ remainder of the paragraph down to and including

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

The ReAping Oreksx. On page 5, commencing on line 16, it
is proposed to strike out:

Twenty million dollars during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923,
and $10,000,000 during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, but any
amount so appropriated for and not expended during any such flscal
¥ear shall remain avallable for expenditure until June 80, 1926.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Missourl to the committes
amendment, -

Mr. REED of Missouri. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading elerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll

Mr, JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as on the previous vote as to
my pair, I vote “nay.”

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement of my pair as before, I vote *“ nay.”

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). Repeating the
anpouncement of my pair and its transfer as on the previous
ballot, I vote “ nay.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when Mr, OVERMARN'S name was called). I
make the same announcement that I have heretofore made with
reference to my colleague [Mr. OverdmaN].

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

Mr, SMITH (when his name was called). Announcing the
same pair and transfer as before, I vote “nay.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts (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.

Mr. McCORMICK. Making the same announcement as be-
fore, I withhold my vote.

Mr. PITTMAN. I have a pair with the senlor Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. Braxpecer]. I therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the junior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Erxst] has a general pair with the senior
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY].

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 388, as follows:

YEAB—22,
Adams Ferris McKellar Stephens
Borah Fletcher Reed, Mo, Bwanson
Bruce Geurge Reed, Pa. Trammell
Couzens Glasa Shiclds Walsh, Mass,
Fige Howell Simmons
Fdwards King Smoot

NAYS—38.
Bursum Gooding MeLean S]r:!irstead
Cnmeron Hale MceNar, Suorith
Capper Flarreld Mayfield Bpencer
Copeland Harrison Moses Stantield
Curtls Johnson, Minn, Neel Wadsworth
Dale Jones, N. Mex. Norria Walsh, Mont,
Dil ones, Wash. Oddie Watson
Fess Kendrick Pepper Willis
Frazler Ladd Ralston
Gerry Lodge Sheppard

NOT VOTING—36.

Ashurst Dial - La Follette Rangdell
Ball Hlkins Lenroot Robinson
Bayard Ernst McCormigk Shortridge
Brandegea Fernald McKinley Stanley
Broekhart Greene Norbeck Sterling .
Broussard Harrls Overman Underwood
Caraway Hetlin Owen Warren
Coit Johnson, Calif. Phipps Weller
Cummins Keyes Plittman Wheeler

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

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, earlier in the conslderation
of the bill I sent fo the desk two necessary amendments. The
first one is, on line 13, page 5, after the word * hereby,” to
insert “authorized to be,” so that it will be authorized to be
appropriated.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming
offers an amendment to the commitiee amendment, which will
be stated by the Secretary.

The Resmine Crerx, On page 5, line 13, before the word
“ appropriated,” it is proposed to imsert the words * authorized
to be.”

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

Ar. HARRISON. Mr. President, what does this amendment
praopose to do—to make an authorization instead of making an
appropriation?

Mr, WARREN. The bill as it was originally drawn au-
thorized the appropriation of the money, as such bills always
are drawn and slways should be drawn. If the Senator will
look on page 4, line 23, he will see the words “is hereby au-
thorized to be appropriated.”

Mr, HARRISON. 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.

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from North Da-
kota [Ar. Lapn] whether he agrees to that amendment? That
was a question which came up in the committee, and the com-
mittee recommended an appropriation ivstead of an aunthoriza-
tion. I am just wondering if the Senator agrees to it.

Mr. LADD. My, President, I should not object to it in this
particular place, but T am going to suggest that we vote agninst
the committee amendment, The committee amendment was
inserted becnuse the Senator from Mississippi [Alr. Harrison]
wias very anxious to have the $25,000,000 included. I did not
want to see the bill defeated in the commitiee and I consented
to put it in; but I am convinced now that it is unwise, and I
suggest that we vote in this case against the committee amend-
ment and carry it back to the language of the original hill.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator,
he wishes to strike out all of this language in italics and rein-
glate the former language?

Mr. LADD. T do.

Mr. WARREN. That would take out the language that I
have asked to amend; and I dare say that to amend it as I
have proposed would still leave it open to siriking out, as the
Senator has suggested.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Presldent, I move that this blll be
recommitted to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and
on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
moves that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry, and on that motion he asks for the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll

Mr, JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). I
transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr.
Feexarp] to the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER]
and vote “mnay.”

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Making the same
announcement of the transfer of my pair as before, I vote * nay.”

Mr. MOSES {when his name was called)., Repeating the an-
nouncement of my pair and its transfer, 1 vote “ yea.”

Mr. 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). Making the
same announcement as before regarding my pair, I withhold
my vote.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Bayagn], but I am advised that if he were here he would
vote as [ intend to vote. Therefore I feel free to vote. I wote
e }.ea.u

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). Making the same
announcemnent as before as to my pair, I withhold my vote.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as before concerning the trans-
fer of my pair, I vote * yea.” °

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 desire 10 announce that the Junior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Exnst] is paired with the senmior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Stanuey],

Mr, McOORMICK. Making the same announcement as be-
fore, 1 withhold my wvote.

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 33, as follows:

YEAS—27.
Ball Fletcher McKellar Bueneer
Borah Ch orge Aloges Sisphens
Bruce Peuper Yyanson
Couzrng ﬂoo?m: Reed, Mo, Trammell
Edge Harrizson Reed, Pa. Wadsworth
Edwards Howell Shiclds aish, Mass,
Ferris King Simmons
NAYS—33.
Adams Fess Lodze Bhipstead
Brookhart Frezier MrLean Emoot
Bursum Hale MeNary Stanfleld
Cameron Harreld Neely TWalsh, Mont.
Capper Johngon, Minm, Norrig Watson
Capeland Jones, N. Mex. Oddie Willis
Curtis Jones, Wash, Ralston
Dale Kendrick Ransdell
Din ad Sheppard
NOT VOTING—38,
Ashurst Ernst senroot Rabinson
Bayard Pernald McCormick fhortridge
Brandegee Glass MceKinley Smith
- Broussard Greens Mayfield Stanley
Caraway Harris No Bterling
Colt Heflin ‘Overman Tnderwood
Cumming dohnson, 'Calif. Owen Wrarren
Dial eyes Phipps Weller
Elkins La li‘ollette Tittman VWheeler

So the Senate refused to recommit the bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now Is upon the
amendment offered by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Waz-
BEN] to the comrmittee amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WARREN. I offer the same amendment, to be inserted
on line 23, page 5.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment,

The Reapvrye CreER. On page 5, line 23, before the word
“ appropriated,” insert the words “authorized to De.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr, BURSUM. Mr. President, 1 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 8 and in-
sert the italics fo line 5, page 6, as amended.

Mr. NORRIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. LADD, Mr, President, I suggest that this comm’ttee
amendment be not approved.

Mr. FLETCHER. We can not hear the Senator.

Mr, LADD. 1 soggest that those who are in favor of the
bill vofte against the committee amendment, and that would
carry it back ‘to its original form.

Mr. HARRISON. As I understand it, this latter proposition
already has been adopted. Both the appropriations have been
changed to anthorizations. 1 understand the amendments
offered by the Senator from Wyoming have been adopted, and
that the Senator from New Mexico has offered an amendment
upon which the yeas and nays have 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 Semator from Wyoming. That guestion is now being
submitted to the Senate.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from North Dakota is not
seeking to knock out this $25,000,000 for the areas other than
the wheat area, is he?

Mr. LADD. I am seeking to go back to the section of the
bill as originally introduced.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I may be gullty of mak-
ing an impertinent inguiry, but do I understand now, and is
the Senate to understand, that the Committee on Agriculture
and Yorestry is reguesting the Senate to reject a committee
amendment?

Mr. LADD., That is what I suggested, that fhe committee
amendment be rejected, and that will carry it back to the lines
which are crossed out.

Mr. WADSWORTH.
for the commiitee?

Mr. LADD. I do not know that we have Lad a committee
meeting, but I know that this is the consensus of many of the
committee; not all.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his
inguiry,

Mr. HARRISON. Carrying out that suggestion,
the Senate would vote down everything on page b, !ncluding

1 assume, then, the Senator speaks
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linés 12 to 25, and on page 6 down to and including Une B,
would it?

‘'he PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the way the Chair
understands it. The commiittee has stricken ont section 8 and
proposes 4 substitution, which goes down to section 4, and now
the question is on adopting the committee amendment.

Mr. HARRISON. I merely desire to say that of course
many Senators realizing that they made a mistake before when
they voted to give to these wheat areas opportunities that they
were not willing to give to the farmers in their own section
they have a right now to vote to give their farmers an oppor-
tunity to get something. Of course, in voting to strike this pro-
vision down you are voting against your own farmers. I
meircly siggest that,

Mr., REED of Missourl. Mr. Presldent, I am a little curlous
to knoew just what kind of proceedings we are inaugurating.
The Commiitee on Agriculture and Forestry meet and amend
the bill, and report a hill as the action of the committee. In
that way it zets before the Senate. Then we are told by one
of the memhers of that committee that the reason they per-
mitted one particular amendment in the committee was in
order to get the bill reported, that there were Some people in
the committee who would not vote for the bill without the
amendment, and consequently, not being able to report the bill
without the vofes of those members, they inserted an amend-
ment which would satisfy those gentlemen, and got them to vote
for t(hie repori of the committee by putting in the amendment.

Having gotten the bill before the Senate in that way, they
now * double cross” their associates, if I may use the expres-
sion in this dignified body, and say that they are going now lo
ask that the thing they did in order to get a report shall be un-
done in the Senate. Is that to be the new style of ethics we are
to have here? It seems to me that if this bill got here by any
such means ns that it ought to go back to the committee, and
we ought to find out what the committee means.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
gouri yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. REED of Missourl. I yield.

Mr. BORAH. I am not so much interested in how the bill
got Liere as I would like to know how one is to vote who is
against the bill, I am rather dazed on this subject.

Mr. REED of Missouri. It seems to be a question of * pork.”
There is one group of gentlemen who want $50,000,000 for their
section and do not want anybody else to have anything. There
is another group of gentlemen who could not vote for that
sort of a meunsure unless they could solace their conscience—
and their constituency—by having a provision that their con-
stituency should get something also. Of course the question as
to the fairness of the division does not appear to enter into
it. About four 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 44
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 Dbill into the Senate. In the
12 years I Liave been In the Senate I never before heard such a
statement made, What a pitiful thing it is to find men who,
instend of passing upon these questions upon their merits, are
passing 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 ery that there is
an immediate emergency, that it is almost a case of charity to
heln people over a present 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 Government, we can keep adding to the burden
of taxation., If we are to take care of this condition which
happens to exlst in the Northwest, then why not take care of
everybody 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
an improvident Investment? If any man in the Northwest or
elsewhere ought to have been raising cattle when he was only
raising wheat that was his mistake. The people in my State
who have raised wheat and who have raised all other farm
products are suffering. The farmers are not starving, but they
have suflered great losses,

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 a
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 guestion we always
£0 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 belleve that the amendment
of the committee ought to be defeated. The bill was framed on
a certain condition that, In my judgment and in the judgment
of the committee, was fully established before the committee,
to meet a certain condition which I fully explained once before
and which T am not going to explain now. Then came the
commitiee amendment on which we are now about to vote. 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 belleves that our theory
is wrongz. As I said, I was against it in the committee. We
had learings, and those who appeared before the committese
convinced me and convinced 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 the
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
became 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 g:he provisions of the bill we ought to defeat the amend-
ment.

I ought to add that the defeating of the amendment, even If
the bill is passed, will save $25,000,000 to the Treasury 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
Mississippl [Mr, Harrisox] has said, would apply to the entire
country. Everyhody knows that that would not amount 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 reason 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 has
lost money in agriculture. That was not the idea of those who
favored the bill. It seems to me, therefore, that the committee
amendment ought to be defeated.

Mr. LODGE. DMr. President, I think there is some misunder-
standing about the vote which is about to be taken, The vote is
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.” Am 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 willing to ask unanimous con-
sent for the Senator to talk again on the amendment. He has
already spoken once.

Mr. HARRISON.
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 Senator from Wyoming
to the amendment, and is entitled to speak on the pending
amendment.

I have not spoken on the pending amend-




1924,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

3965

Mr. HARRISON. I do not want a false impression to get
out with reference to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Laoo]. In the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry the
Senator from Nerth 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 Influenced
or helped 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 the amendment
in the committee, that there were certain pecple suffering in
my section of the country, for instanee, 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-crop farmers, and they have
the same right to relief as have the wheat farmers in the wheat
section of the country where conditions warrant it, whether
it was in the Northwest or in New England or anywhere else
in the country. That was the scle 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 he has opposed it here. I never expected
him to be in favor of the amendment. The amendment had
no influence at all in getting the bill reported to the Senate.

Mr. NORRBIS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me
to interrupt him?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

AMlr. NORRIS. I wish merely to state that the Senator from
Mississippi has stated the facts aeccurately as I understand
them.

Mr. HARRISON. May I say further that the amendment
which I offered this morning was to eclarify the language of the
bill. The amendment I offered would have been a necessary
amendment had the $25,000,000 provision, which is 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
of the $25,000,000 provision that is to be vofed on now, be-
cause If the $25,000,000 provision should be retalned 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.

Mr., NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator

again?
Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.
Mr. NORRIS. The Senator will remember that when he

offered his amendment I suggested that we shounld 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 other amendments were necessary.
'T agree with the Senator that if the amendment stays in we
| ought to adopt the other amendment which the Senator has
offered, and which was defeated.
*  Mr. HARRISON. Absolutely.

Mr. COPELAND. I would like to ask the Senator from Mis-
, sissippl if he has overlooked the title of the bill, which is as
follows:

A bill to promote a permanent gystem of self-supporting agriculture
in regions adversely affected by the stimulation of wheat production
. during the war, ete.

I take it that iz to give rellef in a territory where they are
now without financial credit and can not get it
| Mr. HARRISON. That was the object of the bill, but there
are certain sections of the country that are in a condition just
as 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 agree perfectly with the Senator from

Mississippl, but there should be another bill for that purpose.
This bill was for the specific purpose of relieving the eonditions
in 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 Dbill to increase rather than decrease taxes?

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, undoubtedly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the com-
.mittee amendment, on which the yeas and nays have been or-

dered. 'Those 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

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement regarding my pair as upon
the previous vote, I transfer that pair to the Senator from
Montana [Mr. WaeeLEr] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called).
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
annou?cemant as before in reference to my pair, I withhold
my vote. -

Mr. PITTMAN (when his name was called). I am palred
with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE].
I understand if present he would vote “nay.” If permitted
to t;.(}te' I should vote “yea.” In his absence I withhold my
Yo

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.”

Mr, SMITH (when his name was called), Transferring my
pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. SrEruiNe] te
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Hermix], 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
smtne announcement as before as to my pair, I withhold my
vote.

The roll call was econcluded.

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 52, as follows:

Making the same

YEAR—12,
Bursum Harrison Hagﬂold Bmith
Din Joneg, N. Mex. Ralston Stephens
George MeNary Sheppard Trammell
NAYS—02.
Adams Ferris EKeyes Reed, Mo.
Ball Fess King Reed, Pa. -
Borah Fletcher Ladd Ehields
Brookhart Frazier Lodge Shipstead
Bruce Gerry McEellar Emoot
Cameron Glass MeKinley Spencer
pper Gooding: McLean Btanfield
Copeland Hale Moses Swanson
Conzens Harreld Neel Wadsworth
rtls Haowell Norrls alsh, Mass,
Johnson, Minn Oddie Walsh, Mont.
Edge Jones, Wash, Pepper Watson
Edwards Eendrick Ransdell Willis
NOT VOTING—32.
Ashurst Elkins Lenroot Bhortridge
Bayard Ernst MeCormick Bimmons
Brandegee Ferpald Norbeck Btanley
Broussard Greene Overman Sterling -
Caraway Harris Owen Underwood
Cummins Johnaon, Callt,  bithan Wolter
;. ohnsen, v man er
Dial La Follette Robinson Wheeler

So the commiitee amendment was rejected

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 Secretary is authorized to provide by regulation eor
otherwise for the repayment or ecollection of all amounts, including
interest, in respect of any sale, advance, or loan made under the pro-
visions of this act. There is hereby established in the Treasury a
fund to be known as the * livestock loan fund,"” and all such amounts
repald or collected shall be ecovered inte such fund, and are reserved,
get aside, and appropriated, to he available until June 30, 1926, for
the use of the Becretary in aeccordance with the provisions of this act.
After June 80, 1928, all amounts remaining in such fund, and all
amounts, including ioterest, repaild or collected in respect of any such
sale, advance, or loan, shall be covered into the Treasury as miscel-
laneous receipts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 1s on agreeing to
the committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next committee amend-
ment will be stated.

The SecrETARY. 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 7, to renumber
gection 5, making it section 6.

The amendment was agreed to.
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Mr., WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, there is a very
considerable 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. Lapp], I
desire 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 Beeretary shall avail himself of such information as ean be fur-
nished by the agricultural colleges of the varlous Btates and other
agricultural authorities and agencles—

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 Le 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-
sloners, or other local advisory committees or agencies for initial
nssistance and subsequent supervision as it may deem proper to pro-
inote the efficient accomplishment of the purposes of this act—

Of course, being given power to earry out the act, he is given
power to make use of such agencies ag may be available—

and may do all things necessary in locating, purchasing, and transport-
ing the required suitable livestock. 'The Secretary may also, in his
diseretion—

That is, he may or may not, as he sees fit—

utilize agencies existing at State agricultural colleges, Including eco-
operative agricultural extension forces—

That is, he may use them or not, as he sees proper—

to assist him in carrying out the provisions 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 sbhall 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 : Provided further,
That there shall be no preference for or diserimination against members
of any farm organization in carrying out the provisions of this act.

Mr. 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, therefore, 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 this 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
s0 succinetly 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 agri-
cultural eredit system for the purpose of making these loans?
I express that idea in the followling:

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 Secretary for such purpose.

The Senator from North Dakota will remember that all of
the loans made in that section of the country, I think, have been
mide 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 agencies. The bill says the Secretary may, in his dis-
cretion, make use of them just as he sees fit, and undoubtedly
he will 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
oliminate all of that language, because it really means noth-
ing, and not empower the Secretary of Agriculture fo set up
another plece of expensive machinery for the purpose of making
these loans,

Mr. LADD. The purpose was to have the work done 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 organization,
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.

Mr. 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 skilled 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 course, 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?

Mr. LADD. The agencies which the Secretary of Agriculture
employs for that purpose.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Hxactly.

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 entire district, and it will be from six months to a
yvear behind before deciding whether or not a farmer is en-
titled to receive money.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Let me remark to the Senator
that so far as that is concerned it will not delay the pro-
cedure at all, because the Secretary of Agriculture has to
get the information in just exactly the same way that the in-
stitutions named get the information, through their local repre-
sentatives, whomsoever they shall designate for that purpose.

Now, what I am endeavoring to avoid, let me say to the
Senator—and, of course, I want to give the bill my support—
is the utilization of a conslderable 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.

AMr. LADD. T 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 agenfs 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 suggests that he send his
amendment to the desk so that the Secretary may read it.

The Reaping Crerx. The Senator from Montana proposes
to strike out, on page 3, lines 22, 23, 24, and 25, and all of page
4 down to section 3, on line 21, and to insert in lieu thereof
the following:

The Secretary, in executing the functlons vested in him by thiz act,
shall, so far as practicable, wntilize the Federal Intermediate credit
bank system; and the Federal Farm Loan Board and the directors and
oflicers of the Federal Intermedinte credit banks shall cooperate with
the Becretary for such purpose.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, what difference does it make
whether this fund is to be administered through a regular
banking channel, accustomed to make loans and accustomed to
weigh securities, or administered through the Secretary of
Agriculture?
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Some days ago, when the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Noreis] was talking, I asked the direct guestion If it was
intended to make this a commercial transaction between the
Government and the farmers, and he sald very frankly that
it was not. He did 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 only
to eliminate the language in the bill but to reject the amend-
ment suggested by the Sgnator from Montana and subslitqte
gsome political committee. If it is mot to be a comme ¢:al
transaction between the Government and the men who are fo
receive the money and to promise solemnly to repay if, then it
must be some other kind of transaction that is proposed here
in this utterly defenseless legislation.

All ihe time it has been insisted that there did apply to these
four Northwestern States some peculiar reason that did not
apply to any other section of the country, and all the time it
has been pointed out that there was just as much a one-crop-
slavery system in the Sonth as there was in the Northwest,
and all the time it has been pointed out that the condiiions
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 [Mr. Noxnmis] admitted that the condi-
tions were as bad, but he insisted that the conditions were due
to different reasons.

We are told here that 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 Congress or through the misapprehension of the wheat
farmers in interpreting that action, greatly increased their
acreage in wheat. What has come upon the farmers of the
South? The boll weevil, perhaps an act of Providence; but
there is very little difference bhetween 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 fthat
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 thelr farming and fried to produce food
Crops. ;

I\EIr. President, let us face the situation frankly, and let us
say that there is no need to select the agricultural colleges to
afford n means of administering your fund, because it is openly
confessed that it is not a commercial, it is not a business, it
iz not a defensible piece of legislation; and let us reject, Mr.
President, so far as I am concerned, any suggestion that it be
administered (hrough a business instrumentality already exist-
ing under this Government, because 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 Stales 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 1s not secialism; 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 ldentity of the individ-
uals is located by reason of the fact that they must be residents
of those four 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 s, 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 these 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
me#sure, 2

‘I have heard 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, the admirable and candid Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. 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. President, ordinarily I should have said nothing; but
when it is proposed to use the established agencies of Govern-
ment, that ecan do Amerlean agriculture some service, to ad-
minister a fund which is not supposed in any sense to be a
fund fo 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 commereial, 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. Mr, President, I am in favor of the purpose
of this measure, but I also believe that when the Government
steps in to aid any industry it should do so upon purely busi-
ness principles; that it should adopt methods whereby it will
be assured 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 more afford to loan to a man who has no credit than an
individual ean afford to loan to a man who has no ecredit; but
when it comes to the sale of merchandise—yes, livestock—
there is a method that can be adopted that is approved by
business experience. That method iz 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 involved is this: A sale is made, but the title
to the 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. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. HOWELL. I do.

Mr. DRUCE. May T 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?

Mr. HOWELI., I will come to that shortly. As I have
stated, there is a method that will enable a person to sell to
one without commereial 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 entalled in doing
this character of business. I happen to be familiar with this
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 his 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 ghall be authorized to purchase livestock,
including dairy and beef cattle, hogs, and sheep, suitable for
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the develepment of a system of agriculture as contemplated for
the purposes of this act, and to gell the same to farmers upon
the contract Installment plan, all deferred payments to bear
interest at not to exceed 6 per cent per annum.

No contraet shall run for more than five years or be for
more than $1,000, and the title to the livestock, including the
natural increase thereof, shall remain in the United States
until paid for. Such contraet shall be in the form preseribed
by the Seeretary of Agriculture., That answers the question
of the Senator from Maryland.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I do not think it answers my
question at all. Suppose——

Mr: HOWELL. 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 increase for other purposes application may be made
therefor and the transaction carried out upon the payment of
& certain proportion of the whole of the return to the Govern-
ment at that time, as'deemed proper. In other words, this
confract can be made to cover every contingency of that char-
acter. Moreover, the Governthent will 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. Mr. President, I would like to ask the
Senator if these questions are not mere matters of adminis-
tration rather than of principle involved in the bill, and would
it not be betfer to amend the bill. and let the bill be handled in
that way than to defeat the bill?

Mr. HHOWELL. I have a substitute measure here 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 installment 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 advanced. Y

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Sena-
tor from Nebraska one question. Of course, under the pro-
visions of this bill the Government could lend a farmer money
for the purpose of buying chickens.

Mr. HOWELL. Just a moment. May I say that in my
substitute I have cut out poultry. \

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator has cut out poultry?

Mr. HOWELL. I have.

Mr. BRUCH. That is a confession of weakness in the bill in
the beginning, of course.

Mr. HOWELL. So far as I am concerned, I do mot think
poultry should be included in the bill

Mr. BRUCE. Of course, generally, when money is loaned
on livestock, or on tangible property of 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 courge,
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 could not conceive of anything
that would be more hopelessly precarious than 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 their 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. HOWELIL. 1 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.

Mr. 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 executive business,

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business, After 10 minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate (at 5
o'clock p. m,) adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 12,
1924, at 12 o'elock meridion. i

NOMINATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations received by the Senate March 11, 192},
GeopeTic SuRVEY.

TO BE AIDS, WITH RELATIVE RANK OF ENSIGN IN THE NAVY, BY
PEOMOTION FROM JUNIOR ENGINEER.
Lansing Grow Simmons, of the District of Columbia, vice
T. B. Reed, promoted.
Earl Mowbray Buckingham, of Montana,
promoted.

Philip Chester Doran, of Connectient, vice J.
moted.

vice R. W. Knox,
A. Kibler, pro-

TO BE AIDS, WITH RELATIVE RANK OF ENSIGN IN THB NAVY, BY
PROMOTION FROM DECK OFFICER,
%ﬁiﬂeﬂ William Nies, of New York, vice IL. W. DByrns, pro-
mo g
Chester Lovering Nyman,
Larner, promoted.

George Thomas Gilman, of Massachusetts, vice H. M. HI,
promoted.

of Massachusetts, vice Frank

PosTMmASTERS.
ALABAMA,

Guy Walker to be postmaster at Somerville, Ala., In plaze of
C. P. Johnston. Office became third class October 1, 1923.

Glenn E. Guthrie to be postmaster at Townly, Ala., in place
252 1;[. D. King, Incumbent's commission expired February 11,

George B. Pickens to be postmaster at Moundville, Ala., in
place of G. B. Pickens. Incumbent's commission expired
February 11, 1924,

Virgil B, Huff to be postmaster at Brundidge,
of J. L. Dickinson,
11, 1924,

Ala., in place
Incumbent’s commission expired February

ARIZONAL

Clarence J. Wilson to be postmaster at Casa Grande, Ariz,,
in place of L. D. Park. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 11, 1924,

ARKANSAS,

Joseph 8. Ottinger to be postmaster at Pea Ridge, Ark., in
?&I:’.;e of I. T. Bharp. Office became third eclass October X,
CALIFORNTA.

- Doris R. Coon to be posimaster at Dunsmulir, Calif., in place
(11522. A. Porter. Incumbent’s commission expired Aungust 20,
COLOBADO.

Roy McWilliams to be postmaster at Ault, Colo., in place of
Roy McWilliams. Incumbent's commission expired February
18, 1924,

CONNECTICUT.

Walter R. King to be postmaster at Willimantic, Conn., in
place of John O'Rourke. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 4, 1924,

Clarence B. Emery to be postmaster at Terryville, Conn., in
plac&;t D. P. Hurley. Incumbent’s commission expired August
s

IDAHO.

Walter A. Shear to be postmaster at Filer, Idaho, in place of
W. P. Shinn. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4,
1024, «

John M. Butler to be postmaster at Burley, Idaho, in place of
R. B. Haskell Incumbent’s commission expired Aungust 20,
1023,

ILLINOIS.

Thomas J, Perks to be postmaster at Mound City, IIL, in.
place zf T. J. Perks. Incumbent's commission expired March
9, 192. '

John W. Nelson to be postmaster at Donovan, I1l,, in place of
J. W. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expired March 9, 1924

KANSAS,
Ethel White to be postmaster at Merriam, Kans., in place of
D. H. Whiie, resigned.

Charles T. Murray to be pestmaster ut Isabel, Kans, in place
of J. R. Bell, resigned.
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James P, Pratt to be postmaster at Syracuse, Kans., in place
of Henry Block. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28,
1023.

LOUISIANA,

Phiilip B. Allbritton to be postmaster at Clarks, La,, in place
of P. B. Allbritton. Incumbent’s commission expired February
11, 1924,

MAINE,

Emily 1. Pynes to be postmaster at Sangerville, Me,, in place
of . B. Pynes. Incumbent's commission expired February 11,
1924,

Charles O, McLanghlin to be postmaster at Harmony, Me., in
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place of €. €. McLaughlin. Incumbent's commission expired
February 11, 1924, [
: MARYLAND.

Jolin W. Brittingham to be postmaster at Pittsville, Md., in |
place of D. M, Farlow. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 24, 1924, |
MICHIGAN, |

Estelln R. Newcomb to be postmaster at Le Roy, Mich, in |
place of H. . Newcomb. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 3, 1924,

MINNESOTA.

Clara M. Hjertos to be postmaster at Middle River, Minn,, In |
place of C. M. Hjertos. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- |
ruary 18, 1924. |

Margaret E,. Thompson to be postmaster at Grey Eagle, Minn., |
in place of M. H. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired
Februury 18, 1924,

MISSOURL

Tyree (. Harrls to be postmaster at Windsor, Mo,, in place |
of 1. M. Owsley. Incumbent’s commission expired August
12, 1923,

NEBRASKA.

Charles W. Fritts to be postmaster at Crawford, Nebr,, In
place of J. J. Adams, jr., resigned.

NEW JERSEY,

Everett N. Orandell to be postmaster at North Hackensack,
N. I, in place of E. N. Crandell. Office became third class |
January 1, 1924,

NORTH CAROLINA.

Jumes BE. Wallace to be postmaster at Stanley, N. C., in
place of Frank Boyd. Office became third class October 1, 1023,

Joseph B. Harrell to be postmaster at Marshville, N. C,
in pince of J. L. Bivens, resigued.

Burnice R. Cahoon to be postmaster at Columbia, N. C,
in place of W. 8, Carawan, resigned.

Arthur L. Beaman to be postmaster at Snow Hill, N. C,
in place of R. L. Chestnutt. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 20, 1924,

Jesse W. Wood to be postmaster at Littleton, N, O, in place
of 1. W. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired February
20, 10924, ;

0HIO.

Nathan H. Powell to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, Ohio,
in place of I. A. Deeter. Incumbent's commission expired
Aungust 5, 1923.

Plummer D. Folk to be postmaster at Leipsle, Ohio, in
place of O. 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- |
ruary 24, 1924, |

Charles H. Morrison to be postmaster at Hebron, Ollo, in |
place of D. A, Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- I
ruary 24, 1024,

OKLAHOMA,

Margaret E. Williamson to be postmaster at Wanette, Okla.,
fn place of F, F. Mitchell. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 28, 1924,

OREGON,

Richard J. Hill to be postmaster at Kerry, Oreg., in place of
C. G. Shaw, resigned.

Willlam R. Logus to be postmaster at Oregon City, Oreg., in
place of J. J. Cooke. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
ruary 11, 1924,

Jason T, Anderson to be postmaster at Harrisburg, Oreg., in
place of J. T. Anderson. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-
ruary 11, 1924,

arag s iww

PENNSYLVANIA,

John N. Snyder to be postmaster at Willidmstown, Pa., in
place of J. R. Hancock, resigned.

Samuel M. Carnell to be postmaster at Dott, Pa., in place of
S. M. Carnell. Office became third class October 1, 1823.

Mary K. Schambach to be postmaster at Beaver Springs,
Pa., in place of C. B. Aurand, resigned.

BOUTH CAROLINA,

James D. Mackinfosh to be postmaster at McClellanville,
8. C., in place of C. L. Kirkley. Office became third class
October 1, 1023.

TENNESSEE.

Christine M. Meister to be postmaster at Loretto, Tenn., in
i’;%e of O. M. Meister. Office became third class October 1,
John B. Morris to be postmaster at Brunswick, Tenn., in
place of J. B, Morris. Office became third class July 1, 1923.

TEXAS.

Olive Raoul to be postmaster at Gustine, Tex., in place of
Isaiah Sadler, resigned.
Annie K. Turney to be postmaster at Alpine, Tex,, in place

L of J. J. Allen, removed.

Tolbert Hannon to be postmaster at Richmond, Tex., in

. place of F. P. Bell. Incumbent's commission expired January

31, 1924,

Amos E. Duffy to be postmaster at Matagorda, Tex., in
place of A. E. Duffy. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru-
ary 24, 1924,

- Robert F. Myers to be postmaster at Ferris, Tex., in place of
L. 1. Holloway. Incumbent's commission expired January
31, 1924.

YIRGINIA.

James O. Dameron to be postmaster at Weems, Va., in place

of J. O. Dameron. Office became third class October 1, 1923.
Joln M. B. Lewis to be postmaster at Lynchburg, Va., in
place of I. H. Adams, jr. Incumbent's commission expired
February 14, 1924
Waverly 8. Barrett to be postmaster at Dendron, Va., in

| place of W, S. Barrett. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-

ruary 14, 1924,

CONFIRMATIONS.

Fazecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 11, 1924,
Recever oF Pusrnic MoNkys.
Alfred Hogensen 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 lientenant, Infantry.

James Ault Ramsey to be first lientenant, Medical Adminis-
trative Corps. :

POSTMASTERS,
CONNECTICUT,
Clifford E. Chapman, Niantie.

FLORIDA.

Mary Joyuer, Bagdad.
William J. Carter, Homestead.
Guy K. Masten, Vero.

KENTUCKY,
Arta Henderson, Eubank.
- NEBRASKA.
Edwin P. Clements, jr., Ord.
NEW YORK.

Fred W. Ravekes, Ardsley on Hudson.
Charles A. Partridge, Berkshlre.
Robert L. MeBrien, Huntington.

Kate L. Holden, Peru.

Charies Blackburn, Southampton.
Harry B. McHugh, Wallkill.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Tuespay, March 11, 192}.

The House met at 12 ¢’clock noon, and was called te order
by the Speaker. :

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

O God, Thou dost manifest Thyself toward us in teacher,
friend, and father.. We ask Thee, blessed Lord, to give us
strength to rise above human nature so that langunor 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 right more acute and our power of
Tesistance more courageous. The Teacher of Nazareth is the
way of God to us; oh, may He be the way of us to God. Help
us to dedicate our powers to Thee and to Thine. Let us feel
the working of a moble discontent that cries for a better day,
a better country, and a better world. PBless us with souls
tempered with fire, fervent, heroic, and friends of man.
Through Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proeeedings of yesterday was read and
approved, :
MESBAGE TREOM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerl,
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 Representatives was reguested:

8.1703. An act for the relief of J, G. Seupelt;

§.2315. An act to amend an act entitled, “ An aect for the
division of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in Okla-
homs, and for other purposes,” approved June 28, 1906, and
acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto;

§.2169. An act to amend in certain particulars the national
defense act of June 3, 1916, as amended, and for other purposes:
. 8.2392, An act authorizing an appropriation to indemnify
damages caused by the search for the body of Admiral John
Paul Jones; ;

8.2108, An act to grant the consent of Congress to the
Southern Railway Co. to maintain a bridge across the Ten-
nessee River at Knoxville, in the county of Knox, State of
Tennessee ; .

8,2332. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across
the Missourli River between Hughes County and Stanley
County, 8. Dak.

Senate Concurrent Resolution 5.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), |

That there shall be compiled, printed with fMustrations, and bound,
ag may be directed by the Jeint Committee en Printing, 26,000 copies
of the oratlon delivered by the Hon. Charles Evans Hughes in the
House of Representatives during the exercises held in memory of
the late President Warren G. Harding on February 27, 1924, in-
cluding all the proceedings and the program of exerelses, of which
8,000 copies shull be for the use of the Senate nnd 17,000 copies for
the use of the House of Representatives.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
without amendment bills of the 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
acrogs the Little Calumet River at Riverdale, 111.:

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 Columbia River:

H. R. 4182, An act authorizing the city of Ludington, Mason
County, Mich., to construct a bridge across an arm of Pere
Marquette Lake;

IL R, 4187. An act to legalize a bridge across the $t. Leuis
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 judzment
in any claims which the Cherokee Indians may have against
the United States, and for other purposes: and

H. R. 6901, An act to amend section 2452 of the revenue act
of 1021 in respect of credits and refunds.

SEXATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clanse 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 indicated below: v

8.2392. An act authorizing an appropriation to indemnify
damages caused by the search for the body of Admiral John
Paul Jones; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

8.1703. An act for the relief of J. G. Seupelt; to the Com-
miftee on Indlan Affairs.

8.2169. An act to amend In certaln particulars the national
defense act of June 3, 1016, as amended, and for other pur-
poses ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

8.2315. 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 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 construction of a bridge across the
Missouri River between Hughes County and Stanley County,
8. Dak.; to the Commitice on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Senate Concurrent Resolution 5.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represenlatives eoncuyTing),
That there shull be compiled, printed with illustrations, and bound,
as may be directed by the Jolnt Committee on Printing, 25,000 coples
of the pration delivered by the Hon. Charles Evans Hughes in the House
of Representatives during the exercises held in memory of the late
President 'Warren G. Harding on February 27, 1924, including all the
proceedings and the program of exercises, of which 8,000 coples ghall
be for the use of the Senate and 17,000 copies for the use of the House
of Representatives.

To the Committee on Printing,
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled hill
and a joint resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker
signed the same:

H. R. 6901. An act to amend section 252 of the revenue act
of 1921 in respect of credits and refunds: and

8. J. Res. 91. Joint resolution to authorize the National So-
clety United States Daughters of 1812 to place a marble tablet
on the Francis Scott Key DBridge.

CUINAGE OF COMMEMORATION COTINS.

Mr, VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s fable the bill 8. 684 and place the
same upon its passage,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks wmani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 634
and place it upon its passage. The Clerk wiill report the title
of the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A blll (8. 684) to authorize the coinage of 5O-cent pleces n com-
memoration of the commencement on June 18, 1923, of the work of
carving on Stone Mountain, in the State of Georgla, a monument to
the valor of the soldiers of the South, which was the inspiration of
their sons and daughters and grandsens and granddaughters in the
Spanish-Ameriean and World Wars, and in memory of Warren Q.
Harding, President of the United Stales of America, in whose ad-
mivistration the work was begun.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in commemoration of the commencement on
June 18, 1923, of the work of carving on Btone Mounta In, In the State
of Georgia, a wonument to the valor of the soldiers of the South, which
was the Insplration of their sons and daughters and grandsons and grand-
daupghters in the Spanish-American and World Wars, and In memory of
Warren G. Harding, President of the United States of America, in whose
administration the work was begun, there shall be coined at the mints
of the United States silver 50-cent pleces to the number of not more than
five million, such 50-cent pleces to be of the standard troy welght, com-
position, diamcter, device, and design as shall be Axed by the Director
of the Mint, with the approval of the Secretnry of the Treasury, which
said 50-cent pleces shall be legal tender in any payment to the amount
of their face value.

880, 2, That the coins herein authorized shall be 1ssued only upon the
request of the executive commitiee of the Stone Mountain Confederate
Monumental Association, a corporation of Atlanta, Ga., anfl upon
payment by such execwtlve commitiee for and on benalf of the Btone
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Lll'wntnln Confederate Monumental Assoclation of the par value of
guch coins, and it shall be permissible for the sald Stone Mountain
Confederate Monumental Association to obtain sald colns upon sald
payment, all at one time or at separate times and in separate amounts,
as it may determine,

Sec. 8. That all laws now in force relating to the subsidiary sllver
coins of the Unlted States and the coining or striking of the same, regu-
lating and guarding the 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 sald laws are penal or
otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to the colnage hereln au-
thorized : Provided, That the United States shall not be subject to the
expense of making the necessary dles and other preparations for thls
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. Mr, Speaker, I move a call of the
House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Abernethy Fleatwood Little Rogers, N. H,
Aldrich Fredericks Logan Rosenhloom
Anderson Frothingham Luce Banders, Ind.
Anthony Fulmer MeClintie Sanders, N. Y.
Black, N. Y., Funk MeDuffie
Black, Tex. Gallivan Michaelson Bites
Britten Goldshorough Miller, I1L Sullivan
Browne, Wis. Greene, Mass, Morin Sweet
Cable Hawes Nelson, Me. Taber
connnny. Pa. Johuson, B, Dak. Newton, Mo. Taylor, Colo.
Corning Jost Nolan ncher
Croll Kabn O'Brien Vare
Curry Kendall Palge Ft
avey Kiess “Peery Wu wrig'ht
al Knutson Periman Ward, N.
empsey Kvale Philllps We: tz
Denison Larsen, Ga. Porter Williams, Tl
ckatein Lee, Ga. Quayle Wolﬂ
agan Lehlbach Rathbone
Jdmonds Lineberger Reed, W. Va. Wright
Fairchild Linthicum Reid, I1L Wyant

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and forty-gix Members have
answered to thelr names; a quornm is present,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with
further proceedings under the eall.

The motion was agreed to.

A QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE.

Mr. ZIHLMAN, AMr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal
rivilege.
3 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland rises to a
guestion of personal privilege. The gentleman will state his
question of personal privilege.

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, my name has been printed in
the newspapers of the eountry——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman need not proceed further;
the gentleman is recognized on a question of personal privilege,

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise at this time because I
went to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary and
nsked that I be recognized first on this resolution which is

coming up. before the House and which recites, * Resolved,

That 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

." Now, I ask the Members of this House to put themselves

my positicn 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
jury was, I think, last Tuesday night, when Mr. Arthur Hen-
pning, 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
had 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 gullty—of robbing the mails of $32, a
man with a wife and two children, of Hagerstown, Md.”; and
that 1s 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 agalnst my
name and against my character.

Gentlemen, I have been in publle life for 15 years. I have
searched every official act in this last trying week and I am
absolutely consclous 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 i1s proposed by the great Judiciary Committee to refer this
matter back to the Department of Justice 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 there for two years, and I ean 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 the 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 door, 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. 1 have not talked to a single member
of the Committee 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, gquoting his words, I am free to admit that in your ecase
the charges are not supported by evidence, and I would not
indict any man on the word of a crook.”

Now, I did not go to see Mr. Crim. I told him that this
matter was coming up in the House this morning, and I felt
that my duty to myself compelled me to be here when this
mutter was before the House, but that I would come with
some one to talk with him later, but I conld not and would
not come to see him this morning. [Applause.]

I did not seek this interview., It came from Mr. Crim, and
I am sure that when the membership of the House realize that
an attempt has been made to absolutely ruin two innocent men,
guilty of no wrongdoing, by one of the strangest procedures
that has ever taken place in this country, they will give mea
and give my colleague [Mr. Lancrey] what we are entitled to,
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 pgolng 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 of
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 proveed 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 objection to that part of the Committee 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 Commitiee on the Judiciary and the
resolution thereto appended,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up
a resolution from the Committee on the Judiciary. The Clerk
will report the resolution.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Regolved, That the House take no further action for the present to
procure from the Attorney General the information heretofore re-
quested of the Attorney General by the House under House Resolution
211.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
while I offer an amendment?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, Yes.

Mr. DOMINICK. I just want to state at this time, Mr.
Speaker, to the House and for the information of the House
that while no formal minority report has 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 REcorDp 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 ree-
ommendation of the committee. I believe’ that is correct, Mr.
Chairman, is it not?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvanla. Yes.

Mr, DOMINICK. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania yield again?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvapia. For a question.

Mr. DOMINICK. 1 thought that possibly, just at this time,
it might be 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 if, at this time.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania.
that purpose only.

Mr. DOMINICK. 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 House Resolution No. 211 is not responsive to the in-
quiry of the Flouse nor satigfactory to the House. The attention of the
Attorney Genceral is called to the Houee 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.]

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LONGWORTH. 1 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.

Mr. 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, Ziauuman] under a question of
privilege, explaining his position and his wishes. regarding this
matter. I am very sure there is no one who is more solicitous
for his good name, niot 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
address of the gentleman who preceded me but from the action
of the House and the press. 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-
phoné and said, “ Your name is connected thus and so with
this public matter.” What ought to have been the reply of the
Member of Congress in question? * You print a syllable of that
in a4 newspaper in this land and I will arrest you for libel and
prosecute you to prison.”
may laugh, but that was his duty, and that is the course I
would have pursued if a man had called me over the phone and
told me my name was to be published In connection with a
churge of this kind.

There is no responsible accusation from any quarter,

Mr, STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield?

I certainly will yield, for

[Laughter.] That is right, and you

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. No: not just now. You take

the letter of the Attorney General, 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 has 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? The 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
unless, after investigation, there was sufficient evidence to wir-
rant such a course.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Peénnsylvania. Yes; I will yield to the
minority leader.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the Attorney 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
Jjust quoted. :

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Of course, it is impossible
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. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Well, the gentleman will
have an opportunity to state it; there is no difficulty about that.
I have not confined my remarks and do not propose to confine
my remarks to that single guotation from the letter of the At-
torney General. You ean consider 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 he
has not sufficient evidence to warrant him in making any names
publie,

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 incompatible
with the public interest and will tend to defeat the ends of justice.

If, however, the House of Representatives of the Unlted” States,
acting within its constitutional power (under Article 1), to punish
its Members for disorderly behavior 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 Members—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 this supposed case went 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 kindness, to proceed
at once, and then face the possibility of finding a verdict that
would be entirely different from the conclusion which they
had reached.

Now, I am debating slmply the question of what the duty of
the man holding the office of Attorney General would be under
the nature of the ingquiry 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 miake 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 inguiry in the only legal way it
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eould be answered. :No lawyer, -when he stops ito ‘reflect land
disassociates in his mind the question of personal:sympathyiand
personal relationship, ‘will dare ‘say that any other course or
conduct could have 'been adopted under the rules and regula-
tions and the procedure that should govern In such matters as
these.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes; I will yield for.a gues-
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 officlals and the
judge. Now, did 'the gentleman’s eommittee inqguire 'into that
in any way?

Mr. GRAHAM of ‘Pennsylvania. "That was not referred to
us and we did not Inguire ‘into it. 'T wish to say to 'the geitle-
man that the information, so far as it has come to me,'is this:
Not through 'the Department of Justice, ‘and not through the
action of a court, but through an outsider the 'informstion 'got
to members 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 'reacheil ‘the ears” of certain men ‘who seemed ‘to
think they related to them. 7

‘Mr. LONGWORTH. ‘Will 'the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. 'Yes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. It-was stated by Mr.'Crim, in the pres-
ence of ‘severnl gentlemen, that he had written 'the report at
the ‘request of ‘the:grand jury; that the report was theredfter
submitted ‘to ‘the judge, but whether any request was msade df
the judge'to have 'the report sealed does not appear.

‘Mr. GRAHAM of 'Pennsylvania. No. :

Mr. LONGWORTH. As a matter of fact, the report 'was
made public and was accessible to all the newspapers.

Mr. GRAHAM of 'Pennsylvania. 'Certainly.

Ar. GRAHAM of Tllinois. ‘Will ‘the gentleman -yield?

Mr. ‘GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes,

‘Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. T want to know, as a matter of
practice, about something with which T am not cognizant. Is
the report of a grand jury in a Federal distriet court made a
matter of public record or is it ‘held private? ;

Mr, GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, Unless ' It is ordered to be
gealed 1t 'is made a matter of public record ‘and 'ean be con-
sulted by anyone.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illindis, YWas that true in ‘this ‘case?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. KING, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. '

Afr. 'KING. Do T understand that there were Indictments
found in these cases?

Mr. GRAHAM ‘of Pennsylvania. There were no indictments
found.

Mr. MONTAGURE. Will the gentleman yield?

Alr. GRAHAM of Pemnnsylvania. Yes; yes,

Mr. MONTAGUE. I wish to suggest to ‘my colleague, ‘as
pertinent to the inquiry respecting Mr. Crlm, ‘that ‘that gen-
tleman himself submitted to ‘the chairman of the Judié¢iary
Committee a letter in which he disavowed, ‘as ‘strongly as
possible, that he ever disclosed any information or any intima-
tion as to the grand jury report, but'that he only spoke of it to
those who were ‘in an official position to have such information.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. The gentleman 'from 'Vir-
ginia 1s quite right. Mr. Crim ‘called at the ‘committee room
and furnished a letter which I exhibited to the members of
the eommittee, and I ask unanimous consent of the House to
gpread that letter on the Recorp as part’ of ‘my ‘remarks in an
extension of ‘my ‘remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous eonsent to extend his'remarks in'the Recorp for the
purpose indicated. Is there objectlon? [After:a:pause,] The
Chair hears none.

Mr, BUTLER and Mr."ROACUH Tose.

Fhe SPHAKER. Does the gentleman yield; 'and if so, to
whom?

‘Mr. GRATIAM of Pennsylvania. T ean not'yield ‘just now.

‘Mr. 'Crim -distinctly ‘avers in the ‘most earnest and positive
~manner that he never communicated this matter ‘to anyone,
| except in the line of 'his ‘duty 'to those who were over him;
'that 'he mever gave out one 'single item of informstion ‘to the
|press in any direction or spoke'to anyone else-oniside of 'those
!Who hail to bear 'from him ‘in the line of his duty.
| Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yiéld? T ‘want
(to'ask ‘the gentleman'a question for ‘information, 1f the ‘gentle-
puan will permit me. The gentlemin states, and the gentleman

ds-reeognized as one:df ithe ablest lawyers in this House, that
it was the duty of the Member when :awakened at night to
‘threaten :a suit for ‘llbel. Does not the gentleman know, as a
matter of law, that a grand -jury report or a court proceeding
is :absolutely privileged and not libelous.

‘Mr. 'GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. 'The ‘gentleman is quite
correct.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. ‘And the newspapers can print that.

Mr. ‘GRAHAM ‘of ‘Pennsylvania. ‘But the gentlemasn must
remember that this grand jury report mentioned no names.

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Certainly not.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pemnsylvania. Therefore when the man's
name was to be 'put in public print, the responsibility rested
upon the paper, and'I‘would have guaranteed his convietion in
any court of ‘justice in ‘this'land i{f he had dared to name me
in connection with a matter of that sort and publish it to the
world, even though-a‘'grand jury had mysteriously 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, if
the gentleman will permit one more question, that when a libel
has been ;published 'involving 435 Members of .this House, the
House ought to take ac¢tion? [Applause.]

‘Mr. UPSHAW. "Will the gentleman yield? Considering the
matter of publicity, does not ‘the gentleman remember that the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr., Zigrumawn]  said in his ‘first
statement that Mr. Crim “telephoned his, Zrmrmax’s, name to
several different people as soon as he arrived in Washington.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I wish to say to the gentle-
man that that is not true. I do'not mean your statement is
not true, sir; but that Mr. Crim telephoned to anybody, I am
satisfied, is not true.

" 'Mr. UPSHAW, The issue then is between Mr, Crim and Mr.
ZIHTMAN. 3

Mr. OLIVER of New York. WIill the gentleman yield?

‘Mr. GRAHAM of 'Pennsylvania, No; I can not yield now.
1 ‘wish ‘to say 'that 'I ‘have met Mr. 'Crim once or twice In my
life. i
Ar. ZIHLMAN. Afr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. T wish to say that T did say in my brief
statement a few days ago, Saturday I think it was, that I had
been informed by men of absolute reliability that'he had tele-
phoned the names; 'but I stated that merely upon the infor-
mation given me. T have ‘no positive knowledge about that,
and the Recorp will bear out the fact that T stated that it was
upon the anthority of some one who had given it to me.

‘Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. That is what I understood,
and in saying that it'was not true I had 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 In conneection with another phase of the mat-
tei'? "Why 'is it ‘the Attorney General did not follow the cus-
tem of 100 years or more and have the President ¢f the United
States tell the Congress that it was incompatible with the
public interest rather than to take the responsibility himself?

‘Mr."GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I can not tell you'that. I
do not know that it i3 the practice of 100 years. I can teéll you
of one inciderit that comes 'to my knowiledge. 1 think the
gentleman from Virginia ‘looked at the same precedent, where
the official ‘of ‘the department replied—and it is true that later
the President himself sanctioned what had been done—and
this was in the adnministration of that very great man, Grover
Cleveland, when 'he was President of the United States, and
he'teok the ground, in-opposition to'what Senator Edmunds had
contended for, that his department, as an executive department
of ‘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 Sendte was about to pass upon the question of an appoint-
ment'in which they acted cooperating with the President of the
United States.

‘Mr. GARNER of Texas. Will'the gentleman yleld further?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Just for a question.

'AMr. GARNER of Texas. I'wonder why your committee did
not see proper to get'the present President of the United States
to‘back up the Attorney-General in saying it was incompatible
with the public'interest.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. That question is unworthy
of an answer, and ‘T .am -surprised that ‘the gentleman from
Texas would put it.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. ‘Of course, that is the gentleman's
viewpoint about it.

‘Mr. GRAHAM of Penunsylvania. 'The gentleman knows per-
fectly well that was not referred to our committee, and'it would
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have been a plece of impudence and impertinence for us to have
intruded along that line. [Applause.]

Mr. STEAGALL. May I ask the gentleman a question now?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. STHAGALL. 'The newspapers carried a report to the
effect that the special agent of the Department of Justice, Mr.
Crim, stated in an interview, before the department had been
called on by this House to furnish any information, that he was
going to pursue this inguiry in the courts; that he did not know
how long it would take, and that it might take considerable
time ; but that he would not in the meantime divulge the infor-
mation to the House. Is not that true? '

Mr, GRA'HAM of Pennsylvania. No; it is not.

Mr. STEAGALL, Did the committee make any inguiry as to
whether that statement, which was carried in the press, was
correct or not?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania.
amply convinees me that is not true.

Mr. STEAGALL. One other question——

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Listen just a moment. We
were not appointed to go on a fishing expedition as to what any
newspaper might have 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. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
an ingquiry?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I will, 1f it is simply an
inguiry and not a statement.

Mr. STEAGALL. Is not this true that the papers at the same
time carried the statement that Mr. Crim had reported to the
President, and the statement from the President saying that he
would have a full investigation made of this 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 that is not the fact.

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes,

Mr, KING. Does the gentleman know whether Mr. Crim
assisted the 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?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. My information in regard to
that is this: 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
Mr, Crim, or under his advice? )

Mr. GRAHAM 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-
close 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. Orim was in any manner
responsible for the insertion of that paragraph in the report.
That was the act of the grand jury.

Mr., McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
an inquiry?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes,

Mr. McSWAIN. 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 these facts extraneous of the record with-
out doing a liftle outside fishing?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. That guestion ought to get
its answer by a response 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. McSWAIN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. No.

Mr. McSWAIN. Then I ask the gentleman

The BPEAKHER. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. STEAGALL. Will the gentleman yield to me fo call
attention to one brief statement in the report?

I have a statement that

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania.
gentleman again,

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. TUCKER. I find in the report of the committee the
following statement :

Under the reply of the Attorney General there is but sne 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 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 itself 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 relleve 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 [Mr.
Zraryman], and suppose the Attorney General is summoned be-
fore that committee, will he give evidence?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I reply to that by saying
that in his letter he has tendered it to the committee, He
does not ask for subpena. 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. Mr. 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
if 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. GRAHAM 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 walve 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 yleld?

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 sald
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 public?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Oh, the report of fhe grand
jury was published. .

I decline to yield to the
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Mr. BUTLER.
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 witness who was before the grand jury and
ask about 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 unusnal! thing to 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. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania, It is fmpossible to learn
that.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Another question. Under
these circumstances do we not owe it to ourselves to inquire
who these Members of Congress are and what the charges are?
[Applause.] S8hould not we punish these two men or at least
make this inguiry? There is no better prosecuting officer
in Amerlca than the gentleman I am now addressing, and he
knows how leng it takes to drag out a libel suit ugainst a
newspaper.

- Mr. 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-
ceed further along the line of this resolution and that the
proper course to pursue would 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
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 Members 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 yleld?

Mr., GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Pardon me jnst a second.
The Attorney General has practically said to this House there
is insufficient evidence in his hands and in his possession to
present the names of any gentleman to the House. He wants,
as his duty requires, to inguire further, and in all human
probability you will find that within a few days you would get
an exoneration of everybody in this House on 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 agalnst these two men who have speken on
the floor in connection with this matter. I personally believe
in their integrity, and will so believe until the evidence comes,
if 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.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman now yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I do.

Mr. WINGO. I notice in the answer to the Attorney General
that the second ground for his refusal is—

To transmit to you the nature of the charges made against any per-
sons under investigation in the Department of Justice is incompatible
with the public interests and will tend to defeat the ends of justice.

In the judgment of the committee how would it be incom-
patible with the public interest and defeat the 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
has not made any charge against any Member.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman did not get my inquiry,

Mr. GRAHAM 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. PBut the gentleman did not get the guestion.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Here is an officer of the
Government 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 npon 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 at 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 eriminal 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 Pennsylvania. That was the unanimous
decision of the committee, with the exception of one.

Mr. DOMINICK. Not unanimous,

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I said except one.

Mr. WINGO. Just how would it defeat it?

Mr. DOMINICK. Not a unanimous agreement,

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes; I say you excepted.

Mr. WINGO. That is the 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 anm indictment by a grand jury by
direction of the district attorney, laying the evidence hefore
it, for this House to get the facts without granting immunity
to any witness upon which we could discharge our duty and
expel & Member if the facts justified it? How would that in-
terfere? The assumption is that the House wonld 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 have nothing to do with it unless it changes the law,
and that requires the consent of Congress,

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman is famillar with the law, he
knows they may walve immunity.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I can not yield further.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. DOMINICK rose.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina. The gentleman from Pepnsylvania reserves
the balance of his time.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I yield——
“Mhe 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.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I wanted to know what the
rule is. T was going to yield him time.

I ask to have printed as a part of my remarks the following
letter:

Hon. GEORGE GRAHAM,
“ The House,” Washington, D. C.

My DEaR MR, GrAmaM : If you have the opportunity, please state in
the most emphatie way with reference to the report of the grand jury
at Chicago that I have not in any manner indicated nor memtioned the
names of the Members of Congress referred to therein to any person
other than officials, and to them only in strict accordance with nry
official duty.

Bincerely,
Jorx W. H. CriM.

Mr. DOMINICK. I do not ask for any time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania could
have yielded, but he had only 20 minutes to yield. The Chalr
not understanding that, recognized the gentleman from South
Carolina.

Mr., COOPER of Wisconsin,

Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
inquiry.
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The SPEARER. The gentleman will state it.
Alr, COOPER of Wisconsin. In view of the conversation
about the parlinmentary status, T desire to ask the ‘Speaker

if there is to be but one hour's discussien of this reselution, -

to be controlled by the gentleman from Pemmsylvania?

The SPEAKER. No, That is for the House to decide,
The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 'South Caro-
ling, and he is entitled to an hour.

Mr. DOMINICK. 1 do not suppose that is to be taken ocut
of my time.

The SPEAKER. Of course not.

Mr. DOMINIOK. Mr. Bpeaker and gentleman of 'the House,
on ‘the 8th day of March there was passed a resolution by the
House, the resolving 'words being “ That the Attorney General
be directed to transmit to the House of Representatives the
names of the two Members of Congress and the mature of
the charges made against them:” 1In response to that direc-
tion of the House the Attorney General wrote back a letter
to the House, through the Speaker, in which, as some Mem-
bers characterized it, there was practically a defiance of the
House, and denying their authority, saying that he would
do certain things and furnish certain® testimony and certain
evidence if a proper resolution was passed by the House call-
ing on him to furnish it, and practically threatening that in
the event he was called upon for this information he would
stop or practically suspend any further investigation in re-
gard to the matter.

That, to my mind, was one of the most curlous positions I
have ever seen taken by any man who claims to be a good
lawyer, and especially a man who is at the head of the De-
partment of Justice, taking the position, in effect, ‘that if we
‘procreded with an investigation here in the House he wonld
not do anything in the Department of Justice. These matters
are entirely separate. Under the law ‘this House has the right
to control its membership and regulate the conduet of its
Members. They can suspend or expel Members, and if they
are suspended or expelled for a crime, that action on the part
' of the House in regulating the conduct of its Members does not
(affect any criminal proseeution that might be bronght against
them whatseever.

Mr. McKEOWN. Alr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
-a gquestion?

Mr. DOMINICEK. Yes.

Mr. McKEOWN. Does the gentleman think this resolution
exonerites our colleagnes, and says in effect that they have
not violated the proprieties of the House, and if the Attorney
General has got any prosecution let him bring it.

Mr, DOMINICK. We have all gone afield to a large extent
in the discussion of this question. We started discussing it
last Saturday afternoon at half past 2 o'clock in the Com-
mittee on the Judielary and we were in sesgion two or ‘three
hours, and on Monday morning we started at 9 o'clock and
continued until 2 o'clock, and then from ‘230 we continued
until 4.30. The discussion has gone afield both in our ecom-
|mirtee and ‘in the proceedings here to-day. The guestion is
| not, gentlemen, as to whether or not we shall have an investi-
{gation of Jou~ LANGLEY and Frep Zimraaw, but the guestion
is a higher one to my mind, as to whether or not the honor
I'am:l dignity and the prerogatives and the rights of this House
I;a:halr be respected by a Cabinet officer that we have. [Ap-
plause,]
. This iIs a threefold guestion. It has various angles to it.
When I heard the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Lasgrex]
and when I heard the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Zran-
amAN], I could imagine their feelings under these charges and
rumors that have been made. That is one feature of the
matter, They have a right to know whether ithey are the
charged ones or not. And then next to that here are 433 other
Members of this Houge, There is not a Member of this House
that has not had claims before the Veterans’ Bureau, that
has not had claims before the Pension Bureau, that has mot
had matters up before the Department of Justice; and yet
to-duy when ‘we have only newspaper reports as to whe these
guspected men are, every man on the floor of this House can

{just as easily be charged, on account of the fact that he had |

| written a letter to the Veterans' Bureau or to the Pension
| Burean.

Now, while the newspapers have fixed these two names,
|these two Members have come hefore the House and they
|have disclaimed any knowledge of any wrongdoing. Where
| @oes that put the balance of you? At the same time we are
(informed that the Department of Justice and the President of
the United tates have been advised by a representative of
the Government of the names of these Members. Why can we
not get those names and settle it and fix it? - Then after we

get these mames and the charges against them, it is up to the
House to decide whether or not it shall take any action or
wait for the action of the courts. Those Members will at
least have their names, and the balance of us will have our
mmm ea?, expunged from this suspleion. Is not that a fair propo-
sition

We have not asked the Department of Justice for any
evidence. We have not asked it for dny affidavits. We have
simply asked it for the names of these two alleged Members
of Congress, with' the nature of the charges, whether they
are guiity of embezzlement or bribery. We have not even asked
it for a copy of the Indictment, if an indictment has been
rendered.

Now, gentlemen, I do not know that the matter really re-
quires any discuseion. As I stated a little while ago, it is really
amusing to see that the Attorney General would attempt to
relieve himself from his duty by saying that if he furnished
anything to us he would have to stop. As I stated, the twe
proceedings are entirely separate and distinet.

In the Senate case of Joseph R. Burton, in the Fifty-ninth
Congress, the question arose as to whether or not a Senator,
having been convicted in the courts under section 1782, Revised
Statutes, the convietion would ipso facto vacate the seat of the
convicted Senator, The question came before the Supreme
Court of the Unlited States, and in the opinion of the court,
rendered May 21, 1906, by Mr, Justice Harlan, it is stated:

In our judgment there I8 no necessary connection between the con-
vietion of a Senator of a public offense prescribed by statute and the
authority of the Senate in the particulars named. While the framers
of the Constitution intended that each department should keep within
its appointed sphere of public action, it was never confemplated that
the authority of the Senate to admit to a seat in its body one who
had been duly elected as a Benator, or its power to expel him after
being admitted, shonld In any degree limit or restrict the authority of
Congress to enact such statutes, not forbidden by the Constitution, as
the public interests required for carrying into effect the powers
granted to it.

Now, another matter, gentlemen, that is a little curions to me.
I hate at any time to find myself not in accord with my asso-
ciates on the Judiciary Committes, I have been on that com-
mittee for three years; and in my opinion it is one of the least
partisan committees we have in the House, and I hate to find
myself in the lonesome minority of one on this guestion. Dut
you can read the report as prepared by a subcommittee, and
thrashed out for five or six hwours in execuntive session, and you
do not see a sinfle authority or a single precedent cited in that
report. So far as the committee report is concerned, and I
might add so far as the discussion goes, there was very little
attention paid to any precedents, and some of them say we
have no precedents in this matter.

yield?

Mr. MocSEWAIN. Will the gentleman

Mr. DOMINICK. Yes.

Mr. MoSWAIN. Talking about the matter of precedents,
suppose we accept the conclusion eof the committee and back
off ; wvill it not establish beyond deubt the proposition that we
are helpless to obtain information from any executive officer?

Mr. DOMINICEK. There is no doubt at all about that. I now
want fo refer to page 186, section 1886, Hinds' Precedents. The
House having asserted its right to direct the heads of the execu-
tive departinents to furnish information, the Secretary of War
returned an answer to a portion .of the inguiry, declining to
respond to the remainder. On December 2, 1861 (24 sess., 37th
Cong., Jour., p. 10), the House agreed to the following resolu-
tion:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested, If not incompatible
with the public inoterest, to report to the Heuse wbether any, and if
any, what measures have been taken to ascertnin who is responsible
for the disastrous movement of our troops at Balls Bluff.

The Secretary of War having replied that a compliance with
the resolution would, in the opinion of the General in Chief, ba
injurious to the public service, on January 6, 1862, Mr, Roscoe
Conkling, of New York, submitted the following:

Resolved, That the saifl answer is not responsive nor satisfactory to
the House, and that the Secretary be directed to return a further
answer.

In the debnte on this resolution it was urged, on the one
hand. that the management of the Armies belonged to the
executive department of the Government, and that an investiga-
tion into failures belonged rather to the military tribunals
than to the House, -On the other hand, it was urged ‘that as the
Congress raised the Armies it had a right to direct the heads
of the executive departments to furnish information, and that
this right, exercised also by the 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
mautter. I want to say, my friends, that if we have not any
precedents, or if the Congress, or either House of the Congress,
finds itself 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?

Mr. DOMINICK. Yes.

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to direct the gentleman's atten-
tion to the fact 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 offered, and in the pature of a minority report, I
have offered the resolution which has already been read from
the desk, and I will read it again for the information of some
of the membership who probably were not here at the time it
was read:

Resolved, That the reply of the Attorney General under date of
March T, 1924, to House Resolution No. 211 is not responsive to the
inguiry of the House or satisfactory to the House.

The attention of the Attorney General is called to the House resolu-
tion, 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-
slons of this question: The matter now bhefore 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 the result of a vote on this question.
[Applause. ] :

Mr, Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, as one of the members of your Judiclary Committee it
is my duty to give to the House the benefit of the judgment and
conclusion at which I have arrived.

1 am not unmindful of the temper of the House; I am not
unmindful of the disposition of the House to get this informa-
tlon 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 ¢laim 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 Atftorney General. Let
us get this narrowed down as rapidly and as completely as we
can. The Attorney General said to the House, in substance,
“1 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 has three coordinate branches. The At-
torney General velongs 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
engct. That is his business.

The Attorney General says that he is in the midst of an
investigation 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

_prosecute.

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 Senators
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
has, the Attorney General says that it Is his purpose when he
complies with any further request for this information, if
made by the House, to suspend the efforts of his office while
the House is proceeding.

Now, I do not 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 judzment 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 of this House discussing its inability to get from the Attor-

ney General what it 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 about
any legal or specunlative fact. I am talking about the actual
fact; 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 indiet or conviet. 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; T will yield now. Perhaps that would be better.

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to ask the gentleman if he 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-
tinet propositions?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I am not discussing the rights; I
am discussing the power to do it. T do not believe he has the
right, but he has the disecretion 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
It can not conviet. 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 vindieation, a
more complete vindieation, than his fellows of this body ean
give to him. [Applause.] Those are the facts of this situa-
tion. There is a way for the House fo 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 Atftorney General to excuse himself
even temporarily.

Mr. WARD of North Carolina.

AMr. SUMMERS of Texas. I regret I ean not at this 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 vindieated. Vindication is not an act
Vindication means a restoration of proper reiationship in the
confidence of good people. That is what it means. I want us
so0 to proceed that all innocent men under any sort of a clond
will have that sort of vindleation. There is one of two things
about this sitnation: Either the Attorney General is proceed-
ing in good faith in the position which he has taken or he
wants to get rid of this 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 bheen 1aid since
my experlence in this Congress. What are you going to do with
this responsibility when you get it? You may say that the

Will the gentleman yield?
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responsibility is not yours; that the Attorney General ought to
proceed. Dut you can not escape the responsibility of having
done that whieh the Attorney General told you would result in
his suspending procedure.

Suppose you do this and render a verdict of “not guilty”
and retain these men here. We are dealing with a- situation,
and an unusual situation. What then? I want these men, if
they are free; to walk among their fellows and no human
ever be able to say that these men are wearing a coat of white-
wash put on them by their colleagunes. 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
Chieago Tribune of the Tth of this month. He sald that Mr.
Crim was looking through some papers, and in these papers he
discovered some doeuments out of whieh these rumors, this
hurt to individuals, and this hurt to publie confidenee in the
responsible agents of the Government grew. If this statement
is trpe, Mr. Crim, knowing that the Chicago grand jury had no
Jurisdietion, ought to have put those papers In' his pocket and
brought them back and submitted them to ‘a grand jury that
did have jurisdiction. [Applause.] It was a dastardly thing
for any man in power and with responsibility to permit those
names to go before that grand jury, which had no junrisdiction
and conld de nothing more than to submit a report from which
suspicion could fly abroad through the land te the hurt of men,
to the hurt not of the House of Representatives merely but to
the: Natlon. I do mot say there was any purpose to divert

suspicion to make the couniry talk about somebody else for a :

while; but if there was any sueh purpose, thig procedure at
Chicago and what has happened here would be about what
would be expected in the carrying out of that purpose. The
Chicago grand jury reports that Members of Congress are
charged by witnesseés with illegal aets.- Raomors are turned
loose in Washington and elsewhere.

The Chicago grand jury can not preceed because it has no
jurisdiction. Persons named can not meet charges there be-
cause there is no indictment, They can not meet them here
beenuse there is none. They can not meet them in the House
beeause even the names are uneertain and the offense is not
named. In the meantime the whole House is placed under a
blanket' suspieion, which the Attorney 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
report. These names were given publicity in viclatfon of every
publie and private duty. And gentlemen with fire in their eyes
propose to walk into this frap. That Is what you are fixing to
do. Why are you going to do this? WUse your heads. This
House has the power to appeint a special committee if it wants
to, to ge to the bottom of this thing. The Atterney General’s
office is not the only source of information. You can go to the
people from whom Mr, Crim got his information i you want to.
Why do you insist on taking hold of the hot end of the poker
which the Attorney General is handing to you. Do you not see
it is hot? When the Atforney General comes to me and says,
*“Yes; you ean have it; and you can have the whole thing,” I
gsay, “No; thank you, Mr. Attorney General; you keep it; wa
will go somewhere else and get what we want, if we want ity
we may come to you later, but not now.” They started the
matter, and now let them finish it. What are you going to do?
It is your responsibility. To-morrow or the day after or the
next week, if yon should appoint this committee and it finds
that it ean not get the Information from any other source, then
¥ou can go to the Attorney General, if you desire to do so. ;

Mr., DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SUMXERS of Texas. Yes.

Mr. DOMINICK. Is there any suggestion in resolution No.
212, or any request of the Attorney General, as to-any investiga-
tion upon the part of the House?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No.

Mr, DOMINICK. The House has asked only for the names
of the twa AMembers who are mentioned and the nature and
character of the erimes eharged.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. But my colleague is too wise to

believe thmt all the House would do would be to get the names
of the two men from the Attorney General and thien remain
impotent, silent, inactive while the accentuated suspicfon re-
gulting from that act rested against them.
criine for the House to do that. AApplause.]

It would bLe a

Mr. DOMINICK. Does the gentlemman think it is for the
Attorney General to advise the House as to this procedure?

Mr., SUMNERS of Texas, Noj; I do not. I do not think so
for a minute. The House submitted to us the conerete proposi-
tion of what we should do with regard to the reply of the
Attorney General. Nothing else was within our jurisdiction,
‘We have reported as to nothing else.

Mr., CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield? |

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to know if the gen-
tleman does not belleve that when the two names and the
nature of the charges are furnished, the House would certainly
follow it up by a committee to investigate?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I think so. I think the Fouse
would. That is the point I just made. I stated that as clearly
as I could. And I ask my friend from Florida, whose sound
Judgment I haye learned to rely upon, if you belleve, as yon

- must, that you have a considerable probability of getting the

names and the nature of the charges from another source,
which would not give the Attorney General any 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 Atforney General again for the information, when

 he bas told you as plainly as he could that he would give you

evj:;rﬁgng that he has and stand aside while you wrestled
with :

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman .
permit one more guestion?

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. Yes'

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The office of the Attorney General
is a statutory office, ereated by the Congress? LG

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. He 1s our ereature. We direet him
to do a certain thing. He threatens us in his reply by saying
that if we foree him to do this he is going to throw up his
hands and not perform his duaty. '

Mr., SUMNERS of Texas, Yes.

i:;r' CLARK of Florida. Does the gentleman think that is
right?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No; I do not. It may provoke,

even anger us. But I think the smartest thing that ever cama

from human lips is the saying that he whom the gods would
destroy they first make mad. [Applause.] We must not act
on this propesition beeause we may be provoked at the Attorney
General and do not believe that he did as he ought to have
done. He has a very shrewd mind which is working quite
calmly these days. I have not examinmed the question, but T
do not raise any question as to the power of the House in this
partienlar matter to summon the Atterney Geuneral and eompel
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 Heouse has taken jarisdietion.
There is no power in this House to prevent the Attorney Gen-
eral, when this House has taken Jurisdiction, from failing to
go ahead with his matters. If the Attorney General's prose-
cution falls down, there is no power te prevent the Attorney
General from saying that he would have eonvicted if the
House had not interfered, and there is nothing to prevent a
lot of good people from believing it. This House owes a duty
not te itself alone but to the peeple of the Nation so to pre-
ceed as to held the eonfidenece of the country. We come and
we go, but the House is a permanent enfity. It will be here:
when we are all gone,

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I wish the gentleman would explain
to this House how in the name of heaven an investigation here
with these alleged charges ean even tend to defeaf the ends of
justice. These men ar not going to run away; they canm not
escape if they tried to do it

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. The gentleman entirely misunder-
stood my statement. T never said anything of the kind. T
said that you eould not prevent the Attorney General from
saying it. Can you? Is not my statement sonnd?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. You can not prevent him from say-
ing something; that is true; yes, The Attorney General did
say in his reply that it might defeat the ends of justice.

Afr, SUMNERS of Texas. Suppose yon were the prosecuting
attorney engaged in the Investigation and somebody else re-
celved from you—you surrendered to somebody else—documen-
tary proof that you had. Then suppose the prosecution fails.
Would not you as prosecuting attorney have a pretty good ex-
cuse to offer? You would at least have a better one than if'
you had neot surrendered the custody of your documents. If
somebody should ask you why you did it and you counld answer
that you were requested by a hish authority and you sent all,
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that would help some, would it not? That is just common horse
sense.

Mr. HOCH. Does the gentleman think that if the House
shonld have an investigation such as he suggests, and such as
rather appeals to me, without the calling upon the Attorney
General, the Attorney General would then have an excuse that
the investigation of the House interfered with his investightion?

Mr. STMNERS of Texas. 1 do not think so. Certainly not
g0 good an excuse., It is my idea, gentlemen, that the House
should consider first whether it desires to investigate these
charges. It has never formally decided. If so, then it should
create a specinl 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 domp 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 I
must confess I have not got any.

I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Ursaaw].

Mr. UPSHAW. 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
gituation is this: This 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. SUMNERS 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-
gibility.

1 yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Wazbp].

Mr, WARD of North Carolina. Reference having been made
jn this debate to a very serious doubt of whether tlie Depart-
ment of Justice can make out a case, I put this question to the
gentleman. Suppose no case developed by the Department of
Justice, suppose there is no true bill returned and nothing done
by this House, how 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 Texns. In my judgment the failure of the
grand jury to indict or the failure to conviet, 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 nmewspapers for publishing a fair and ungarbled
report of the proceedings of a grand jury, which represents the
highest privilege under the law of this land, therefore with-
draw the House resolution, which is the effect of the report of
the committee, and I understand the effect of your coneclusion
to be that until the dnwn of eternity no proceeding will he
had nor can be had by which.these Members can make and es-
tablish a permanent record of innocence which they assert.

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. No; the House to-morrow, and
always until the day of its adjournment, will have all the
power to investigate and vindieate the Members whose names
have been mentioned and remove the suspicion that may rest
agalnst this body as it has now. Gentlemen, do not permit the
House with its power unimpaired now make it possible for an
Attorney General and Mr. Crim, if they should be so disposed,
to pass

Mr, JONES. The buck.

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. The buck, as my colleague from
Texas puts the words in my mouth.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 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-
ity until the Attorney General's office shall make an investiga-
tion and report. Now, if that is the gentleman's point, what
wotild prevent any of the bureaus of the department from hav-
ing all kinds of charges against various Members of the House,
without divulging their names, and going on indefinitely?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I am sorry I have not made my-
self clear.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. I understand my colleague's posi-
gun wtl;lL My colleague wants to wait and let the Attorney

eneral——
ml\;r.mSUMNERS of Texas. No; I do not, and I have never

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. That is what is recommended.

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. I did not say so. This is what
we recommend: That we do not at this moment further 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 goml cause or mere excuse—

Mr, BCOTT, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas, I wilk

Mr. SCOTT. Both the gentleman from Maryland [Mr, Zraz-
Maxn] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LaxcLey] in the
presence of this House walived 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 net appear to be concerned about the final resnlts
of any investigation or prosecution. They say they are inne-
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.

Mr. DYER. In line with the question propounded by one
gentleman, let me call attention to the reselution of the House
itself, which says the House would take no further action
for the present. That does not mean we are going fo give the
Department of Justice absolute time. Unless they responded
promptly and Immediately the House would take action. -

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understand from the gentle-
man’s argument that he favors the House doing nothing at
this time and turning this ecase over to the Attorney General,

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. If at first you do not succeed,
try, try again. No, sir.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You do nof want the committee
appointed to Investigate that? &

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I did not say that.
nothing in the resolution that says that.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What does the gentleman pro-
pose that the House shall do?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I propose that the House do not
forther pursue at this time the effort to get this information
from the Attorney General. It was neot submitted to the
Committee on the Judiciary to recommend to the House what
it should do with reference to the gemeral subject matter.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman is not in faver
of the adoption of the proposed substitute resolution which
would secure, if adopted, the appeointment of a commlittes im-
mediately by the House to take charge of the investigntion?
The gentleman is opposed to the adoption of that subsfitute
resolution?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I have not investizated the substi-
tute resolution.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It proposes the appointment of
a subcommittee for that duty.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I would not oppose that. You
understand I am speaking personally.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsn. 1 understand the gentleman is
speaking generally in favor ¢f delay on the part of the House?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then I am unable to interpret
the gentleman’s words.

Mr. SUMNERS 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, LoxawortH] deseribed an interview which on that
day he had with Mr, Crim, the gentleman who eondueted the
proceedings in behalf of the Government before the grand jury
in Chieago, and AMr. 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 im in-
vestigating the War Veterans' Bureaun case came from crooks and
criminals who were furningz State’s evidence, and that in asking them
questions their answers frequently led far afield and that he was com-

pelled to follow those clues as far as they went.

There is
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Now, those thieves and criminals In the presence of the grand

jury gave such evidence that that grand jury, a thousand miles
away from the Veterans'’ Bureau, indicted the chlef, and in
their report they say that, besides the matter relative to the
Veterans' Durean—
Ceriain other facis 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 pald to two
Members of Congress.,

Now, the gentleman from Texas knows that that grand jury,
in saying lhat, meant that those payments were corrupt pay-
ments, becduse payments in the legitimate transaction of busl-
ness would not have been mentioned. Therefore an impartial
grand jury. unacquainted «wvith the situation, in investigating
one corrupt burean of the Government, found transactions
which they deemed of great importance reflecting upon the
integrity of every Member of the House because we are unable
from their statements to identify the two Members, By the
statement of an 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 question after I
read this. Mr. LoNnewortH said—and it is a part of the same
speech of the gentleman from Ohio:

Gentlemen, that is the position this House Ia in to-day, with these
gross glurs and inslnuations ecast upon Members of our body and no
assurance whatever that anything is golng to be done within months
from now.

The gentleman {rom 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 this floor want to be
investigated now. The Republican leader said also——

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. Mr, Speaker, I am afraid I can
not yield further to the gentleman,

Mr., COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask that the gentleman have
another 20 minntes, Does the gentleman believe that the
House of Representatives should turn over to Mr. Daugherty,
whose assistant says there may be no trial for months, this
question as to whether there are guilty men on this floor?

Mr. FOSTER. If the gentleman will yield, I would suggest
that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr., Coorer] misunder-
stands what the Dominick substitute is If he thinks it provides
for the appoilntment of a committee at this time. The sub-
stitute merely asked for the information requested in Resolution
No. 211 and stops there.

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas., Yes.

Mr. JONES. I just want to ask a question for information.
I sympathize with a goodly portion of what the gentleman has
sald, but 1 was wondering whether we could not adopt this
resolution and adopt an amendment providing for a special
committee to make an independent investigation on the part of
the House without interfering with the Attorney General.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. MONTAGUE and Mr. DOMINICK rose.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I can not yield further. because
I want to conclude with just this statement: There is not in-
volved in this resolution that which as a precedent, if adopted,
would limit the powers of the House, That is avoided by the
words in the rvesolution *at this time,” I am not going to
There is not invalved a determination whether or

thoroughly to investigate the matters which grow out of these
There is not involved in this resolution anything

torney General for this information.

This Is what is involved, and tfiis 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 send the names, send the charges, send every
record, and step aside until the House gets through. 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 has been any pro-
posal here on the part of anybody to have the Attorney Gen:
eral send any records,

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas.
that,

Now, gentlemen, let us see about

Mr. DOMINICK. That was the suggestion in the letter of
the Attorney General.

My, SUMNERS of Texas Ah, yes; that is true.

Mr. DOMINICK. But I have not heard any proposal before
our commitfee 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.

Mr, DOMINICK. I understand.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Now, when a man savs to you, if
you ask me to send a horse, “ I will send a horse 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 lorse
and find he has the saddle and a bridle with him?

Is there a man on the floor of this House who does not this
minute know, with all the certainty that a mind ean have in
regard to a thing which Is to transpire in the future, that if
we renew this request, whether the Attorney General ought to
send them or nof, that he will send the names and the charges
and step aside until we get through? Is there any man who
can pretend he is ignorant of that?

Mr. STEAGALL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SUMNERS 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.
STEAGATL], to whom T was, unfortunately, a little disconrfeons.

Mr. STEAGALL. The question I wanted to ask was {his:
Does the gentleman think anything the Attorney General’s
office can do with this matter is more important to the country
than the exercising by this Flouse of its right and duty to deal
with this matter in order, if a corrupt Member sits here, that™
we may take proper action?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No; but does the gentleman at
this time and at this stage of the proceedings want to be
understood—I do not ask him the question because he might
ask to interrupt me again—as belleving that the Attorney
General’s office Is the only source from which we can get
information?

Mr. VESTAL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes

Mr, VESTAL. The fact that the House passes this reso-
lution would not in any wise prevent the House from appoint-
ing a special committee to investigate the acts of these Mem-
bers, would it?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas.
over and over again.

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas., Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, we are all assuming that nohody
is guilty until they are proven to be so, but suppose it shonld
transpire that we require the production of this evidence, the
names, and the nature of the charges, and that whatever evi-
dence the department has is not sufficient to justify conviction
at this time, and acting upon that evidence the House proceeds
to exonerate its Members, but that later the department finds,
by running out these leads from place to place, that there ix
evidence which would prove guilt, what position will the House
be in if it should have already exonerated its Members?

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I can not say. Now, gentlen.en,
I want to thank you for your consideration. I have dis-
charged my duty; the responsibility is yours, and if you want
this matter from the Attorney General you can get it; if you
want to take this responsibility-you ean do it. There iz no
uncertainty as to how to proceed to get it and no uncertainty
as to the consequences of such procedunre.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. Byrxes].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
ByrxES] is recognized for five minutes, -

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 3 1d to
me for a moment? I wonder if we could arrive at an under-
standing as to the length of this debate?

Mr. DOMINICK, I think I have 40 minutes remaining, and
I have applications for enough time to consume all of that and
more. I want to get through with this matter, of course, as
seon as possible,

Mr. LONGWORTH. As the parlinmentary situation stands
now, any gentleman who obtains recognition obtains it for one
hour, and I was wondering whether we could have an under-
standing that the debate should close at the end of the gentle-
man's hour and at the end of the hour of the gentlemas from
Pennsylvania,

Not at all; and I have said that
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Mr, DOMINICK. I have no objection to an arrangement
along that line, I think I can conclude my reguests within the
time remaining, I believe 1 liave 40 minutes remaining.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then I ask unanimous consent, Mr,
Speaker, that at the end of the hour controlled by the gentle-
man from Peansylvania and the hour controlled by the gentle-
man from Seouth 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 Judicilary and its
subcommittee, have given a great deal of thought to this
matter, 1 desire to have adequate time to express my views
to the House. T very seldom vex this Housze with a speech.
. Mr. LONGWORTH. How much time would the gentleman
ike?

Mr. MONTAGUE. 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,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then, Mr. Speaker, I modify my request
to include half an hour after the conclusion of the hour of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the hour of the gentle-
man from South Carolina and ask wunanimous consent that
thereafter a vote be had on the resolution and all amendments,

Mr. DYFER, That time to be controlled by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. MoxTAGUE]? ;

Mr. LONGWORTH. That half hour to be controlled by the
gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. MONTAGUE. As far as I am individually concerned,
Mr. Spenker, I do not care to control the time of debate. If
it 18 only half an hour I must apportion that out to other
gentlemen who desire to speak and that means that I ean
not present my views to this House. I must have my own
time, Of course, T do not mean to impose conditions on the
House, but I know my own limitations and I desire to speak
without any compulsion as to time.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then I modify my request to include
at the coneclusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. MoNTAGUE].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that after the conclusion of the hour of the gentleman
from South Carelina and the hour of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania and the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. MoxNtacUE] 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 [AMr.
Dosminiex] has 40 minutes remaining and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. GearaM] has 20 minutes remaining.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, just one suggestion. Of
conrse, the request would include the right of the gentleman
from Pennsyivania [Mr. Graxwam] to close the debate. It is
merely a limitation on the time,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Gramas] has 20 minutes and can use that as he pleases.

Mr. LONGWORTH, * Of course the gentleman from Virginia
could speak before that.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I want to have it understood as to whether or not all of my
time should be used before the time of the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. MoxTAsUE] is used.

Mr, LONGWORTH. I think, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania undoubtedly has the right to close the
dehate. ST

Mr. DOMINICE. 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.

Mr. COOPER of Wiscongin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I would like to ask the gentieman from Ohio to give
me 10 or 15 minutes to speak on this very important subject.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then I will add to my request 15 min-
utes for the gentlemun from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer].

The SPEAKEHR. Is there objection?

Mr. DOMINICK. Reserving the right to object further, Mr.
Speaker, 1 stated a moment ago I thought that possibly I
could get through with the remaining time I had and comply
with my requests, but in looking ever 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 comnittee report
has used only one hour, I think the gentleman had better
give me at least a half hour more. That would give the op-

position, or the minority, in so far 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.

Mr. DYER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorkz]
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?

Mr. DOMINICK. 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 Honse.

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. LONGWORTH. Of course, the gentleman iIs speaking
on his own amendment and that does not necessarily mean
the minority. The minority, in effect, are those opposed to
the resolution of the 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 genileman.

Mr. DOMINICK. I filed it as a minority report.

Mr. DYER. Oh, no; the gentleman stated in the committee
he would not file a minority report.

Mr. DOMINICK. The gentleman stated no such thing. TFhe
gentleman stated he would file a minority report, but it wonld
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.

Mr, LONGWORTH. I hope the gentleman will not object.

Mr. DOMINICK. If you will add that time, I will try not to
use any more time than possible, but otherwise I will have to
objeet.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can not accept that, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. DOMINICK. I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
Byrxes] is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker and gentle-
men of the House, I regret exceedingly that I can not agree
with the position of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sum~Ers].
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 belleves 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. SumMxNeErs] azsumes from the
letter of the Attorney General that he will fail to prosecute
thig ease if the House undertakes an investigation. How did
this question arise? It arose in investigating charges against
Forbes.

Those charges grew ount of a congressional investigztion.
Over in the Senate, when the Senate committee was investi-
gating the oil secandal, 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 investi-
gation was completed he wonld proceed on the part of the
Department of Justice to determine whether or not there should
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. Sum~Ers] says that he does not guestion
the fact that he wonld have power to prosecute regardiess 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 bluff. If a congressional committee determines that the
evidence justifles 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. We can impeach the Attorney General,
and he ought to be impeached in such case. On the other hand,
if as the result of the investigation it appears that there is
no evidenece to justify prosecution, then immediately justice
will be done to the Iouse and to the two Members who have
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been charged by the grand jury. If gentlemen will look on page
38733 of the Recorp 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 matiers of which this grand jury
has jurisdictlon certain facts not directly pertaining to the Veterans'
Fureau were developed by counsel for the Government which we regard
of great importance, .

The report then goes on to refer to charges against two
Members of Congress. That proves that the charges against
these Members 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 helieves 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 JouN LanNcLEY and Frep
Zisryman went down and used their infiuence with the Depart-
ment of Justice to prevent the department from bringing in-
dictments against them, that political influence was exercised
by the party 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 Members of the House are the
ones referred to. Mr. Zrarnman 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 names. But I do not know who men-
tioned the name of LancLEY, and so far as the 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 assurance of having the statement
accepted In every case, that ZranMany and LANGLEY were the
Members in question. The Department of Justice may here-
after 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 unless 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 advoeated it, the minority leader advo-
cated it, and the Honse adopted it. We have ecalled for it in
order that we may pass upon the conduct of our Members, I
hope that the substitute of my colleague will be adopted, in-
gisting upon the Attorney General giving to the House the
information that the House asked for in its resolution previously
adopted. [Applause.]

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr, Speaker, I yleld five minutes to the
. gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLArk].

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, two of
my committees are now in session and I want to get to both
of them, so that I am not going to detain you more than a
minute or two. I have heard some most remarkable argun-
ments in this House to-day, coming from lawyers—good law-
yers. DBeing a sort of half-handed crossroad lawyer myself,
1 thought I would learn wisdom from these gentlemen. But
neither the Attorney General nor any other lawyer can con-
vinee me that his compliance with the request of this House
would even tend toward the defeat of justice. Two men, Mem-
bers of Congress, are charged with some offense, we know not
what; evidently, however, involving their integrity. How
could 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 first organized it was pro-
vided In the Constitution that a Member of Congress in golng
to or returning from a session or in attending a session could
be arrested only for a breach of the peace, for a felony, or for
treason against the Government. The reason for that was
that the minority, by having warrants issued for members of

the majority, might absolutely control the action of the Con-
gress. Suppose we submit to this, Suppose a department of
this Government or every department of this Government
should promulgate that certain Members of the IHouse had
been guilty of offenses—it might be the majority; It might be
the minority—and by putting these men under that kind of
ban they could abgolutely control the legislation in the House
of Representatives. If you vote for the resolution 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 ask for the evi-
dence.  [Applause.] As one Member of this House, having
been here for 19 years, I defy the Department of Justice and
all of its minions to do me any harm, and the other member-
ship of this House ought to take that same position and tell
Mr. Daugherty to come up here and put his cards on the table
right here.

If he knows these men, he should tell us who they are. Wa
are not asking him to furnish evidence, Heé 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 and purge this body, If it needs purg-
ing. I believe it is all a bluff. T do not believe this body needs
purging. I have been here for 17 years with JoEN Lanerey, and
while he has got his faults, just as I have and as all the rest of
us have, I do not believe dishonesty 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 Zrarman for the seven years he has been here.
I do not believe that young man is dishonest, but if they sliow
me that he is, I will vote to protect the integrity of the House
of Representatives because I regard it of higher dignity than any
man or any two men or any majority even of this House, The
resolution of the gentleman from South Carelina [Mr, Domi-
NICK] ought to be adopted and compel the creature of the Con-
gress to:do his duty. It can not interfere with his prosecution.
The oil matter is being prosecuted, is it not, and yet o committee
In another body is investigating it, and why ean not they ge along
side by side? Let us do our duty and let the Attorney General
do his and not tell us what we onght to do. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I earnestly request that I
have the attention of the House, cérfainly until I ecan feel
myself free from any self-consciousness in pursuit of the
argument which I desire to submit. It may be best first to
recur to the authority under which the Committee on the
Judiciary acted.

Resolved, That the Attorney General be direeted to transmit to the
House of Representatives the names of the two Members of Congress
and the nature of the charges made againat them,

Mr. SNYDER. I suggest, Mr, Speaker, a point of no quorum.
I think this thing is of enough importaunce for Members to be
in attendance and listen to the argument.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I prefer the gentleman will not do that,
as it will consume some time. I hope.the gentleman will with-
draw his request, though I appreciate the implied compliment.

Mr. SNYDER. I withdraw it.

Mr. MONTAGUE., The House in-this resolution directs the
Attorney General of the United States—who I may observe in
passing is an arm of the President of the United States, the
alter ego of the President, one of -the three original Cabinet
officers so-called, though legally we have no Cabinet officers—
asks of him information upon two poinis and fwo points
alone, namely, that he give the names of the two Members
and the charges against them, not the evidence to sustain those
charges, not the testimony relevant or irrelevant to the charges,
but the bare names and the nature of the charges. The Attor-
ney General In his reply does not comply with that request
save conditionally. Now, the minority report Is that this House
resolution be reaffirmed and the request or direction be spe-
cifically renewed. Is not that the purport of the minority re-

port? If nol, I am subject to correction by the gentleman from
South Carolina. We are asking again from the Department of
Justice—

Mr. DOMINICK. I may state to the gentleman that in the
resolution there is a statement that the reply of the Attorney
General is not responsive to the inquiry of the House or satis-
factory. -

Mr. MONTAGUE. I may say that it is not satisfactory to
me, but I am not willing to state that it is unresponsive. But
the point is that the minority report asks 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 Af-
torney General gives the House this precise information?
What an unfortunate position.

Mr. DOMINICK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTAGUE. Let me conclude. This House, then,
would be in a position of having information exculpating the
enfire 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.

Mr. DOMINICK. I would like to ask the gentleman in re.
gard to the sifuation we would find ourselves in case he com-
plied with this last request?

Mr. MONTAGUE. The gentleman’s request.

AMr. DOMINICE. Would there be any difference in our situ-
ation if he complied and gave the information?

Mr. 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 pesition, and no better position,
so far as the merits of the case are concerned, than if not given.

Mr. DOMINICK. We would ask for something.

Mr, MONTAGUE. I have just expressed my opinion upon
that, though T 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 fhe attitude of exculpating all of its
Members save the two charged, and the burden of these two
will be all the heavier, for no information as obtained or asked
for will throw any light upon their guilt or innocence. I
have the greatest sympathy 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
to two other departments of the Government, the executive
department and the judicial 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 indietments and trials. There is an
old prineiple involved 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-
tinet, and independent, and therefore we have no more authority
to interfere with such prosecutions in the courts than these de-
partments of the Government have 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-
pressly conferred by the Constitution.

Mr. WINGO, If the gentleman will permit, is not the reverse
of that true, that the Department of Justice, the executive, or
the judicial has no part in the discharge of our constitutional
rights to determine avhether or not a Member shall sit on this
floor?

Mr. MONTAGUE. Oh, yes; T would not gainsay that. I
would not say the gentleman is not entirely right about that.
Dut some of the Members 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
impench them. y :

M. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes,

Mr. RAKER. There are two branches of the Government
involved

Mr. MONTAGUE. Just ask the guestion, please.

Mr. RAKER. The judicial and the executive. The judleial
has this information, namely, the members of the grand jury.
Can this House compel the members of the grand jury to
divulge the names of these men? Can we not?

Mr. MONTFTAGUE. In reply to that question I beg to state
that we have the right to the names of the witnesses who
appeared 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 teld the grand jury and the Attorney Gen-
eral, and our power is as great as his.

Mr. RAKER. I mean we can summon the jury.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I mean to say you can not make a grand
juror tell or reveal what the witnesses 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 the

“the Senate, and contending

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
at this legislative branch of the
Government was transcending 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 Ameriea,
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 Atftorney General.

Mr, 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, buteshe 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 of
Government, judicial or executive.

Mr. WINGO. Is it not true that the assumption that in order
for us to inquire into the fltness of these two men we would
override the executive or judicial department i{s a wrong as-
sumption? Why can not——

Mr. MONTAGUE. I hope the gentleman will not argue the
question now, because I have not taken that position. The gen-
tleman must have misunderstood me.

Mr. WINGO. If the gentleman will permit me, that was one
of the errors in itde 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 please repeat the
question he desires to present? Perhaps I did not cateh it fully.

Mr. 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?

Mr. 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. There 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 Resolutlion 211.

That is, that the House will not take any further actlon at
present to secure the information we have asked. That the
House leave the Attorney General alone, and resultantly that
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?

Mr. 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 which
we are talking, will it in any way interfere with the Depart-
ment of Justice in the prosecution of the case?

Mr. MONTAGUH. 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 General—I assume for the purpose of argument—
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was unsatisfactory, and that he did not give the information the
House bad asked except conditionally. What was that condl-
tion? That if it would ald the House in the discharge of its
functions, under the Constitution relating to the misconduct
of its own Alembers, he would be glad to put such informa-
tion as he possessed 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, “1 will give you
everything that is in my possession.” Then he goes on to make
a statement which, if not made, would have carried the inex-
orable implication, namely, that during that time, having parted
with the information, he would suspend for the time being fur-
ther investigation of the-case. And what other Attorney Gen-
eral would not have done the same thing if he once dispossessed
himself of such information? What could he otherwise do in
the absence of the testimony?

Mr. WINGO. If the gentleman will permit—and I am not
asking this in a controversial spirit—

Mr. MONTAGUE. I want to yield to the gentleman from
Georgin. - .

Mr. UPSHAW. I think the gentleman has almost answered
the guestion I had in mind. The question I had in mind was
this: Would the Attorney General be absolved from pursuing
his plain duty to prosecuse a Federal violation if we should
insist upon the question we have a right to ask of him?

Mr. MONTAGUE. If he had simply given us 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
and we got nothing.

Mr. WINGO. I could not follow the gentleman. The gen-
tleman said, * Suppose he did come down here and give us the
mformation the House said it wanted"; that was simply the
names and the nature of the charges. The House did not ask
the Attorney General to turn over the files. DBut assuming we
do insist that he furnish the House the Information it has
asked for and he places before the House all the evidence he
has, Then will the minds of the Attorney General and of his
assigtants be blank, so that they will not ow 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.

Mr. 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 turned
over every bit of information I had to the House of Repre-
gentatives, I should consider that ordinary courtesy would
require me to suspend further action until the House got
through with its consideration of the testimony submitted by
me to it

Mr. WINGO. The Attorney General has falled to show
cemity, but he has volunteered this.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I hope the gentleman will not inject his
own views Into my remarks. 1 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 discussion. :

Mr. WINGO. I was ftrying to foliow the gentleman, and the
gentleman has not yet told me what

Mr. MONTAGUE. I am sorry I am unable to impart the
informatign the gentleman desires; that is my misfortune.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman’s sarcasm is wasted on me,

Mr, MONTAGUE. I do not intend to be sarcastic,

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman Is not now addressing the
House as a single Member, but he {8 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. MONTAGURE. That is a question I ean not answer be-
-cause I do not know 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 ecan not foreeast
that; I am not 4 mind reader and I can not tell the gentleman.

I come now to the peint that the Attorney Gemeral says he
will give the information, but pending that he will suspend
furiher Investigution. And it was upon that the eommittee
was unwilling to accept the conditions Imposed in his reply.
The commitltee said, * We are unwilling to accept from you any
conditions which would relieve the Department of Justice from
the responsibility of the prosecution of this case,” but with the
inexorahle reservation that the House had and has the complete
and ample right to deal with this matter in its own way and
under its full constitutional powers. That is the econdition
und that is the way we met and surmounted it.

Mr. GRATHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., MONTAGUE. Yes.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. What idea did the Assistant At-
torney General glve your committee about how socn he thought
the Department of Justice could become active in this matter?

Mr. MONTAGUE. The committee had no information on
that subject at all

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois,
tion?

Mr. MONTAGUIS. None whatever, I have never knowingly
seen the Attorney General of the United States,

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Does the gentleman know whether
there is now a grand jury in 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 prosecution of the case 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 prosecutions, and therefore, for one Member, I was uncon-
cerned about matters of that nature.

Now, genotlemen, I have taken, perhaps, more time than I
should, but T would like to impress upon the gentlemen of the
House my idea as to what is the conclusion of the commitiee,
and that is that the commitfee did not intend to do anything
else save what this resolution avers; that is, that the House will
take no further action for the present to procure from the At-
torney General the information heretofore requested. 'That
is all. We are not estopped to institute an Investigation or to
establish the appropriate machinery for that investigation at
this hour.

All we conclude is that we will not accept the Attornev Gen-
eral’s reply with the limitations tmposed by fhat reply. There-
fore the commlittee has put itself in the position of leaving with
the Department of Justice the thingy that belong to that de-
partment, reserving to ourselves all the powers and rights that
belong to the legislative department of the Government.

Mr., McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTAGUE. I will

Mr. McKEOWN. Does not the resolution of the committea
virtually say that this House has every confidence in these
gentlemen and that they have not even violated the proprieties
that would require an investigation?

Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not know that the resolution says or
does not say that. It is susceptible of that interpretation, I
would say, by the able gentleman from Oklahoma.

Now, gentlemen, I wonld add another word in the monst
unpresumptious spirit. I have been a Member of your House
about 11 years. I have an exalted appreciation of this body.
I have 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 publie
support they receive, especially the legislative department of
the Government. The power of the officlal classes of Ameriea
is a vague and futile power unless sustained by an enlightened,
moral, Intellectual public sentiment. [Applause.]

The dignity of this ITouse is enhanced in following strictly
its own constitutional pathway. We of this House are the
legislative branch of the Government, and when we exercise
Jjudicial powers, such as the purging of our membership or the
exculpation or the restoration of 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 ns we see fit. I maintain that
if we do that, we have preserved in full the beneficent separa-
tion of the departments of government, a policy that has so
attracted the publicists and statesmen since our Government
was founded. and that we thereby enhance the House's dignity,
influence, and power among the American people [applause],
which Is far more important than the 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 indictment of the House. This
is unfortunate, but it is a circumstance that the House did
not bring about. Unfortunately, the political department of
our Government is the one great department that Is always
most subject to criticism. A great House of 435 Members
very eagily excites or provokes criticism. Its motives are very
easily to be impugned, its conduct very easlly to be miscon-
strued, but we must accept democeratic or republican forms
of government, with their advantages and disadvantages. We
will have to work our institutions the best we can under the
terms and nature of their organic life with patriotism and

Has the gentleman any informa-
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loyalty to these great organic commands, instrueted by prece-
dents and nourished by traditions, v

Mr. Speaker, I submit that this committee, after a great
deal of thought, adopted this report. The subcommittee apent
the whole of the day immediately after this resolution was
referred. We sat nearly the whole of Sunday and almost all
day yesterday in full committee. There was not the purpose
of a single member of that committee to do any injustice to
any Member or to impair the dignity or to embarrass the free-
dom of this House.

We 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 haye followed
what DBurke would eall “virtuous expediency.” [Applause.]

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONTAGUBE. Yes.

Mr. HOCH. I have been impressed with the gentleman’s
argument and have a very high regard for his judgment.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. HOCH. I am wondering if the gentleman has reached
a conclusion as to whether it would be wise, if this resolution
were adopted, to follow it with an independent investigation
on the part of the House, regardless of the Attorney General's
investigation, #

Mr. MONTAGUR. The gentleman will appreciate that I have
been addressing myself to one line of thought, and that related
to the report alone, and I have a delicacy at this particular
juneture in advising the House what I think it should do when
it takes up the matter independenfly. I simply wish to im-
press 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 T 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 or has not
arrived at an opinion, I would not want to press the inguiry.

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 Member of this body and that full justice
is done all the Members of this body. [Applause.]

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woobruar].

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
no matter has been debated on the floor of this House siuce I
have been here that has interested me quite as much as the
matter we have been debating to-day. I believe that the hour
has 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 Iloman 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 his home community and boast that he
was a Member of Congress, but now he must, because of this
unprecedented situation, rest under the cloud of suspicion
thrown over every Member 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 bedy in
connection with grave charges.

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 n most outrageous crime has
been committed against two Members of this body. That is
simple. There can be no gainsaying that. Let me direct your
attention to this. While I respect everything that my distin-
guished colleague, our ex-governor of Virginia, a Member of
this body [Mr. MoxTacuE], has said about these two depart-
ments being distinet 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 House came up in that investigation, knowing that that
grand 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 had two erooks 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
1 submit to you that there is not a man here who heard their
statements who will believe—I will not—that either Mr. Zinr-
MAN or the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LaNe-
1EY] 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 investigate until you know the two
men the grand jury was talking about? You. certainly would
not in the face of the statements of Mr. LaneLeEy and Mr. Zign-
MAN inaugurate investigations against them. They say that
they are not guilty. There is nothing to investigate. But,
gentlemen, there is a4 “ nigger in fhe woodpile somewhere.” I
ask you to carefully read the statement of the Attorney General
and to digest it.

Some people have more confidence In that gentleman'’s in-
tegrity than I have, and I have before expressed that on the
floor of this House. I have very little confidence in any in-
vestigation or in any prosecution thiat Mr. Daungherty will ever
make in this of any other case. 1 do not want to do the gentle-
man any injustice, and I say nothing that I am not willing to
put into the Recorp on my responsibility as a Representative.
I have no confidence in him. Mr. Daugherty is a discredited
publie official and is now merely being tolerated as a member
of the Cabinet, and te-day he has himself all that he can do in
taking care of the investization of himself. He has not any time
to investigute a Member of this body or anybody else. Here is
what he says. He says, “1 will not send you the two names
and the churges 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 1 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 helief that he has charges against other
Members of Congress than the two men referred to; and if It
does not, then I can not read the English language and digest it.
In my judgment the biggest issue before this body is to go info
this matter without fear or favor. If there has been a viola-
tion of his office by a Member of this body, put him out of
Congress, no matter who he is, If the report is untrue, then
let the country know it and raise the cloud of suspicion that
rests upon every Member of this body.

The SPEAKER. The time of the geutleman from Virginia
has expired. L

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr, Speaker, T yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. STEAGALL].

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
this is about the most remarkable situation of which T have
ever known. I have had some experience as prosecuting attor-
ney and in conducting cases before grand juries, I never knew
a case until this one came to my atiention in which a prosecut-
ing attorney presented matters to a grand jury and had them
made the subject of reports when such grand jury was without
jurisdiction to deal with the questions raised. It is, to say the
least of it, & most unusual transaction. It is not true thit these
matters were brought 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 nnunsual action was brought about by the special agent of
the Department of Justice. The report of the grand jury at
Chicago, as earried in the press, specifically states that the
charges involving Members of this House were developed by
the special agent of the Department pf Justice. Let me gquote
from that report:

Incidental to the investigation of matters of which this grand jury
had jurlsdiction certain other facts not directly pertaining to the Vet-
erans’ Bureau were developed by counsel for the Government which 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 Geperal and the President for con-
sideration. We do not feel that it wonld subseryve the hest interests of
the Government for this jury to make public at this fime the detalls of
these transactions. This jury fecls it will suffice to report to yeur
honor that they invelve (1) speculation by ome or more officials of the
Government wherein it has been asserted that official information was
used for purposes of speculation; (2) that eertaln sums of money wore
paid to Members of Congress.

In this report is the statement that the special agent of the
Department of Justice had assured the grand jury that he
would report these facts to the Attorney General aml 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 Secretary

to the President to the effect that immediate instructions had

i
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been given to the Department of Justice to proceed diligently
to prosecute the cases against the two Members of this House
referred to in the Chicago grand jury report. The announce-

ment from the White House is as follows, as published in the

Washington Post:

The President immediately, on noting the mewspaper reports this
morning that evidence before the grand jury at Chicago mentioned two
Members of Congress, gave immediate instructions to Mr. Seymour,
Acting Attorney General, and relterated the instructions again this
evening to Mr. Beymour that prompt and immediate steps he taken to
place the evidence before a grand jury, and that he proceed with every
diligenee 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 propoese to divulge the information in his hand.
The following is the statement of Mr, Crim: :

I am working on all these matters; I can't finish them In a day. It
may require many days for me to finish 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 nnless 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 mot propose to
prophesy as to what I will do in the fature.

In the face of all this, criticism is indulged against the press
for carrying this news throughout the land. I think the press
was euntirely within their rights. I think the newspapers
wonld have been derelict in their duty if they had not published
all the facts to the eountry as they got them.

Is it not remarkable 'that the Attorney General should go out
of hig way to submit these charges and information to a grand
jury in Chieago, which was entirely without jurisdiction, and
then back off and refuse to give the information to the House
of Representatives, which, under the Constitution, has got spe-
cific jurisdiction to deal with the entire matter, and which has
the power and the duty to take the most important action that
can be had by any tribunal? There is no conflict between the
duty that should be exercised by this House and that which
should be exercised by the courts. Each power is separate and
distinet and has its own particular field of operation and use-
fulness. Dut we should not forget in considering this matter
that any action that a grand jury may take this year or next
year, or that a petit jury may take in the next year or three
years, as the case may be, is a trifling thing compared to the
importance of the proper exercise of the duties of this House
under the Constitution to see to it that any corruption in our
ranks is speedly exposed and punished.

1 do not spenk in a spirit of partisanship. We are dealing
with things about which there is no room for anything of that
sort. But 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 reproach., If
Members of this House have been guilty of corruption, our first
doty is to expose and punish them., If Members who are inno-
cent are being falsely 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
give testimony that will be helpful to that tribunal in develop-
ing the proof and dealing justly with any matter under its
Jurisdiction. A good citizen should not wailt for a summons
if he has knowledge that is essential to the proper administra-
tion of justicee. 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 General is not alone beund in all good faith to prose-
cute these charges in the courts of the country, but he can not
live up to his duty unless he brings to the ald of the House
all knowledge and all information at his command that will be
helpful to the House in dealing intelligently and justly with
these charges, which involve so much to the honor and dignity
of the House and to the welfare of the country. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The Chalr 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.

Aflr. DOMINICK. I was going to suggest to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania that I have been using my time and he
might use some of his, so as to have a little variety.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I understood there was
some reserved for the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorkz],

The SPEAKER. There was no agreement made in the House
at all. The parliamentary situation is this: The gentleman
from Pennsylvania has 20 minutes remaining of his hour; the
gentleman from South Carolina has 20 minutes remaining of
his hour. The Chair feels he must recognize members of the
committee as long as that time remains; and then if the House
desires further debate, the Chair will recognize any gentleman
claiming the floor.
ln:hl“ COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary

uiry.

The BPEAKER. The gentleman will staie it.

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. What became of the request of
the gentleman from Ohio to which I objected?

The SPEAKER. That was objected to.

Mr. t()(_l| JOPER of Wisconsin. That was a unanimous-consent
reques

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON].

Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, I have listened with much interest to the many splendid
arguments which have been made pro and cen in reference to
this resolution this afternoon. I have a high appreelation of
the sentiments animating the minds of Members of this House
In regard to this matter. I think we all feel a desire for a
sincere criticism of the most severe kind of the person or per-
sons who gave out that veiled and obscure information when
it found its way to the grand-jury room in Chicago. That
information, obtained as it was in another proceeding and
based upon testimony or statements of a questionable character,
should most assuredly have been kept in secret by the officials
until its truth or falsity had been determined and until the
department ‘was ready to proceed, but that was not done. It
was given out and by the publicity of that information a most
serious reflection was directed against the integrity of every
Member of this body, and it follows naturally that there should
be a keen and earnest desire to Investigate and bring out the
true facts. That was the purpose of Resolution 211, and it was
perfectly proper and within the province of the House to pass
that resolution and the Attorney General made prompt answer
to it. He has stated that he does not care to and he does not
believe it is within the province of his official 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 of his office upon that infor-
mation and thereby give further weight thereto. He further
states, however, if we, exercising our rights, insist thereon, he
wiil deliver to the House, or any committee designated, all in-
formation and papers in possession of his department, but in
such event and during such investigation on the part of the
House he will suspend his activities. That makes the issue
clear as to whether we are going to further insist upon the
surrender to us of this information or leave it with him to
proceed with the investigation now in progress. Arguments
have been advanced here this afternoon in reference to the
rights of the House of Representatives. I do not consider that
question enters into this case at all for the reason the Attorney
General 1s willing to submit this information to us if we ask
for it.

It has been suggested here on the floer, as I understood it,
that this information has been givem out to ethers by the de-
partment; that the President of the United States has the
names of those Members. My information is to the effect—and
I believe I am correctly informed—that the President <does not
have this information and does not knew swho the Members are,
except a8 has been stated in the newspapers. Further, that
the Attorney General himself has no official information as fo
who the Members are. We must bear in mind that Mr. Crim,
whe investigated the matter at Chicago, is speeial counsel, and
therefore very likely did not report to the Attorney General.
Now, as has been so ably pointed out here by others, what will
be the result if we Insist upon this information coming to us
from the Attorney General. If we do this, we must proceed.
and if we should fail to find evidence sufficient to sustnin the
charges intimated in the grand jury repert, if we should fail in
the prosecution, the people generally would feel that we had
interfered with the department’s orderly prosecution of these
cases; that we had hindered and delayed, yes, defeated the
due administratien of justice by preventing that department
from proceeding with the investigation now in hand.

In fact, our insistence upon the evidence and papers the
Attorney General now has, in view of the statement in his
reply, would give weight to the thought that the Heuse did not
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wish to have fhe Department of Justice pursue this Investiga-
tion further; that we are afraid of such an investigation. Fur-
ther, and especially so, if the investigation we make should fail

to substantiate the charges, it would immediately be elaimed’

that e had dispossessed the Attorney General, whe was mak-
ing o real investigation; had “ whitewashed ” the accused and
ineidentally ourselves. The charges that were alluded to in
the grand-jury report are serlous and affect every Member of
this House. We are entitled to and should have an investiga-
tion by a body separafe and distinet from the House—an inves-
tigation free from the Influence of the good fellowship that is
naturally supposed to prevail between the membership of this
Hewuse.  The proper place, it appears to me, for that investiga-
tion is in the Department of Justice; it has the machinery to
do so, detectives and speclal agents skilled and trained in the
business of collecting and marshaling evidence; it is the depart-
ment charged by the Constitution and laws with the prosecution
of crimes and bringing to the bar of justice persons accused of
erime.

These charges, if true, then the guilty ones should not only
be deprived of membership in this House but shonld be: given
gentence in a degree commensurate with the offense ecom-
mitted. Only in a court of competent jurisdietion ean this be
dome. All that the House could do with the offenders, if found
guilty by us, would be expulsion from the House.

We sheuld not be misled by any arguments as to the rights
or authority between the' House and the Department of Jus-
tice in this matter. Remembher, the Attorney General does not
dectine to give the facts but states it would be embarrassing
for two fribunzls to condnet an Investigation of the same mat-
ter at the samse time. We should not take it away from him.
If a erime or erimes of the serieus import mentioned have beemw
committed, the membership of this House and the people of
this Nation are entiiled to have the same sified to the bottem
and the guilty, if any, duly punished. That and nothing less
will satisfy publie opinion; nothing less should satisfy us.
It guilty, suitable punishment; if innoceat, vindieation in a
eourt of law. Therefore let us adopt the resolution of the
Committee on the Judiciary and leave the matter with the
Atterney General, and in so deing it does not preclude this
Flouse from faking such independent action as it may see fit;
it dloes not foreclose us from any further steps or independent
investizatien this House may later conclude to make. I hope
the report and resolution of the commitfee will have the ap-
proval of the House. [Applause.}

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has explred.

Mr. LONGWORTEH. Mr. Speaker, I desire again to prefer a
unanimous-consent request. I ask unanimous eonsent that the
time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gramaum] be
extended 20 minutes, of which time he will yield 15 minutes
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer], and, at the
conclusion of the time of the gentleman from South Carolina,
that the time of general debate shall close.

The SPEHAKER. The gentleman from Ohlo 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
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Alr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I yield to
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Alr, Coorer] 15 minutes. [Ap-
planse.]

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I listened atten-
tively, as I always do, with mueh pleasure, to the distinguished
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moxtacur], who dealt largely in
technicalities and discussed elaborately the constitutional divi-
sioms between the departments of our National Government.
But, with entire respect for my distinguished friend, I do mot
think that the constitutional question as to the separation of the
departments of the Government is of primary importance in the
discussion of the pending question. Neow, what is the question?
Two Members of this body, the public press reports, are charged
in the finding of a grand jury with having corruptly received
noney—that {8 with having taken bribes. The gentlemen thus
accused have in open session of the House asked for an imme-
diate hearing on those charges by a special committee; and yet
the report of the Judieiary Committee which we are now con-
sidering says, “We will let Mr. Daugherty 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 Member of the
House by the finding of that grand jury in Chicago. Those
{wo Members, Mr. Laxerey and Mr. Zraryaw, both my friends,
Lave risen here and forcefully and equuentry‘pmteﬂted their

Innocence, and, ag I repeat, demanded an immediate hearing.
But we propose by. adopting this resolation on what I think a
mere quibble to deny them the privilege of a prompt trial, which
you, sir, and you, and you, as lionest men, would ask for your-
selves if the accusation had been leveled against you.

Is there & man on this floor with a conscienee 5o callous who,
If he were named in the papers as having received money cor-
ruptly, would ask that his vindication be delayed until Mr:
Daugherty should find time to act? You would, If Innocent,
arise, as these two men have arisen, and demand an immediate
hearing. I can not understand how an innocent man, under
circumstances like these, could ask for delay.

Now, in that eonnection. I want to-invite your attention to one
or two things that have been said here whieh I think are
erroneous and likely to mislead, although, of course, not so in-
tended. It has been said-here that if we should proceed with
an examination, the Attorney General will do nothing more.
And yet that is In direct contravention of the pledge, the written
pledge; of the Attorney General himself. In his letter he says:

If the -House proceeds with' this Investigation, I shall direct all evi-
dence, statements, and Iinformation obtainable to . be immediately
turned over to you or to such committee as may be designated by
the IMouse, and will await the complete investigation of the facts of
the Hounse before continuing the investigation now being made by
the Department of Justice.

In other words, he will, he promises, let the House commiitee
investigate and report, and then he will continue his own
investigation. And yet the gentleman from Texas [Ar. Sum-
wers] and others have intimated that the Attorney General
will not do anything of the kind. I (hought some of the
gentlemen dealing with the political side ought to have said
he will net. They have intimated, however, that Mr. Daugherty
will break the promise he has made to the House, Gentlemen,

(this is no time fer quibbling. The honor of this House snd
| your individual honor has been openly attacked.

Now please listen to what the distingnished gentleman from

| Ohio [Mr. LoNewoRTH], the leader on the floor, said on Thurs-

day last:

This morning two gentlemen connected with the Department of
Justice, Mr. Crim and Mr. Seymour, now Acfing Attorney General, re-
quested an interview with the Bpeaker, the gentleman from Tennessea
[Mr. Garrprr], and myself, In which they explained how this whole

| thing had arisen.

Why should those two officials seek three Members of this
House in order to explain how this whole thing had arisen?
Their business s in the Department of Justice, not down hers
seeking to extenuate and excuse the action of that grand jury.
But they sought to explain to men whe are of great influence
on the floor of this Heuse and in pelities generally. They could
not influence the gemntlemen to whony they explained, of course;
I know that. But it shews that as appointees they were think-
ing about their positiens, and are afraid that polities will
interfere with them.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Mr. Speaker, will the genile-
man yield?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Let me say, in view of the
faet that the gentleman mentioned me now, and in view of the
faet that T was at the conference, that I myself did not know
of any particular reason why I should be there. There ought
to have been at the beginning a subcommittee ereafed on this
matter. [Applause.]

Mr. COOPER of Wiseonsin. That is right.

But now, gentlemen, listen to this from the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. LoveworTE]. This is from the same speech of last
week :

Mr. Crim—

Mr. Crim, the man who conducted the investigations before
the Chieage grand jury—

stated that a very large part of the evidence used in investigating the
War Veterans' Bureau case came from crooks and criminals who were
turnming State’s evidenece.

Now, why should Mr. Crim tell these fhree prominent gentle-
men of the House fhe things he told them about the Govern-
ment witnesses upon whose testimony the former Director of
the Veferans' Bureau was indicted?

Why should this same Mr. Crim, the Government’s lawyer,
brand his own witnesses as crooks and eriminals who have
turned State’s evidence? Mr. Forbes ig 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
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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
eriminals. Whatever his motive in saying these things about
his own witnesses, he ought to be reminded that erooks 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 Mr. LONGWORTH goes on to say:

The whole thing would not He so bad, gentlemen, if the Department
of Justlee had its case ready for immediate presentation, bumt Mr,
Crim and Mr. Seymour were unable to assure us of any trial of these
two Members of Congress for weeks to coime, 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 erooks
and eriminals, are not Immediately available because they do not know
where they are or whether they cam get them.

Later he says:

Gentlemen, that is the position this House is in to-day, with these
gross slurs and insinuations cast upon Members of cur body and no
assurance whatever that anything is going to be done within months
from now. We thought this morning—the Bpeaker, the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr, GArgETT], and I—tbat we ought to take actlon at once.
Here is a grand jury that presents to a court a statement which is
made public and that among other persong suspected are two Members
of Eongresn. but they decline to reveal their names.

And still later, said the gentleman from Ohlo:

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 it, but leave it all to Mr. Daugherty.

Do you want a charge that you, a national 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 delay for one minute?

Mr. MONTAGUR. 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.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I know; but the committee was
authorized, by the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. LoxeworTH], to make such recommendations as it might
see fit to make. This is Mr. LoNaworTH'S language:

Mr. Speaker, I move that the communication of the Attorney General
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to
report at the earllest 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 [Mr. LAxGLEY] has asked for
an immediate hearing and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr,
Ziaraan] has asked for an immediate hearing. Their names
are besmirched. We are asked to refuse their request. And
the evidence is that whatever is done is to be done by Mr.
Crim, and that it will be months before anything can be done.
Is that just to ZranMAaN? Is that just to LaserLEy? 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 helieve until
they are proven gullty; 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 Mr. Daugherty may get ready to
act.  What recourse have they? Take it home to yourself.
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 and oppor-
tunity for vindication, denied it to you and turned your plea
over to Mr. Daugherty? 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 yleld five
minutes to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HersEY].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. HERSEY. Mr., 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
my=elf alone. z

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
strietly 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 House should make wha
feels himself under accusation, it is, * O God, save me from my
friends." In this time 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 this House,

I can add very little to the judieial interpretation of this
matter which has been given by my friend from Virginia, Judge
MoxTagUE, whom I greatly love and admire. He has 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 passed 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?
Tet us assume the Attormey General gives the information,
and that information states that the two Members of this House
accused are Hersey of Maine and MonTtAgUE of Virginia. Hav-
ing that information, what are you going to do about it?

Well, I suppose the first thing to be dome, 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 ahead
with the investigation. If you find that HerseY and MoNTAGUE
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 ZiHraman 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 presumed 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 investi-
gated and we ought to await the final action of the courts.
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Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
.~ pentleman from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr, CONNALLY 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
disorderly 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 Constitutlon was made independent of any court action.
It was placed in 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-
vision is that the House in its own right, whenever it may find
just cause, may expel or suspend its Members. And why was it
g0 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 the power 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 gullty 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 s=o it provides a method whereby this House could pre-

sgerve its own dignity and could hold the confidence and the

respect of the people whom we represent. In the 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 House—nlleged not by some private indi-
ridual but by the Department of Justice. In the exercise of
our constitutional power we ealled 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 the Attorney General will transmit to the House
the information called for only upon a condition prescribed by
the Attorney General himself—he will comply with the demand
of the House if the House will appoint a committee, and if we
do appoint s committee he will transmit the names and the
charges to that committee and will then undertake to wash his
hands of responsibility to perform his own duty. Gentlemen
gay 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
gtatement 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 ofiice or some of his em-
ployees, gave the information to gentlemen sitting yonder in
that press gallery. That did not disturb the course of the De-
partment of Justice in the prosecution of these Members; but
the Attorney General makes a reply to this House that in a
manner is insulting to its dignity, because he essays to pre-
scribe the terms and the conditions upon whieh he will divulge
this information. Now, there is no conflict in the two jurisdie-
tions. One is a criminal prosecution of individuals in a court;
the other involves the conduct of Members and their right to
git in this House.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas, I yleld

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired.
_ Mr. DOMINICE. I yield the gentleman two minutes addi-
tional

Mr, GARRETT of Teunessee. Is it not the meaning of the
Attorney General's statement, in the latter part of his letter,
that if the Congress proceeds to perform its duty, he will refuse
to perform his duty? [Applause.]

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas Exactly. I wlll say that the
gentleman from Tennessee has placed his finger upon the very
heart of this question. Gentlemen in this House on the Ju-

diciary Committee acknowledge that it is the right and the duty
of the House 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 its power
and its duty he will fail and refuse to perform his duty.

Mr. HERSEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mp». CONNALLY of Texas, Not for a moment. If the gentle-
man will give me the time, I would like to have two more
minutes. :

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I want to say that the duty of
this House is to perform Iits 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 Deparitment of Justice for
dereliction of its duty. I yield now to the gentleman from
Kentuelky.

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. I wish to say to the gentleman
from Texas that go 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 that report. [Ap-
plause,]

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I will absolve the gentleman from
Kentucky.

The duty of this House is to perform its function and its re-
sponsibility to the country first, and if the Department of
Justice dees not want to perform its funections and its duty
and its responsibility we can take eare of that question when
we meet it. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
again expired.

Mr. DOMINICK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. O’Coxxor].

Mr. 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. Doyaxick]. I am sorry that the Judiciary Com-
mittee did not avail itself of the privilege it had of recommend-
ing that a special committee be created for the purpose of
trying this ease, I am glad that the majority leader has sug-
gested what in all probability is in the minds of 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 gquibble. We ought to appeint 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 tliese 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 aecnsed
have intimated it, and rumor, which hath so many evil tongues,
has alleged in colorful stories.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Wil the gentleman yield?

AMr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Noj; I have only five minutes.

AMr. MONTAGUE. T 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 thromnghout the length and
breadth of this country? Of course it is desirable, and every-
one knows it, to prosecute eriminal eases through the Depart-
ment of Justice, and thousands and thousands of cases are
being prosecuted successfully and unsuccessfully throughont
the length and breadth of this land, and they do not create a
ripple on the sea of American life; but the suggestion that has
been carried broadcast throughout this country that corruption
and crockedness Is rampant in Congress does mean a great
deal to this House and to the Ameriean people.

Higher and above the rights of any man before a eriminal
court and the privileges of the Department of Justice or any
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other prosecuting 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 remain
pure and unsullied, unstained and untarnished, and, like
Ceesar's wife, be above suspicion.

‘Why, Mr. 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 Department 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 confldence of the people. * Each
House shall be the judge of the electlons, returns, and qualifi-
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 nassembly, free from blemish,
unscarred, undimmed, * Sans peur et sans raproche "—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 eon-
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 whom we represent that we are alive fo the maxim
that the honor of Congress is the sacred trust of its Members.

These two Members, I repeat, are right in erying for a trial
by their peers in this House at once. Let the committee be
appointed and if found innocent let the vindication of rumor's
victims go to the 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 everythilng 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 misunder-
stood. I know I will not be misunderstood. I thoroughly un-
derstand the presumption of innecence. It goes with a person
charged with a criminal act from the time that he is charged
until he Is 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 historle and honorable traditions
of a great House. But correlatively there 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 free 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 precedents, the country
will have a right to believe that we are faltering, that we are
dallying with a situation that demands immediate aetion.
That special committee ought to be appointed, it ought to be
given full power to aect, and I hope the minority leader will
crystallize his thought into parliamentary action.

Mr. MONTAGUE. 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'CONNOR of Louisiana. The committee should have
recommended the establishment of an independent committee,
as was suggested by the last speaker.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana
has expired.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.
In order to get my substitute properly befere the House so as
not to be precluded by a motion for the previous question,

giil 91 not have to formally offer it and present it in my own
me ?

The 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 should 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. McSwarx.]

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I wish merely
to submit this observation, that the Judiciary Committee, by
its chalrman, has asked us to take as facts in connection with
the credibility of Mr. Crim certain things that are entirely out-
side of the record 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
INinois [Mr. King], who said upon his responsibility here that
Mr. Crim 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 had 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 the * United States Har-
ness Co.,"” and had gone back to the other officers as
though they were bona fide ecivilians, and made a deal with
their 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 Clarksburg last
month some of these Army officers and their friends and asso-
ciates were there creating sentiment in the hotel and in the
community, seeking to bring about the 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 were 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 that 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 accounts
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 has expired. :

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, T yield the remainder of my
time to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, GARggTT].

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 of affairs before the
Chicago grand jury when the report which ocecasioned 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
Recorp 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 Representatlves:

(a) The House take full charge of the investigation and evidence
of the alleged charges and relleve the Department of Justice from
any further responsibility.

I ean not agree to that. As a legal proposition, with all
due deference to the learned 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 department certain 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. Gramanm]
in his opening remarks.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Certainly.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. The gentleman says that
the Attorney General said that he would refuse to discharge
his duties.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That is the meaning of it.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Let me quote from the
Attorney General's letter:

If, however, the House of Representatives * * * requests that
all the evidence mow in the possession of anyone connected with
the Department of Justice shall be turned over, I will direct all such
evidence * * * +to be turned over  * * * and will wait the
complete investigation of the facts of the House before continming
the investigatlon 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.

Mr., GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. As an act of courtesy when
we were pursuing the investigation here. Of course he would
Tiave 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 conduet that would require the House to
purge itself of them. [Applause.]

I have beén greatly puzzled over this matter, Mr. Speaker.
It has been a troublesome proposition. 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 ifs Members, and
whichever of the propositions pending may be adopted, that
proposition must follow and follow very quickly. [Applause.]

Alr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, will T 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 the gentleman from
Pennsylvania.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen
of the House, you will be asked in a few minutes to vote for
thie adoption of the committee’s resolution or the adoption of
the 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
hand this amendment to the Clerk to be read.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman offer the amendment?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I do.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That 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 precedence to this investigation and report the re-
sult to this House.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania.
me-——

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to
me in reference to the amendment?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessece.
the amendment.

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. All right. First, I wish to
say that there has been a degree of personal eriticism and allu-
sion inserted into this debate that ought to have had no place in
it. I want to say to the Members of the House, so far as Mr.
Crim is concerned and the discussion of these leather frauds
the gentlemen referred to, that there was a distinguished Demo-
erittic lawyer, one of the very best for the purpose, allowed by
the Attorney General to prosecute that case to its finality.

LXYV

Now, it is immaterial to

Not now.
I reserve a point of order on
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Mre. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. And Mr. Crim had no re-
sponsgibility for it, he assures me absolutely.

Mr. McSWAIN. 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 T
were standing here as a brether 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 and 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 mafter 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 had reached. Gentlemen, 1 say be
patient; I say be temperate. Hxerecise your ¢alm judgment, and
without prejudice give this matter a fair consideration. TLet
this resolution be adopted calling upon the Attorney General to
complete this 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 Ohlo [Mr. LoxeworrTH]. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohlo is recognized for
ten and a half minutes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe
it to be my duty both as a Member in my private capacity and
also in my ecapacity 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 conslder 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 eomplete 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 is
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——

Mr. 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?

Mr. 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?

Mr. 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?

Mr, 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 Justice, 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, ean it advantage us or them
if we delay—as we must inevitably delay if we demand for
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 this jury in Illinois, which had mo possible juris-
diction in this .case, insisted that a supplemental report be
drafted and submitted to the judge of the northern distriet 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 fthat report was ever made public. [Applause.]
The moment it became public it was inevitable that the names
of 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
@ sealed report this situation never would have confronted us.
But it does coniront us now. How are we going to benefit the
situation, gentlemen, by demanding our constitutional right to
get this evidence in order to punish or expel Members—Dbecause
that is the only reason we have for demanding this evidence
from the Department of Justice? In my view a demand to
‘take over and inspect that evidence and proceed on our own
account ean do nothing else but delay the inevitable conelusion
of this unfortunate affair. We can not go ahead as two coordi-
nate branches of the Government, acting upon the same evi-
dence and summoning the same witnesses.

I do not believe, reasoning it out ecalmly, that would be the
‘hest thing either for the majority of this House or for the two
gentlemen who have been named. I can not tell, I have no
means of knowing, how long it may take the department to
proceed in this invesfigation. We could get no definite assur-
ance from Mr. Crim or from the Acting Afttorney 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.

Mr. DYER. AMr. Bpeaker, will the gentleman yiéld?

AMr. LONGWORTH. Yes.

Nr. DYER. I will say that my information is that the
matter will be finished or in shape so that the House may know
the situation within two weeks.

Mr. LONGWORTIL. Well, T am very glad to hear that from
the gentleman, and I hope his information is accunrate; but
avhether it he true or not is it not best to proceed in an orderly
way, to wit, by allowing the Department of Justice to go
ahead?

1 thihik we accomplished a great result by passing the reso-
lution instructing the Attorney Gemneral to reveal the names
and offenses, regardless of whether he has seen fit to .comply
wiih our direction or not, because to-day, as the result of all
this hallabaloo, there are but two names which have been
muentioned—mentioned by the gentlemen themselves. ‘There
‘is not another man upon whom the faintest aspersion has
beeu cast in the whole House of Representatives. Under these
circumstances is not the safe and wise thing to do, gemtlemen,
to allow fhis matter to proceed In due course, reserving to
ourselves always the right, when it shall appear to us that
there is any unduoe deélay, to at once create a committee of
tlils House to proceed with an investigation on its own account?
[Applause.]

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. ‘Speaker, T move the
previous gquestion upon the resolution reported hy the Com-
mitiee on the Judiciary and all amendments or substitutes
thervefor to final passage.

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Mr, Bpeaker, 'I ask unanimous
econsent to address the House for seven minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania TMr.

GrAHAM ] moves the previous guestion on the resolution and all

amendments,

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Mr. ‘Speaker, T want unanimous
consentt to address the House for seven minutes. T am a mem-
ber of this committee.

The SPEAKER. The gentlteman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for seven minutes. 7Ts there
objection? .

Mr. DYER. T object.

The SPEAKER, Objection is heard.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr., Speaker, when will that
point of order he congidered?

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair will now hear the gentleman.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 1 make a point of order on
the amenfdment offeredl by the genfleman from Pennsylvania.

The SI'EAKER. The ‘Chair will hear the gentleman from
Tennessee later. The question is on ordering the previous
question.

The previous gquestion was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The next qunesfion eomes upon the amend-
ment offered by the gentlemun from Pennsylvania, which the
Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

JResolved, That in view of its.extreme importance to the House, the
Attorney General be, and 4s hereby, reguested to proceed jat onece and
glve preference and precedence to this investigation and report the
results to this House.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make a point
of order that it is mot germane to ‘the resolution before the
House.

The SPEAKER. The Chalr will hear the genfleman.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, The .resolution before the
House reads:

Resolved, That the House take no more action for the present.

Mr. GRAHAM 'of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit
me to add one word to the resolution by unanimous consent?
Add the words “And be it further resolved.” That is the way
I'want to have the resolution read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimouns consent to medify his amendment in the manner in-
dicated. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears
none.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The only tling before the
House for action, so far as the report of the Judiciary Com-
;nittelzf is codcerned, is a simple resolution containing n very

ew lines,

Ttesolved, That the Ilouse take no farther action for the present to
procure from the Attorney General the information heretofore requested
of the Attorney General under 'House Resolution 211,

There was nothing whatever in House Resolution 211 which
in any way referred to prosecutions or investigations by n grand
jury ‘or any procedure whatever in the courts of the United
Btates, except the grand jury that heard the case in Chieago.
Therefore, all that House Resolution 211 contained was a re-
quest ‘for certain names or, rather, directed ‘the submission ¢f
«certain names and the nature of the charges agninst them.

Now, the amendment offered by ‘the gentleman from Penmsyl-
vania [Mr, GraHAM] proposes to expand the eommittee proposi-
tion so as to go far 'beyond anything 'that ‘was contained in
resolution 211, upon which it is based, which resolution directer]
the Attorney General of the United States to do certain things.

Of eourse, Mr. Speaker, I'pass by the humiliating situation in
which the House would place itself if the House itself asked
‘the Attorney General to do ‘that which it refuses to do, namely,
to make an investigation of its Members. [Applause.] ‘But,
Mr. Speaker, I rest upon the parlinmentary ground that it is not
‘germane to. the resolution.

The SIPEAKER., The Chalr thinks the objection mmade is
extremely technical. The resolution is not based ‘entirely on
Tesolution 211, but it is based -explicitly .on the letter from
the Aftorney General which ‘was referred to the Committee
on ‘the Judiciary with instroctions to report thereon. The
action of that committee was based on the letter from the
Attorney ‘General. In that letter the Attorney General speeifi-
-cally speaks of the investigation being made by him. I forget
whether he speaks .of a grand jury or not,:but he dees say that
there can not be two proceedings at onee, one hy a committee
of the House and another by the ecourts, and one of ithe ob-
Jjections to the inguiry was that the tribunals nnder his juris-
-diction were also investigating. Se the Chair thinks the amend-
ment is pertinent, relevant, and germane to ‘the resolution. The
point of order ds overruled.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speuker, may I have mman-
imous consent to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
GragAA] one question.

The SPEAKER. The previous guestion has been ordered,
and, of course, that iIs not in order except by unanimous con-
sent.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I 'ask for unanimous consent simply
to make an inquiry that will not take a guarter of a minute,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to address the House Tor a quarter of a minute,
Is there objection?

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Bpeaker, T -object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, The question first
comes-on the amendment-offered by the genfleman from Peunsvl-
vania.

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, may sve limve the
smendment again reported? 1

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the smendment will e
‘again reported.

The Clerk again read the amendment,

The BPEAKHER. The ymestion is-on agreeing to that amend-
ment. }
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The question was taken;

and on a division (demanded by

Mr. Gagrerr of Tennessee) there were—ayes 129, noes 123.

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the
yeas and nays.
LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman from Tennesses
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-
I think it would be a mistake to have any division,

My,

wise,

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.

advisable, all right.
Mr. Spenker, 1 demand the regular order.

My,

ROUSE.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gaz-

rETT] demands the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 178, nays 162.

answered “ present " 1, not voting 90, as follows:

Ackerman
Aldrich
Andrew
Anthony
Bacharach
Bacon
Barhour
Barkley
Beck

Beedy
Beers

Burdick
Burtness
Burton

Butler

Byrnsg, Tenn.
Campbell
Carter
Chindblom
Christopherson

Clague
Clarke, N. Y.
Cole, Iowa
Colton
Connolly, Pa.
Cooper, Ohio
Cooper, Wis.
Cramton
Crowther
Curry
Dallinger
Darrow

Deal

Dickinson, Iowa
Dowell

Dyer

Eiliott

Evans, Towa
Fairchild
Fairfield

Funust

Allen
Allgood
Almon
Arnold
Aswell
Ayres
Bankhead
Bell
Bland
Tnom
wling
Box
Boyee
Brand, Ga.
Briges
Browning
Buchanan
Bulwinkle
Busly
Byrnes, 8, C,
Canfield
Cannon
Carew
Celler

Connally, Tex.
Connery

Cook

Corning

Cris

Crol

Crosser

YEAS—178.

Fenn Little Sinnott
Fish Longworth Smith
Fitzgerald McRenzie Bmwithwick
Fleetwood MeRKeown Snell
Foster McLaughlin, Mich, Snyder
Fredericks MacGregor Speaks
¥Free Maanrrt-_rty Sproul, 111
Freeman Madden Sproul, Kans.
French Magee, N. Y. Stalker
(iihson Magee, Pa. Etephens
Gifford Manlove Btrong, Kans.
Graham, Il apes Strong, Pa
Griham, Pa. Merritt Summers, Wash,
Green, Towa Michener Swing
Griest Miller, Wash, Rwonpe
Griffin oore io Taylor, Tenn.
Hiudley Mooree‘s‘ Ind. Temple
Hardy Morehead Thatcher
Hangen Morgan Thompson
Hnwle*' Murphy Timberlake
Hersey Nelson, Wis, Tinkham
Hickey Newton, Minn. Treadwa
Hil. Md Newton, Mo. Tnderhil
Hoch Pai Vaile
Holaday *arker Vestal
Hudson Peavey Vincent, Mieh,
Hull, Towa Perkins Voigt
Hull, Morton D, Philli Ward, N. Y.
Hull, William E. TI'urnell Watres

ames Ramseyer Wntson
Johnson, Wash, Ransley Wefald

earns Reece Velsh

Keller RReed, N. Y. White, Kans
Kelly Roach White, Me.

Ketcham Robinson, lovu WHliams, Mich,

Kiess Rohaion Williamson

King Rogers, hlan Winter

Iop? Schafer Wood

Ruartz Schall Waoodruff

LaGuardia Schneider ‘Wurzbach
Lampert Scott ates

Lan, Sears, Nebr. Young

L.arson, Minn, Shallenberger Zihlman
Leatherwood Simmons
Leavitt Sinclair

NAYS—162.

Cullen Jeffers O'Connor, La
Cummings Johnson, Tex. o Cnnnur. N. Y.
Davis, Tenn. Johnson, W. Ya. O'Sullivan
Dickinson, Mo. Jones Oldfield
Dominfck Kent Oliver, Ala,
Doughton Kincheloe Oliver, N. Y.
Drane Kindred Park, Ga
Drewry Kunz Parks, Ark
Driver Lanham ou
Eagan Launkford Prall
Evans, Mont, Larsen, Ga, nayle -
Favrot Lazaro uin
Fisher Lea, Calif, . n
Fulbright I.lndsay Rainey
Gardner, Ind, Lowrey. Raker
Garuner, Tex, I ozlet’ Rankin
Garrett, Tenn, on Rayburn
Garrett, Tex. cNulty eed, Ar
Gasque Mc¢Reynolds Richards
Teran MeSwain omjue
Gilbert MeBweeney Rouse
Glatfelter Major, I11. ubey
Greenwood Muajor: Mo. Salmon
Hammer Mansfield sanders, Tex.
Hastings Martin Sandlin
Hayden Meadl Sears, Fla.
Hill, Ala, Milligan Sherwood
Hill. Wash, Minahan Steagall
Hooker Montague Stedman
Howard, Nebr. Mooney Stengle
Howard, Okla, Moore, Va. Stevenson
Huddleston Morris SBullivan
Hudspeth Nelson, Me, Sumners, Tex.
Humphreys 0'Connell, N. Y. Swank
Jacobstein O'Connell, R, I. Tague

Well, if the gentleman thinks that is

Taylor, W. Va, Underwood Weaver Wingo -
Thomas, KE' Upshaw Weller Wollt
Thomas, Okla, Vinson, Ga. Wiiliams, Tex. Woodrium
Tillman Vinson, Ky. ‘Wilson, Ind. Wright
Tucker Ward, N. C. Wilson, La.
Tydings Watkins Wilson, Miss.
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1,
Wason
NOT VOTING—90.
Abernethy Frear Lineberger Reed, W. Va,
Anderson Frothingham Linthicum Reid, 111
Berger Fuller Logan Rogers, N, H,
Black, N. Y, Fulmer Luce Ttosenbloom
Black, Tex. Funk McClintic Sabath
Blanton Gallivan MecDuffie Sanders, Ind.
Boylan Garber MceFadiden Sanders, N. ¥,
Brand, Ohio Goldsbornugh MeLanghlin, Nebr, Seger
Britten Greene, Mass, McLeod Shreve
Browne, N. J. Harrison Michaelson Sites
Brumm Hawes Miller, I1L. Sweet
Buckley Hull, Tenn. Mills Tabhar
Cable Tohnzon, K¥. Moore, Gia, Taylor, Colo,
Casey Johnson, 8. Dak. Moore, Il Tilson
Cole, Ohlo Jost Morin Tincher
Collins Kahn Morrow Vare
Davey Kendnl[ Nolan Wailnwright
Davis, Minn. KEer O'Brien Werts
Dempsey Knutson Patterson Willlama, IIL.
Denison Kvale Peery Winslow
Dicksteln Lee, (Ga. Perlman Wyant
yle Lehlbach Porter
Edmonds Lilly Rathbone

So the amendment was agreed to. 2

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Davis of Minnesota (for) with Mr. Linthicam {(agninst).
Mr. Porter (for) with Mr. Black of New York (agalnst).

Mr. Greene of Massachusetts (for) with Mr, Dickstein (against)e
Mr. Edmonds (for) with Mr. Boylan {against)

Until further notice:

Mr. Wason with Mr. Rogers of New Hampshire,
Mr. Denison with Mr. Taylor of Colorado.
Mr. Morin with Mr. Fulmer.
Mr. Seger with Mr. Buckley.
Mr. Frothingham with Mr. Dlack of Texas.
Mr. Lineberger with Mr. Collina.
Mr. 8hreve with Mr. Moore of Georgia.
Mr. Werts with Mr. Harrison,
Mr. Mills with Mr. ITawes.
Mr. Luce with Mr. Goldsborough.
. Yare with Mr. Galllvan,
Mr. \\'{:mt with Mr., Sltes.
Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Abernethy.
. Willlams of Illinois with Mr. Jes
. McFadden with Mr. Hull of Tennsssee.
. Moore of Illinois with Mr. Davey.
. Brand of Ohio with Mr. 0'Brien.
. Patterson with Mr. Morrow.
. Brumm with Mr. Sabath.
. Lehlbach with Mr. Liee of Georgin.
. McLaughlin of Nebraska with Mr. Logan.
. Banders of Imliana wtth Mr. Casey.
. Bweet with Mr, {
. Pllson with Mr. .Io neon of Kentucky.
. Winslow with Mr, Lilly.
. Michaelson with Mr. Kerr.
. Kendall with Mr. Blanton.
. Reed of Illinois with AMr. Peery.
. Perlman with Mr. Kvale.
. Kahn with Mr. Browne of Now Jersey.
. Miller of 1llinois with Mr. McClintic.
. Cole of Ohio with Mr. McDuflie
. Frear with Mr. Berger.

The result of the vote was announced ag above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment, in
the nature of a substitute, offered by the- gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. DoMINIOK].

Mr, DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the substitute be
again reported.

The SPEAKLR. Without objection, the substitute will ba
again reported.

There was no objection,

The Clerk again reported the substitute,

The SPEAKKER. The question is on the amendment, in the
nature of a substitute, offered by the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. DoMINICK].

The guestion was taken; and on a dlvision (demanded by Mr.
DoMINICK) there were—ayes 143, noes 177.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nuys.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 132, nays
184, answ ered “ present " 3, not voting 92, as follows:

YEAS—152.
Allen Bland Busby Cleary
Allgood Bloom nyrneﬂ, 8.C Collier
Almon Bowling Canfield (‘ommlly Tex.
Arnold Box Cannon l.omu-ry
Aswell Briggs Carew Cook
Ayres Browne, Wis. Carter Cooper, Wis.
Bankhead Browning Celler Cris
Beck Buchanan Clancy Crol
Bell Bulwinkle Clark, Fla. Crosser
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Cullen
Cunfmings
Davis, Tenn.

eal
Dickinson, Mo,
Dominick
Drane
Drewry
Driver
Hagan
Evans, Ment.
Favrot

Frear
Fulbright
Gardoer, Ind.
Garner, Tex.
Garrett, Tenn.
Garrett, Tex.
Glarque
Geran
Glatfelter
Greemwood
Hastings
Hayden

1ill, Ala.

1
Howard. Nebr.

Ackerman
Aldrich
Andrew
Bacharach
Bacon
Barbour
Darkley
Beedy
Beas.
Bixler

Buckle,
Burdic
Burtness
Burion
Butler
Hyrns, Tenn.
Campbell
Chindhlom
Christopherson
Clague

Cole, Iowa
Colton
Connolly, Pa.
Cooper, Olifo
Corning
Cramton
Crowther
Curr,
Dallinger
Darrow
Dickinson, Iowa
Dogghton
Dowell

{Her

dlliott
Evans, lowa
Fairchild
Fairfield
Fanst

n
Fish
Fitzgerald
Langley

Ahernethy
Anderson

Blanton
Boylan
Brand, Ohio
RBritten

Collins
Davey
Davis, Minn,

Doyle

Howard, Okla. Mead Sears, Fla.
Huddleston. Milligan Sherwoad
Huispeth Minaban Bin
Jacobstein Mooney Bproul, Kans.
James Moore, Ga. 8 eagsil
Jounson, T Morria |- Biengle
(] ex. o Btengle
Johnson, W. Va. (FConnell, N. Y. Stevenson
Jones O’Connell, R. L van
Keller Connor, La. Bummers, Wash,
Kell O'Connor, N. Y. Swank
Ken Oldfield Tague
Kincheloe Oliver, Aln. Taylor, W. Va,
Kindred Oliver, N. Y. Thomas, Ky.
King Park, Ga, Thomas, Okla.
Kunz Parks, Ark. Tucker
Lampert Peavey Tydings
Lankforad Pon Underwoed
Larsen, Ga. Prall Upshaw
Lazaro, nayle Vinson, Ga.
Lindsay uln Ward. N. C.
Lozier ainey Watkins
Lyon Rankin Wefald
MeNulty Reed, Ark. Weller
MeReynolds Salmon Wilson, La.
MeBwain Handers, Tex, Wilson, Miss,
Major, 11L Sandlin Wln&'o
Mansfield Behafer Wol
Martin Behneider Woodrnm
NAYS—184,
Fleetwood MaeGregor Bimmons
IFoster MacLafferty Sinnott
Fredericks Madden Smith
I'ree  N. X. Bmithwick
Freeman Magee, Pa. Enell
French Major, Mo. Boyder
(}Ibsos:' Lﬁan[ove gpenl.:i S
Giffor apes ot
Gilbert Merritt Stalker
Graham, Michener Stephens
Graham; Pa. Miller, Wash, Strong, Kans,
Green, Iowa Montague Strong, Pa.
(iriest Moore, Ohig mners, Tex.
Grifitn Moores, Ind, Swing
Hadley orehead Swooape
Hammer Morgan Taylor, Tenn.
Hard Murphy T le
Harrison Nelsen, Me, Thatcher
Haugen Nelson, W Thompson
Hawley Newton, Minn, Tillman
Hersey Newton, Mo, Timberiake
Hickey O'Sullivan Tinkham
Hill, Md. Pai Treadwa{
Hoch Parker Umlerhil
Hudson Perkins Faile
Hull, Jowa Ph Vestal
Hull, Morton ). Porne Vineent, Mich.
Hull, William E. Ragon i i Kg
Humplreys Raker Ward, N.
Johnson, Wash, Ramseyer Watres
Ketcham Ransley Watson
KupP Rayburn Wenaver
Kurlz Reece Welsh
LaGuardia Reed, N. X. White, Kans,
Lanham Riehards. White, Me.
Larson, Minn, Roach Willinms, Mich,
Lea, Calif. Robinsen, Iowa  Williams, Tex,
Leatherwood Robsion, Ky. Willinmsen
Leavitt Rogers, Wilson, Ind.
Little Romjue Winter
Longworth House ood
Lowrey Rubey Woodraff
MeKenzie Schall Wright
MeKeown Broit Wurzbach
McLaughlin, Mich.Scars, Nebr. Yates
MeSweeney Shallenberger Young
ANSWERING “ PRESENT "—3.
Wason Zihlman
NOT VOTING—82.
Edmonds Lehlbach Rathbone
Frothingham Reed, W. Va.
Fuller Lineberger Reid, T1L
Fulmer Linthicom Rogers, N. H.
e : Rosenbloom
Gallivan Luce Bubath
Garber AeClintie Sanders, Ind.
Goldsborough McDuffie Sanders, N. X,
Gireene, Mass. MeFadden rer
W MeLa in, Nebr.Shreve
Noladay McLiead Bites
Hull, Tenn Miehaelson Bwoet
Johnson, Ky. Miller, I1L Taber
Johnson, 8. Dak. Mills Taylor, Cale.
Jost Moore, I35, Tilson
Kahn Morin Tincher
Kearns Morrow Vare
Kendall Nolaw 'olft
Kerr O’Drien Walinwright
Kiess Patterson ertz -
Knutson ¥ WilHams, 111,
Kvale Periman Winslow
Loe, Ga. orter Wyant

So the substitute was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Liunthieum (l’urg'
Dlack ef New

Mr,

with Mr. Davis of Minnesota (against).
ork (for) with Mr. Porter (against).

Mr. Dickstein (for) with Mr. Greene of
Mr. Boylan (for)
Mr. Lineberger (for) wit

Muassachusetts (against).
with Mr. Edmonds (against).
b Mr. Clarke of New York (against),

Until further notice:

Mr. Wason with Mr,
Mr. Kiess with Mr. Ber
Mr. Beger with Mr. Co

er,
ns.

Rogers of New Hampshire,

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded,

The SPEAKER. The

lution,

question is on agreeing to the reso-

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the

Yyeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessce demands
the yeas and nays.
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, when 15 it in
order to move to recommit?
The SPEAKER. It was in order before this vote was taken.
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this was not a
bill reported from the Committee of the Whele. Is it now in
order to make a motion to recommit?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has

ing finally to the resolution,

nessee has demanded the yeas and nays,

put the question on sagree-

and the gentleman from Ten-

Obviously, it is too late,

The gentleman from Tennessee demands the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered,
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 222, nays 108,

angwered “ present ™ 4, not veting 97, as follows:

Ackerman
Aldrich
Andrew
Arnold
Ayres
Bacharach
con
Barbour
Barkley
Beck
Beedy
Eeers
egg
Bixler
Holes
Boyce
trand, Ga.
Browne, Wis,
Buchanan
Buckley
Bulwinkle
Burdick
Burtness
Burton
Butler
Byrns, Tenn,
Campbell
Canfleld
Cannon
Carter
*h

Chindblom
Christopherson
Clague
Clcar¥

Cole, lowa
Colton
Connolly, Pa.
Cook

00
Cooper, Ohio
Cramton
Croll
Crosser
Crowther
Cummins
Curr,

Dallinger
Darrow

Deal

Dickinson, Towa
Doughton
Dowell

Diyer

Elllott

Evans, Towa
Evans, Mont.
Falrehild

Allen
Allgood
Almon
Aswell
Bankhead
Bell
Rland
[ loom
Bowling
ity

Tig
Bm“%:!ng
Busby
Byrnes, 8. C.
Carew
Celler
Collier
Connally, Tex.
Connery
Cooper, Wis.
Co

Crisp
Cullen

YEAS—222,

Fairfield McEenzie Bimmons
Faust McKeown Binclair
Fenn McLaughlin, Mieh, Sinnott
Fisgh MceSwerney Smith
Fisher MacG ‘&gﬁr Smithwick
Fitzgeralad MacLafferty Snyder
Fleetwood Madden Speaks
Foster agee, N. Y, Sproul, 111,

rear Magee, Pa. Sproul, Kans,
Fredericks Major, Mo, SBtalker

ree Manlove Btedman
Freeman Mapes. Stephens
French Merrittt HBtrong, Eans,
Gardner, Ind, Michener trong, Pa.

ibsom - Miller, Wash, Summers, Wash,
Gifford Montague SBumners, Tex,
Gilbert Mooney Bwing
Graham, I, Moaore, Ohlo Bwoope
Graham, Pa. Moores, Ind, Taylor, Tenn,
Green, Towa Morchend Temple
Griest Morgan Thatcher
Griffin Morris hompsen
Hadley Murphy Tillman
Hammer Nelson, Me, Timberinke
Hard Nelson, Wis. Tinkham
Harrizon Newton, Minn, Underhill
Hastlugs Newton, Mo, Inderwood
Hangen O'Conuell, R. I, Valle
Hawley O'Sallivan Vestal
Hersey Paige Yincent, Mich,
g T

. _avey nson, Ky,
Hoel Perkins Voigt
Hudsom Phillips Ward, N. C.
Hull, Iowa Purnell Ward, N. X.
Hull, Mortest D. Ragon Watres
Hull, William H. Rainey Watson
James Raker Weaver
Johnson, Wash, Ramseyer Wefald
Kearns Ransley Welsh
Kell Rayburn White, Kans,
Ketcham Reece: White, Me.,
Kindred Reed, N, Y, Williams, Mich,
Kop: Richards Williams, Tex,
Kur % Roach Williamson
LaGuardia Robinson, Towa  Wilson, Ind.
Lampert Robsion, Ky. Winter
Lanham Rogers, Mass, Wood*
Larson, Minn, Romjue Woodruf?
Lea, Calif, ouse Wright
Leatherwood Rubt?' Wurzbach
Leavitt Schall Yates
Little Hehneider Young
Longworth Beott Zihlman
Lowrey Bears, Nebr.
Lyon Shallenberger
NAYB—108,

Daviz, Tenn. Hudspeth Moore, Ga.
Dickinson, Moy Humphreys Maore, Va.,
Dominiek Jacobstein O'Connell, N, Y,
Drane Jeffors 0O'Connor, La.
Drewry Johnson, Tex. O'Connor, N, Y,
Driver Johnson, W. ¥a.  Oldfield
Eagan Jones Oliver, Ala.
Favrot Kent Oliver, N. ¥.
Fulbright Kincheloe Park, Ga.
Garner, Tex. Lankford Parks, Ark.
Garrett, Tenn, Larsen, Ga. Prall
Garrett, Tex. Lazaro Quayle
Gasque Lindsay Quin
Geran Lozler Haokin
Glatfelter McNulty Reed, Ark.
Grernwood MeReynolds Balmon
Hayden MeSwain Banders, Tex,
Hill, Al Major, Tl Bandlin
Hill, Wash Mansfield Schafer

aoker Martin Sherwood
Hownrd, Nebr, Mead Steagall
Howard, Okla. Milligan Stengla
Huddleston Minaban Stevenson
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Bullivan Thomas, Ky, Tpashaw Wilson, Misa.
Bwank Thomns, Okla. atking Wingo
guwe Tucker Waeller
aylor, W. Va. Tydings Wilson, La., Woodrum
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4.
. Keller Langley Snell Wason
NOT VOTING—0T.
Abernethy Edmonds Lilly Reld, 111,
Anderson Frothingham Lineberger Rogers, N. H.
Anthony Fuller Linthicum Rosenhloom
Berger Fulmer Logan Sabath
Black, N. Y. Funk auee Banders, Ind,
glack. Tex. Gallivan M cClintie Sanders, N. Y.
lanton arher McTuffie ars, .
Boylan ‘Goldsborough MceFadden Seger
rand, Ohio Greene, Magss, Hchaughlm, Nebr,Bhreve
ritten Hawes MeLeo Bites
rowne, N. T, Holaday Michaelson Sweet
Bromm Hull, Tenn, Miller, T1L Taber
Cable Johnson, Ky. Mills Taylor, Colo.
Casey Johnson, 8. Dak. Moors, JIL Tilson
Clancy Jost Morin Tincher
lark; Enhn Morrow Treadway
Clarke, N. X, Kendall Nolan Vare
Cole, Ohio Kerr O'Brien Wainwright
llins Kiess Patterson Wertz
Davyey King Peery Willinms, ITL
avis, Minn, Knutson Perlman Winslow
mpsey Kunz Porter Wyant
Denison Kvale Pou
Dickstein Lee, Ga. Rathbon
Doyle Lehlbach Reed, W. Va

8o the resolution was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
On the vote:

. Davis of Minnesota (for) with Mr, Linthicum (against).

. Porter (for) with Mr. Black of New York (against).

. Greene of Massachusetts forl) with Mr. Dickstein (against).
. Bdmonds (for) with Mr. Boylan (aga }.

. Treadway (for) with Mr. Crark of Florida (agninst),

. Bnell (fer) with Mr. Pou (against).

Until further notice:

Mr. Wason with Mr. Regers of New Hampshive,

AMr. Shreve with Mr. Sears of Florida.

Alr, Cable with Mr. Kunz.

Mr. Wertz with Mr. Clancy.

Mr. SNELL. Myr. Speaker, I have a pair with the gentleman
from North Carolina, Mr. Pou, and I desire to withdraw my
vote of “ yea™ and answer “ present.”

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote * yea.”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present, listening, when
lils name was called?

Mr. KING. T 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.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker. I offer the fol-
lowing privileged resolution, which I send to the desk and ask
to have read.

Mr, GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. 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.

Mr. 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.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have offered a

rivileged resolution, and possibly after that is disposed of

ere will be no objection to the motion of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania,

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman be willing
to let that go over until to-morrow?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am going to take the ruling
of the Speaker on the proposition of whether the resolution I
offer is privileged.

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Speaker, in time I shall ask recognition
to call up a conference report.

The SPEAKIER. Of course, a conference report is of the
very highest privilege; but perhaps this resolution is also privi-
leged. The Chair will examine the resolution.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. DBMr. 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
| course, it is a matter of the privilege of the House., The Chair
is not certain which is of the highest privilege—a conference
I report or the resolution.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, conld we not have the resolution
tread for information?

The SPEAKER. The conference report has net been read,
\either. The Chair thinks the motion to reconsider comes first.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to reconsider the vote

by which the resolution was passed aud to lay that motion on

the table. Without objection, it will be so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Do I understand, Mr. Speaker,
that the ruling of the Chair is that this resolution which I send
to the desk is privileged? 3

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 Distriet Court of the United States for
the Northern District of Illinols, southern division, impaneled at the

February term, 1924, has reported to that court that certain evidence

has been submltted to them involving the payment of money to two
Members of Congress;

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: Therefore be it

Resolved, 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 sald “two Members of Congress™ so charged ars
Members 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.

"Saild commitfee ghall have power to send for persons and papers
and gdminister oaths and shall be permitted to =it during the sessions
of the House and any recess thereof and at such place or places as may
be necessary to discharge the duties hereln imposed.

Resolved further, That the Bpeaker is hereby authorlzed to issue
subpenas 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 i8 hereby empowered and directed to serve
all subpenas and other processes put into his hands by sald committes
or any subeommittee thereof.

Resolved further, That sald committee ghall report to the House
as promptly as possible the results of its inguiries together with such
recolmmendations as it may deem advisable,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on
the resolution that the subject matter upen which this motion
rekts for its privileged status has already been subject to action
by the House and has been disposed of.

The SPEAKER. The Chair did net hear the reading of the
resolution, but just looked at it, and while it was being read
the Chair has been examining the precedents on the guestion of
whicli has the highest privilege, such a motion or a conference
report,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr, Speaker, if the gentleman
has made the point of order that it is not privileged at all, now
let ‘me say if it be privileged—and I think the Speaker indi-
cated it was——

The SPEAKER. It seemed so to the Chalr.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. So far as I am concerned I
am willing for it fo go over until to-morrow and have a vote
upon it and give way to the other matter.

Mr. SNELL. I think it would be better.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Would the gentleman be satisfied to
have it referred to the Committee on Rules?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It has been before the Com-
mittee on Hules substantially.

Mr. SNELL. That exact resolution has not been considered, T
think, and I think it would be better for it te hold its status
until to-morrow morning.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am willing to have it voted
upon to-night. I am willing to give way upon the other propo-
gition and let the conference report be called up, but I did want
the question of privilege determined.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to wait until
to-morrew, hut the Chair thinks it is privileged.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that its consideration may go over until
to-morrow and come up immediately after the reading of the
Journal.

Mr. SNELL. What will be the situation with reference to
Calendar Wednesday?

Mr. LONGWORTH. May I suggest to the gentleman that
te-morrow is Calendar Wednesday, and it has been dispensed
with a number of times——

AMr. GAIRRRETT of Tennessee, I will let It go over until
Thuraday.

* Mr. MADDEN. Let us take a little survey of Thursday.
Mr. Speaker, I submit this to the.consideration of the House:
The 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-
ficieney bill. There is a very large amount of money Involved
in the deficieney bill and over 100,000 claims.

Mr. 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 Tennessee. I am simply trying to call
attention

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman from Illincis, I think, will
agree to that.

Mr. GARRETT 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 Tennessee. As I say, I am willing for it
to come up without debate.

Mr. SNELL. Let us decide on that to-morrow. [Cries of
“Vote!”

The S%’EAKER. The Chalr 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 consent. 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 DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. CRAMTON. 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. E

The Clerk read the eonference 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) making appropriationg 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 conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 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.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 3,5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 21, 22, 24 25,
26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 37, 41, 42, 43, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50, 51, 61,
and 62, and agree to the same.

Amendment 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 ouf 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 days at any one time at the seat of government™; and the
Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 14 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the 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 later 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 from 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 sald 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 21,
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: Restore
the matter stricken out by said amendment, amended to read
as follows: “: Provided further, That no part of the money
apprepriated 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 Secretary of the Interior, of the electric power necessary
for the irrigation of the lands of said district: And provided
further, That the rates in such contract shall be sufficient to
include interest at 5 per centum per annum on the cost 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 season 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 less 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 district to the Govern-
ment under such contract: And provided further, That in the
event power is furnished from the said power plant to more
than one contracfor, then the rates for power shall be fixed
s0 that each such contractor, including said district, shall pay
only its proper proportionate share of said interest and de-
preciation, as found by the Secretary of the Interior”; and the
Senafe 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 lien
of the sum proposed insert: * §1,706,482 " ; and the Senate agree
to the same,

The committee of conference have not agreed on amend-
ments numbered 1, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 86, 38, 39, 47, 58, and 60,

Louvis C. CramTON,

Franx MuUrPHY,

C. D. CARTER,
Managers on the part of the House.

REED Saoor,

CHarLES CURTIS,

War, J. Haggis,
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 purposes, submit the following stafe-
ment explaining the effect of the action agreed on by the con-
ference committee and submitted in the accompanying confer-
ence report: i

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 the Revised 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 proposed
by the House, and $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, for travel
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, amended so as to extend the time to 30 days.

On No. 5: Appropriates $124,000, as proposed by the Senate,
instend of $110.000 as proposed by the House, for salaries in
the office of selicitor.

On No. 6: Appropriates $175,000, as proposed by the House,
instead of $191,590, as proposed by the Senate, for offices of
gurveyors general.

On No. T: Appropriates $700,000, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $650,000, as proposed by the House, for surveying
publie lands.

On Nos. 8, 9, and 10: Provides, as proposed by the Senate,
for the eonsolidation of the offices of registers and receivers at
Harrison, Ark., and Clayton, N. Mex.; and restores the House
langnage, stricken out by the Senate, providing for such cof-
solidation of the offices of register and receiver at Rapid
City, 8. Dak.

On Ne. 11: Provides for one special Indian Service inspeetor,
at $3,500 per annum, and four Indian Service inspeetors, at
$2.500 per annum each, as proposed by the Senate, instead of
five Indian Service Inspectors, at 32,500 per annum each, as
proposed by the House.

On No. 12: Appropriates $56,000, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $50,000, as propesed by the House, for survey of
Indian lands.

On Nos. 13 and 14: Provides one attorney each for the
Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Creek Tribes, as proposed by the
Senate, instead of a single attorney for all three of the tribes,
as proposed by the Iouse; authorizes expenses for said attor-
neys in the sum of $1,500 per annum each, instead of $1,000 per
annum, as preposed by the House, and lnstead of the Senate
Tanguage providing that such expenses shall be determined and
limited as now provided by law; and strikes out the language
ingerted by the Senate directing the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs to dispense with the services of any of the attorneys at
any time such gervices are no longer needed, and inserts in
lien thereof Iangnage directing the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs to dispense with the attorney for the Creek Tribe not
later than September 1, 1924, and to dispense wifh the services
of any other 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,
which may be expended for new censtruction, withent express
authorization, out of the appropriation for comstruction, 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 general re-
pairs and improvements at Haskell Institute, Lawrence, Kans.,
and makes the amount immediately 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, for general re-
pairs and improvements for the Chemawa Indian School at
Salem, Oreg.

On No. 23: Restores the langnage 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 School at Salem, Oreg., may
be expended for the support or education of any native pupil
brought from Alaska who enters after Janunary 1, 1825, instead
of July 1, 1924, as proposed by the House.

On No. 24: Correets the total of the appropriation for Indian
boarding schools so as to conform to fhe changes involved in
the amendments of the Senate, agreed to by the House 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 tribal funds,-as pro-
posed. by the Senate, for employment of counsel for the Wichita
and affiliated bands of Indians of Oklahoma.

On No. 26: Designates the appropriation fer the Choctaw
Indians of Mississippi 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, as proposed
by the House.

On No. 27: Appropriates $160,000 for expenses of adminis-
tration of the Five Civilized Tribes, instead of $150,000, as pro-
posed by the House, and $165,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On Nos. 28, 20, and 30: Appropriates out of tribal funds
$110,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $125,000, as pro-
posed by the House, for support and civilization of Indians
under the Klamath, Oreg., agency; and provides, as proposed
by the Senate, that %7500 thereof may be expended for con-
struction, upkeep, and repair of buildings fer administrative
purposes,

!

On No. 31: Appropriates out of tribal funds $75,000, as pro-
posed by the Senate, instead of $80,000, as proposed by the
House, for the consfruction at Redby, Minn.,, of a sawmill and
other bulldings for the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians In
the State of Minnesofa,

On No. 32: Strikes out the language proposed by the House
appropriating out of tribal funds $8,000 for ome-half the cost
of constructing a bridge across the Washita River within the
Kiowa Indian Reservation, N. Mex,

On No. 83: Appropriates $82,200, as proposed by the Senate,
for the construetion of steel bridzes across the Rio Grande
glthin the Cochiti and San Juan Pueblo Indian grants,

On No. 34: Limits the appropriation of $230.000 for the con-
struction of a hydreelectric power plant at the siphon drop
on the main eanal of the Yuma irrigation project in the manner
and in the langnage proposed by the House, instead of as pro-
posed by the Senate.

On No. 35: Inserts a substitute for the limifation Inserted
by the House and stricken out by the Senate upon the expendi-
fure of money for the development, in connection with the
Boise project, Idaho, of electric power for sale to the Gem
irrigation distriet, Idaho.

On No. 37: Restricts expenditures on the so-galled American
T'alls Reservoir on the Minidoka project, Idaho, in the manner
and in the language proposed by the Senate instead of that
proposed by the House.

On No. 40: Appropriates $500,000 for topographic surveys,
as proposed by the House, instead of §540,T11, as proposed by
the Senate.

On Nos. 41 and 42: Appropriates $333,722 for geologic sur-
veys, as proposed by the Senate, Instead of $300,000, as pro-
posed by the House, and makes $15000 of the sum imme-
gleately available for arsenic-bearing ores, as proposed by the

nate.

On No. 43 : Appropriates $280,000, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $250,000, as proposed by-the Hounse, for examination
and classification of lands.

On No. 44: Corrects the total for the Geological Survey so
a8 to conform to the action of the conferées on the various
amendments, making the figure $1,706,482, instead of £1,642,760,
as proposed hy the House, and $1,747,193, as proposed by the
Senate. !

On Nos, 45 and 46: Appropriates $359,768, as proposed by the
Seniate, instead of $£350,000, as proposed by the House, for
investigations as to the causes of mine explesions,

On No. 48: Appropriates $78,000, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $63,000, as proposed by the House, for Hot Springs
National Park, Ark., ineluding, as proposed by the Senate,
$18,000 for construetion of physieal improvements, of which
$15,000 is made available for sewer construction to connect
with sewer system of city of Hot Springs.

On Nos. 49 and 50 : Appropriates $336,800, as proposed by the
Senate, instead of $330,000, as proposed by the House, for ad-
ministration, protection, and maintenance of Yellowstone Na-
tional Park, Wyo.

On No. 61: Appropriates $20,750, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $15,750, as proposed by the House, for administra-
tion, ete, of national monuments, and makes immediately
available, as proposed by the Senate, 25,000 thereof for con-
struction of physical improvements of Carlsbad Cave National
Monument.

On Nos. 52 and 53: Appropriates $150,000, as proposed by
the House, instead of $153,000, as proposed by the Senate, for
care of insane in Alaska, and [imits the annual per capita cost
of such maintenance to $600, as proposed by the House, in-
stend of $624, as proposed by the Senate.

On No. 54: Appropriates $1,000,000, as proposed by the
House, instead of $1,250,000, as proposed by the Senate, for
maintenance and operation of raflways in Alaska.

‘" On No. 55: Appropriates $25,000, ag proposed by the House,
instead of $50,000, as proposed by fhe Senate, for mainte-
nAia;uce and operation of river steamers on the Yukon River,

ska.

On Nos. 58 and 57: Appropriates $7,000, as proposed by the
House, instead of $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the
salary of the Governor of Hawalii.

On No. 59: Strikes out the Senate language appropriating
for Howard University $370,000 for additions to medical sehool
building and $130,000 for equipment therefor,

On Nos. 61 and 62: Appropriates $89,000, as proposed by fhe
Senate, instead of $R80,000, as proposed by the House, for per-
sonal services for Freedmen's Hospital,
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The committee of conference have not agreed upon the fol-
lowing amendments of the Senate: 1
On No. 1: Relating to the purchase of newspapers by the
Department of the Interior.
On Nos. 15 and 16: Relating to the appropriation for irriga-
tion on the Flathead Indian Reservation, Mont.
On No. 17: Relating to the appropriation for irrigation on
the 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
frrigation 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 the 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.
Lovis C. CrAMTON,
FrANK MuURrPHY,
C. D. CARTER,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. 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 bill when it
was reported to the House carried $261,727,065, and 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 fo the House
of abount $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 ceonference, 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 Tennessee. 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. :

Mr. 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.

Mr, FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. .

Mr, FRENCH. Amendment No. 37 contains one subdivision,
Wo. 8, which requires the American Falls Reservoir district
and the Empire irrigation distriet, 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 developed if
additional storage shall be provided for in that reservoir. If 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 project 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 tying the hands of the Govern-
ment perpetually. But I trust that when the time does come
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 such
enlargement in favor of the existing districts. i

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 that
they are populated, while the public lands are not, I presume
they will always be in a position to secure proper con-
slderation. B

Mr. Speaker, T will ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp 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
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, Mr, Speaker, under leave to extend my re-
marks in the REcorp on the conference report on the bill (H. R.
5078) making appropriations for the Department of the Interior
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and so forth, I include’
the following letter:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION,
Orrice oF THE COMMISSIONER,
Washington, February 13, 192},
Hon, Lovis C. CraMTON,
House of Representatives.

MY DeaRr MR. CramTox: 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, and
there are Inclosed four tables as follows:

1. Status of allotment for fiscal year 1924,

2. Allocation of expenditures by Government.

8. Bummary of Tdble 2.

4. Interest on payments due under article 43 of contract.

To secure a more accurate result, in Table 2 we have made compu-
tations on a menthly Instead of a quarterly basis, which we assume
will be satisfactory to you.

Table 8 contains, in addition to a summary of Table 2, an allocation
of estimated expenditures from January 1 to Mareh 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, Commissioner.

TApLE 1.—8tatus of allotment, fiscal year 192}, American Falls develop-
ment,

Allotment fiscal year 1924 $435, 500, 00

Disbursements to December 31, 1923 60, 881. 24
374, 618. 7

Contract labilities _ s 08

L A S R T el A e LS Na e S - T AR Y 800, 485. 47

[Nore.—S8ince December 31, 1923, the following contracts have beem
negotiated. All of these contracts have been fully executed and ap-
proved with the exception of three. The contract with the Colorado
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. has been executed and is with the Secretary for final ap-
proval.]

The Colorade Fuel & Iron Co., Denver, Colo., (east-iron

pipe and specials) el St e o i S o $15, 404. 33
American Wood Pipe Co., Tacoma, Wash. (fir water pipe). 19, 716.
D. C. Dunbar Co., Salt Lake City, Utah (fire hydrants,

valves, and valve boxes) = 3, 957, 00
Chris Adolf thaulin? gravel) 7, 200. 00
Mrs. Jennie Rogers (land purchase) S 12, 500. 00
The thplwrif t Co., Ogden, Utah (construction water

system) (estimated)

Denver Ins ent Co., Denver,
Continental Ofl Co., American Falls, Idaho_____ Ea
Oregon Short Line R. R. Co. (moving tracks)
Total 277, 079. 27
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TABLE 2.—American Falls Reservofr (1,040,000 acre-feet capaeity), showing net cost and accrued interest to December 51, 1923,
[Nore: For convend of p ion, columns showing cost figures are cumulative, while interest figures are otherwise.]

Reventes American Falls Empire irrigation Snake River lew Sweden Milner low lift
and for- reservoir distriet, distriet, 110,000 irrigation district, irrigation district, irrigation district,
Gross cost taited 300,000 acre-feet. acre-feet. 20,000 acre-feet. 25,000 acre-feet. ,000 acre-feet.
Month. re:enr;m pa 0111.;.5 Net cost.
cen -
town site. per Portion of | Acerned | Portion of | Accrued | Portion of | Acerned | Portion of | Accrued | Portion of | Accrued
acre-foot. net cost. interest. net cost. | interest. | net cost. | interest. | net cost. | interest. | net cost. | interest.
§2,457.88 $708. 95 £3.55 $250. 95 $1.30 $47.26 $0.23 £50, 08 $0.30 $H7.28 20.23
6,518, 75 1,879. 84 9. 40 689, 27 3.45 125. 32 .63 156. 85 125,32 .63
12,329. 65 3, 558, 63 17.78 1,304, 10 6. 52 27.11 1.19 206, 38 1.48 237.11 1.19
26, 578. 08 7, 668, 75 8333 | 281114 14. 06 511.12 2.56 638, 60 3.19 511.12 2. 56
42,201, 49 §,335.91 46. 63 3,423.17 17.12 622,39 31 778,00 3. 622, 39 3.11
80,885,609 | 9,927.00 79,9858.69 | 23,065.00 115.33 B, 457.17 42.29 1,537.6T| 7.0 1,922,08 9.61 1, 537.67 7.69
173,763.63 | 9,027.00 163, 836.63 | 47,260.58 235.80 | 17,328.87 85, 04 3, 150.70 15.75 | 3,048.87 19. 60 3,150.70 15.75
205,153.95 | 9,927,00 195, 226.956 | 56,315.47 281.58 | 20,640.00 108. 25 3,754.36 18.77 4,692,908 23. 46 3,754.36 18.77
242,017.33 | 9,027.00 000.33 | 66,949,12 334,75 | 24,548.02 12T 4,463, 28 22.32 5,5679.09 27,90 4,463, 28 22.32
206,423.13 | 9,927.00 286, 494,13 643. 1 413.22 | 30,302.48 151. 51 5,509, 54 27.55 6,885,493 3443 5,500, 54 27.55
410,011,790 | 11,198.64 |  408,813.15 | 117,926, 88 6%0.64 | 43,230.85 | 216.20 | 7,86L.79 89.31 | 0827.24 49.141 7,86L.79 39.31
441,716.08 | 11,827.00 68 | 124, 63 620,03 | 45,450, 10 227.35 8, 267. 11 41.34 | 10,333. %9 HL67 8,267.11 41,34
454, 807. 97 | 12, 427,00 442, 470, 27 127:635.0.: 638,18 | 46, 769.75 234,00 8, 5009, 05 42.55 | 10,636.30 53.18 8, 509. 05 42.55
462,174.98 | 15, 527.00 446, 647, 98 | 128, 840, 76 644.20 | 47, 241.61 238.21 8,589, 38 42,95 | 10,736.7 53, 68 8, 589, 38 42.95
473, 433.00 | 16,327. 00 457, 106,00 | 131, 857. 52 659,20 | 48, 347.76 241.74 8, 780, 50 43.95 | 10,988.13 .04 8, 790, 50 43.95
483, 767.31 | 17,127.00 466, 640. 31 | 134, 607.77 673.04 | 49,356.18 246.78 8,073. 85 44.87 | 11,217.31 56,09 8,973.85 44.87
400,574, 24 | 17,971.00 481, 603. 24 | 138, 924. 02 654, 62 , 838, 80 254.69 9,261 60 46.31 | 11,577.00 57,88 9,261, 60 46.3L
500,371.28 | 18,505.57 | 490,775.71 | 141, 560. 92 707.85 | 51,908.97 | 250.54| 9,438.00 47.10 | 11,797.48 58.99 | 9,438.00 47.10
517,431. 68 | 19, 468, 404,063.04 | 142,777.80 713.80 | 52,3586 261.75 9, 518, 52 47.59 | 11,898.15 50,49 9, 518. 52 47.59
47T 740.59 | B4,970.17 274.85 9,994. 58 49.97 | 12, 403,22 62,47 9,094, 58 49.97
755.05 | 55,401, 20 277.06 | 10,072.06 50.36 | 12,591.20 62.96 | 10,072,906 50.33
764.08 , 082, 75 280.16 | 10,187.77 50.94 | 12,73L72 63.67.| 10,187.77 50,94
TTL.74 | 56,5604.10 282.97 | 10,2%0.84 51.45 | 12,862.30 64.31 | 10,289,84 5145
5.30 | 56,861.72 284.31 | 10,338.50 5160 | 12,923.12 64.62 | 10,338 50 51.69
717.58 | 67,022, 74 285.11 | 10,367.77 GL.84 | 12,950.71 64,80 | 10,367.77 L84
779.25 | 57,144.94 285, 10, 99 5195 | 12,987.49 64.04 | 10,380,099 51,95
566, 781.49 | 57,300.33 | 28655 | 10,410.88 52.10 | 13,024 84 65.12 | 10,410.88 -
Nov.30......] 568,012.11 | 24,813.00 544, 000. 11 | 156,951 67 784.76 | 57,5484 281.75 , 463. 52.32 | 13,079.31 065.40 | 10,463.44 |.seanncsnn
Dee. 81.......| 573,514.50 | 25,378, 00 548, 136. 50 | 158,116.32 790.58 | 57,075.99 2580.88 | 10,541.00 5275 | 13,176.36 05,88 | 10,541.00 |..canoians
1923, -
Jan.31.......| 678,405.04 | 26,327.00 554,078.04 | 159,830.10 709.15 | 58,604 41 293.02 | 10,665, 35 53.28 | 13,319.18 66. 60
Feb.25.......| 570/436.62 | 27,627.00 | 551,508.62 | 150,175. 50 795.88 | 58,364.37 | 21.82| 106170 | 5306 | 1320463 | 0632
582, 295,70 | 29,027.00 553,268, 70 | 159, 596. 76 707.88 | B8,518.51 202.59 | 10,630.78 £63.20 | 13,200.73 66. 50
585,305.11 | 41,277.00 554, 118,11 | 159, 841. 75 709.21 | 58,608 64 203.0¢ | 10,656.12 53.28 | 13,320.15 66, 60
588, 643.08 | 34,277.00 |  504,366.08 | 159,013.20 709.57 | 58,634.87 | 203.17 | 10,660.80 53.30 | 13,326.11 )
876, 804,63 | 87,277.00 | 1,830, 527.63 | 530,632.97 2,653.16 | 194,565, 42 972.82 | 35,375.53 176.88 | 44,219.41 J...cuceins
881,355.22 | 40,527.00 | 1,840,828, 22 | 531, 008, 14 2,0655.04 | 194, 702.08 973.51 | 35, 400,54 177.00 ,250.68 |. ... 5 , 400,
835, 264, 64 ,127.00 | 1,841, 137. 64 | 531,007. 40 2,655.49 | 194, 735,71 073.68 | 35, 403.48 177.03 | 44,258.12 |..........| 35,408.49 |..........
014,487, 18 | 47,527.00 | 1,866,970, 18 | 538, 549.09 2,602.75 | 197, 468.00 987.34 | 35,903.27 [0)] 4. 850.00 | 800 L L
019, 186. 54 ,914.55 | 1,808,271.99 | 538,924.61 2,604, 62 | 107, 605. 69 988.03 | 35,008.31 |.......... 44,9010.38 |..........] 35,028.81 | . 0eeenen
933, 715.60 | 53, 721. 04 | 1,880,004.56 | 542,303.01 2,711, 54 | 198, R46. 64 994.23 | 36,153.08 |..ccueea..| 45,102,427 ....... ---| B6,153.93 |_...... —en
1,955, 656,32 | 57,373, 1,808, 302.55 | #7,587.27 2,737.93 y 00 | 1,003.91 | 36,505.82 |..........] 45,632.27 |..... eanaa] 00 BOOCBE |. Jdliis
Total..| 1,955 656.32 | 57,373.77 | 1,808,302, 55 | 547,587.27 | 37,949.49 | 200,782.00 |13,918.66 | 36,505.82 | 1,808.28 | 45,632.27 | 1,520.90 | 36, 505,82 £254.08

! Second payment made October 22 % Second payment made May, 1623. 3 Second payment made September, 1023.
TABLE 8.—American Falls-Minidoka project, Idaho. TABLE 4.—PBureau of Reclamation—American Falls Reservoir}
glioscgu cost of American Ealllsdtio I‘m Iy < Sl,r 1921‘:' s $1, 955, 656. 32 (Interest at 10 per cent under article No. 43 of contract.)
5 cen ac
paymae];et:ugo:f:ietﬂgm Sz R 5 57, 858. 7T ON FIRST PAYMENT OF 10 CENTS PER AMERICAN FALLS.
Net cost to December 81, 1923 _____________ 1, 898, 302, 65 =3
The following gives the portions of the met cost chargeable to the s Ral
cooperating districts, assuming 1,040,000 acre-feet as the capacity of Districts. Datedue. | Amount. due. |lnterest.
the reservoir : Date., 5} Amount.
qeerued | American Falls. .| June 15,1023 | $30,000 | $14,325 | $15,675 | $854.60
Portion of | Amount at8per | o e N_dofs,im 1;:% “Oct. 20| "72,000° sl B ot
§ - PEERA ov. ICE. Eaamaass i Sy ]
District. net cost. paid. Balance. ?;&1:%? New Sweden....; Nov. 12,1923 2,500 |...do..... :
43 of cone | Milner low Hft...|.....d0.0sns 000 |122doeill| 2000 111
i 47,600 |..........| 20,825 26,675 | 145160
%merlimhgn!%iasooum. sesasansin -+ |B547, 587, g 814,323 !3533,%% Wﬁ,mg
re, 110/1040... . ... i £
Snake Tivor, 2071080, 36,505,582 | 102,000 | 65,494 18 | 1,808.20 ON SECOND PAYMENT OF §2 PER AMERICAN FALLS,

New Sweden, 25/1040. ...
Milner low lift, 20/1040.....

4563227 | 127,500 | 181,867.73 |  1,520.99
36,505,582 | 152000 [1115, 494. 18 854,06

American Falls..| Sept. 17,1923 | $600,000 |..........

- Empire Sept. 24,1823 | 220,000 {..._......|-
Total, 47651040, . ... .vvunee ---.| 867,013.18 | 305,825 | 471,188.18 | 56,000.46 | Empire..... e (T e g
10redit. New Sweden....\.....do........| 50,000 | May 23
; Milner low lift...|.....do........| 40,000 | Bept. 22
Using $150,000 as the estimated cost for the period January 1 to
March 31, 1924, the following amounts would be the additional por- 950,000 |..........| 875,000 | 820,000 | 23,105.60

tions.due from the districts:

American Falls district, 300/1040 $43, 269, 1Letter of June 15,1823, from the Ameriean Falls Reservolr district to the
Empire district, 110/ 1040 15, 865, 89 | Becretary provides that no demands shall be made upon the district under the said
Bnake River district, 20/1040______ ~——-paid in advance_- 0 | contract until the Indisn lands are secured and that the district shall not be con-
New Sweden district, 25/1040___ do. 0 | sidered as being delinguent in any of the gxyments referred to in contract. At the
Milner low lift district, 20/1040 do. 0 | time this letter was approved it was understood that all of the other cooperative

~——————— | contractors should be given the same privilege.
Total - . : 59, 134. 64 s Credit.




4000

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.
The conference report was agreed to.
MESSAGE 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
to the Territory of Hawail

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
;:ortland. Oreg., in the vicinity of present site of Sellwood

erry;

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 anthorize the building of a bridge
across the Waccamaw River in South Carolina; !

H. R.4807. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
|Btate Highway Commission of Louistana to construet, 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
construetion, maintenance, and operation of a bridge acroess
the Pearl River between St. Tammany Parish in Louisiana and
Hancock County in Mississippi. e

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE FPRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.,

Nr. 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:

. 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. O.; and

H. R. 5557. An act to authorize the settlement of the indebted-
ness of the Republic of Finland to the United States of America.

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE—INCOME-TAX REDUCTION (8. 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 the Congress 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 hy law
before the 15th of March current. Many people have been ex-
pecting that such would be the case and deferred their tax
returns accordingly. It is a matter of such imminent im-
portance that I have no hesitation in recommending that the
publi¢ 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. The tax-
payers, the business interests, agriculture, industry, finance; in
fact, all the elements that go to make up the economic welfare
of the people of America would be greatly benefited by such
action. It would remove an element of uncertainty from the
current finaneial year at once, which wounld be a strong stimu-
lant to business with its 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 resuiting 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 public
welfare without regard to any collateral objects.

* Carvin COOLIDGE.
Tar WHite Hovuse, March 11, 192},
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. Armox, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of
'absence. for the remainder of the week, on account of official
| business.

INTEEIOE DEPARTMENT APPROPEIATION BILL.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, there are certain amendments
| which have not yet been acted upon by the House.

The SPEAKHR. The Clerk will report the amendments,

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman does not intend to
| dispose of these amendments to-night, does he?
| Mr. CRAMTON. Those on which there is no serious contro-
{yersy., There 1s a group of three amendments in Montana

MarcH 11,

which I do not desire to dispose of to-night, because I have an
understanding with respect to them with Members interested.
There is also an amendment in regard to Howard University.
Mr. RAKER. There is no controversy as to that.
The Clerk read as follows:

Senate amendment No. 1: Page 3, line 25, after the word “ offices,”
insert the following: “ not exceeding $450 for the purchese of news-
papers, notwithstanding the provisions of section 192 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States.”

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and econcur.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that
the House recede and concur. The question is on agreeing to
that motion. .

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CRAMTON. I ask unanimous consent, Mr, Speaker, 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 Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that amendments 15 to 19, inclusive, may be
passed over for the present. 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 insert * $1,045,000."

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
cede and concur.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that
the House recede and eoncur.

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 * $153,000
and insert in lien thereof * §400,000, of which amount $245,000 shall
be used for drainage purpeses when the water users of the Truckee-
Carson irrigation district have voted for a contract binding themselyes
to reimburse the Federal Government for the cost thereof,”

Mr. RICHARDS, Will the gentleman from Aichigan yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. I will

Mr. RICHARDS. I note, according to the Senate amend-
ment, that the appropriation has been increased to the original
Budget figures. Is that correct?

Mr, CRAMTON. Yes. The Senate proposes the restoration
of the Budget fizures, but for a different purpose.

Mr, RICHARDS. And the langnage added, to my way of
thinking, is partially in compliance with the idea suggested by
the chairman in the original committee hearings,

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. It hasseemed to me, in view of recent
controversies, that hereafter, 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 purpoge of the further language. I may
add that the Reclamation Service has suggested some modifica-
tion which I think should have consideration by the conferees
if they should conclude to accept the amendment,

Mr, RICHARDS. May I ask the chairman this question:
If recommitted to conference, does he think the House Mem-
bers will go into conference with an open mind and give this
matter proper consideration?

AMr., CRAMTON. The gentleman is well aware that he him-
self, Mr. Vincell, a representative of the district, and the
Reclamation Service have strongly indersed this item. Of
course, I would not want to commit the Flouse 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 Michigan moves that
the House further insist on its disagreement.

The motion 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
insert in Heu thereof * $10,156,000."

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House further
insist upon its disagreement to that amendment. It is simply
a total which is dependent upon the dispesition of the prior
amendment,
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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 Bervice, of a road from Maine,
Arfz.,, 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 sald
county conveying to the United States full and complete title to the
said Bright Angel Toll Road and Trail, and acceptance thereof by the
Becretary of the Interior.”

Mr. CRAMTON. 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 read as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate
amendment No. 47, and concur therein with an amendment as
follows:

In lien of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment
insert: “ For the construetion 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
Becretary of the Interior for the purchase from the County of Coconino,
Ariz,, of the Bright Angel toll road and trail within said park, under
guch terms and conditions as he may deem proper, and the Becretary
of the Interlor is authorized to construct an approach road from the
National Old Trails Highway to the south boundary of said park.”

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. 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. \While the former language was re-
stricted to the purchase 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 Rarrm H. Ca-
ERON, setting forth certain statements with reference to Bright
Angel Trail, which reads as follows:

MarcH 5, 1924
In re item appropriating $100,000 for the purchase of the Bright Angel
Trail, Grand Canyon National Park.
Hon. ReEp SMmooT,
Chairman Benate Conferees on H. R. 5078,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dmar Sewaror: Bection 2418, Revised BStatutes 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
publlie anction at the courthouse door, after 80 days' previous notice
given by publication in a newspaper In the county, and 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
gaid sum of $100,000, if appropriated, * to be available until expended
for payment to the county of Coconino, Btate of Arlzona, for the con-
struction, under the supervision of the Natlonal Park Service, of a
road from Maine, Ariz., to the south boundary of the Grand Canyon
National Park,” ete. It will be seen, therefore, that the proposed
item of $100,000, if appropriated, will not be paid over to the county
of Coconino and deposited in the ecounty treasury. In other words,
the consideration proposed to the county of Coconino for this toll road
or trail is a remote promise to expend $100,000 on a road almost
wholly within forest areas.

Senator ABHURST In his remarks on this item on February 25, 1924,
CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, page 8053, says:

“1In other words, the $100,000 to be appropriated is mot to be
paid into the treasury of the county to become cash assete of the
county ; the $100,000 will be expended, 1 repeat, under the super-
vision of the National Park Service for the construction of a road
gome 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
approprifite 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
revenne from such use to the county was some $4,000. Can it be
eaid, therefore, that this traill has no public use in order to come

within the statute for condemnation? It is a question in my mind,
shoulil the board of supervizors 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.

1 wish to add, further, should the $100,000 be paid to the 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 Biate of Arizona.

Therefore, in view of the law, 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, Rarrr H., CAMERON.

It is not possible for me, of course, to say who Raren H.
CaAMERON is; that is, who is the Rarpa H. CAmMERON who writes
this letter. There is nothing upon the earbon copy which I
have to indicate it. I am sure it can not be the Rarea H, CaMm-
EroN I discussed on the floor the other day, because this Rarra
H. CamEeroN states, I have not at the present time, and have
not had for many years prior to the date of the ereation of the
Grand Canyon National Park in 1919 any interest in claims,
title to which is being litigated by the¢ Government of the
Tnited States,” whereas the statement which I made on the
floor the other day showed that Raren H. CAMERON was a party
to the case of Cameron et al. v. United States (252 U. 8. 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 by that Rater H. CameroN in that
park in definnce of that decision of the United States Supreme
Court. The RarpE H. CameroN who was, in 1920, in litiga-
tion with the United States over the claims discussed in Two
hundred and fifty-second United States, 450, soon will be in
litigation again concerning the same claims unless he bows to
and obeys that decision, as the following letter from the Attor-
ney General indicates:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Washington, D. O., March 5, 192}.
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Sin: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of February 28, 1924,
with respect to the failure of RALrE . CaMERON and others to fully
comply with the decrees rendered against them in certain eases which
involved asserted mining claims affecting lands within the Grand 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 Btates attorney at Tucson,
Ariz., with instructions to give these matters immediate attention; to
obtain such order or orders as may be necessary to secare 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 suld the matter of these other claims.

Very respectfully,
(Signed) ALBERT OTTINGER
(For the Attorney General),
Agsistant Attorney General.

I also referred the other day to a Rarer H. Caxmeror, 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 Recorp, wherein I
stated that a hearing set for February 29, 1924, had been con-
tinued to next summer on request of Mr. CameroN. That same
Rarrr H. CAMmERON is a party to this pending litigation and is
interested in it is indicated by the following letter:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, January 13, 192).
Hon. RaLpH H. CAMERON.

My Deair Bmr: 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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Tou requested a continuance be granted until after the adjournment
of the present session of Congress.

It is believed that under the cireumstances the publie interest will
in mo wise suffer by granting the continuance reguested, and the
chief of field division of the General Land Office at Santa Fe has
been instructed to postpone further action wuntil after the present
gession of Congress has adjourned,

Very truly yours, E. C, FInNyNzT,

First Assistant Secretary.

DEPARTAMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
GENERAL LAxp OFFICE,

: ‘Washington, January 15, 198},

Ar. Joux T. MurPHY,

Chief of Field Division, . L. 0.,
Federal Building, 8anta Fe, N. Mea.

My Deig Mgr. MurepHY: Reference is had to the case of the United
Etates v. R. H, Cameron et al., involving the Alin Bueno et al. mining
claims in the Grand Canyon Natlonal Park, of Arizona, in which the
taking of testimony has been set before the clerk of the superior court,
‘nt Flagstaff, on February 20, 1924,

R. H. CAmMERON, n party in interest, desires to be present at the
taking of testimony in this case, but states that his duties will prevent
his presence thereat on the date now set. He has asked that the
“hearing be postponed until after the adjournment of the present ses-
sion of Congress.

Believing the public interest will not 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 oc vntil
you are further advised by this office.

Very respecifully,

So it is apparent that one Rarrm H. CaAMERON is very much
concerned with litigation with the United States concerning
claims in the Grand Canyon.

The letter to Senator Sayeor which I have quoted further says
of the water available at Indian Gardens, in the eanyon:

It has alsp 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,

Again it is evident this can not be the Rarra H. Caxmeron 1
Lave been talking about.

And let us understand. The water in the springs is pure,
but the brook flowing from them is contaminated by the corral
and waste and closet pits maintained by one Rarea H. CaMm-
rrow at Indian Gardens. And the caretaker, who has at times
forbidden use of the water from the springs by park visitors,
who has continnously torn down signs warning the public of
the impurity and «danger of the wafter in the stream, is an
employee of Raver I Cameron and gets his orders from him.,
Note the statement on page 3499 of the Recorp, where Mr.
Duorlew says, after phoning Ar. Cameron on March 1, Mr.
CaMmeEroN promised to “ wire the custodian of the property to
allow them to go ahead and use the water.”

And that this caretaker or custodian who gets his orders
from Rarea H. Cameron is still holding the fort in defiance
of public need and common decency is evident from the fol-
lowing papers just received by the Interior Department:

THR SECRETARY OF TEE INTEKIOR,
Washington, March 8, 192§,

WML SPRY, Commissioner.

Hon. L. C. CRAMTON,
House of Representatives.

My Drar Me, CeamroN: In response to your letter asking to be
kept advised of developments at the Grand Canyon, so far as the Bright
Angel Trail is concerned, I am forwarding to you herewith copies of
several letters and telegrams from the superintendent of Grand Canyon
National Park bearing on the utilization of the spring at Indian Gar-
dens, which reached the departmeat since March 1, when similar mate-
rial was furnished you. "

Yery truly yours, HUuBERT WORK.

e

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, GRAND CANYON NATIONAL PARK,
Grand Canyon, Ariz., March 1, 1924,
The DIFECTOR NATIONAL PARE BERVICE,
Washington, D. C.

DeAr Mr. Maraer: TWe have to-day wired you as per inclosed con-
firmation., e have also wired the county health officer as per inclosed
copy. If the Biate verifies the annlysis of witer at Indian Gardens, as
I have no doubt they will, we are in a deplorable condition, and unless
‘the service uses every posgible means to remove this menace at the
earliest possible moment we are deserving of the harshest criticism. In
the meantime the Harvey Co. are carrying water from the rim, Aside

from the inconvenlence, the water is too warm for drinking purposes
after it has been carried for several hours. They have suggested discon-
tinuing the trip, and I have told them it would be a good thing to do,
providing the State verifies previous analyses,

Clarkson, Tillotson, Scoyen, and I went down the trail in question on
February 27 and placed signs at danger points; a large sign bad been
previously placed at the head of the trail. On the return trip, February
29, Clarkson and I, who preceded Tillotson and Scoyen, noticed some
of the most important signs had been removed. We did not see the
caretaker. Tillotson and Scoyen passed Indian Gardens about an hour
later, and the caretnker gave them an awful bawling out in front of a
lot of tourists. It would serve no purpose to repeat his expressions ;
but in view of the fact that CAMERON stated * * * fthat he long
ago sold his Interests along the Indian Gardens trail, one sentence is
significant—" I get my orders from Washington, and that is where your
superintendent had better get his unless he wants to follow Reaburn
and Crosby.” The caretaker stated that he had no objection to warning
gigns being posted, but under no eirenmstances would he permit slgns
to be posted direcling visitors to the spring. Recent analyses indicate
that water 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 office. If something is not
done at once the caretaker, judging by his present attitnde, will try to
run us out of the park,

Blocerely yours, J. R. EAIN, Superintendent.
[Telegram.]

Graxp CAxyox, Artz., March 1, 192},

The Direcror NaTioNan Parg Sgevics,
Washington, D, O.:

Sign warning against danger of water at lunch station Indian Gar-
dens torn down by ecaretaker. Refuses to permit use of water at
spring. Situation ijmpossible. Bomething must be dene, Have not
received analysis from State.

J. B. EAKIN, Superinteadent.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
NATiONAL PARE Smrvice,
GRAND CANYON NATIONAL PARE,
Grand Canyon, Ariz., March 8, 192},
Director NATIONAL PARE SERYICE, ’
Washington, D, C.

Dear Sir: Mr. Shirley, of the transportation company, has just in-
formed me that the caretaker now permits his guides to take water
from the spring for use of members of parties they are conducting,
His attitude toward the erecting of signs has not changed.

Very truly yours,
J. R. BaxiIN,

Care Mr. ALBRIGHT,

[Western Unlon Telegram.]
Graxp Caxyos, Awiz., March §, 192}
The DIRECTOR NATIONAL PARE SERVICE,
Washington, D. €.

Retel fourth have not been advised of action mentioned. Caretnker
very iraseible and changes orders to us from day to day. Now per-
mitting guides to get water for parties. Attitude toward signs unm-
changed.

J. R. EaxiN, Ruperintendent,
Ereranxy T. MATHER,
aNational Park Bervice:

Re telegram 9th. Situation stands as stated in my letters and tele-
grams, Have mot received analysis from State. Will wire new devel-
opments.

FAKIN,

The time for equivocating, of ylelding {o high official infiu-
ence, is past. The Grand Canyon must be opened to the public
and made safe for the publie, and any Ralph H. Cameron who
ig not interested in the controversy may well stand aside while
Uncle Sam eliminates the Ravea H. Cameron who is asserting
rights in the canyon that have ne basis in law or equity.

That there mzy be no question as to the nature of the agree-
ment made by the authorities of Coconino County with the
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Carrer] and myself, T offer
this letter from the supervisors of that county, but unsizned:

CouXTY oF CDCONINO,

OFFICES OF BOARD OF SUPERVISORS,
Flagstaff, Aviz., July 16, 1923,
The Honorable SECRETARY 0¥ THE INTERIOR,
Washington, D, C.
Dear Sm: Replying to your letter of July 6, 1022, requesting terms
upon which Coconing County will convey to the Government Bright
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Angel Trall, in Grand Canyon National Park, in accordance with sec-
tion 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 construetion of a road between
Maine; Ariz., and the south boundary of Grand Canyon Natlonal Park,
which will be the park's most important approach highway, the county
of Coconing will execute and deliver to the United States Government
a good and sufficient deed to the Bright Amgel toll road and trail,
conveying all ifs right, title, and interest therein to the Unlted States
of America.

Respectiully,

e

==

. The: reasons for not signing are set forth in the following
letter of same date from the Board of Supervisors of Coconino

County:

CouxtyY o COCONINO,
OFFi1cES oF Bosrp Or BUPERVISORS,
Flagstafl, Ariz., July 16, 1923
The honorable SECRETARY OF TIE INTERIOR,
Wuashington, D. 0.

Dmar 81n: Referring to the tentative agreement between Chairman
Cramron and other members of the Appropriations Committee and offi-
cials of the National Park Service and the Board of Supervisors of
Coconino County, Ariz., for the sale by Coconino County to the United
Hiates 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,
prge S48, reading as follows: “To sell at public aunction’ at the court-
hounse door, after 830 days' previous notice givem by publication in a
newepaper 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 yow making a proposition 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 auctlon,

It is the desire of the board to carry out our tentative agreement to
the letter, and our only question is the proper method to follow. We
bereby formally propose to convey to the United Btates all right, title,
and interest of the county of Coconino to the Bright Angel Trail in
accordance with the letter dictated by Government officials and others
while 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 time of
sald sale a bid be made by a representative of your office of at least
$£100,000, to be uﬁended by the eounty of Coeconino or under its direc-
tion upon the construction of a road between Maine and the south
beundary of the Grand Canyon National Park. It is understood that
gald bid shall be conditional upon an appropriation by Congress of such
a sum ag may be offered for said trail, not to be less, however, than the
sum of $100,000.

A copy of the letter making the proposal agreed upon is attached
hereto. It hag mot been signed by reason of a possible legal objec-
tion, This letter nevertheless embodies the proposal we have desired
to ninke, and do now desire to make, subjeet to our legal right to
make it in this form under our statutes. After considering this letter
and the legal objections raised by our county attorney, we shall wel-
come any suggestions you may hawve that will simplify the transfer of
the trail in accordance with our original agreement.

Assuring you of our desire to live up to the letter and spirit of
our tentative agreement, we beg to remain, .

Respectfully yours, R. BE. TaAYLOR,
Joux Loy,
Members Board of Supervisors.

The amendment T have offered makes it possible to build one
or more trails with the $100,000, in the Grand Canyon, if
political influence prevents earrying out the agreement entered
into. I mve to recede and coneur as stated.

Ralph H. Cameron in Arizona, who does have interests on
that trail, very evidently s not the Ralph H. Cameron who ad-
dressed the lefter to the Senate conferees, because the facts
are entirely different as to the two Ralph H. Camerons.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves to
recede and concur with an amendment.

The motion was agreed to,

ADJOURN MENT.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the next two amendments
pertain to Howard University. As I have already said, I
think I am under obligation not to take them up now, due to
the ahsence of one or two gentlemen who did not have notice
that the conference report would be taken up this afternocon.
Therefore I move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and
54 minuntes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow
Wednesday, March 12, 1924, at 12 o’cloek noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

B93. 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. Doec, No. 217), was
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Commitiee
on Flood Control and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Nule XIII,

Mr. LBEAVITT: Committee on the Public Lands, H. R.
4840. A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer
jurisdiction ever a portion of the FFort Keogh Military Reser-
vation, Mont., to the United States Department of Agriculture
for agricultural experimental purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 284). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. . 7816.
A Dbill 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 fo the Commiitee 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 inecrease of pension to Rich-
ard B. Abston; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 7775) granting a pension to James Fletcher;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. T774) granting an increase of pension to Alfred
D. Burns; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and
referred to the Commitiee on Pensions

A bill (H. R. T776) granting a pension to Alvin L. Piercey;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to
the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. T77T) granting an increase of pension to George
Roberts; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

A Dbill (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 8 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. T816) granting pensions and
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Qivil
War and certain widows and dependent childrea of soldiers and
;;ailors of said war; committed to 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-
gmsters, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Civil

ervice,

Also, a bill (H. R, 7818) to give preferemce to honorably dis-
charged veterans of wars participated in by the United States
in postmastership appointments, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. QUAYLE: A bill (H. R. T819) 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 the east end of the Williamshurg Bridge; to the Committee
on Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. HUDDLESTON : A bill (H. R. 7820) to amend an act
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4,
1887, as amended; to the Commitiee 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 execlusive jurlsdiction of the
United States; to the 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,
Clalif., and to create therein a national game preserve under
the jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture, and to au-
thorize an exchange of Government land for privately owned
land within the area of sald preserve; to the Committee on the
Public Lands. 3

¥ Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7824) to
amend an act entifled “An act making appropriations for the
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923,
and for other purposes,” approved June 19, 1922: to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

Iy Mr., GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Resolution (H. IRes.
218) for the immediate consideration of H. R. T041; to the
Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DARROW : A hill (H. R. 7825) for the relief of
William . Gray; to the Commitiee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 7828) for the relief of George
T. Easton; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. FAVROT: A bill (H. R. 7827) authorizing and dl-
recting the Secretary of War to cause to be made a prelimi-
nary examination and survey of the Bayou Des Ourse in
Louisiana; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill. (H. R. 7828) granting an
increase of pension to Catherine Ernst; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. !

Also, a bill (H. R. T829) granting a pension to Thomas A.
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 7830) for the relief of Jesse
A. Frost; to the Committee on Claims.

Ly Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 7831) granting a pensior to
Ann H. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, 2 bill (H. R. T832) granting a pension to Mary Barney;
to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

Alzo, a bill (H. R. T833) granting a pension to Gustay F.
Dreiter; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. T83) granting a pension to Alberz B.
Mosinsky ; fo the Committee on Invalid Peusions.

By Mr. MOORI of Virginia: A bill (H. R. T835) for the relief
of Frank L. Smith; to the Committee on Clnims.

Dy Mr. OLIVER of New York: A bill (H. R. 7T836) for the
relief of John Tully; to the Committee on the Civil Service,

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H, R. 7837) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary Doylen; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. ; |

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A hill (H. R, T838) for
the relief of Martha D. MectC'une: to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 7839) granting a pension
to Everett Braley : to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T840) granting an inerease 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 Abram L. Alexander, postmaster of Plymouth,
N. ., for postal funds stolen from the post office in said
town ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WEAVER: A bill (H. R. 7842) for the relief of J. C.
Herbert ; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas: A bill (H. R, 7843) granting
an inerease of pension to Klizabeth Stokes; to the Committee
on Invalid PPensions.

By Mr. WOOD: A hill (H. R. T844) granting an increase of
pension to Nancy Leming: to the Commitiee on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

iinder elause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

1665, By Mr. ALDRICH : Petition of Hoger Williams Coun-
cil, No. 29, Sons and Daughters of Liberty, Wickford, R. L,
urging passage of the Johnson immigration bill; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1666. By Mr. ANDREW : Ietition 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 United
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 Commitiee on World
War Veterans’ Legislation.

1608. By Mr. 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 leutenant 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 committee to review cases of mili-
tary prisoners of the World War, favoring a careful review of
the case of each military prisoner of the World War now im-
prisoned, by a board or commission of civilians authorized by
Congress, with sessions open to the public as are our ecivil
courts, to the end that justice and the spirit of American fair-
ness, free from influences created by war and violence, may be
extended in every case; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1670. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of League of Jewish
Women’s Organizations, Boston, Mass., protesting against the
Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

1671. Also, petition of Boston Ceniral Labor Union, Doston,
Mass., recommending early and favorable consideration of
House bill 487, known as the Fitzgerald compensation bill; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

1672, By Mr. GARBER: Petition of members of American
Legion and ecitizens of Ponca City, Okla.,, urging passage of
adjusted compensation measure; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

1673. By Mr. McNULTY : Petition of Slavish-American Citi-
zens' Club of Bayonne, N. J., protesting against the Johnson
immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.

1674. By Mr. MAGEE of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Du-
quesne Council 110, O. of 1. A.; Pittsburgh Pirory, No. 16;
Francis Pershing Temple 216, L. G. H.; Penelope Club; Red-
stone Lodge 74, B. of R, T.: J. I'. Winolver 618, Jr. O. U. A. M.
Catalpa Club, Clan-Na-Gail; Council of Borough of Cuarrick;
and MeKeesport Lodge, No. 136, 13. P. O. K., all of Pittsburgh,
Pa.; favoring increased compensation to postal employees; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1675. Also, petitions of Schiller Glocke G. & T. V.; National
Protective As=ociation; Birmingham, No. 48, 1. 0. 0. I.; Inter-
national Association of Machinists; Memorial Art Club; Fur
Workers' Unien 73; Western Pennsylvania Veterinary Club;
and Swift Mission Brigade, all of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring
incrensed compensation to postal employ. 1; (o the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1676, Also, petitions of Schenley Review, No. 140, W. B, A.;
G. RR. C. Knights of 8t. George, Branch No. 8; Hibernian Build-
ing & Loan Assoclation; Dottler’s Protective Association; Alle-
gheny County Board Ladies’ Auxiliary A. 0. H.; Branch 147,
L. C. B. A.; South Side Turners; Lodge No. 44, 1. 0. B. B.;
Hope Lodge, No, 243, Knights of Pythias; Arthur C. Woeste-
hoft Post, 435, V. of F. W.; General Thomas Circle, No. 24,
G. A. Il.; Smoky City Couneil, 119, Jr. O. U. A. M.; B. and M. L
U. of Pennsylvania; Olive Branch Sisterhood, D. of M., No. 155;
and Sylvian Musical Club, all of Pittsburgh, Pa., fauvoring in-
creased compensation to postal employees; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1677, Also, petitions of Millvale Dusiness Men's Association;
Brotherhood, Grace Lutheran Church; St. Clair Literary and
Beneficial Association; Heidelberg Men's Bible Class; Wash-
ington Heights Board of Trade ; Troy Hill Council, 319, F. P. A, ;
Dormont Chamber of Commerce ; Fort Pitt Division, 672, Rail-
road Conductors; Thor Lodge, No. 1171, L. 0. 0. F., ali of
Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring increased compensation to posial em-
ployees; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1678, Also, petitions of Fort Pitt Chapler, No. 130, 0. E. S.;
George 8. Morris Lodge, 431, 1. 0. O. F.; and Smoky City Lodge,
802 K: of P, all of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring increased compen-
sation to postal employees; to the Committee on the I'ost
Office and Post Roads,

1679, By Mr. ROUSKE: Petition of citizens of Kenton County,
Ky., indorsing the passage of an immigration bLill; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1680. By Mr. TINKHAM : Petition of the Aflilinted Technical
Societies of Boston, indorsing House bill 4522, guthoerizing the
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completion of the topographical mapping of the United States;
‘to the Committee on Interstate and 'Foreign'Commerce.

1681, By Mr. "WEFALD : Petition:of 'the Twin 'City Carpen-
ters’ Union, St. Paul, Minn., urging the defeat of House bill 601,
jproviding for the reglstration, phetographing, ‘and finger print-
ing.of the foreigntborn workers, like efiminals, and urging the
defedt of 'House bill 2000, providing 'for the serutiny of pros-
pective immigrants in ‘their native eountry before -allowing
them to-enter or leave for the United States; to the Committee
con Immigration and Naturalization,

1882, Also, petition of a public mass meeting ‘arranged by
Greek, Italian, Jewish, ;Polish, Russian, Slovak, and Ukranian
citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., .at the assembly room of -the
courthouse, protesting against the Johnson immigration bill;
to.the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1883. Also, petition of the Cogperative Livestock .Shippers’
Association, St. Paul, Minn., urging the passage of House bills
05003, 4823, and 4824, amending the, packers and stockyards act;
to the Committee on Agriculture,

1684, Also, petition of the Commercial Club of East Grand
Forks, Minn., urging the passage of the Mc¢Nary-Haugen bill
(H. R. 5563) providing for the .rvelief of agriculture; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

1685. Also, petition of the farmers and business men of Pipe-
stone, Alinn., urging the passage of the AeNary-Haugen bill,
providing for the relief of agriculture; to.the Committee on
Agriculture,

1686, Also, petition of the Creokston (Minn.) Central 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 the District of Columbia.

1687, Also, petition of the Kittson 'County (Mimn.) ‘Export
iLeague, urging the enactment of the MeNary-Haugen 'bill, pro-
viding for 'the relief of ‘agriculture, into law; to the Committee
on Agricuiture.

SENATE,
‘Wepnesoay, Harch 12, 192},

The Chaplain, Rev. 7. JJ. Muir, D. D., offered the following
‘prayer:

Our Father and our God, we would to-day rest in the sun-
shine of Thy love and would ask Thee so to gualify us in

‘heart and will ‘that we may be glad to do ‘that which is in

accordance “with Thy mind. Help us more and ‘more ‘to
‘reiilize that the ‘things that are eternil are'the ‘things which
are infinitely worth while, ‘and so ‘regulate our conduet and
dispose of our opportunity that we may fulfill ‘the 'high,
enduring pleasure of seeing Thee, who art invisible. “We
‘ask in Jesus' 'mame. Amen,

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER.

The SBecretary (George A. Sanderson) read the .following
communication :

UNITED STATES SENATE,
"PRESIDEXT PRO TEMPORRE,
Washington, 'D. C., 'March 12, 192},
“T'o the Rendte:

Béing temporarily ‘absent from the Sendte, I appoinit Hon. CHARLES
‘Cortrs, a'Sepator from 'the ‘Btate ‘of ‘Kansas, to 'perform “the '‘duties
«of 'the Chair *this legitlative 'day.

ArpErT 'B. CUMMINS,
‘President pro ‘tempore.
My, CURTIS thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer.
THE -JOURNAL.

The reading clerk proeeederd to read the Journal of yester-
‘day's iproeeedings, nwhen, on request of dMr. Joxes of Wash-
ington and by unanimous consent, (the further ‘reading was
dizpensed with and the Journal was approved.

{CALL OF THE 'ROLL.

Alr. JONES of Washington. ‘M, (President, I suggest the ab-
senee of a4 quorum.

The' PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seeretary will eall theroll.

The principal clerk ealled the roll, and the ‘following ‘Senators
answered to theirnames:

Adams Copeland ‘Fraziet Jones, N, Mex.
Ashurst Couzens George .Jones,
Bayard Curtls Gerry Kendrick
Borah Dale Glass Keyes
SKrandegee .Dill Geoding 'Kmﬂ
Brookhart e 1lale Lad
Broussard Fdwards ‘Harreld :

Bruee P t {Harris ‘McCormick
Bursum Ferrls Harrlson McKellar
Cameron Fess Howell MeKinley
Capper Fletcher Johnson, Minn, Me¢Lean

‘MeNar; 1{] Pittman 'Simmons Walsh, ‘Massa,
'Mayflel "Ransdell Smith \Walsh,"Mont.
Moses Reed, Mo, Bmoot \Warren
Neely Reed, Pa. Spencer Watson
Norris Robinson Stephens Waller

Oddie “Sheppard ‘Hwangon ‘Wheeler
Pepper Shields Trammell Willis
Phipps Shipstead Wadsworth

The  PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-five Senators having
-answered, to their.names, a guorum is present,

MESSAGE!FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by BMr.
Haltigan, ome of its clerks, announced that 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 18, 1923, of the work of carving on Stone Moun-
taln, 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 grandsons and granddaughters in the
Spanish-American :and ‘World Wars, and in:memory of Warren
G. Harding, President ofithe United States of America, in whose

-administration the work was begun.

EXNROLEED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION ‘SIGNED,

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrclled bill and joint resolution, and
they were thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer [Ar,
Curtis] as Acting President pro tempore:

H, R, 6901. An act to amend section 252 of the revenue act
of 1021, in respect of credits and refunds; and

8. J. Res. 91. Joint resolution -to aunthorize .the National So-
ciety United States Daughters of 1812 to place a marble tablet
on the Francis Scott Key Bridge.

APDEESS BY SENATOR ROBINSON.

‘Mr. PITTMAN. '"Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
‘have printetl in the Recorp an address by the senior Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Roeixson] delivered in New York on
Friday, March 7, 1924, entitled “The Reélation of Business to
Government.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curris In the chalr). Ts
there objection? The Chair hears none, and'it is so ordered.

The address.is:as follows:

"ADDRESS : OF BE¥ATOR JOosErH T. RORINSON 'AT JANNUAL ‘MREETIXNG OF

AREANSAS SectETy, NEW Yerk Crry, !Frrmay, ‘Mincs 7, 1924,

‘THE 'RELATION OF 'BUSINESS TO GOVERNMENT.

‘Benator RoBixson. Mr. President, in the political campaign of 1920
the slogan “ We want more business In government and less govern-
ment in business ” was used éffectively to discredit the party then in
;power. Many measures enacted by the Congress to help win the war
"had 'imposed restraints on industry and enterprise. They proved
harassing while the war lasted and became Intdlerable after the return
of peace. Some of these measuresghad been only lately repealed, while
others -were:gtil in foree, :and the: phrase “less govermment in -busi-
oess " induced 'suppert for iMr. Harding from .thonsands ‘of -electors
who dkl mot ‘take the .treable ito rreeall that .all war messures wera
passed well-nigh unanimously .and ‘without the slightest division on
party :lines.

/Fhe |pelicy -of ‘“less govermment in ' buosiness and ‘more business in
sgovernment " is 1correct .in primeiple ‘but wguite Impracticable of ap-
plication under existing conditions and In the present state-of the
public mind. .There:should  be.as little governmental .interference in
private:industry -as.may be.consistent -with the.general avelfare. .Ini-
tiative .and enterprise .manifestly are hampered @and restricted under
too -rigld regulation, .80 that rtimidity aand hesitation are often dis-
played by -individuals and corporations :where courage .and sguick
declsion. are Tequired ' to, promote presperity.

Desirable as the -end would -be, it iz impessible -wholly to divorca
+GFovernment from business sithent  revolutioniziug both. No /satis-

-factory .method .has (been proposed -to restore, governmental faunctions

*to .that simplicity 'which existed . prior.to the appearance of ‘the.domi-
mating influenees which ihave their origin in *big buosiness.” The
~trast ; problem .appeared in-the United States after the close of the
| @ivil War. The forees and conditiong, however, which produced that
.problem had.long been.at work. .It was inevitable that .the combina-
tions-of resources essential to the development of uvpopulated areas
and unused resources shounld result in coalitions of brain power eer-
-tain to' produce monopolies.
INFLUENCE OF' TRUST AND /MONOPOLIES.

The 20 years which immediately’'followed the close of the Civil'War
were marked by 'the ‘multipleation and growth' in power 6f monepolies,
'so that by 1890 the paramount public‘problems relating to Ameriean
‘business ‘was ‘mét how to procureeapital for'the premotion of large
and beneficial “enterprises but “how ' to'restrain ‘monepolies from 'exer-
cising sovereignty—how to prevent the trusts from controlling the
Government, The act to regulate commerce, enacted in 1887, and




		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-09-11T20:14:08-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




