1924.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4247

prepared to go on to-night, I move that the Senate now take
a recess until 12 o’clock noon on Monday.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on the motion
of the Senator from Nebraska.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o'clock and
30 minutes p. m.) took a recess until Monday, March 17, 1924,
at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATLVES.

Saturoay, March 15, 1924.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
~_The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

We would place ourselves in all reverence at Thy footstool,
O Lord, and let Thy kingdom come and Thy will be done in
all our hearts. We would have the sense of our personal re-
lationship to Thee be very keen, and may it noet grow less in our
lives. Let our conduct, our service, and our influence be a
direct refleetion of the great Teacher of men. When reviled
may we revile not, when we suffer may we threaten not, but
commit ourselves unto Him who judgeth righteously. God
bless our country and all the traditional institutions of the
land. Increase the faith of all our citizemns in the wisdom and
character of our central Government, and may it always re-
ceive their support and unfailing lmlty to the glory of God
and for the good of our fellow countrymen. Amen

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
REMARKS ON THE LATE WOODROW WILSON.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my re-
marks I insert the speech of Joseph P. Tumulty March 3, before
the Iroguois Club, Chicage, on Woodrow Wilson, as follows:

Mr. President and gentlemen of the Iroquols Club, this is a most
wholesome atmosphere; It radiates good nature and friendship for one
who 11 years ago torned away from modest professional duties and
directed his bark toward the Capital of the Nation to play an humble
part in the construetive efforts of a man who, haying made his Impress
wpon a Nation and the world, triumphantly passed from the stage of
life to play an immortal part in that last bome where he now lives in
peace and where porrow no longer touches him.

It is heartening and fine to kmow that wherever one goes the heart
of America seems to respond to the idealism of the great leader, Wood-
row Wilson.

If one could have been present at the bedside of Woodrow Wilson as
the last faint rays of his life flashed and fluttered, he could imagine
that from those lips, now silent in death, these final impressive words
of advice of Edmond Dantes came:

“ 8o live, then, and be happy, beloved children of my heart, and
never ferget that until the day when God will deign to reveal the
fature to man all human wisdom is contained in these two words—
“wait® and * hope.'”™

These two words, “ wait” and * hope,” sum up the philosophy which
underlay tbe humane policies and bread, constructive statesmanship of
Woodrow Wilsen. * Walting and hoping " were the lodestars of hls life
and his career. * Waitlng and hoping " for the days of sweet remson-
ableness when the cause of world peace for which he engaged in a death-
less struggle, gave the last full measure of devotion, would be vindl-
cated—these were the pivots around which his thoughts and his dreams
of peace turned. It is, indeed, too bad, my friends, that in this hurly-
burly world in which we live—a world unfortunately torn and touched
by the deep passions of hatred, the inecvitable aftermath of the World
‘War—that those little men whe live from day to day, whose eyes seem
mever to sweep the great horizons of life, fail to steer their course by
these two stars—* wait” and “ hope.”

The present, with its thrills, its adversities, its endless controversy,
its expediencles, is the tonic of the politician, The future, with its
uncertainty, is the stimulant of the statesman. Our trouble is, gentle-
men, that we think and assess the value of everything in terms of the
present hoar, its effect morally, soecially, and economieally upon the
present day. We boastfully say that great events apnd careers are per-
manently settled by election returns. Thus we fear to go forward and
blaze the way for future generations., And yet no one who reads history
aright, whether it be that of America or the world, can find in its great
lessonsg any solace or comfort to sustain a theory so feolish, so puerile,
s0 evanescent. He who bases his action upon the atmosphere of the
present day finds bimself struggling with the forces of shifting sands.
Events In our own Natien's life demonstrate that nelther great careers
nor grave public questions are ever permanently settled by eleetion
returns.

Does not the career of our ewn beloved Lincaln and the great unds
ing issue of slavery, which he sponsored with his mighty voice, prove

the truth of this assertion? The adversity of elections did not perma-
nently settle the slavery question, nor did the defeat of Ldncoln by
Douglas in 1856 determine the career of Lincoln. No my friends;
Destiny works in a pecullar way its wonders to perform and dlscredits
the present as a safe standard by which to guide our actlon. Time
alone, the great solvent, in the last analysis, is the final determinator,
You might as well declare that the solemn referendum of the motley
crowd that met on the hill of Golgotha fixed the place in history of the
lowly Nazarene, who came to advocate peace, to help the poor and the
distressed, to raise the dead, to succor the miserable and the hungry.
The politiclans who gathered about the cross foollshly thought that that
referendum of passion which decreed death to Him who came to help a
dlstressed world was the end, the consummation, of their bitterness and
scorn and hatred, But, my friends, the crucifixion of Chrlst was not
the denomement of the tragedy. The resurrection was the vindleation
of the power and the majesty of the mightiest figure in the world.

Lincoln’s friends thought that when, in his struggle with- Donglas for
the United States Benatorship in 1858, he declared that “a house
divided against itself could not stand * ; that * no nation could live half
slave and half free "—that these ﬂednraﬂom would result in his defeat)
that this was the end of Lincoln. But Lincoln eynically smiled and
sald, * It is but the begloning, These declarations may defeat me for
the Senatorship of Illineis, but the seed planted by these statements will
inevitably elect me to the Presidency.” It is a difficult thing In the
world of the presemt, a world full of passion, emotlon, and hatred,
approximately to estimate or to interpret the career of a man like
Woodrow Wilson, Destiny, that inscrutable nunclo of God, seems to
laugh to scorn the appralsements of the present. By all the cold, loglcal
standards of the present hour, in the cause of peace for which he
struggled, fought, and dled, Woodrow Wilson dared with solemnity to
do a great, unselfish thing, but failed utterly, miserably. He sought te
play the role of a Nation's interpreter and to direct the course of those
who secemed to have forgotten the covemant of peace, and, like John of
old, crying out in the wilderness, called the wandering flock to the right
path, But, alas, he did not reach the promised land of peace—the
land of his dreams and hopes. But he did not desert the cause of peace.
With him peace was never a forlorn hope. He did not surrender and
let dle “ a fire, a fire that Is sacred not only now in this country but in
all countries for all times.”

A fampus writer has gaid that * the propket is the man who sees
with a troubled heart, but with clear eyes, the evil which reigons
to-day, the punishment which will come to-merrew, and the king-
dom of happiness which will follow punishment and repentance. He
gpeaks in the name of the mute, he 18 a hand for him who can not
write, a defender for the people scattered and oppressed, an advo-
cate for the poor, an avenger for the bumble who ery out under
the heel of the powerful. He is not on the slde of those who tyran-
nize, but of those whe are troddemn underfoot. He does not seek
out the satiated and the greedy, but the hungry and the wretched.
He is a troublesome, importunate, and inopportune voice, hated by tha
great, out of favor with the crowd, not always understood, even by
his disciples. Only the poor and the oppressed hless him. Like
all lond truthtellers, who disturb the slumbering majority, who
unsettle the sordid peace of the masters, he is avoided Iike a leper,
persecuted like an enemy. Kings can barely tolerate him; the rich
detest him.™

And so we are Here to-day resolved that the dead shall not have
died in vain and with burning hope in our hearts that the valorous
cause of peace to which he ordained his life, fomght, suffered and
gave the last full measure of devotion, shall, in the providence of
God working through the efforts of those he left behind, be brought
c¢loger to ullimate realization. No ideal ITke that of peace can be
Blotted out any more than the everlasting hills cam be destroyed,
God does not permit waste.

Yes, my friends, Woodrow Wilson iz as great and as noble in
death as he was in Hfe. Wilth the shroud drawn, partisan rancor,
personal hatred, and the envy of little men are held at bax and for-
ever silenced, and now with bared heads we stand In reverential awe
before the tomb to honor him who gave his body, his mind, his
sonl—yes, his very all—for the sacred truths upon which our own
Magna Charta was founded; and for the saving of a world from the
ernel and blighting plagune of war.

With Woodrow Wilson *“right was more precioos than peace”
With him as onr leader and inspiration we fought for the things
we have always carried nearest our hearts, for democracy, for the
right of those who submit to authority to have a voice in their
own government, for the rights and liberties of small nations, for
an universal dominance of right by such a concert of free peoples
as shall bring peace and safety to all nations and make the world
ftself st last free,

Woodrew Wilson, with a vision clear, saw the bread horizons of
life and songht to interpret the feeling and aspiration of peace that
came to him, hot and bloody, out of the trenches; that spirit that
bas cried down through the centuries for peace, for everlasting
peace, the cry that be seemed to hear above the hiss of shrapnel
and the roar of the cannonading. Who shall say that the seed of

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO




4248

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

MArcH 15,

peace, planted by him, freshened by his sacrifices, vitalized by his
Borrows, is mot again to be renewed by his pains, his sufferings, his
death, and will not in God's good time come to real fruition? His
vision seemed to see the things that to us were unseen. With un-
flinching courage he trod the hard, stony way with the hope in his
heart that in his deathless struggle for peace, humanity could be
saved from a renewal of this barbarous, savage, bloody thing ecalled
war. Yes, he not only sought to save the world, but he died to
preserve inviolate the landmarks of Christianity and civilization.

And now that this courageons flgure has passed from its temporal
stage, with charity in our hearts for those whose malice and perfidy
conceived unjust attacks upon him, we recall that his enemies langhed
his statesmanship to scorn; called it impotent, futile, and without
result ; said there was no use appealing to moral foree in a world
in which the forces of civilization were engaged in a veritable death
grapple, and yet it requires neither the vision of a seer nor that of
a philosopber to understand that the mightiest blows struck at
German morale and prestige were those found in the immortal preach-
ments of Woodrow Wilson—preachments that went like® shot and
ghell to destroy what appeared to be the impregnable fortress of
German power. Von Tirpits, in his memoirs, stressed the effect of
Wilson's submarine notes,

Ludendorft declared in his book that * the Wilson propaganda that
found root in Berlin and finally grew there, eventually convineced
the German people that it was not they, themselves, hut the Govern-
ment and militarism that the United SBtates was warrlng against. Thls
was the seed of dissension that ruined morale at home” Von Tirpitz
further states that “ only the transmitting to Germany of the threaten-
Ing notes of President Wilson, when he inveighed against ‘my sub-
marine campaign ' during the latter stages of the war, prevented Japan
from coming to us In a great Germano-Japanese alllance, which would
have ended the war at once.”” The persistent note writing of Woodrow
Wilson, so often the subject of song and jest, was as mighty a force
in winning the war as the consummate strategy of Joffre and Foch.
You recall how the javeling of political slander were hurled at what
was called the miserable, puerile policy of watchful waiting. The
President’s traducers said it was weak, vaeillating, contemptible, and
yet, my friends, when Abraham Lincoln, the great emancipator, faced
a crigis in Mexico similar to that which confronted Woodrow Wilson,
his policy was essentially the same. This is proven by Government
records recently brought to light by Prof. Walter L. Davis, of the
history department of the College of Puget Sound. Lincoln, according
to these records, watchfully waited and indicated his aversion to ag-
gressive action by appointing as minister to Mexico the very man
who had bitterly opposed American interference 13 years before. He
also issued the following instructions to his new minister:

“For a few years past the condition of Mexico has been so un-
gettled as to raise the question on both sides of the Atlantie
whether the time has not come when some foreign power ought,
in the general interest of goclety, to intervene, to establish a
protectorate or some other form of government in that country
and guarantee its continuance there.”

“You will not fall,” continuneés Lincoln, “to assure the Govern-
ment of Mexico that the President neither has, nor can ever have,
any sympathy with such designs, in whatever quarter they may
arise or whatever character they take on.”

You will find in the public utterances of Woodrow Wiison on Mexico
the same breadth of vision, the same human sympathy, the same
magnanimity as are found in the utterances of Lincoln.

Let me read what Woodrow Wilson said on Mexico when a great
crisis in that country confronted him :

“The situation in Mexico,” he said, *“must be given a little
more time to work itself out in the new circumstances. 1 believe
that only a little while will be necessary. * * * We must
exercise the self-restraint of a really great Nation which realizes
its own strength and scorns to misuse it. I am more interested
in the fortunes of oppressed men, wamen, and children than in
property rights whatever. * * * The people of Mexlco are
striving for the rights that are fundamental to their lives and
happiness—15,000,000 oppressed men, overburdened women, and
pitiful children in wirtual bondage in their own home of fertile
lands and inexhaustible treasure.”

But in spite of this magnanimity of purpose, his enemles smugly
shrugged their shoulders and sald with disdain :

* Well, what's the use? What ean you expect from a dreamer
of dreams, a mere doctrinnaire? Doesn't Wilson, the historian,
know that force and force alone can bring that grizzily old war-
rior, Huerta, to his senses? "

Ah, my friends, it was disheartening to find bitter eriticism of
this policy from the outside, and depressing to find the enemies of
watchinl waiting “ boring from within* through certain of his cabinet
officers.

“And one denies, and one forsakes, and still
Unquestioning he goes, who has his lonely thoughts.”

The critles of Woodrow Wilson's broad humanitarian policy in
Mexico said that the only antidote for what was happening there wag
force and intervention, and they honorably urged this view upon the
President, but without succeeding in bringing about the consummation
S0 dear to their hears. But little by little, the usurper, Huerta, was
being isolated. By moral pressure every day his power and prestige
were perceptibly crumbling. His eollapse was not far away when the
President declared, “ We shall not, I believe, be obliged to alter our
poliey of watchful waiting.”

And the campaign of Woodrow Wilson to foree Huerta finally
triumphed. On July 15, 1913, Huerta resigned and departed from
Mexico. Wilson's humanity and broad statesmanship had won over
the system of cruel oppression for which the * unspeakable Huerta "
had stood.

When Woodrow Wilson advocated g League of Natlons, people called
him a dreamer, idealist, an altruist, * ahead of his time.” But he
was indifferent to criticism, and in one of his western speeches eald:

*If I felt that I, personally, stood in the way of this settle-
ment, I would be glad to die that it might be consummated.”

In an admirable speech on the western trip, broken In health, but
indomitable in spirit, calling upon God to strengthen his hand in
the battle he was making for peace, Woodrow Wilson said:

“1 believe in God. If I did not, I would go crazy. If I thought
the directlon of the disordered affairs of this world depended
upon our finite intelligence, I should not know how to reason
my way to sanity, and I do not believe there is any body of men,
however they concert their power or their influence, that can
defeat this great enterprise, which is the enterprise of Divine
mercy and peace and good will."”

Woodrow Wilson hated war and dreaded it in all the fibres of his
soul—hated it and dreaded it because he had an imagination and a
heart; an imagination which showed his sensitive perception of
the anguish and the dying which war entails, a heart which yearned
and ached over every dying soldier and bled afresh with each new-
made wound.

He understood better than his critics the basis of the Nation's ime
patience for war, but that in no way hurried him into rash or precipi-
tate action. At a private dinner in Washington he took cognizance
of this critieal situation, and, addressing a group ef Senators and
Congressmen and high dignitaries of State, he spoke of the impatience
of the country which then manifested itself, saying:

“1 wish that whenever an impulse of impatience comes upon
us, whenever an impulse to settle a thing some short way tempts
us, we nright close the door and take down some old stories of
what American Idealists and statesmen did in the past and not
let any counsel in that does not gound in the authentic voice of
American tradition. Then we shall be certain what the lines of
the future are, because we shall know we are steering by the
lines of the past. We shall know that no temporary convenience,
no temporary expediency, will lead us either to be rash or to be
cowardly. I would be just as much ashamed to be rash as I
would to be a coward. Valor is self-respecting, Valor is eir-
cumspect, Valor strikes only when it is right to strike. Valor
withholds itself from all small implications and entanglements
and waits for the great opportunity when the sword will flash as
if it carried the light of heaven upon its blade.”

They said he was cold, that he was aloof. Yes, like Lincoln,
* that brooding spirit had no real famlllars.” It never spoke out in
complete self-revelation. “It was a very lonely epirit that compre-
hended men without fully communing with them, as if, in spite of
all its genial efforts at comradeship, it dwelt apart, saw its visions
of duty where no man looked on.”

Yes, there was an aloofness and an aloneness abont Woodrow
Wilson, but it was the aloofness and the aloneness of the mountain
peak, looking down upon the walleys and seeing humanity, not as
A thing of shreds and patches, a thing divided into races, religions,
clans and blocs, but seeing humanity as a big, pulsating whole, made
up of struggling men, women, and children of all races and creeds.
That great heart of Woodrow Wilson sought to comprehend the
Interests of these heterogeneous elements and to understand their
lives and their tragedics, far away from those artificial lines that
divide men.

Woodrow Wilson was not only great, but he was human. But
his humanness was made out of too fine a fiber to be used for
self-exploitation, nor would he ever permit himself to be so used.
The trouble with his peculiar kind of humanness was this—it did
not bubble, it did not effervesce, it did not sparkle; and so they
called him cold when he was only shy; they called him austere
when he was only gentle. Buat that kind of a man will live in the
hearts and thoughts of men forever.

Your remember Lincoln’s statement that God must have loved
the poor because he made so many of them. I am reminded of

the passionate devotion and love of the average man which seenred
to set on fire every utterance Woodrow Wilson made Many
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you will reeall his address at the service held in memory of those
who lost their lives at Vera Crus, Mexico. On that oceasion he said:

“When I look at you, I feel as if I also and we all were en-
listesd men. Not enlisted in your particular branch of the serv-
ics, but enlisted to serve the country, no matter what may come,
even though we may sacrifice our lves in the arduous endeavor.
We are expected to put the ulmost energy of every power that we
have into the gervice of our fellowmen, never sparing ourselves,
not condescending to think of what is going to happen to our-
selves, but ready, if need be, to go to the utter length of complets
gelf-zacrifice. As I stand and look at you to-day and think of
those gpirlts that have gone frem us, I know that the road is
clearer for the future. Those boys have shown us the way, and
it is easier to walk on it because they have gone before and
shown us how, May God grant to all of us that vision of
patriptic service which here in solemnity and grief is borme in
upon our hearts and consclences.”

And then, again, In the following lines, Woodrow Wilson's devotion
and noderstanding of the problems of the average man radiates the
gltruism of the passionate Democrat :

“ Life, gentlemen—ithe life of society, the life of the world—
has constantly to be fed from the bottom. It has to be fed by
those great sources of strength which are constantly arising In
new generations. Red blood has to be pumped Into it. New
ficer has to be supplied. That is the reason I have always aaid
that I belleved ln popular institutions. If you can guess before-
hand whom your rulers are golng to be, you can guess with a
very great certainty that most of them will not be fit to rule.
The benuty of popular institutions is that you do not know where
the man is going to come from and you do vot care so he is the
right man. You do not know whether he will come from the
avenue or from the alley. You do not know whether he will come
from the city or the farm. You do not know whether you will
ever have heard that name before or not. Therefore, you do not
lmit at any point your supply of new strength, You do not say
it bhas got to come through the blood of a particular family or
through the processes of a particular training, or by anything
except the native impulse and genius of the man himself, The
humblest howvel, therefore, may produce your greatest man, A
very humble hovel did produce one of your greatest mem, That
is the process of life, this constant surging up of the new strength
of unnamed, unrecognized, uncatalogued men who are just getting
into the running, who are just eoming uwp from the masses of the
unrecognized multitude. You do not know when you will see
above the level masses of the crowi some great statne lifted head
and ghoulders above the rest, gholdering lts way, not violently but
gently, to the front and saying: ‘ Here am I; follow me, And
hia veice will be your voice, his thought will be your thought, and
you will follow him as if you were following the best things in
yourselves.”

And so, my friends, who shall say that these struggles and efforts
for peace of Woodrow Wilson are in wvain? How beautifully. and
artistically does God manipulate the scences of life and thus weave
His lmmortal spell! Those who execrated Woodrow Wilson, those who
knocked, knocked, knocked at the door of his sick room, spying upon a
weary President, pursuing him like a deer set upon by snarling hounds,

are now in the shadow of exile and disgrace, resting under the blight .

and stigma of a Natlon's ghame and reproach, while the great spirit
of Woodrow Wilson takes flight. From his lofty eminence of fama
and everlasting glory we seem to see him looking down upon us
through wistful eyes and saying:

“ We bave begun a fight that, it may be, will take many a gen-
eration to complete, the fight against special privilege, but you
know that men are not put into this world to go the path of
peace. They are put into this world to go the path of pain and
struggle, There are men who have fallen by the wayside; blood
without stint has been shied; men have sacrificed everything In
this sometimes blind, but always instinctive and constant strug-
gle; America has undertaken to lead the way; America has un-
dertaken to be the haven of hope, the opportunity for all men,
Don't look forward too much. Deon't look at the road ahead of
you in dismay. Look at the road behind you. Don't you see
how far up the hill we have come? Don’t you see what those low
and damp miasmatic levels were from which we have slowly led
the way? Don't you see the rows of men come, mot upon the
lower level, but upon the upper, like the rays of the rising sun?
Don't you see the light starting, and don’t you sece the light
illuminating all nations? Don't you know that you are eoming
more and meore into the beauty of its radiance? And then trust
your guides, imperlect as they are, and some day, when we are
dead, men will come and point at the distant upland with a great
shout of joy and triumph and thank God that there were men
who undertook to lead in the struggle. What difference does it
make if we ourselves do not reach the uplands? We have given

our- lives to the enterprise. The world is made happier and
humankind better because we have Hved.”

Woodrow Wilson's passing ealls to mind the description by Bunyan
in Pilgrim's Progress of Mr. Valiant-for-Truth :

*“*Then,' gaid he, ‘I am going to my Father; and though with
great diffieulty I am got hither, yet now I do not repent me of all
the trouble I have been at to arrive where I am. My sword 1
give to him that shall suceeed me in my pilgrimage, and my cour-
age and skill to him that can get it. My marks and scars I carry
with me, to be a witness for me, that I have fought His battles
who now will be my rewarder.’

“ When the day that he must go hence was come, many ac
companied him to the riverside, into which as he went he sald,
‘Death, where is thy sting?' And as he went down deeper he
said, * Grave, where is thy victory?' So he passed over and all
the trumpets sounded for him on the other side.”

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION.

Mr. PEAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I am a friend of the ex-soldier.
I am not one of those who befriends the soldiers when he wants
their votes and forgets him when a measure like this is before
the House. I do not wish or intend to cast any reflections
upon any of my colleagues; I would be friends with them all;
but I say to you that now is the time for every true friend of
the soldier to show his colors. If an adjusted compensation aet
worthy of the name is to be passed by this Congress it will be
necessary for every friend of the ex-soldier to vote “no” when
a suspension of the rules Is asked for on Tuesday.

Mr. Speaker, it is only when a friend of the soldier ean no
longer remain silent and be their friend that ¥ utter these re-
marks. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, when Congress first con-
vened in December the two most prominent pieces of legislation
under discussion for immediate eonsideration by the House was
the tax or revenue bhill and the adjusted compensation aet.
There was mueh discussion among Members, and evidently
some among the leaders in Congress, as to whether the adjusted
compensation should be taken up first or the revenue or tax
bill. X

Friends of the soldiers felt then, and I believe still feel, that
the soldiers’ wage bill should have been settled first that this
important feature of the country’'s finances might be taken into
consideration when adjusting the Treasury as to the income
necessary to carry on the Government. But apparently Mr.
Mellon had his way, and the tax bill was given precedence.
For 40 days and 40 nights we wallowed in schedules, brackets,
estimates, and office propaganda. Now we are to be given, for
the purpose of consideration of the second most important act
to be passed by Congress, just 40 minutes for debate, without
right to offer amendments.

Secretary Mellon’s antisoldier, proidle rich tax bill had one
whole month and 10 days consideration by this House, with
numerous amendments offered before and during final consid-
eration of the bil. Gentlemen, it is well to bear in mind that
the committee that has drawn and considered this bill is one
and the same that recommended the Mellon tax bill to the
House. Several of its members are the avowed oppouents of
soldiers’ adjusted compensation, as shown by their pasi ree-
ords. I do not guestion them this right, but friends of the
soldier should bear it in mind when considering the commit-
tee’s report on their bill itself. Now, the soldiers' insurance
act is given to us on three days' notice, without an opportunity
to offer a single amendment and only 40 minutes for debate.
Why, gentlemen, this bill was not even printed when suspen-
slon of the rules was asked on the floor of the House in order
that it might be rammed through Congress. Mr. Speaker and
gentlemen, such procedure is an outrage not only on the ex-
soldiers of this country but wpon their parents and relatives,
who are the people of this country. Ever since the war closed
and private property and civilians had their rights due to the
war adjusted by this Government the soldiers have been told
by newspapers, magazines, all public speakers, and nearly every
candidate for public office, including Members of Congress, that
the boys who served in the war would be given an adjustment
of their pay. Six or seven hundred thousand of these human
derelicts who had two years before been the “pride of
America” slept on park benches and again entered the mess
lines to eat, objects of public charity, while the railroads and
the war contractors were each paid in eash an adjostment of
their elaims against the Government, donble the amount neces-
sary to pay the soldiers’ adjusied compensation. More than
five years have passed since these men were promised an
adjustment of their pay. Now it is proposed to give them a
present of an insurance policy. It is no longer adjusted pay,
but a present or bonus payable 20 years from now. Speaking
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as one ex-soldier, I am sure I voice the will of a great ma-
jority of these men when I say to you Members of Congress
as soldiers we do not seek or want charity, public or private.

We do want an adjustment of our World War wages. We
want Congress to pay us that which we believe is due as a
matter of justice. We do not seek political bribes for our
votes, but honest pay for the time we worked in Uncle Sam’s
uniform: That is the basis of the soldiers’ claims before this
Government, That is the question we want Congress to de-
cide. If the majority of Congress find that these boys are
entitled to an adjustment of their wage contracts with the
Government in the World War, then it is the duty of Congress,
in my humble opinion, to pay the men as all other employees of
our Government have always been paid—in the coin of the
realm, in cash or its equivalent. I personally am in favor of
a provision to exclude all commissioned officers by the terms
of the bill and will vote for such amendment should it be intro-
duced. Such a provision would exclude any personal interest
I might have in the passage of this act.

Gentlemen of Congress, to enact this gift of insurance with
40 minutes’ debate and no opportunity for amendment is, in
my opinion, a gross betrayal of the American doughboy by
the Ameriean Congress. }

For the majority party, to which I belong, to sponsor this
insurance gift to the soldiers in lieu of an adjustment of their
World War wage contracts is to commit political chicanery,
betray its best friends, and die under the stigma of having
committed political suicide.

For 50 years following the Civil War the Republican Party
was known to the people of this country as the soldiers’ party,
because it advocated that which was just, generous, and fair
to its defenders. Now, under a gag rule, in lieu of the com-
pensation due them it is proposed to ram down the soldiers’
throats an insurance gift that can be collected only when
nearly half of these men will be dead and gone.

The Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, the auxiliary,
and every other soldier organization in the country worthy of
the name has asked for adjustment of compensation, and now
Congress, through the Committee on Ways and Means, pro-
poses to give them an Andrew Mellon bonus in the form of an
insurance policy due 20 years hence in full payment of their
claim. I say such a proposal is to offer the boys a stingy
Yankee trade that might better remain unborn. It is a recog-
nition of the principle of a bonus and not that of adjusted
ecompensation. It is a milk-and-water proposition—one-tenth
milk and nine-tenths water, When Congress defeated the Mel-
lon tax, which, with its nation-wide propaganda, was designed
to kill the soldiers’ adjusted compensation, the people felt the
soldiers had won. They did win. Secretary Mellon, by his
friends on the committee, realizing that he was beaten, proposes
now by this bill to give the boys a sop in order to evade paying
what they know to be due. The people of the United States
want the boys to have their pay. An overwhelming majority
of Congress wants the debt paid, but the Secretary of the
Treasury, through his friends in Congress, in protection of the
rich war profiteers, would, like a hard-faced deacon, quibble
and fuddle around to see if he can not strike a better bargain.

Gentlemen, this proposal is not sound nor logical in any
particular. It is typical Yankee trading stock, it is a jack-
knife with a pearl handle and all the blades gone but the
smallest one, and that broken off half way.

In the first Instance it does not adjust the pay of those who
need it, The man who is content to aecept a 20-year endow-
ment insurance policy in lieu of his wage claim against the
Government is not suffering or in any great need. In my
opinion not one-tenth the men who were in the service will be
willing and satisfied to accept this tender.

Second. The only men who are recognized as being entitled
to an actual adjustment of their compensation under the terms
of this bill are the men who served for 60 days or less. Their
claim is recognized in full and paid in cash. Between these
two classes there lies nearly 2,000,000 fighting men that went
to France. Thousands of these men are in need. They may
not all of them be starving just now, but hundreds of thou-
sands of them were a short time ago. These men want what
is due them with which to purchase the necessities of life,
to reestablish them in industry or business—in plain words
to place them in as good a position before the world as they
were when the country called them.

The information has been scattered about the House that
60 or 70 per cent of the members of the American Legion favor
the-proposal to give the soldiers a 20-year endowment policy in
lieu of compensation. I do not believe it. But even if so,
what does it signify? The Legion and Veterans of Forelgn
Wars together have less than one-third of the soldiers of the

World War in their membership. Neither organization has
made a canvass or poll of their membership to find out how
they stand on such a proposal as this.

I challenge every man who is using this statement to bolster
up this nostrum that he have a canvass made in either one
or both the veteran organizations mentioned and find out how
the soldiers stand. This could have been done during January
or February while we were considering the Mellon tax bill
had anyone interested really wanted to know. It is claimed
that Natlonal Commander Quinn and other Legion officlals are
in favor of this bill as the best thing that can be passed in the
present Congress. My answer to this is that justice and what
is right should not be compromised or sacrificed to expediency.

I well realize it is not sound or reasonable to criticize or op-
pose without proposing a remedy for the thing complained of ;
therefore, had I the opportunity to amend this bill, I would pro-
pose that Congress give to the soldiers at the rate of $1 per day
for home service and $1.25 per day for foreign service, and that
the amount due each man be paid by Issuing him a Government
bond due in 30 years, drawing 4} per cent interest, and to be
nontaxable only as to the income. Such bonds would, if lssued,
be immediately worth par and could be retained by the soldier
or converted into cash as the necessity of the man’s circum-
stances might govern him to decide.

Such bonds, when issued, could be retired by the creation of
a sinking fund of eighty or ninety millions a year, and would
cost the Government but little, if any, more than this insurance
proposal, even should every man that was in the service elect
to take a bond for the amount due him.

Give the men this option, gentlemen. If, as the contenders
of this bill claim, 60 or 70 per cent of the ex-soldiers will be
content to take the insurance, then the Government will issue
that much less bonds.

If you are going to pay the men what is due them, then I say
pay them in the form they want it paid. Do not try to inveigle
them into accepting something that only a few want or will be
satisfied to acecept. :

I well realize after what took place during our recent rules
fight and again during the consideration of the Mellon tax plan
that certain leaders on the Republican side will challenge those
who keep faith with the soldiers with being insurgents, radicals,
and demagogues; but, gentlemen, I would rather be called a
traitor to my party than I would to have my ex-soldier sup-
porters charge me with being disloyal to them.

Gentlemen, we have as leader on the Republican side of this
House as distinguished, honorable, and able a man as it has ever
been my pleasure to meet. He has several reputable and capa-
ble assistants, but I dare say to them, if they pass this bill as
drawn, that in my opinion they are committing themselves and
the Republican Party to absolute and certain ruin. I dare to
predict to these gentlemen that if they persist in this course
that a Democratic or third-party President and Congress will
retrieve their error before we reach the time any loan money
will ever be available to the soldiers under the terms of this
bill

Challenge my Republicanism if you will for making these
statements, but let me say in my own defense that I was an
American citizen before I ever joined the Republican Party.
We in Winconsin are Republicans as a matter of principle, not
out of fear for party edict or lash. The district which I have
the honor to represent is so overwhelmingly Republican that
the opposing party has not had a candidate in the past 10
years. Our people in Wisconsin are Republicans for prineiple.
They believe that human rights should be secured before prop-
erty rights are considered. They contributed loyally and gen-
erously to the support of the war in both men and money,
They want to be loyal and just now in support of the men who
made the greater part of that sacrifice.

Let me call the attention of the gentleman on this side of the
Housge that the Republican Party was born at Ripon, Wis.;
that Wisconsin leadership has furnished more platform ideas
that have been enacted into national law than any other Re-
publican State in the Union; that if the Republican Party lead-
ers had adhered to Wisconsin principles in legislation during
the past two years their majority in the Sixty-seventh Congress
would not have been reduced to less than 20 in the present
House,

That Wisconsin republicanism Is that kind of partyism that
Lincoln would be found advocating, were he on earth to-day.

In closing, gentlemen, permit me to say that the proposal
by the committee to give veterans of the World War an in-
surance policy in lien of cash or something that can be easily
and quickly converted into cash in lieu of payment of adjusted
compensation is not repmblicanism. I dare say there ig not
a candidate here or a party to tomwe that dares to seek an
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election on such a diluted pledge. Such republicanism could
only find precedent in the days of Mark Hanna, Uncle Joe
Cannon, or in the mind of our present illustrious Secretary
of the Treasury, Andrew W. Mellon.

I am an optimist by nature. I have the utmost confidence
in our country's safety and its future, but, gentlemen, let me
impress upon you that when 2,000,000 men who paid $6 to
$8 per month for Government insurance over there find
that they are to be given another Government insurance
policy instead of adjusted compensation, you are courting
trouble, Such congressional action will to thousands of these
men be received as salt rubbed in an open wound,

This bill is to come up under suspension of the rules on
Tuesday. May every sincere friend of the soldier be here and
vote “no” on that motion.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolu-
tions of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the
House of Representatives was requested :

8. J. Res, 96, Joint resolution authorizing appropriations for
the payment of expenses of delegates to represent the United
States at the general assembly of the International Institute
of Agriculture, to be held at Rome in May, 1924, and for the
payment of the quotas of Hawaii, the Philippines, Porto Rico,
and the Virgin Islands for the support of the institute for the
calendar year 1924;

8. 105. An act for the relief of Arthur Frost;

8.2111. An act authorizing the Postmaster General to con-
duct an experiment in the Rural Mail Service, and for other
purposes ; -

S8.2154. An act to amend the act of September 22, 1922, en-
titled “An act to provide for the applicability of the pension
laws to certain classes of persons in the military and naval
services not entitled to the benefits of Article 111 of the war
risk insurance act, as amended " ;

S.1787. An act authorizing the extension of the park system
of the District of Columbia ;

S.131. An act for the relief of W. Ernest Jarvis;

S. 335, An act for the relief of John T. Eaton;

8.648. An act for the relief of Janie Beasley Glisson;

S.2219. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of
the estate of Alphonse Desmare, deceased, and others;

8.2220. An act for the relief of Louise St. Gez, execuirix
gf ;Aéugust Ferré, deceased, surviving partner of Lapene &
ferré ;

8. 256062. An aet for the relief of William Hensley ;

-8.514. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to grant a
right of way over the Government levee at Yuma, Ariz.;

8. J. Res. 43. Joint resolution in relation to a monument to
commemorate the services and sacrifices of the women of the
United States of America, its insular possessions, and the
District of Columbia in the World War;

8.1180. An act for the relief of J. B. Platt; .

8.1643. An act for the relief of Samuel 8. Archer;

S.2510. An act for the relief of William Henry Boyce, sr.;

8. 788. An aet to extend the benefits of the employers' lia-
bility act of September 7, 1916, to Daniel 8. Glover;

8.314. An act concerning actions on aceount of death or
personal injury within places under the exclusive jurisdiction
of the United States;

S. 589. An act for the relief of James Moran ;

8. 2745. An act to authorize the SBecretary of War to convey
to the States in which located Government owned or controlled
approach roads to national cemeteries and national military
parks, and for other purposes;

8.2746. An act regulating the recovery of allotments and
allowances heretofore paid to designated beneficiaries ;

8. J. Res. 72. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to lease to the New Orleans Association of Commerce
New Orleans quartermaster intermediate depot, unit No. 2;

S. 2187, An act authorizing the Comptroller General of the
United States to consider and settle the claim of Mrs. John D,
Hall, widow of the late Col. John D. Hall, United States Army,
retired, for personal property destroyed in the earthquake at
San Francisco, Calif. ;

S.2481. An act for the relief of John H. Gattis;

S.1930. An act for the relief of the San Diego Consolidated
Gas & Hleetrie Co.; 5

8.1941. An act for the relief of Ezra S. Pond;

8. 2764. An act authorizing the President to order Leo P.
Quinn before a retiring board for a rehearing of his case and
upon the findings of such board either confirm his discharge
or place him on the retired llst with the rank and pay held by
him at the time of his discharge;

S.1011. An act for the relief of Michael Sweeney ;

8.47. An act to permit the correction of the general account
grt ?harles B. Strecker, former Assistant Treasurer United

ates;

8.196. An act for the relief of Charles S. Fries;

S. 108. An act for the relief of James E. Fitzgerald;

8. 828. An act for the rellef of the receiver of the Guif, Florida
& Alabama Railway Co.;

8. 2027, An act for the payment of claims for damages to and
loss of private property incident to the training, practice, opera-
tion, or maintenance of the Army ;

5.1573. An act for the relief of Samuel 8. Weavar;

8. 969. An act for the relief of Clotilda Freund ;

8. 1557. An act to give military status and discharges to the
members of the Russian Railway Service Corps, organized by
the War Department under authority of the President of the
United States for service during the war with Germany;

S. 245, An act for the relief of Henry P. Collins, alias Patrick
Collins;

8.2431. An act conveying to the State of Delaware certain
land in the county of Sussex, in that State;

S8.1982. An act granting the consent of Congress to the con-
struction, maintenance, and operation by the Chicago, Milwaukee
& St. Paul Railway Co., its successors and assigns, of a line of
railroad across the northeasterly portion of the Fort Snelling
Military Reservation in the State of Minnesota ;

S.2488. An act to authorize the city of Minneapolis, in the
State of Minnesota, to construct a bridge across the Mississippi
River in said city;

8. 699, An act authorizing the addition of certain lands to
the Medicine Bow National Forest, Wyo., and for other pur-
poses ;

8. 2420. An act granting the consent of Congress to the State
of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across the
gﬁssour! River between Potter County and Dewey County,

. Dak.;

S. 2436. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board
of Supervisors of Leake County, Miss, to construct a bridge
across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi;

S. 2437. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board
of Supervisors of Leake County, Miss., to construct a bridge
across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi;

S.2446. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Clarks Ferry Bridge Co., and its successors, to construct a
bridge across the Susquehanna River at or near the railroad
station of Clarks Ferry, Pa.;

S.13870. An act authorizing the granting of war-risk insur-
ance to Capt. Earl L. Naiden, Air Service, United States Army;

(S}. 1641. An act to declare Lincoln’s birthday a legal holiday ;
an

8.264. An act for the relief of Charles H. Willey,

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
without amendment bills of the following titles:

H. R. 5633. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Board of Supervisors of Hinds County, Miss.,, to construct a
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Misisssippi;

H. R. 5737. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Kankakee, State of Illinois, and the counties of
Lake and Newton, State of Indiana, to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Kanka-
kee River at or near the State line between section 19, town-
ship 31 north, range 15 east of the third principal meridian,
in the county of Kankakee, State of Illinois, and *section 1,
township 31 north, range 10 west of the second principal
meridian, in the counties of Lake and Newton, State of
Indiana ;

H. R. 6420. An act to extend the time for the construction
of a bridge across the Mississippi River in section 17, town-
ship 28 north, range 23 west of the fourth prineipal meridian
in the State of Minnesota; and

H. R. 6925. An act granting the consent of Congress to
the city of Chicago to cbnstruct a bridge across the Calumet
River at or near One hundred and thirtieth Street in the city
of Chicago, county of Cook, State of Illinois.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
the following resolutions:

Senate Resolution 188,

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the
death of Hon. SamueL D. NICHOLSON, late a SBenator from the Btate of
Colorado.

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased
the business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associntes

| to pay tribute to his high character and distinguished puklic services.
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Regolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the
Iouse of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family
of the deceased.
Benate Resolution 187. ¢

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the
death of Hon. Kxure NELSON, lnte a Senator from the State of Minme-
sotn.

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the deceased
the business of the Senate be now suspended to enable his associates
to pay tribute to his high character and distinguished publle services.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the
House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family of
the deceased. 5

Resolved, That as a further mark of respeet to the memory of the
decensed the Senate do now adjourn.

ESTABLISHMENT OF A SESSION OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS
IN OKLAHOMA CITY.

Mr. SWANK. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted to extemd
my remarks, I insert the following:
A biil (H. R. 2857) to establish a term of the United States circuit
court of appeals at Oklahoma City, Okla.

Mr. Herspy. Have you anything on H. R. 28757
Mr. Yares, The report on H. R, 2837 reads as follows:
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, D. O. February 16, 102§,

Hon. GEORGE 8. GRAHAM,
Ohairman Committee on the Judiciary,
House of Reprcscntatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dmar Mg CmaipMAX: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt
of your letter of February 1 with regard to H. R. 2837, entitled “ A
bill to establish a term of the United States circuit court of appeals
at Oklahema Clty;, Okla."

It would seem that the ersation of another term of holding court
would only further inconvenience the judges of the United States Clr-
cuit Court of Appeals for the Highth Judieial Cireuit and result in
greater congestion and loss of time. Furthermore, it would necessitate
the establishment of an adegnate library, and under existing appro-
priations the department is unable to even provide law books for the
library for the cireuit court of appeals at Denver, Colo.

1 transmit herewith a photostat eopy of a letter from Judge Walter
. Sanborn, senior circult judge of the United States Cirenit Court of
Appeals for the Righth Circult. This letter is self-explanatory.

Respectfully,

H. M. DAUGHERTY, Aftorney General,

(Hon. Walter H. Sanborn, St. Paul, Minn.; Hon. Kimbrough Stene,
Eansag City, Mo.; Hon. Robert B. Lewls, Denver, Colo.; Hon.
William 8. Kenyon, Fort Dodge, Towa, circult judges. Hon. Willis
Van Devanter, circuit justice, Washington, D. C.)

Unrrep STaTES CiRcUlT COURT OF APPEALS, EIGHTH CIRCUIT,
8t. Louis, Mo., February 9, 1924,

Hon. A. T. SEYMOUR,
Acting Attorney General,
Washington, D. 0.

Dpman Mg, SpyMoUR: In answer to your letter of February 5, 1924,
requesting my views as to the advisability of the pussage of the bill
H. R. 2857, providing for a term of the eircuit court of appeals an-
nually at Okluhomn City, permit me to inform you that I have con-
forred with Cireuit Judges Lewis and Kenyon, who are here, and they
agree with me in the opinion that the passage of that bill would
fmpair the efficiency, delay the work, and increase the expense of the
eourt of appeals of this eircult.

This court is now required to sit annually at 8t. Paul, Bt. Louis,
and Denver. The transfer of the court fromr ome of these cities to
another and back again practically deprives the court of a week's
work. It requires a transfer of the clerks and the librarian and
many of the records and briefs must be packed up and moved.

At 8t. Paul and at St. Louis the court has a law library in the
Federal building ; at Denver it has none, and the judges are compelled
to pestpone opinions in many of the cases argued there until they
can get back to one of thelr libraries at either St. Paul or St Louis
If they were required to hold an annual sesslon of the eourt at Okla-
homa City, they would labor under the same disadvantages there as
they do at Denver.

Distances in this clrenit are great. It requires days to go from

Denver or St. Paul te Oklahoma City, and transportation expenses
are heavy.

i A stationary court is more efficient than an ambulatory ome. If
this court were to be required to sit annually at Oklahoma Clity there

might be a like call and a like reason for an aunnual session of it at
Salt Lake City, at Little Rock, and perhaps at other cities in the
13 States contained in the cireuit.
Very respectfully,
' WarrEr H. Saxpony,
Benior Circuit Judge.

Mr, SwavK. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, on the
10th day of December, 1823, I introduced this bill and am glad te
have an opportunity to appear before the Committee on the Judiciary
and tell you some of the reasons why the bill shonld be reported favor-
ably by the committee and enacted into law by this Congress. Courts
are esfablished among our citizens for the purpose of making it as
convenlent as possigle to settle civil disputes where they can net be
otherwise. determined satisfactorily, to punish those who violate the
law of our land, and for the protection of soclety. Litigants in
court have a right to have thelr cases determined as speedily as pos-
sible and with the least expense. It fs not right to put them to great
expenses, cause them to travel hundreds of miles and spend a large
amount of money in order to follow their cases on appeal. The peor
citizen can not afford this unnecessary expense, even thongh he may
have a just cause, and he is therefore deprived of an equal opportanity
with the man of means. The humblest citizen and the highest have
the right when in court to have their eases reviewed by our appellate
courts when they think an injustice has been done. They should not
be denied this right by reason of great expemse on appeal. Courts
should ba established at easily aceessible places, where disputes can be
settled with as little expense as possible to the litigants, and also fo
the Government. The judges can better afford to traved some dis-
tance for the purpose of holding court than can the litigant or his
attorney, The expenses of the judges are paid, and a part of this is
paid by these very litiganis who pay taxes for the expense of the
Governmént,

Sufficient courts should be established that litigants may have thelr
cases tried without any onnecessary delay, and eriminal cases should
not be permitted to drag. The law is better enforced and there is
more respect for the law when the defendant in eriminal cases is given
his constitutional right to a speedy trial. In order to foster a proper
respect for the law it must be speedily, economically, and impartially
administered. Judges themselves, more than any ether set of men,
can cause this respect by a proper administration of the affairs of the
office. Judges ave human like the rest of usz, and are the same men,
animated by the same emotions, thinking with the same brain, feeling
with the same heart as before he was elevated te the position of
Judge.

The law gives a person in court the right of appeal, and this shonld
not be denied to any citlzen by making it impossible to have n case
reviewed on account of the additional expense. Appellate courts are
instituted among us for the purpose of correcting mistakes of the
lower courts on further deliberation., If a person Is denled the right
of appeal on account of expense, that person does not have the proper
regard for the Government, for we are a people who believe in equal
and exact justice to all.

I believe in administering the affairs of government with the least
possible expense, and I further believe that ofMeials should work a
reasonable time the same as otheér employees. This bill will work no
inconvenience on any judge, for it is his business to hold court and to
go where it is most convenient with the least expense to our citizens.
Courts should eertainly be established as near as possible to the center
of litigation—that is, where the gremtest number of cases reach the
court for that district or circuit, as the case may be.

There are 13 States in the eighth elreuit and 17 distriets. The
Btates are: Arkansas, eastern and western districts; Colorado, Iowa,
northern and southern distriets; Kansas, Minnesota, Missourl, eastern
and western districts ; Nebraska, New Mexleco, North Dakota, Oklahoma,
eastern and western districts; Sonth Dakota, TUtah, and Wyoming.
Court is held for the etghth eircuit at the following places: St. Paul,
Minn, ; Denver, Colo. ; Cheyenne, Wyo.; and 8t. Louis, Mo, Below Is a
statement from the Department of Justice concerning the condition of
the docket in the eighth clrcuit June 30, 1923 :

Number of cases pending at the close of June 39, 1923, in each of the
judicial districts compriging the eighth judicial cirouit.

Arkansas—Enstern. 877
Western 847
Colorado 1,218
Towa—Northern ,» GUO
Southern 016
EKansas. 1, 488
Minnesota 2 3. 743
Missouri—Eastern 1,401
Nebrasks oo I .81
. i
New Mexico.__ 344
North Dakota 802
Oklahama—%a;gern i '1.!, g % o
. 037
Sﬂlllh Dakota s 1_ 139
Ttah ST 086
Wyoming. 21 408
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Number of cases decided bgi the Circuit Cowrt of Appeals for the
i

B hth Circuit.
SCa ear—
1091 03
1922 81
1923 822

A report from the Clerks of the United States District Court for
the Eastern and Western Districts of Oklahoma show the following
caged pending:

WESTERN DISTRICT.

Law and equity cases 367

Bankruptcy cases 330

Criminal cases 748
EASTERN DISTRICT,

IIi.awk nmz equity cases ggg

ankrupte,

Crlinlﬁ 4 e BT

It will be seen from this statement that but one State has more
eages pending before this court than Oklahoma. That State Is Minne-
sota, and the circuit court holds sessions at St. Paul. Oklahoma
litigants must travel even from Oklahoma City about 500 miles to
the nearest court, at St. Louis, and hundreds of miles more from the
southern and other portions of the State.

Oklahoma has made great strides since the advent to statehood,
November 18, 1907, and, like any other new State, has much Htiga-
tion. Oklahoma is essentially an agricultural State, ranking fourth
in the production of cotton in 1923, and sixth in the production of
winter wheat, and produces more broom corn than all the other States
combined. In 1922 she produced 149,571,000 barrels of oil, more
than any other Btate. This was one-fifth of the amount produced
in the United States and about one-eighth of the total output of the
whole world for that year, During that year Oklahoma was second
aming the States in the produoction of lead, and first in the pro-
duction of zinc. In addition to this she has milllons of tone of coal
resting on seas of untouched oll. With her thousands of acres of rich
oll land, her wealth of other minerals, and her Indian questions,
there will necessarily be much litigation, Oklahoma is divided into
two Federal court districts, with the old Indlan Territory comprising
the eastern district, and old Oklahoma Territory the western district.

Three tribal attorneys are employed by the Government, one each’

for the Choctaws, Chickasaws, and Creeks, and elght probate attor-
neys in addition. It is the duty of these attorneys to look after
the affairs of certain memberg of the tribes in the State and Federal
courts. The committee can see the canse of so muech litigation, and
the necessity of having the circuit court hold sessions at some more
convenient place.

Resolution of the Oklahoma State Bar Assoclation.

“ Whereas there has been introduced in the Congress of the
United States H. R. 2857, a Dbill to establish a term of the
United Btates circuit court of appeals at Oklahoma City, Okla.;
and

“Whereas the State of Oklahoma furnishes more cases in the
eighth circuit than any other State, and it is a great expense to
Oklahoma litigants to be compelled to follow their cases to elther
St, Louis or St. Paul: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Oklohoma Btate Bar Association, assembled
in Oklahome City, That the Congress of the United States is
hereby most respectfully memorialized to pass said law and make
it possible for a term of the United States cirenit court of ap-
peals to be held at Oklahoma City, Okla.

“Adopted by the Oklahoma State Bar Association Decemb

a school town. Building permits for 1823 amounted to $8,000,000.
More than 820,000 head of ecattle were received at the stockyards
last year,

The value of her industrial products is estimated at $150,000,000 in
1923 and the number of industrial concerns in the city at about 385,
which is an increase of 25 over the previous year. The city enjoys
approximately 40 per cent of the entire manufacturing output of the
State. The value of Oklahoma City's manufactured products for 1923
approximated the enormous sum of $425,000,000. The annual pay roll
of these industries amounts to more than $12,000,000 to 8,750 em-
ployees. The packing industries of Oklahoma City do a business of
$70,000,000 annually, The auntomobile assembling plants in the city
in 1923 did a business of about $£30,000,000, with about 700 employvees.

Some of the leading industries and volume of business are as
follows ;

Packing plants £12, 000, 000
Flour and grist mills 12, 500, 000

keries _____ - 8,600, 000
Printing, publishing, etc 4, 675, 000
Lumber and pluninf mills 1, 300, 000
Confectionery and ice cream 1, 250, 000
Foundry and machine shops__ 1,110, 000

More than 1,200 new homes were built in Oklahoma City last year,
and she has 2,300 acres of public park land, with more than $150,000
being spent annually in developing these parks. Bhe is headquarters
for more than 130 leading oil companies. Three million two hundred
and twenty-five thousand dollars were spent last year on municipal
improvements. She has five trunk lines of steam railways, 70 miles
of interurban lines, 756 miles of street rallway, 279 miles of cement
sidewalks, and more than 280 miles of paved streets. She has a great
Masonie temple in course of construction, costing $1,250,000, a $450,000
Federal reserve bank building, 1 State and 8 national banks, 5 daily
papers, 50 other publications, tourists’ park convenlently located, finest
hotels in the Bouthwest, a great public library with four branches,
and State fairgrounds worth more than $625,000,

The great University of Oklahoma, with more than 5,000 students
annually, is 18 miles south, at Norman, and the Central State Teach-
ers’ College at Bdmond, 15 miles to the north, with more than 2,700
students. The Oklahoma City College of the Methodist Church is
located here, with an enrollment of 1,463, and there are other
numerous private schools and business colleges. She has 102 churches
of all denominations, representing an investment of more than
$3,500,000, whose ministers are men with national and International
reputations. The ¥. M. C. A, has a membership of 2,300 and a bullding
worth more than $300,000, The Y. W. C. A. owns its building, worth
more than $175,000, and has a membership of more than 1,000, with
annual receipts of more than $224,000.

Other Oklahoma City figures for 1923,

Bank deposits, De¢. 31 $56, 725, 799. 47
Bank clearings 1, 165, 341, 605. 77
Property value 117, 000, 000. 00
Postal receipts 1,234, 347. 26

The two packing plants have property in the city worth more {han
$3,000,000, and to secure these two industries Oklahoma City raised
$300,000 in less than one hour. The Oklahoma Livestock Exchange
consists of 15 commission firms employing about 200 people, haadling
annnally an average of $§40,000,000, with an annual pay roll of
$415,137.

These, Mr. Chairman, are some of the leading features of the city

28, 1923.
“MonT F. HIGHLEY, Secretary”

Mr. Chalrman, permit me here to say a few words conecerning Okla-
homa City, the place where the sessions of the circuit court Is pro-
posed to be held under this bill. I will not burden the record with
an extended statement, for it would take too long to tell it all

I saw this " wonder city " before the opening of the Territory to
gettlement, April 22, 1889, and have witnessed proudly its magic
growth from a bald and barren prairie to its present greatness and
grandeur. In less than 35 years it has grown to a beautiful city of
134,000 intelligent, law-abiding, liberty-loving, Christian cltizens.
In 1890 the population was 4,151,

The echools of Oklahoma City have attracted the attention of the
Nation. The school-bond appropriations for the school year 1923-24
amounted to §1,900,000, and the regular budget for this school year
amounts to the sum of $1,706,412, Forty-two school buildings have
been used during the year, and in addition there are in course of
construction and soon ready for occupancy two new junior high
schools costing $450,000 each, two ward schools costing $335,000 each.
One junior high schocl will be constructed into a central high school
at a cost of $200,000, with additions to two other junior high schools
costing $100,000 each. Additions to ward schools will cost an addi-
tlonal $347,280. The enrollment in all the schools of the city
amounted to 26,202 during the year 1922-238, and will exceed 30,000
the present school year. This is ample proof that Oklahoma City is

where ions of this court are proposed to be held. It is eentrally
located for all the south, southeast, and southwest portlons of the
eighth circuit, and is easily accessible from all points,

Mr. .Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, T believe that it
has been made clear that it would be a great convenience to a large
nnmber of people to have this court established, and that it will be no
additional cost to the Government. I sincerely trust that this com-
mittee will report the bill favorably, and that Congress will enact it
into law.

As stated before, there is but one Btate In the eighth eircult that
has more eases before the circuit court of appeals than Oklahoma.
Minnesota has 3,742 cases pending, or did have June 30, 192¥, and
Oklahoma has 3,602 cases pending.

Mr. YaTes. In the circult court of appeals?

My, S8waNK. Yes, sir; on the 80th of last June. These litiganis or
their lawyers have to go all the distance to St. Louis or St. Paul to
follow their caseg on appeal. This is a great and unnecessary sxpense
when you consider the business before this court from Oklahoma.

Mr. Mayor. The witnesses and clients are not supposed to go to the
court of appeals.

Mr. SwANK. No; but the lawyers have to go and this is expensive to
the litigants.

Mr. MaJor. The clients have to pay lawyers for additional expense?

Mr. BwANK. Yes, and that is quite an expense, too.

Mr. HErsgY. What do you have to say to the position one of the
Judges takes on this bill, that the court of appeals, if changed to the
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place mentioned in your bill, would not have an adequate Hbrary there
for the judges of the court of appeals?

Mr. SwaANE, The Hbrary in the Federal building at Oklahoma City
geems to be suflielent for the district judge who holds court there, In
addition to that library, there is a complete law library at the State
capitol, near the Federal building, and many private law libraries in
the city as well. I am sure that any law report can be found in Okla-
homa City.

Mr. Hersey, How is your practice in Oklahoma among lawyera? Do
they charge cllente up with fees for the length of the travel, or simply
the expense of travel?

Mr, BwAxE, The distance wounld not make any diference in the fees,
but would make a difference in the expense.

1 will state that Mr, DyeEr has a bill, which has been reported favor-
ably by the commlittee, for the appointment of two new judges in the
eighth ecireunit. 1Is that correct?

Mr. D¥eRr. Yes, sir.

Mr, Swaxg, That bill has not been enacted, but it is on the ealen-
dar and is a good reason for a favorable report on this bill,

Mr. Hersey. Another term of the court of appeals where there are
two judges appointed?

Mr, SwAxK, I do not say that this bill should be enacted just for the
reason that the bill for two more judges has been reported favorably,
but that report would be some indication of the volume of business.

Mr. HErsSEY. They would sit with the other judges of the court of
appeals.

Mr. SwANK. There 15 a statement about these judges traveling around
so much. They cam better afford to travel some than ean the litigants
be required to pay large extra expenses In traveling to the judges,
It will not requiire much additional expense, if any, if this bill is
enacted, but will be a great saving to lawyers and Htigants.

Mr, Hersgy. That is, perhaps, an indication that the business is
fmportant enough to warrant your term of court in Oklahoma, I move
that the letters be made a part of the record.

Mr. Yares, Without objection, it Is so ordered.

Mr., Bwaxg. I thank you for the hearing.

HARDING MEMORIAL ADDRESS OF MR. HUGHES,

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged resolu-
tion from the Committee on Printing.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania presents i

a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the Senwuie (the House of Representatives concwrring),
That there shall be compiled, printed with illustrations, and bound, as
may be directed by the Joint Committee on Printing, 25,000 coples of
the oration dellvered 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, 1024, Including all the
proceedings and the program of exercises, of which 8,000 coples shall
be for the use of the Senate and 17,000 copies for the use of the House
of Representatives.

The SPEAKER.
lution.
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

APPROPRIATIONS—NAVY DEPAETMENT,

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itgelf into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6820) making
appropriations for the Navy Department and the naval service
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1925, and for other pur-
poses. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent that
the time be equally divided between the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr, Bysxyes] and myself, without agreement as
to time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous
consent that the time of general debate be divided equally
between himself and the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr,
Byerxges]. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none. The guestion is on the motion of the gentleman
from Idaho that the House resolve itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
the bill H, R. 6320,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House reselved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
o]f 1.:he bill . R, 6820, with Mr. Gramam of Illinois in the
chair.

The CHATRMAN. The House Is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of H. It.

20, which the Clerk will report by title,

The Clerk reported the title of the bill.

The question is on agreeing to the reso-

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading
of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Idaho asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none. The gentleman from Idaho is recognized. [Applause.]

Mr. FRENCH. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, before at-
tempting to undertake an analysis of the naval bill T wish to
acknowledge for my own satisfaction the obligation that I owe
to those gentlemen who have been detalled to cooperate with
me in the hearings and in reporting the bill you have be-
fore you for consideratiom, all of them men of the greatest
capacity, men who are indefatigable and industricus and
gho have a thorough comprehension of the problems of the

avy.

I am under deepest obligation to the distinguished gentle-
man from South Carolina [Mr, Byrxes], the ranking Demo-
cratic member of the subcommittee, & man whose ability is
known to all in this body and to our country—faithful, studious,
and whose mind is as keen as a Damascus sword; [applause]
to my colleague from Alabama [Mr. Oriver], who, prior to
his detail to the Committee on Appropriations, had seen several
years of service upon the naval legislative committee, profound
in his knowledge of the Navy, earnest student and scholar, and
one who has contributed, in a manner which can not be measured,
to the bill before you; to the new members of the subcommittee,
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Haepy] and the gentleman
from New York [Mr., Taser], men of outstanding abllity and
men who have thrown that interest and enthusiasm into the work
of shaping this bill which men ought to give to a great subject
when they are charged with the responsibility of its considera-
tion by this body.

Then there is another name I ought to mention to this House,
not only en my own behalf but on behalf of the subcommittee.
There are those in the employ of the House, and have been for
years, whose names are not well known throughout the country
and yet who, by reason of their great service to committees and
to the Congress, contribute annually in the saving of millions
of dollars and contribute to the orderly procedure of gov-
ernment.

Such a person was Mr, Courts, who for years was clerk to
the Committee on Appropriations; such a person was Daniel
Roper, who for years was clerk to the Committee on Ways
and Means; such a person is Marc Shield, the clerk to the
Committee on Appropriations to-day [applause]; such a per-
son is Mrs. Donnelly, for years associated with our late eol-
league, Representafive Mann, of Illinois, in the distinguished
service which that Member rendered to this Congress and the
ecountry. I want to mention in connection with those names
the name of John Pugh [applause], who has been assigned to
the naval subcommittee, an efficient clerk who, like a bank
account, works while you work and while you sleep. [Ap-
plause. ]

Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask first to have the oppor-
tunity of proceeding with the bill without interruption, think-
ing that I can make a general statement thaft will probably
cover most of the points in which gentlemen would be inter-
ested in a general way, with the thought that we shall be
liberal in debate and with the thought that when we shall
reach the bill under the five-minute rule we shall take the time
necessary adequately to consider the different subjects con-
tained in the measure,

The task that was assigned to your committee was the task
of providing a maval bill which would carry an appropriation
that would be adequate and at the same time safeguard the
Treasury of the United States. The bill which we have brought
before you to-day carries a direct appropriation of $271,942 867,
plus an indirect appropriation eof $22,500,000, or a grand total
of $204,442 867, The Budget estimates were $208,805,794. Last
year the Congress made a direct appropriation of $294,9G7,200
and an indirect appropriation of $35,450,000, or a grand total of
$330,417,200. Thus the bill we are asking you to consider
is less by more than $35,000,000 than the appropriation for
the current year and It is less by more than $4,450,000 the
amount recommended by the Budget, though some of the items
that are excluded were excluded because the Committee on
Appropriations did not have authority to give them con-
sideration.

At this time I am going to invite the attention of Members
of the House to a brief consideration or survey of the appro-
priations made and moneys expended for the Navy during the
vears passed, including the fiseal year 1916,

I have prepared a table which indicates the matter graphl-
cally and which I shall insert in the Recorp at this point:
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Statement of appropriations, expendifures, ele,, fiscal years 1018 to 1925, inclusive.
Unexpended | e :
balances at Amonnt of re- available Unused—turned | Balances carried
Year. i Appropriated. (exclusive of re- Expended. back into forward to next
bmm;g'ot the approprintions. appropriations). year.
$157, 154, 567. 48 $2,219, 581 57 | $209,843,850,.62 | $152,036,765. 68 $4, 446, 581. 91 £51, 140, 921. 16
1,350, 502, 637, 07 132,871 71 | 1,401, 643,018.23 | 228 787,67L 03 3,154,534, 53 | 1,109,587, 940. 91
751, 367, 203. 62 s%m,mm 1,020,005, 144. 53 | 1,130,994, 912, 30 8, 260, 001. 80 442, 380, 600, 84
2,322, 654,805, 13 | 185,401,233, 03 | 2,765, 035, 474.97 | 1,953, 581, 79L.38 | 828 059, 005. 63 207, 953, 444,03
676, 063, 785. 47 24,062, 39L 78 974, 047, 230. 40 68,917, 338,50 | il e 181, 077, 500, 12
815, 788, 280, 84 2,500,700.20 | 996, 365, 786, 96 703, 748, 582, 93 4,577,348, 94 286, 030, 145, 80
450, 674, 821. §2 53,550,122.79 | 738,713,967.62 | 484 46204574 | 117,738, 538 12 180, 962, 660,97
477,587, 063.33 |.cavassnnnanasa--.| 658 550,624 30 492,204, 205,67 | 1 20,282, 476, 69 145,973, 40, 94
204, 072, 000. 00 [<eevens AR 440, 045,040, 84 | 1348 492, 221,92 |.... ... .0 . ... 101, 553, T19. 02
1.9727000,000.00 |cnceoeencicanrnns T Ty TR A S R SO SIS IS A s
T e e e ks Bt T R 7,567,805,500. 74 |  600,006,530.76 |...cceaiicanacacn- 6,263,318, 135.50 | 884,585,487.62 |..occomrnniiniannn

1 Estimated.

No institution as large as Ig the Navy, having to do the work
that the Navy has to do, can close its business upon the 30th
of June every year with all accounts paid, all materials used
up, and start upon the beginning of the new fiscal year to
purchase everything that will be needed for the coming year.
There are ships being constructed, munitions being manufac-
tured, buildings, yards, and wharves and other establishments
being constructed, involving such large amounts of expendi-
ture that there must be materials and supplies on hand so that
the work can be carried forward economically and efficiently at
all times.

You then will be interested in knowing that for the fiscal
year 1916 there was appropriated, outright, approximately
$157,184,000. 1In addition to this, approximately $52,659,000 was
earried forward from prior appropriations. The total, then, of
approximately $210,000,000 was available for the fiscal year
1916. During this year the Navy expended $152,000,000, having
a balance of money aggregating approximately $56,000,000,
which was carried over to 1917.

This was the year in which the war was declared. That year
we appropriated $1,350,000,000, but you will recall that war
was not declared until April, so the Navy functioned less than
90 days in a war status before the beginning of the new fiscal
vear. Accordingly, in 1918 the direct appropriations were
scarcely more than one-half what they were in 1917, although
the money on hand coming forward from the previous year
represenied a vast amount; and the total amount of money for
1918 necessarily was larger than the total for 1917,

The fiscal year 1919 witnessed the high mark of appropria-
tions. That year $2,322 000,000 was provided in direct appro-
priations, and $442,000,000 was brought forward from the
preceding year.

The armistice was signed on November 11, 1918, and in spite
of the fact that half of the fiscal year had not run, the re-
sponsibilities connected with the Navy were such that ex-
penditores above normal could not instantly and appreciably
come to an end. Immediately all work was stopped wherever
it could be stopped advantageously, but we had 2,000,000 boys
in Europe who had to be brought home.

We had supplies that had to be carried to those boys while
they were there. We had a great construction program of
yards, docks, and bases at different places that had to be car-
ried on in order to prevent losses. We had ships of all kinds
under construction, some under contract and some under con-
siruction in the naval establishments of the United Btates, and
while work was stopped wherever it could be economically,
nevertheless the great expenditures that had to be assumed by
reason of the war carried on almost to the end of the fiscal
year, with the result that for that year we used the stupendous
amount of $1,953,000,000, representing the greatest amount
that ever wus expended in any year by the United States Navy.

With the end of the war, however, certain large expendi-
tures could be eliminated. We turned back into the Treasury
about $328,000,000.

In 1920 the war was over, but we had the burden of expend-
ing moneys upon ships and establishments that were In progress
of building and that either had to be scrapped or the work car-
ried forward. We did not know that an arrangement could be
mide such as was made in the Limitation of Armament Confer-
. ence. Therefore we confinued our work upon the battleships,
upon the cruisers, upon much of the craft that we had upon the
ways, and upon certain construction work at naval stations.
The same thing applies to 1921, but that year you will notice
we had to appropriate a larger amount of money, because the
unexpended balance had to some extent diminished.

For 1922 and for 1923 you will notice substantial decreases
whan you compare the years with 1920 and 1921. The year

% Does not include 1925 expenditores.

1923 was the fiscal year immediately following the Limitation
of Armament Conference, and the effects of economics deter-
mined upon there were beginning to bear fruit.

Let me say that one of the first things, or the first thing, that
is done with a ship when it is brought out of a navy yard is to
send it on what is called its “ shakedown ™ trip. It is for the
purpose of testing the engines, for the purpose of testing ma-
chinery, for the purpose of seeing how the ship will perform,
whether it will function as was designed. After the end of
the war the Navy of the United States may be said to have been
gent out on its *“ shakedown ™ trip.

A good many factors entered into the question of shaping a
policy that would be regarded as a permanent policy of our
country looking to some years ahead. One of these matters
was the relationship of the United States to the world powers
of to-day, which embraces the question of the man power of the
different nations of the world, industrial possibilities, latent re-
sources, and whether or not war is imminent. All such things
as these were taken into consideration. Another matter had to
deal with what we had assumed under the limitation of arma-
ment treaty and what other nations had assumed.

Again, there were elements that I shall refer to a little later
on that entered into the equation. At any rate, let me sum it
up by saying that as a result of the treaty that followed the
Limitation of Armament Conference we were able, while we
serapped approximately $330,000,000 of ships, to eall a halt on
new structural work and fo save ouiright approximately $200,.-
000,000 or $225,000,000. Not only that, but the cessation of
work along certain lines that had been begun and was planned
to be continued saved our country the expenditure of approxi-
mately $200,000,000 or $250,000,000 annually for a number of
years to come for the maintenance and upkeep of the Navy.
What I have just said does not have relation to the fortifica-
tion program that had been suggested and that appealed to the
people of our country. What I have said has relation to the
Navy itself. It does not refer to Guam, where it was estimated
it would cost $85,000,000 to produce fortifications that would be
adequate. It does not refer to building up one stronghold in
the Philippine Islands, where it would cost probably another
$85,000,000 or $100,000,000. It refers to the Naval Establish-
ment alone and its upkeep had there been no Limitation of
Armament Conference.

Accordingly then, we find that in 1923 we were able to
reduce the amount of the appropriations to $447,000,000, plus
$180,962,660, carried over, in 1924 to $204,000,000 direct appro-
priations with $140,000,000 indirect or coming over from pre-
ceding years. For 1925 the estimates of the Budget were
$£272,000,000, and I have already indicated that we have been
able to go below that figure, and at the beginning of the fiscal
year 1925 in addition we shall have probably an unexpended
balance coming forward of arcund $81,000,000. The unes-
pended balances referred to are in the nature of a working
capital and may be nearly as large at the end of the year
as at Its beginning. |

Probably I should say at this point that I expect the Naval
appropriation bill for the mext year to carry a larger direct
appropriation than the present bill carries. Likewise, I think
the same thing will be true for the years 1927 and 1928, and
probably for years to come, and why? I said awhile ago that
any establishment as large as the Navy must have Immense
stores of materials on hand, and during the World War we
purchased excessive amounts of stores—nof excessive from the
standpoint of the needs at that fime, but excessive for an
establishment of the size to which the Navy was reduced, fol-
lowing the armistice.

We could sell some of the material and we did where it
could be done with profit to the Navy, but it would have been
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a foolish thing to have old materials one year when we would
have had to go into the market the next year and purchase
similar materials and at higher prices. The result was that
while we did sell materials that counld not be used at an early
date or that was obsolete, on the other hand we carried millions
of dollars of materials forward and have continued fo carry
them forward, disposing of them, however, wherever it may ap-
pear advantageous to do so. In this bill we are making avail-
able, ont of the proceeds from the sale of some of those mate-
rials, to supplement the direct appropriation, $22,500,000. We
have reached the point now, however, where the materials that
were purchased during the war have been largely used up.
You can not draw upon them to any great extent next year
or the year following. You will need to make direct appro-
priations, and the result is going to be that your Navy bill
will probably carry a larger amount during each of the next
several years, assuming that the factors touching labor, per-
sonnel, and cost of materials continue approximately the same
as they are to-day.

Considering what the program will be for another few years,
vou want to have in mind that we have several new ships com-
ing in, that we will have several cruisers, and also have in
mind that there are several types of ships, the construction of
which is being considered by the legislative committee, and,
of course, those ships, if they should be laid down, will entail
greater appropriations from the Congress.

For the coming fiscal year I wish to call attention to three
factors that your committee could not control. First of all,
there are the appropriations necessary by reason of the re-
classification law, applicable to some 2,000 employees in the
Distriet. First vou must consider their basic salaries, to
whicls must be added the bonus, and you must still add another
4 per cent by reason of the classification act in order to account
for the appropriation for the civil establishment within the
Distriet of Columbia during the next fiscal year. This item
of increase is approximately $167,000. Go to the navy yards
and consider the wages that are paid there. We have, under
a general law, provision for a wage board. To fix the wages
in the different naval establishments upon what bagis? The
basis paid for similar lines of work in private industry.

In other words, the Government does not attempt to establish
higher wages than are paid outside nor does it feel that it is
right for the Government to beat down the wages paid em-
ployees in comparison with wages that are paid in establish-
ments that are not under Government control, The wages
to-day are as high approximately in the Naval Establishment
of the United States as they were during the highest wage
period during the World War. Whether they will be lower
within the next 10 years is a problem that I can not speculate
upon at this time,

Another thing that we could not control, which had an effect
upon the shaping of the bill, is the compensation fo officers and
men. The pay and allowances for officers aggregate approxi-
mately 35 per cent more than prior to the passage of the pay
bill a couple of years ago. The pay bill also carried an
authorization for pay and allowances for enlisted men aggre-
gating 50 per cent above the old pay rate of the Navy. These
things, then, are the factors that enter into shaping the policy
of the Navy and the appropriation bill, not alone for fhis year
but probably for several years to come, two of the elements
tending to drive the amount down and other of the elements
tending to keep the amount of the bill rather large.

In preparing our bill we had to consider the effeet of the
Limitation of Armaments Conference upon the program. What
are other nations doing? The treaty, as you will recall, fixed
the number of capital ships, It fixed to some extent the size
of zuns and the number and tonnage of the other ships needed
to round out the Navy. It has been agreed to by all the
powers signatory to the arrangement, the last nation signing
the treaty on the 28th of August last year, We checked up
on the question of the fidelity with which the nations entering
into the treaty are carrying forward the obligations that they
as well as ourselves have assumed. We found those obliga-
tions are being respected absolutely. The ships that it had
been agreed should be put out of commission have been put
out of commission. Ships that had been understood should
be scrapped are being scrapped, and the nations are exchanging
memoranda showing the progress of the work going on along
that line among the nations. Respecting the number of ships,
the size of the guns, and other factors, there is every reason
to assume that perfect fidelity is being paid to the obligations
assumed.

Another matter we considered had reference to the building
programs of other nations along lines that were not limited by
the treaty. There is something of a building program going on,
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especially in Japan and France, in the way of cruisers, destroy-
ers, and submarines. In France this is largely new work. in
Japan it is largely a modification of still larger programs voted
before the limitation econference. The United States has some-
thing like 30 ships under eonstruction, ships which were author-
ized and begun before the treaty. There may be absolute assur-
ance and confidence on the part of our country that all of the
nations that are parties to the treaty are respecting their treaty
obligations, and we may look forward with confidence to the
great results which were expected to flow from the eonsumma-
tion of that epochal eompact.

PERSONNEL,

Having then agreed upon these factors, we considered shaping
the bill itself. Two years ago when we brought a bill before
you you-will recall it was the first bill that had been prepared
following the Conference on Limitation of Armament. At
that time we took the number of baitleships as 18, as fixed by
the treaty. We then consulted with the Navy Department as
to the other ships that would be adequate or necessary to
round out the fleat, We checked up fairly well on what other
nations signatory to the treaty or parties to the conference
proposed to do. We brought in a bill providing for 18 battle-
ships, 108 destroyers, 84 submarines, cruisers, and auxiliary
ships. and we brought in a bill providing for 67,000 enlisted
men. The House, after the fullest consideration on that sub-
Ject, modified the figures touching the enlisted personnel, No
debate, I think, in recent years has been more illuminating or
held closer to the point at issue than the debate at that time.

Prior to the limitation conference the Navy Department had
recommended a personnel of approximately 120,000, Following
the conference it was recommended that the number be 106,000,
as I recall, and then 100,000 and 96,000, Finally a compromise
proposition was agreed upon, placing the figure at 86,000, which
was adopted by the Congress and which seemed to meet with
the approval very generally of the country. That figure was
adhered to a year later. We have not attempted to change that
figure. We accepted it as part of our naval policy. Let me
say it was demonstrated for two vears that the Navy has been
able to function admirably on the basig of that number of en-
listed men. We have every reason to believe that it can con-
tinue to function., Given a reasonable number of enlisted men,
the difference between that number and a larger number of
enlisted personnel is not 8o much a matter of efficiency in keep
ing up the ships of the Navy or the Naval Establishment bul
a matter of keeping men trained and standing by to help in
the event of o national crizis, You could increase the nuufper
to 96,000 or 100,000, and you then would provide for 10,000 men
or 14,000 men who we would all agree could be trained and
would be considered highly eflicient but who would not be
needed for the proper functioning of the Navy.

Having then ngreed upon the number of men to make up the
enlisted personnel we have part of the probiem solved—for tha
amount necessary for provisions, for supplies, for training sta-
tions, and a great many other items immediately take shape.

This leads e to the officer personnel, ‘We have an authorized
enlisted personnel of approximately 137,400, The law provides
that the officer personnel may be 4 per cent of the authorized
enlisted personnel. Personally T do not see the value of the
percentage of the officer personnel being based upon the en-
listed personnel, and I will tell you why. In the first place, you
take a great ship like a battleship. You need a large number of
enlisted personnel to handle the ship. You do nof need a rela-
tively large number of officers. There is an establishment
where your officer personnel can be low, but your enlisted per-
gonnel must be high, You go to the other extreme and. take n
submarine, an institution that is largely one of machinery,
that requires men who are absolutely trained, who arve tech-
nical and can handle almost every part of the work. and there
yvou find an institution that requires a relatively large officer
personnel and comparatively a smaller enlisted personnel to
handle that piece of machinery, because a submarine is just one
mass of machinery.

Then vou can take the other ships all the way in between,
your destroyers, your crulsers, your auxiliary ships, and you
will find that In each class you will have a different ratio
of officers to the enlisted personnel. The thought was In the
mind of the committée that the peace-time officer personnel
should be larger in proportion than the peace-time enlisted
personnel. Why? Becausg you can train enlisfed personnel in
a compnaratively short time. These men are being trained in
large numbers to-day. Where? In the industrial plants of the
ecountry, in the garages in every community, in electrical es-
tablishments, in mannfacturing plants. Men are belng trained
in sach a way as to become men of the highest efficiency as
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soon as they may receive a comparatively short training in the
technique of the naval machinery itself. But as to the officers,
that is not the cage. The officer must be trained for years.
Great responsibility rests upon him.

Therefore we have felt that in reporting this bill we ought
to report something of a larger personnel than 4 per cent of
officers on the basis of £6.000 men, and we have done so to
the extent of an extra number of officers, or approximately 960,
ag I recall. But having fixed the number of officers, other
features of the bill were matters of mathematical ecalculation.
The number of midshipmen at the academy, the amount of
money to be appropriated for traveling expenses, pay, allow-
ances, matters that have immediate relation to the number of
officers that you have in the Navy.

NAVAL RESERVE.

We now come fo the Naval Reserve, and on this subject there
seems to be some confusion. I believe I can clear up the matter
with a brief statement.

The Naval Reserve Is made uop of officers and men drawn
from two sources, first, the Tleet Naval Reserve, and second,
civilian life.

The Fleet Naval Reserve is made up of four groups. The
first two groups are officers (Class 1A) and men (Class 1B)
who have served, in the case of officers, for any period, and in
the case of men more than 4 years and less than 16 years
in the United States Navy, and who to draw pay must train
and drill with the Naval Reserve. The third group (Class 10)
and fourth group (Class 1I)) are men who have had 16 years'
and 20 years' service, respectively, in the Navy. These two
groups do not need to train or drill to receive retainer pay.
Iowever, when ecalled into active service they receive additional
pay for such service, All four groups are paid out of “ Pay
Navy.” For 1023 our bill earries for these four groups $5,309,-
180, and the officers and men in these groups, as of November
1, 1923, were as follows:

Class 1A, 819 officers; class 1B, 1,403 men; class 1C, 8,204
men ; and In dags 1D, 2444 men.

The second source from which the Naval Reserve is fed is
civilian life, and here we draw officers and men who have had
limited service in the Navy, or in the merchant marine, or
in the Coast Guard, or, maybe, no service whatever, and, based
upon their experience, they are placed in the several classes—
2 3, 4, and b. :

As classes 1A and 1B in the Fleet Naval Reserve must train

‘and drill in order to be paid from “ Pay Navy,” so here, classes
2, 8, 4, and 5 must train and drill in order to be paid from
Naval Reserve funds. We ecall this “ retainer pay,” and it is
based upon not less than 36 drills and two weeks’ active duty
for each year of active enrollment.

We then have class 6 made up of volunteers from all the
foregoing classes and who simply * stand by,” as it were. Mem-
bers of class € do not drill and do not receive retainer pay.
They may, however, participate in the two-weeks’ annual
<ruise, and if they do they are paid for this service

In these several classes, 2, B, 4, 5, and 8, were 2,778 officers
and 12,157 men on November 1, 1923. Of this number on that
date, 826 officers and 8,715 men had gualified to receive retalner
pay from the amount provided under the appropriation for the
Naval Reserve. In addition to retainer pay, this ifem carries
money for rentals, travel for officers and men, and active service
pay for those who have a part in cruises

For the current year we appropriated $3,595,000. For the
year 1925 the department, through the Burean of the Budget,
has asked for $4,000,000. The committee felt, however, that
since the number of officers and of men is so far below what
the current law would care for, we should noft increase the
appropriation for 1825, The current law was based on esti-
mates for retainer pay for 1,640 officers and 5400 men. But I
have pointed out that only 826 officers and 3,715 men have
quallfied.

Bo by giving current law there may be an expansion of
nearly 100 per cent in officers and nearly 50 per cent in men
between now and the end of the next fiscal year.

FUEL AND TRANSPORTATION.

For “TFuel and trnnspoftation," which defrays the cost of

all fuel consumed by vessels, the commitiee Is preposing $14,-
500,000, the amount recommended by the President In the Bud-
get. The department was allowed $16,000,000 under this ap-
propriation head for each of the fiscal years 1923 and 1924,
Of the 1923 appropriation, however, only $13,279476.57 was
expended, nothwithstanding the fact that the joint fleet ma-
neuvers conducted in the latter part of that fiscal year have
been described by the Secretary of the Navy as " the most ex-
tensive maneuvers our Navy had ever conducted.” During

the current fiscal year, in faet, at this time, joint fleet ma-
neuvers are being conducted on an even greater scale and yet
the expectation is that the expenditures will not run for the
year in excess of $14,400,000. Of course, it should be stated
that the estimated expenditure of $1,600,000 below the appro-
priation this present fiscal year is beeause of more favorable
fuel prices than were figured upon in the preparation of the
1024 estimate.

If it should become necessary to pay higher prices for next
year's fuel requirements than during the present fiscal year
the appropriation proposed allows but a leeway of $100,000
for a comparable amount of steaming: but the committee sub-
mits that the amount proposed is a generous allowance in these
times of financial stringency and that if there should be an
advance in fuel costs it should be absorbed in reduced mileage
generally or In fleet exercises of less magnitude than projected,
attention again being directed to the Secretary’s deseription
of the 1923 maneuvers when expenditures for the fiscal year
ran about $13,280,000 and fuel oil was costing $1.58 per barrel
as against $1.39 at present.

There will be found on page 30 of the bill two mew provisos
which the committee is proposing in connection with this ap-
propriation. Thelr purpose is self-evident.

FURLIC WORKS,

The Budget estimates call for a total appropriation of $4,000-
000 for betterments at navy yards and naval stations, and the
committee is proposing a total of $1,916,500. Many of the items
embraced by the Budget total represent objects for which the
committee has no authority to provide under the rules unless
previously authorized by law, which explains by far the
greater portion of the reduction which the ecommittee is pro-
posing.

The major portion of the sum proposed is distributed by
yards and stations, as follows:

Boston 1-\'“3' Yard $175, 000
Mare Island Navy Yard 728, 000
Puget Sound Navy Yard 100, 000
Pear] Harbor Naval Etation 178, 000
Cavite Naval Btation-..- 141,000
Great Lakes Naval Training Station 115, 000

AVIATION,

The committee is proposing fer naval aviation an apprepria-
tlon of $14,580,000, which is $410,000 less than recommended
in the Budget estimateg and §57,174 less than appropriated for
the current fiseal year, The reduction proposed in the Budget
figure is whelly on account of a development program recom-
mended to be undertaken at the air stations at Pearl Harbor,
Hawaii, and Coco Bolo, Canal Zone. This work is not an-
thorized by law, which explains the commitiee’s action in ex-
cluding appropriations therefor from this bill

MARINB CORPS.

The appropriations proposed on account of the Marine Clorps
are on a basis of 1,002 officers and 19,500 men. The authorized
officer strength of the Marine Corps is 1,096. There were in
the corps on November 30, 1928, 983. The enlisted force for
which provision is proposed co ds with the number pro-
vided for the fiscal years 1923 and 1924 The distribution of
the force is shown in the tables commenecing on page 710 of
the hearings.

In connection with the appropriations administered by the .
Quartermaster’s Department it will be noticed that they have
been entirely rephrased. They are better expressed and mueh
more coneise, The new language was drafted, at the request
of the committee, in the General Accounting Office, and that
office hias assured the committee that there is pothing in the
modified paragraphs which either gives or takes away any ap-
propriation authority carried for this branch of the service
in the current appropriation act.

INCREASE OF THE NAVY.

For completing vessels under construction the committee is
proposing a direct appropriation of $7,500,000 and an indirect
appropriation of $22,500,000, or a total of $30,000,000. The in-
direct appropriation is explained elsewhere in this report.

On November 80, 1928, the following vessels, the construction
of which is permissible under the treaty growing out of the
Conference on the Limitation of Naval Armament, were in

various stages of completion:

Battleship

Airplane carriers (originally designed as battle crulsers) _________
Scout cruisers L2

Submarines E

Fleet submarines

Gunbeat
Destroyer tenders
Bubmarine tender.
Repair ship

-
el -l -R = L

Total.
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All of these vessels, the committee has been informed, will
have been completed durin% the fiscal year 1925, except the two
airplane carriers, three of the scout cruisers, and the three
fleet submarines. It is estimated by the department that a
further appropriation of $6.526,500, to be appropriated for the
fiscal year 1926, will finally and fully complete the 30 vessels
now building, ineluding aircraft and their accessories for the
airplane carriers,

The committee was not called upon to consider the question
of providing appropriations for commencing the construction of
ships not heretofore authorized. The committee did, however,
elicit the information that the department is committed to a pro-
gram of ship construction of types permissible under the limi-
tation of armament treaty, which, in conjunction with a
program for anodernizing certain of the vessels we now have,
would impose upon the Freasury an added expense of approxi-
mately $35,000,000 annually for the next 10 years.

A year ago the committee proposed, and it finally became law,
a request by Congress that the President take appropriate steps
looking to the consummation of a supplemental treaty to limit
the construction by the leading naval pewers of ships of the
types to which the existing treaty did not extend or only con-
trolled as to tonnage and gun power. Up to this time no formal
conference has been held looking to such a supplemental treaty,
though no light appraisement can be made of the influence
of the expression of the Congress of the desire of our country.
Ro far as the commiftee has been able to ascertain, neither
Great Britain nor Japan has voted the construction of any
treaty exempted or permifted craft since the conference was
concluded. America certainly should not be the first and
should exert its influence to prevent the necessity arising to
commence at all.

FLEET SUBMARINES.

Theresare several other items, however, to which you should
have your attention called at this time, because we have made
rather vital changes as we have reported the bhill to you over
the estimates and plans that were recommended by the Budget
Bureau. The first one of these changes has to do with the sub-
marine program. You will recall that in 1914 we provided that
one fleet submarine should be built. In 1915 we provided for
two fleet submarines. In 1916, in connection with the pro-
gram for the Navy that was laid down, we provided for 9 more,
making a total of 12 fleet submarines that have up to the
present been authorized. Of this number 3 have been com-
pleted, and 3 are in process of construction. The Navy De-
partment through the Budget Bureau recommended that 3 more
fleet submarines be laid down during the next fiscal year,
which would cost a total of $18,450,000, and that $2,850,000 be
made immediately available in this bill for the beginning of the
program.

Now, let us see what the situation is. In 1620, in January,
one of the flect submarines authorized in 1914 was completed.
In December of the same year another was completed, author-
ized in 1915, and in January, 1922, the third one was completed
that was authorized in 1915. Where are those three fleet sub-
marines at this time? They are tied up at Hampton Roads,
out of commission. Why? Because their engines will not
function properly. Let me read a statement that was made by
the Chief of the Office of Naval Operations in his last annual
report, which was a confidential document, when the committee
began its hearings on the pending bill 90 days ago.

It is now a public document, and this is what was said:

The performance of the three fleet submarines, 7-1, T-2, and T-3,
was of such an Inferior character as to make it Inadvisable to retain
them in commission longer. These vessels were also sent to Hampton
Rouads and decommissioned,

And in another part of the report in referring to these three
ships we are told that the engines do not function: ¢

The tandem-type engines of these vessels have proven costly failures,
and these three submarines are useless unless they can be reengined.
It is understood that provision for the installation of two German
3,000-horsepower epgines on one T boat has been requesied in the next
Budget. The engines have gliown up well on the test stand, but infor-

mation as to thelr behavior in a submarine is urgently needed, or else

it may be necessary to install them as an unknown quantity aficat in
later submarine crulsers designed. The fallure of the S—§8 to B-51
engines points a warning against accepting test-stand results on Diesel
engines as conclusive,

A statement which was a confidential statement at the time
our committee began its hearings is necessarily important as
bearing upon the immediate problem.

Mr. DOWELL., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes,

Mr, DOWELL. I would like to inguire as to who is respon-
gible for securing engines so unfit for this service?

Mr. FRENCH. Let me say this: Since we have been build-
ing submarines we have attained very high success in the econ-
struction a_nd_ design of engines suitable for the ordinary type
of submarine, most of which we have to-day being of that
type. There is no nation in the world that to-day has a satis-
factory engine for a fleet submarine, which requires the ship
to be driven 25 or 80 knots an hour. Germany does not have
one, nor France, nor Italy, nor Japan, and Great Britain has
not one that we know of up to the present time.

Mr. DOWELL. Then, as I understand the gentleman, these
are merely experimental engines which have been used and
found not to be adequate for the work?

Mr. FRENCH. When they were designed it was supposed
they would be adequate, but it has been found that they are
not adequate and that the problem is still one that is not
beyond the laboratory ; that it is still in an experimental stage,
I think if the gentleman will allow me to come to that, I will
answer the guestion he has in mind.

Let me say, since the question has been asked, that the
British Government has not succeeded, apparently, any better
than our own engineers in the development of an adequate type
of engine for a fleet submarine, Some years ago the K type
of engine was developed by the British Admiralty as a type
which it believed would be suitable for a fleet submarine or
for a mine-laying submsarine, but it was discarded.

Only one ship of the K type was finally carried to comple-
tion. This submarine is driven by a steam engine, a thought
which surprises you, but by reason of certain devices that
have been worked out during the last few years it is now be-
lieved by the British engineers that that old type can be
worked over into a type which will be most efficient for flect
gsubmarines. Within the last 30 days the ship that has been
fitted with the latest devices in the modification of the earlier
engine of the K type has been put to her tests in the North
Sea. Those of you who have been following that subject have
peen reading that the tests appear to be satisfactory, but the
British Government is not ready yet to say that the tests are
final and that this fleet submarine is wholly adequate. Our
own Bureau of Engineering has been working upon this prob-
lem and it is deserving of no eriticism whatever, because here
is a new subject and it is a new thought.

The engineers believe that they have to-day the cholce of two
types of engines that would be adequate for a fleet submarine,
but they do not know. The three that have been completed
within the last four or five years have failed to measure up to
expectations, Now, then, what did we do to meet the situation?

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. What was the total cost of the
three submarines which are tied up?

Mr. FRENCH. The total eost was approximately $5,000,000
or £6,000,000, although the problem of final readjustment has to
be met. The three proposed submarines would cost $18,450,000.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. What is the necessity of three
experimental submarines? Why not try out one and if it fails
find out what the defects are and then try out another? What
is the need of three failures at one time?

Mr. FRENCH. The question which the gentleman has just
asked is the question which addressed itself to the members of
the committee. We met the problem in this way: We found
we had ecertain hulls which we thought would be suitable for
test purposes. We called the officers of the Engineering Bureau
before us, and we asked with regard to the matter, and we
were told very frankly that such was the case. We asked
what it would cost to install in one of these hulls an engine
which the Bureau of Engineering believes would be adequate
for a fleet submarine, and we were told that conld be done for
£600,000. If so, then, instead of authorizing one of the three
fleet submarines recommended by the Budget Bureau, we have
brought in a provision in our bill appropriating $600,000 for the
purpose of giving the Bureau of Engineering authority and the
means to test ouf, not in the laboratory but to test out in a
fleet submarine an engine which it believes would be adequate.

Mr. MADDEN, It is to be tested out in one of those already
constructed, is it not?

Mr. FRENCH. We did not tie down the department, be-
cause contracts have not been adjusted.

Mr. MADDEN. But that was the intention of the com-
mittee?

Mr, FRENCH. Oh, yes.

Mr. MADDEN. To use one of those that were found inade-
quate? 5

Mr, FRENCH. Yes.




1924, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 4259
Mr. MADDEN. And the money was made immediately Mr, FRENCH, Under the treaty it is provided that two of

avallable? the six battle erulsers that were under construction at the time
Mr, FRENCH. Yes; we have made the money immediately | the limitation conference was held eould be converted into air-

available. plane carriers, and the work of converting these two vessels is
Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield? progressing at this time. We have not wanted to progress too
Mr, FRENCH. Yes. rapidly in that type of work, for the reason that this is a prob-
Mr. LAZARO. Is it the gentleman’s opinion, if this bill is | lem that is in its experimental stage.

passed as reported, that it provides for a Navy which will |

come up to the 5-5-3 treaty?

Mr. FRENCH. There is no question in the minds of the
members of the committee that the Navy of the United States
is adequate under the basis of the treaty ratio. We have
our allotted number of ships, to start off with, of the capital
type; we have an excess number in some other types, as to
which the number is not limited; other nations have excesses
in some other lines. We are not well rounded out in some
types. We shall need as we go along, probably, to modify the
number of ships of different types, and other nations will need
to do the same. But there is no question in the minds of
the members of the committee that our Navy is second to
none in the world., [Applause.]

Mr. LAZARRO. One further guestion, please. What has the
Navy_ Department finally decided to do relative to the appro-
priation made to increase the range of our guns on battle-
ghips?

Mr. FRENCH. A year ago, after the naval subcommittee
had concluded its hearings, the Nayvy Department recommended
an appropriation of $6,500,000 for that purpose, upon the as-
sumption that the guns of the British ships could outshoot
our guns on probably 13 of our ships by 4 or 5 miles. It was
found after the bill had been passed and after the adjourn-
ment of Congress that the premises were not accurate.

The greatest disadvantage it was ascertained would possibly
be to the extent of 2 or 3 miles. Under the circumstances, the
Navy Department did not feel it should go ahead and expend
money that had been appropriated on the basis of an entirely
different assumption of facts, and so the money has been car-
ried in the Treasury as an unexpended item until to-day.

AMr. MADDEN. We repealed that appropriation yesterday.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; we were told by the officers of the de-
partment it was not planned to expend the money until Con-
gress should so authorize, and as the chairman of the com-
mittee [Mr. MappeEN] has said, the item was repealed yester-
da)y; so the whole question will come vp as a new proposition
should it arise again.

Mr. LAZARO. Then this is the result of the judgment®f the
Navy Department and not on account of pressure brought from
other nations, parties to the treaty.

Mr. FRENCH, You mean the action the House took yester-
day?

Mr. LAZARO. Yes

Mr., FRENCH. I would not say that. I think the Navy
Department feels that if our guns can be outshot 2 miles, that
that is guite a serious consideration, if not as serious as
though they could be outshot 6 miles; but the position of the
department was that it did not want to expend the money it
had asked for on one basis when, as a matter of fact, it was
shown to their satisfaction that their advice was erroneous.
Therefore the officers of the department told the members of
your committee that they did not propose to expend the
money unless the Congress should authorize it. The simple
thing to do seemed to be to repeal the appropriation entirely,
let the whole thing go to the legislative committee of this
Congress for consideration, to determine whether or not the
changes can be made under the treaty, and, if so, whether or
not there are compensating advantages that our ships have
that could be weighed against any disadvantages that it is
alleged exist here. The whole thing becomes a new guestion
to be considered by the Congress.

Mr, LAZARO. One more question, please. How do we com-
pare when it comes to earriers for hydroplanes?

Mr. FRENCH. We have at this time completed the Langley,
which can be said to be a very complete and a very adequate
airplane-carrier ship., It is largely experimental, and it is, youn
might say, in the way of a model for the airplane carriers that
we are permitted to have under the treaty. Under the treaty,
the gentleman will recall, we can have airplane carriers with
4 total tonnage of 135,000 tons.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. 1 think, Mr. Chairman, I will conclude in a
ghort while.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman is recog-
nized for an additional hour,

LXV—269

The Langley is telling us constantly what should be done,
what should not be done, and we are obtaining valuable lessons
from the experience of the Navy in the matter of that great ship.
Let me say that the ship Langley, in my judgment, is a trium-
phant success.

Mr. LAZARO. I will say to the gentleman I have been on tle
Langley and I agree with him about it, but you admit that we
have only one real carrier,

Mr, FRENCH, That is the only one.

Mr. LAZARO. 1In the event of war, if it should be necessary
to have part of the fleet on the Atlantic and the other part on the ™
Pacific, what would become of one part of the fleet without a
carrier?

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, what the gentleman suggests is
true. We need to round out our fleet by way of completing the
airplane earriers provided for under the treaty, and those things
are doubtless met by the department and by this Congress upon
the basis of the imminence of war.

Mr. LAZARO. Of course, the gentleman remembers that when
the Panama Canal was built, the idea was that it was not neces-
sary after that to keep all the fleet together.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. LAZARO. And to-day, with the progress that has been
made in aviation, it is absolutely necessary to have at least two
carriers.

Mr. FRENCH. I think the gentleman is correct; but, on the
other hand, I think it has been a very desirable thing fo hold
back construction work upon the airplane carriers that are to
be part of our Air Service until certain problems could be
worked out upon the Langley.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman inform us how
many airplane carriers Great Britain has of the same com-
modious type and with the same accommodations as the
Langley?

Mr, FRENCH. Great Britain has two cempleted and two
building, one of which is a small one. 8o we are not at so
great a disadvantage, especially since the whole subject of
aviation is in a rather experimental stage, although experi-
ments are rushing fast upon each other and have done so dur-
ing the last five or six years.

. WAINWRIGHT. May I ask the gentleman another ques-
tion, if it is not an inappropriate place to ask it, assuming the
gentleman is about to conclude his remarks? 1Is there any
provision made in this bill for a fleet of river boats for the
Yangtze River in China?

Mr., FRENCH. The committee did not have authority to con-
sider those items, As I understand, the legislative committee
has had the consideration of those items, and it will require
legislation in order that the items may be taken care of. And
let me say right here that your committee tried very hard to
follow the rules of the House and not bring into thm bill items
that we did not have jurisdiction over,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. May I ask one further question? Was
that matter brought to the attention of the committee by the
Navy Department?

Mr. FRENCH. Not in the way of an estimate.
been referred to in the Secretary's report.

Mr. MADDEN. It did not come to us in the Budget, I will
say to the gentleman.

Mr. FRENCH. DNo.

Mr. MADDEN. And it properly should not be in the ‘Budget

Mr. FRENCH. Let me say that if the item had been in the
Budget it would have been the duty of the committee to have
declined to consider it and to have referred it over to the legis-
lative committee.

Mr., WAINWRIGHT. The reason I asked the guestion is
that, having been in that vicinity during last summer, there
was brought to my attentlon the great disadvantage we werse
subject to by reason of not having suitable vessels to maintain
the necessary patrol of the Yangtze River for the protection
of American interests.

Mr. FRENCH. There is no question as to the importance
of the Yangtze patrol. Our trade alone over there aggregates
in money approximately $145000,000 or §150,000,000 a year.

The item has
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman
will permit, I would state to the gentleman from New York
| Mr. WarnwricET] who made the inquiry that there is pend-
ing before the legislative eommittee—ihe Naval Affairs Com-
mittee—a new building program which includes gunboats for
the river to which he refers, the Yangtze,

Mr. BUTLER. Those estimates before the committee aggre-
gate nearly $98,000,000.

Mr. FRENCH. Not for the purpose of the gunboats on the
Yangtze.

Mr. BUTLER. No; but for everything.

Mr. FRENCH. I think for the purpose the gentleman had
in mind it is $6,000,000 or §7,000,000,

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman is correct on that.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I am quite sure that will afford relief
and satisfaction to a number of American citizens who have
, reasons to be in that part of the world,

EXGINEERING ECONOMIES.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, there are two other items I
think I ought to refer to briefly, where we have made vital
changes in the recommendations made by the Bureau of the
Budget. One of them has to do with the Bureau of Engineer-
ing. Gentlemen will recall that the war resulted in the devel-
opment of many engineering devices, means for saving fuel,
and so on, and these suggestions have been assembled since the
war, and we have now come to the point where the engineering
department believes that many or most of our ships ought from
an economical standpoint to be overhauled in part and to have
certain types of machinery removed and other types put in
place of them for several purposes: First, to safeguard human
life; second, to gain efficiency; third, to obtain economies in
such lines as fuel consumption, the storing and preservation of
goods, provisions, and so forth.

The statement was made, not in the Budget, but it came up
incidentally, that if an appropriation of $3,000,000 were avail-
able for bringing our ships up to date aleng lines that would
be recognized by the best business houses, there would be a
saving, after the installation of the machinery, of $3,000,000
every year, That interested the members of the committee,
We immediately called for further information on the subject,
and we had to draft the officers to tell it because they could
not volunteer it, The result of extensive hearings, however,
and the consideration of the problem was that we asked the
officers to divide that $3,000,000 budget into a list that would
indicate one-third of the most important, another third of the
second in importance, and the last third of the least impor-
tance. We went over the several items and we were s0 im-
pressed with the importance of the first two-thirds from the
standpoint of the protection of human life and the promeotion
of efficiency and economy that we included in this bill in ex-
cess of the Dudget for engineering purposes $1,960,000, giving
the depariment the authority to carry on the work I have
referred to, and gentlemen will find in the hearings all the
items touching two-thirds of which it was believed the appro-
priation of necessary funds therefor would result in much
saving and efficiency to the Navy,

MANUFACTURE OF TORFEDOES.

There is another change in the Budget recommendation to
which I would refer and that has to do with torpedoes. The
Budget Bureau recommended $1,200,000 for the purchase and
manufacture of torpedoes. The current law earries $450,000.
We have at this time the number of torpedoes recommended
by the General Boeard for all the ships in active commission,
including the reserve supply. In addition, we have 80 per cent
of enough to care for all of the ships that are out of commis-
sion. Had we granted the appropriation of $1,200,000 for this
purpose, it would have heen necessary to increase the number
of employees in the establishment manufacturing torpedoes.
We did not think in this time of peace, with the number of
torpedoes we have on hand, that it was a wise thing to do.
Changes are constantly being made in torpedoes. Torpedoes
that at the beginning of the war would have exploded upon the
first impact were changed in two or three years, until they
would net explode until they had reached the second impaet.
Changes are constantly beinz made.

These are instruments that cest from_eight to twelve thou-
sand dollars each, depending opon the amount of usable ma-
terial on hand. We thought we had an adequate supply, and
that we would better keep the establishment running, keep our
hand in, keep a trained force at work and maintain the art
rather than build up additional stores of torpedoes for the
Navy at this time.

Let me say this in conclusion about the Navy: We believe
that the Navy Is an institution of which this Congress and this
couniry can well be proud. [Applause,]

Mr. Chairman, in speaking of guns and ships and navy yards
and armament conference and the other matters to which I
have referred, we think of the Navy as an institution of war,
Let me remind you that the Navy, powerful as it may become
as an agency of war, Is essentially an instrument for peace.
The record of our Navy is a proud record, and from the day the
Navy was first organized in our Government until the present
that arm of our Government service has reflected glory and’
honor upon its officers and men and upen our common flag. It
was that Navy that brought an end to the impudent piracy
of the Barbary States in the early days of our Republic. It
was that Navy that enabled the United States to make a treaty
with France in dignity and honor after we had been flouted
by the French Government when we had no navy. It is that
Navy that has added luster to the history of American Govern-
ment in every war into which our country has been forced in
the past 100 years, But the Navy of the United States stands
for peace. It was because of the fact that our Navy was strong
and that as a nation we were powerful that two years ago our
Government could take the lead in the movement for the limita-
tion of naval craft. It was our Navy, including the Marine
Corps, that was ealled upon to bring peace and order In Hailti
and Santo Domingo within the last 10 years,

The Navy of the United States as an agency for law and
order has immediate relation to our success as a Nation. It
costs us something like $3,000,000 per year to patrol, as it
were, the West Indies. The trade with the West Indies agere-
gates more than $50,000,000 annually. It costs us $3,000,000
per year to maintain the Yangste patrol in Chinese waters, and
by means of law and order upheld by the Navy our trade with
China aggregates approximately $150,000,000 every year. There
are other by-products in the Institution of the Navy that are
close at hand. Through the engineering service of the Navy,
tests that are made in laboratories and in boiler room, tests that
are the result of discipline and intensive study, it is a modest
estimate to say that the industries of our land'in the consump-'
tion of fuel saved annually not less than from $£50,000,000 to
£60,000,000 on account of naval devices and methods that have
originated in the Navy. The Navy is an institntion that means
relief and helpfulness, and if it is Chile whose people have suf-
fered by disaster, the ships of the Navy carry relief. If it is
Smyrna in Asia Minor, the ships of our Navy are ealled upon
for ald. If it is disaster in Japan, our Navy is the first to carry
not only good will and sympathy, but food and elothing and
medical supplies, that the people of Japan may not suffer,
And, Mr. Chairman, the attitude of our Congress toward our
Navy, as it shall be reflected in this bill, will be helpful in
holding the good will of the nations of the world.

The committee believes the appropriations we have suggested
are adequate. We believe that no extensive construction pro-
gram is necessary or desirable, and certalnly no program is
called for in building of ships not limited hy the limitation of
armament treaty in such numbers as would arouse suspicion
or endanger the friendliest relationships upon the part of
other great and proud world powers.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. First, I shall apologize for not being here
when the gentleman began his speech; and, not that my con-'
stituents may know where I have been, but in order that the
gentleman may understand, I would say that I have been en-|
gaged over in the Naval Affairs Committee all day——

Mr. FRENCH. I know that the gentleman's committee is
one of the busiest in the House, and I also know that hearings |
are at present going on on most important subjects before his
committee,

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman answer me two or three
guestions, so that I may get the knowledge and carry it over
to the commitiee. What provision bas been made for the re-
pair of six of our hattleships which need repairs very badly,
and what will be expected of the Naval Affairs Committee in,
the way of authority to bring our ships up to date or up to as,
lg}ood?a state of repair as the American people would be glad to|

ave

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman, I suppose, refers to the four|
battleships, espeecially, that broke dewn during the fleet mn-]
neuvers a few weeks ago?

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, slr.

]l;r. FRENCH. The gentleman is referring to the eoal burns
ers
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Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir,

Mr, FREXCH. Last year the appropriation bill carried ap-
proximately $2.500,000 for upkeep work, repair work on the 18
battleships. Tt will be interesting to this House to know that
$1,400,000 of that amount was expended on 14 ships, including
2 of the best coal hurners, the other 12 Leing oll burners, and
that $800,000 was expended on these 4 ships—<coal burners—
whiclhi broke down durlug the maneuvers a few weeks ago. In
other words, $SO0,000 was expended on the upkeep work and
repalr work on 4 ships that broke down a few weeks ago, as
against $1,400,000 on 14 other shipg of thie same general class,

Mr. BUTLER. How does the gentleman aceount for that?

Mr, FRENCH. Well, in this way: When the 1016 program
was begun we commenced the laying dewn of a large number
of battleshipg of the oll-burner type, looking forward to the
ultimate decommissioning of the coal-burning ships. Even
had we desired to do so, we could not have changed those ships
during the World War from coal to oil burners. In the war
they had the severest of usage, but they made good. After
the war it was expecied that the ships that had been author-
ized in 1916 would gradually take the place of the coal burners,
and it would not he well to expend largd amounts of money
upon them for replacing machinery. Ii was expected that ns
ships would be completed which were authorized, those ships
would be put in the second iine, and gradually those ships
wounld be taken out of commission and scrapped. Now, when
the Limitation of Armoment Conference was lield two years
ngo we were liniited to 18 ships, and instead of scrapping those
4 sghips thai broke down the other day during the maneuvers
they were put in as part of the 18 and we scrapped 11 ships
whicli were om the ways which were planned fo be ofl burners
and ships that would be comparable to the best In any navy.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Would it not have been advisable
under the agreement to have mainfained two of the ships
serapped of about equally the amount of fonnage of these four
ships on which the gentleman sald we spent this large amount
of money?

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, the gentleman will recall there
wis authority to replace two old ships with two ships which
were abont completed, but which were not completed when the
limitation conference was held. Now, I have no doubt within
the conflnes of the chamber in which the Limitation of Arma-
ment Conference was held there was much negotiation. We
had trouble to have Japan agree to the scrapping of some of
her ships. We had to arrange with Great Britain with re-
spect to carrying on certain of her program. We agreed to
maintain those four and to replace two others with new ones
and so they hecame part of our quota of 18 capital ships, an
I assume it was the best arrangement that could be made at
the time. Now, let me say this in conclusion on this subject.

Mr. BUTLER, How much will It eost? Ilow mueh au-
thority does the gentleman ask? Mr. Vixgox of Georgia, the
ranking minority member on our committee, has asked some
questions. How much authority and how much money will be
needed? The gentleman probably has the knowledge and we
liave not had an opportunity to consider it because we are con-
sidering one measure, and have been for 40 days.

Mr. FRENCH. I will answer in three ways. In the first
place it will take approximately $35,000 to purchase materials
for those four ships to-day and approximately $70,000 for
labor and lncidental expenses, or with approximately $100,000
we can put those four ships back in the Navy and make them
able to function. That is, we still retaln them as coal hurners
though not comparable to modern coal-burning ships. Now, a
second plan can be adopted. It would be this, to continne them
ns c¢oal burners with n replacement cost of approximately
$375,000 apiece.

Mr. BUTLER. That is not desirable.

Mr. FRENCH. That would mean to continue those ships
a8 coal burners, and it would mean to take out the old parts
and replace them with new parts and make them comparable
to ships that are in first-class condition but still coal burners.
‘There is gtill another alternative, and that is to take out the
coal burners und install oil buorners,

i‘;{r. EIUTIJ-:R_ How much would it cost?

r. FRENCH. It wonld cost approximately, I think,
£83,400,000, I . k, around

Mr, VINRON of Georgia.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgin. That will have to be anthorized by
{1"‘ legislative commitiee before you ean make nny appropria-
ion for it,
bez:_l“-‘;:%ﬁ?‘f'ﬂ. Well, the limit that has been followed has
S detm'-?m' although 1 do not believe the question has ever

2 nined by the House whether when an estimate comes

Convert them over to oil burners?

down in excess of the amount it would be necessary for It to go
to the legislative committee or not. However, 1 do not care o
meet that question.

Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman will permit an interruption,
of course I will say the Appropriations Comaittee wonld coop-
erate with the legislative Committes on Naval Affairs as much
as wetcould.

Mr. BUTLER. We have not had an opportunity fto.get this
Information, and we are here to obtaln knowledge. So far our
hands have been tled.

It matters not whether the authority comes from the Clam-
mittea on Appropriations or from the legislative committee:
it would cost from $3,000000 to $4,000,000 to convert these
glips Into ofl hurners.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; that is the sltnation as to the four
oldest ones.

AMr. BUTLER. That money must be provided.

Mr. FRENCH. [To provide a Navy that may be adequate and
vet to safegunrd the treaty—that has been our problem; that
is your problem. I remember one evening during the hearings,
when the hour of adjournment had come, Admiral Robison, of
the Bureau of Engineering, had just concluded his testimony
for the day. The official veporter had been excused and the
members of the committee were indulging in an unofficial inter-
view with thizs naval officer. :

I remember Admiral Robigon said:

CGentlemen, it is a tremendous responsibility to be charged with the
administration of the money that is contributed by our people for tha
expense of the Government. This responsibility lhas borne so heavily
upon me as the head of a bureau that I have been compelled to ihink
af the moneys that T am anthorized to expend in terms of more than
money. I have gotten to thloking of these expenditures in terms of
human life,

And then he sald:

You take an man and cstimate mot the valoe of all the kind deods,
tho love, the amenities, his service to his home and community, but his
carning capacity In a Hfetime, and you can estimate his value at ap-
proximately §70,000,

Now, sald Admiral Robison—

If thnt is the value of n human life, T have tried to think of the limita-
fions upon any intelligent expenditure of money as expending a human
1ife every time I expend $706,000 that you furnish.

Gentlemen, I want to say that this metaphor made a deep im-
pression upon me. I have tried to have it control me as [
thought of my duty on the items of this bill, I want it to make
an impression upon you and help to control the expenditures of
Government, and I want you to think of it In consldering the
LIl now before you; the value of the dollar, not reckoned in
s0 many cents but the value of the appropriation made on the
hasis of the human lives that will be spent, assuming that each
human 1lfe is worth economically what was suggested, $75,000.
[Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr, BDYRNES of South Oarolina. Mr. Chairman and gentle-
men of the committee, I know that after the speech of the gen-
tleman from Idaho [Mr, FreNcH] you will readily accept as true
my statement that in all my experience I have never known
any Member of this House to give to an appropriation bill the
time and thought that has been given to this bill by my eol-
league from Idaho [Mr. Frexca]. He has devoted months to
it and has made as detailed an investigation of the affairs of
the Navy as ever has been made by a Member of Congress, and
in consequence of that investigation he is to-day one of the best-
informed men in the country on the affairs of the Navy.

I want to talk for & few minutes, not of the details of this
hill—because after the discussion by the geutleman from Idaho
it would be irksome to you—and then It ig true that between us
there is no dilference, certainly no material difference, as to
the provisions of the bill, I want to talk first about the organi-
zatlon of the Navy Department, because I think it exceedingly
important that just at this time some one should eall attention
to a sitnation which is of vast importunce to the future of the
Nuvy.

For years there has been an elfort on the part of some officers
of the Navy to substitute militury for civilian control of the
Navy. It was attempted during the administration of 'resident
Arthur, during the administration of President Roosevelt, dur-
ing the administration of President Wilson, and during the
administration of President Harding. In later years the eflort
has been to econcentrate power in the Chief of Operations,

Gradually power has been vested in that office, hint not until the
last six months did 1t acquire the power * they long had sought,
and mourned because they found it not.”
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Let nie read the statute governing rcegnlations:
Section 1547 of the Ilevised Statutes provides—

The orders, regulations, and instructions issued by the Secretary of
the Navy prior to July 14, 1862, with such alterations as he may eince
buve adopted, with the approval of the President, shall be recognized
ns the regnlations of the Navy, subject to alterations adopted in the
Eame manner.

This section has been constroed as follows:

The suthority of the Secretary to Issue orders, regulatiens, and
instructions, with the approval of the President, In reference to mat-
ters connected with the Naval Establishment, is subject to the con-
dltlon, pecessarily implied, thnat they must be consistent with tha
glntutes which have heen enacted by Congress In reference to the
Navy. He mey, with the approval of the Presldent, establsh regula-
tions in execution of, or supplemental to, but not In confliet with, the
stututes defining his powers or conferring rights upon others. Tha
contrary has never been held by this conrt: (U, B. v. Symonds, 120
U, §, 40, 49 ; Glavey v. U, 8, 182 T, 8. 096, 800.)

Now, here is the law governing the oifice of Chief of Opera-
tions, The naval act of March B, 19815, provided that—

There ehall be a Chief of Naval Operations, ®* * * who shall,
under the direction of the Becretary of the Navy, be charged with the
operations of the fleet and with the preparation and readinesf of plans
for its use In war,

The naval act of August 29, 1010, provided that—

All orders issued by the Chief of Naval Operatlans in performing
the dutics assigned him sball be performed nnder the authority of the
Heeretary of the Navy, and his orders ghall be considered as emansting
from the Seerctary, and shall have full force and ellect ag such.

Under this law regulations governing the office of Chief of
Operations have been made from time to time. In 1920, dur-
ing the administration of Secretary Daniels, regulations were
adopted providing that the Chlef of Operations should advise
as to the matters pertaining to fuel reservations and depots and
other matters, but this was only for advice; it did not confer
power to act in all the matters enumerated. But on August
40, 16238, the regulations were amended so as to give the Chief
of Operations the power to “ coordinate all repairs and altera-
tions to vessels and the supply of personnel and the maierial
thereto, s0 as to secure at all times the maximum readiness
of the fleet for war.”

The Navy Department has a Chief of the Bureau of Naviga-
tion to centrol the persennel of the Navy and the supply of the
personnel to the ships. We have a Chief of the Burean of
Engineering, and of the Burean of Yards and Docks, to control
repuirs and alterations of ships. The only purpose of this regu-
Intion was to make the Chlef of the Bureau of Navigation, the
Chief of the Bureau of Engineering, and the Chief of the Bu-
rean of Yards and Docks subordinate to the Chief of Opera-
tlons. The regulation centinues that “ all orders issued by the
Chilef of Operations in the execution of his nssigned dutles
shall be considered as emanating from the Secretary of the
Navy and have full force and effect as such.” TUnder this regu-
lntion the Chief of Operations can, a8 to practically every
actlvity of the Navy, issue orders to the Chiefs of the Bureau of
Navigation, Engineering, and Yards and Docks, and all other
bureaus of the department, without submitting such orders to
the Secretary of the Navy for his approval. And so far as the
new Secretary of the Navy is concerned, if the President of
the United States Is golng to be falr fo him, he ought to tele-
graph to Mr. Wilbur, of California, that If he aceepts the ap-
pointment ag Secretary of the Navy and comes to Washington,
he ought to bring with him his golf sticks, because, outside of
entertuining visltors, attending banquets, making speeches, and
slgning his name on a dotted line, there is little left for him to do.

Alr. COOPKR of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNES of Bouth Carolina. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How long has that been the law?

Mr. BYRNES of Bonth Carolina. It is the result of a regu-
lation adopted August 80, 1923,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin., A regolation made by whom?

Mr. BYRNES of SBouth Carclina. By the Sccretary of the
Navy.

Mr.

Mr,

COOPER of Wisconsin, That was Becrelary Denby.
BYRNIES of South Carolina. Under the administration

of Secretary Denby.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Did be issue the order?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carelina. Well, the order I have is
slgned *“ Theondore Roosevelt, acting”; but I am satisfled this
is un order thnt was sent to the oflicers and to the fleet, and
it was issucd under regnlations adopted with the approval of
the Secretary of the Navy,

But my contention is that under the statute, which spe-
cifically limits the duties of the Chief of Operations to the
operations of the fleet afloat and to the making of plans, that
Secretary Daniels was right when, in his annual report for
1920, he sald this, speaking of the Clief of Naval Operations
and his powers:

These Hmits are by no means narrow. ‘There is a world of work
incldent to the operation of the flect, regniring of ite adminlstrative
agents, responsible to and under the Becretary, & wery high order of
professional ability. The preparation and readiocss of war plans s a
function no less important and one that ealls for deep study and most
careful copsideration of campalgns, past and foture, there being in
fact no field of mawval actiyity which offers greater Induocement or
allords more incentive for professional efort.

But Important and far-reaching as these two legitimate and nutbor-
ized lines of work are mdmitted to be, the foet must also be borne
constantly in mind that the fleet 18 nfloat, not in Washington, and that
the " operation ™ of the fleet has conscquently to do with the finisbed
product itself and not the production thereof, the work of * prepara-
tion and readiness " pertaining solely to plans and not to ships or
nayy yards nor yet the Nayy Depariment.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT, Will the gentlemian yleld?

Mr. BYRNES of Sonth Carolina. Yes,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Did I understand the gentleman to
take exception to the Chief of Operations having authority
over the location of reserves and depots for fuel for the Navy?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes; the Qhlef of Opora-
tions under the law has no power to do so. That is the duty
of the Becretary of the Navy. But under this recent order,
the Chief of Operations has the power to assign ships to any
dock he wants to; he has the power to say what ships shull
be repaired regardless of what the Chief of Enginecring shall
say or regardless of what the Chief of the Burean of Yuards
and Docks shall say; he has the power to say what fuel
depots shall be established and, go far as I can see, make every
other deeision with reference to the conduct of the Navy.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. My colleaguo will notice that my
question was directed entirely to the question of the location
of the reserves, and the thought occurred to me—and I want
to ask my colleagne whether he will not agree with me—that
the question of the location of the reserve, especially under
conditions of modern warfare, is very germane to the war
plans for the Navy.

Mr. BYRNES of Sonth Carolinn. When the law says * prep-
aration of plans,” it did not contemplate the power teo locate
reserves, My friend must realize that the Chief of Operations
like all other officialg, must be governed by law. If the gentle-
man is of the opinion and if Congress should be of the opinion
that the power to locate those reserves should be placed in the
Ohief of Operations and not in the Secretary of the Navy, then
by law the power shounld be taken from the Seeretary of the
Navy and given to that officer, but until that is done thut
officer ean have no right other than to advizeé the responxible
head of the Navy Department, the Secretary of the Navy.

And any effort on the part of the Secretary to transfer fo
any officer the right to locate the reserves or to do any other
act which by law is placed on the Secretary is an effort to
abdleate functions specifically placed in him by law. T weuld
not approve It because I believe this Government must re-
main, as it has remained, under civilian, and not under mili-
tary control. I hold this view regardless of who may, for the
time being, serve as Chief of Operations.

Mr, PATTERSON, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNTS of South Carollna. Yes.

Mr. PATTERBON. Could not the new Secretary of the
Navy change these regulations?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Certainly, and that is the
only reason for my remarks to-day. As a Member of the
House I know that the Becretary of the Navy must assume
all responsibility for the conduct of the Navy, and he should
not do that unless he has hold of the reins of power. If he
does mof retain absolute control in his oflice and yet assumes
responsibility, then his lot in life is apt to be a very unhappy
lot.

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Does not the law authorize the
Secretary of the Navy to make these regulations?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes; he can make regu-
lations provided they are not in conilict with the law, dnd
when the law says that the power of the Chief of Operations
shall be limited to these tweo functions, them any regulation
which gives to him additional power s in conflict with the
law. )

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Does not the law glve him those
functions, but not limit him to those functions?
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Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I contend it is in eonfliet
with it, because it glves to him power vested in the Secretary
of the Navy and not vested in him by Iaw. If the Congress,
wants to vest such power in him, it can amend the law.

Mr. TABER. De I understand the gentleman to say that the
regulations which have been issued are in confliet with the
law?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I contend they are.

Mr. TABER. Then they are invalid of themselves, with-
out any further action, are they not? . :

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. They are invalld in law, but
in faect they are not, because the Navy Is operating under thein
to-day. -

I have called attention to this because I want the new Sec-
retary of the Navy, whoever he is, to knew that they are in-
valid and to limit the power of the Chief of Operations to the
functions provided by law. The gentleman apd I will agree
that they are invalid, but I want the Secretary of the Navy,
whoever he is, to know that they are invalid and fo insist upon
compliance with the law. Service as DBudget officer does not
come under the power to operate the fleet or to prepare plans
for war; but the Chief of Operations has been acting as Budget
officer for the Navy; he has been preparing the estimates, pro-
viding for the appropriations for the department. Every man
knows that duty in itself is emough to demand the entire at-
tention of an officer of the Navy. Up to a few months ago
Admiral Coontz, one of the most efficient men in the Navy, a
splendid officer, who loves the service, was Budget officer, as
well as Chief of Operations.

The Chief of Operations must direct the operations of the
American fleet afloat and prepare plans for use in time of war,
and I do not care who he is, he can not perform these duties
and aet as Budget oflicer and do justice to himself.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Who is the Chief of Operations
now?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Admiral Eberle. But you
must understand that Admiral Eberle is not acting as Budget
officer, but Admiral Strauss is. Admiral Coontz was Budget
officer while he was Chief of Operations. He served well in
that capacity, but the Chief of Operations should not be the
DBudget officer.

Having called attention to this matter, let me make a few
remarks about the appropriations, I hold the same views as
the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FrExe¢a]. 1 regret we have
to report a measure carrying as much money as this bill does.
_Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman yield for
one more question?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Recurring to what the gentle-
man has just said about the transfer of power to a naval
officer, has that naval officer, in charge of operations, author-
ity under that order to make contracts binding the Govern-
ment for supplies and material or for the manufacture of any-

s :

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I am satisfied the Seecre-
tary of the Navy would have to approve contraets of that kind.

The position is simply this: The civilian Secretary of the
Navy coming into the Department without technical knowledge
ought to have the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, of Engl-
neering, and of Yards and Docks reporting directly to him and
under his control, as a cabinet, so to speak, from whom he can
secure various views as to the policy of the Navy, as well as
having the views of the Chief of Operations. Concentrate all
power in one officer and inevitably, as he has the power and is
the ranking officer of the Navy, the only officer with whom the
Secretary of the Navy will come in contact, it will be but a
sghort time before the Secretary of the Navy, unless he is a
most extraordinary man, will have only the views of the Chief
of Operations. I would prefer to have the civilian Secretary
receiving the views of the chiefs of the various bureaus, as well
as the Chief of Operations, and forming his conclusions after
listening to these experts, because sometimes it is good for a
man to hear several experts before reaching a conclusion.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; and it is fundamental, is it
not, in our theory of government, that the Navy Department
and the War Department and all other departments shall be
under the control of civilians and not under Army officers or
Naval officers.

Mr. BYRNES of Sounth Carolina. And that control should
not be nominal but should be actunal eontrol.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Exaectly.

Mr. BYRRNES of South Carolina. I agree with the gentleman
in his statement. :

In reference to appropriations, let me say that this bill, as

| the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FrexcH] has said, appropriates

§208,000,000, or approximately $300.000,000. Let us stop and

see how we have progressed, TFor the fiscal year 1916, after the

beginning of the war but before we enfered it, when rumors of

ggr were in the air, we appropriated only $157,000,000 for the
vYy.

Almost twice as much will we appropriate for the next fiseal
year. We have had a limitation of armament conferenee 1imit-
ing expenditures for the Navy. After that conference we are
called upon to appropriate $300,000,000 for the Navy of the
United States, and it makes us wonder what amount we would
have fo appropriate had we not held the conference for the
limitation of armaments.

Mr, HARDY. How much would we have to appropriate?

Mr, BYRNES of Seuth Carolina. I say the realms ef
imagination are open as to what we would have to appropriafe.

Mr. HARDY. Five or six hundred million dollars at least.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. One man’'s guess is as
good as another. Let us look at appropriations for the Army.
In 1916 approximately $101,000,000 was appropriated, and for
the next year we will appropriate for military activities of the
Army $254,000,000, or two and a half times as much as was
appropriated in 1016, just prior te the war.

Mr. COOPER of Wiseonsin. You mean 19257

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. For 1925; yes. Two hun-
dred and fifty million dollars, or practically the same as last
year.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin.
necessity and regrets, it.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carelina. Yes.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. What is that neressity predi-
cated upon—upon legislation pending or upon some imaginary
danger? N

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I am frank to say to my
friend from Wisconsin that I think it is necessary because
we have as a result of the conference a 5-5-3 program. No
two nuaval officers will agree as to the exact meaning of this
5-5-3 program. ’

But under tle treaty there is no limitation of the eruiser
strength, other than that the cruisers shall not exceed 10,000
tons. There is no limitation of aircraft. Great DBritain, for
instance, to-day has 48 cruisers with a total of 252,000 tons,
while the United States has 10 of 75,000 tons and Japan has
25 of 157,000 tons. If we are to maintain such a Navy as

The gentleman speaks of the

was contemplated at the time of the armament conference, we

can not under present comditions appropriate less.
Mr, NELSON of Wisconsin, That is what I was getting at.
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. We really ought to pro-
vide for aircraft and cruisers that would put us on an equality
with any other nation. I have been an advocate of economy
in Government, but when it comes to the Navy I do not want

a Navy superior to any other power, but I do not want a
Navy that is inferior to any other power on the face of the

earth, [Applause.] :
Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The reason, then, is competi- !
tive?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes: it Is competitive.
With resources that would permit us to construet and maintain
a Navy stronger than any other power, we willingly surrender
that right. I believe the Limitation of Armaments Conference
performed a great service, hecause it demonstrated, first of
all, that the representatives of the nations could gather around
a conference table and make an agreement; but it did not go
far enough. It changed the form of competition but did not
eliminate competition. Competitlon is proceeding to-day in
cruisers, in submarines, in aireraft, and if we are to maintain
what the American people expect us to maintain, I am sure, a
Navy equal to any other, we have got to appropriate this
$300,000,000 to compete with the other two naval powers—
Japan and Great Britain. But I am going to offer an amend-
ment calling on the President again, as the last naval bhill
called upon the President, to request the other naval powers
of the earth to once more meet in conference and make an
effort to limit the number and tonnage of auxiliary vessels
under 10,000 tons, and the strength of aireraft, so as to put
an end to this naval competition.

Tell me it can not be done! Why, men thought you could not
limit armament as to capital ships. Why anticipate failure?
Conditions may have changed, and certainly the American
Congress ought to put itself on record as saying, “ Before we
pass the bills now pending before the Naval Affairs Committee
authorizing additional eruisers and gunboats we want to say to
Great Britain and to Japan that as far as we are concerned
we are willing te further curtail this competition in arma-
ment ; we are willing to stop now before we go to the expense of
building other eruisers, and then be placed in the position we
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were In as to capital ships—of canceling contracts and Incur-
ring an enormous expense and loss Incident to the cancellation
of such contracts.”

Mr, BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina, Yes.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee, 1 was interested and somewhat
surprised at a statement made before another subcommittee of
the Committee on Appropriations some weeks ago in discussing
a matter connected with the Navy, where, in explanation of
his appropriation, the officer made the statement that we had
a greater number of ships in the Navy now than we had before
the limitation of armament conference, or as many, I believe
he said. Is that true or not?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina, We have in commission
now many less ships than before the conference. We may have
more ships, but not in commission. Of course, we have not as
many capital ships.

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Then, as a matter of fact, there
has not been any such reduction in ships, except the capital
ships, as the public has been led to believe?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. The treaty speciflcally
limited the eapital ships and aireraft carriers. It does not
affect cruisers or auxlliary craft and does not affect the air-
craft., That is why I want the Congress to go on record as
favoring another conference and again ask the President to
call on other powers so as to end this competition. The treaty
applies only to ships of more than 10,000 tons. Inevitably the
naval powers will proceed to develop fighting units not pro-
hibited by the treaty. And as they are developed the ratlo of
5-5-3 is destroyed. If we have capital ships of equal strength
with Great Britain—but Great Britain is overwhelmingly su-
perior in cruisers of 10,000 tons or less, and in submarines and
in aireraft, manifestly, there is no equality In fighting strength,
Provide a Navy of equal strength, manned by American sea-
men, and we need have no fears.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. 3

Mr., FREAR. Does it not seem a surprising situation that
this Government is loaning through private individuals $150,-
000,000 to Japan, and that at the same time Japan is engaged
in this same race of building cruisers and other vessels?

Mr, BYRNES of South Carolina. 1 have no information as
to Japan except from newspaper sources. I may say that I have
read somewhere that there has been a curtailment in Japan's
program since her recent disaster. Prior to that time Japan
was doing the proper thing. Japan announced that she was
canceling contracts for the building of some eruisers, and made
a favorable impression, but what she did was to cancel con-
tracts for cruisers of small tonnage and immediately prepare
to build larger cruisers of gréater tonnage, The competition
under the Limitation of Armament Conference results in this:
Every nation is going to build cruisers up to the limitation of
10,000 tons. They will build them of nine or ten thousand tons,
as many as they can, so as to make their navy the most effective,
and they are going to compete for supremacy in aireraft and
in submarines, which are not affected by the freaty.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. In the gentleman's judgment, how
does our inferiority in the number of cruisers and in aireraft
matériel affect us, in so far as maintaining a parity of naval
strength with Great Britain?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolinn. That question answers
itself. We have only 10 cruisers built and building and Great
Britain has 48 built and building, Japan 25. We are deficient
_in submarines of an effective type. When it comes to these most
effective units, I believe that we are deficient, and this Govern-
ment will adopt and must adopt a policy of matching fighting
unit with fighting unit. It can not do less; and the American
people will say that, notwithstanding what the experts had in
mind when they said 5-5-3, they thought that meant not only
strength in capital ships but strength in fighting weapons, and
that they believed that our Navy should be the egual to that
of Great Britain.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. T quite agree with the gentleman that
that question answers itself.

Mr., NELSON of Wisconsin.
man yield?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes.

Mr, NELSON of Wisconsin. I have been interested in the
appropriations for aircraft of late. Can the gentleman give
the total appropriations for aircraft—military, naval, and
postal?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina.

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-

I can not do that.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. What does the Navy carry?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Fourteen million five hun-
dred thousand dollars.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, is it not true that con-
giderable competition in naval armament by the different coun-
tries is inspired by private contractors, who reap rewards In
obtaining rich contracts?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I am frank to say that T am
unable to answer as to the exact motives which inspire men or
by which they are actuated. The gentleman is in better posi-
tion than I am to answer that question.

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Has the gentleman's committee taken
any action to eliminate that in this country?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. There is nothing carried in
this bill which would have any bearing on contractors,

Mr. HULL of Towa. As a matter of fact, we are giving con-
tracts out to these private contractors which we could perform
in our own navy yards, are we not?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I do not think that is cor- .
rect. I hope that is not true, because I believe the other policy
is the better policy. I can not yield further to my friend, but
when I get through, if the gentleman has that information, I
should be glad to yield to him and he can make a speech
about it. =

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yleld?

Mr., BYRNES of South Carolina, Yes,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Can the gentleman tell approxi-
mately the number of airplanes used by the Navy?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Approximately 500, Let me
proceed now along the line that I was speaking of when I was
interrupted. I believe that we ought to have an effective limi-
tetlon of armament and that the President ought to call for
another conference, There can be no harm in asking for such a
conference.

The reason such a request Is not contained in this bill is
because it is legislation and would be subject to a point of
order. The committee did not want to violate the rules by
including a provision that would be subject to the point of order
and which ought to be presented by the Committee on Naval
Affairs. But I believe in it and I believe, too, that it is exceed-
ingly unfortunate that the President of the United States has
seemingly become Indifferent to a proposal which had the en-
thusiastic support of his predecessor, and which the people
of America thought would enlist the hearty support of P'resi-
dent Coolidge, namely, insisting on action by the Senate upon
adherence to the world court. So far as the people are con-
cerned I believe that they are in favor of the court, because
they believe it a step toward the settlement of international
disputes by arbitration instead of by the sword. Last fall
before Congress convened the churches of America set apart
a week, during which week throughout the entire Nation Chris-
tian people asked for favorable action by the Government upon
this proposal, but nothing has been done. We find armament
competition continues. We find the Congress appropriating
again $300,000,000 for the Navy and $250,000,000 for the Army,
and surely we ought to stop, look, and listen. We are drifting
and have been drifting helplessly, aimlessly, deing nothing to
accomplish that which is most desired by the people, not only
of America but of the world, of promoting peace by the settle-
ment of International disputes by arbitvation. Investigations
may be necessary, Congress may devofe itself to other measures,
but there is no proposal more calculated to promote the happi-
ness of the people of America and of the world than the pro-
posal to have the United States adhere to the World Court.
[Applause.] This proposal was submitted to the Senate by
President Harding. Leaders of the Democratic Party declared
themselves in favor of it. Yet nothing has been done. Nothing
will be done unless the President of the United States will take
a more positive stand in favor of it. A mere announcement
that he favors it will never bring about favorable action by the
Senate. In his message at the opening of this Congress he
commended it to the Congress and announced that he favored
the proposal, but since that time I have not heard of any
activity on his part to secure its adoption by the Senate. And
as we drift, five years after the armistice, without making any
progress toward peace, we can not blame the thoughtful women
of the Nation who ask whether the cradles of to-day will be
called upon to fill the trenches of to-morrow. No man here can
answer that question in the negative. Competition in arma-
ment: continues. Nothing has been done by this the most pow-
erful Nation in the world to promote the settlement of dis-
putes by arbitration. But the time has come for action, and
my sincere hope is that as these bills with their large appro-
priations for military purposes are brought to the attention of
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"the President he will follow the example of the soldiers of the
,_'Nntion and fight for that which he says he believes to be right.
{Applanse.]

Mr. FRENCH. Would the genfleman from South Carolina
like to use some more time now?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Yes. Will the Chair in-
form me how much time I have used?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used 45 minutes.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Box].

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chalrman, I ask unanimous consent to revise
and extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN, The genfleman from Texas asks unani-

ous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the REcorp.

s there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. BOX. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the House, my
,purpose is to make a connected statement, and I request that
I be not interrupted until T shall have finished the statement.

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read a section from the
President’s message, which I send to the desk.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read the
matter designated.

The Clerk read as follows:

IMMIGRATION,

American institutions rest solely on good citizenship. They were
created by people who had a background of self-government. New
arrivals should be lmited to our capacity to absorb them to the ranks
of good citizenship, America must be kept American, For this pur-
pose it is necessary to continue the policy of restricted immigration.
It would be well to make gsuch immigration of a selective nature, with
some inspectlon at the source, and based elther on a prior censms or
upon the record of naturalization. Rither method would insure the
admission of those with the largest capacity and best Intention of
becoming citizens. 1 am eonvinced that our present economic and
gocinl conditions warrant a limitation of those to be admitted. We
ghould find additional safety in a law requiring the immediate regis-
tration of all aliens. Those who do not want to De partakers of the
American spirit ought not to settle in America.

Mr, BOX. I would like to ask that the Clerk read a section
from the bill introduced by the senior Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr, Lopae] In the Senate, section 10, page 14,

The CHAIRMAN, Without ebjection, the Clerk will read the
matter indicated.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bec. 10 (a). When used by this act the term * guota' when used
in reference to any nationality means 200, and in addition thereto 2
per cent of the number of foreign-born individuals of such a nationality
resident in the United States, as determined by the TUnited BStates
census of 1890,

Mr. BOX. The section read is essentially like the corre-
sponding section in the Johnson bill reported to this House.
Bills containing this provision have been introduced by Mem-
bers of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization and
other Members of the House and Senate during the last three
or four years. I have had a Dbill containing a similar provision

ding for some years. This idea has been developed by the
Een est thought which students of this problem could give to it
The President's message declares that sentiment, not without
'econsideration, but doubtless nmpon mature consideration. The
proposition had been long considered and discussed at the time
the President read his message to the Congress, The proposi-
tion, however, has developed a very sharp issue.

I read from resolutions adopted by the Grand Council of
the Order Sons of Italy of New York in opposition to the
Johnson bill:

Resolved, That the Grand Council of the Order Sons of Italy of the
Btate of New York bereby strongly profests against the enactment into
law of the aforesald measure and of any legislation the purpose of
which is to discriminate in the apportionment of American oppor-
tunity.

The Patriotic Order Sons of America are on the other side of
the question. With them are the Sons of the American Revolu-
tion, from whose statement supporfing the same legislation I
‘now read:

We favor a poliey of restriction with am annual quota of 2 te 3
‘per cent of the number of foreign-born persons of each nationality
resident in the United States, as shown by the census of 1890, not

more than 10 per cent of the annual guota of any nationality to be
admitted in any month.

The Johnsgon bill develops a sharp issue between the Sons of
Italy and the Sons of the American Revolutien. On that issune
I propose to speak to the House and the country,

‘When an issue arises before the American Congress it is im-
portant to know who is aligned on each side of the question.
I shall try to show you not all but some of the groups and in-
fluences aligned on each side as this question comes to issuet

Order Sons of Italy of the State of New York.

Order Sons of Italy of the State of New Jersey.

Order Sons of Italy of the State of Connectient.

Order Sons of Italy of the Btate of Rhode Island,

Amerlcan Jewish Conference.

Polish political organizations of New York and New Jersey,

Ukrainian Democratic Club of New York.

Italian Evangelical Ministers’ Association of New York.

Immigrants' Protective League.

Blovak League of America.

Independent Order B'mail B'rith.

Czech Natlonal Alllance.

Bleillan American Club.

Polish National Union of America.

Belective Immigrant Ald Boclety.

Itallan Naturalization Club.

Italian SBoclal Republican Club.

Italian Republican League.

The Mazzini Club (Ine.).

Bocleta di M. 8. Cittadini Calabro Americani (Ine,).

Bocieta di Maria Santissima della Carita.

HSocleta Fratena Itallan of Cosenza.

Union of Orthodox Rabbis of Amerlca.

The Women's Zionist Organization.

National Catholic Welfare Conference, acting by its bureau of ime
migration.

Local lodges of Order Sons of Italy, as fellows :

Loggla Gabriele D’Annunzio, No. 22, Paterson, N, J.

Pittsburgh Lodge, No. T4 (Pennsylvania),

Willlamsport Lodge, No. 138 (Pennsylvania),

Loggla Fratelll Compatti, No, 150, Albany, N. Y.

Loggla Annita Garibaldl, No. 184, Danbary, Conn.

Loggia Perseveranza, No. 212, Brooklyn, N. ¥,

Lodge Roma Intangibile, No. 215.

Lodge Giosue Carduccl, No. 242, Fast Boston, Mass,

Loggia Ttalia, No. 263, Providence, R. L.~

Pletro Micca, No. 291,

Loggia . D’Annunzia-Oltre I'Oceann, No. 821, of Schenectady, N. ¥,

Loggla Tolanda Margherita, No. B42, Westerly, R, L

Lodge Augusto Aubry, No. 867, Onelda, N. Y.

Loggia Sante Furnari, No, 413,

Loggia Partenope, No. 453, Peacedale, R. I,

Loggia Vedova Regina Margherita, No. 415, Natick, B. L

Loggia Ttalo-Amerlcan, No. 409, Natick, R. L,

Loggia Petro Metastasio, No. 530, Bristol, Pa,

Lodge Saveia, No. 570, Homer City, Pa.

Loggia Ellwood City, No. 608, Ellwood City, Pa.

Loggia Vittorio 11 Vittorloso, No. 609, Cokeburg, Pa.

Loggia Monte Civita D'Ttrl, No. 710, Cranston, R. L

The Italian Citizens' Club-Lodge, No, 716, Weirton, W. Va.

Loggia Giordano Bruno, No. 875, Farrell, Pa. ~

Loggla Nuova Giovane Italia, No. 881, New Kensington, Pa.

Loggin Nuova Plave, No. 890, McKeespart, Pa.

Loggia J. M. B, Nuova 8. Resnati, No. 8§92, of Eearny-Arlington, N. J,

Loggia Riunite del North End, No. 908, Providence, R. 1.

Loggla “ Il Risorgimente Itallano,” No. 953, Osceola Mills, Pa.

Loggia ‘“ Arditi,” No. 979, SBag Harbor, L. I.

The Lodge Fiume and Gloria of Italy Sons and Daughters of Italy,
No. 983, Naugatuck, Conn.

Ordine Figli D'Italia Loggia, No. 992, Duluth, Minn,

Logeia Umberto I, No. 1040, Indlanapolis, Ind.

Loggia Operala Itallana, No. 1050, Westerly, B. 1.

Milano Lodge, No. 1000, Conifer, Pa.

Loggia Vita Nuova, No. 1198, San Franclsco, Callf,

Loggla * General Diaz,"” No, 1130, Fairmont, W, Va.

Loggia Victor Em. I1I, No. 622, New Britain, Conn.

Saint Joseph Loggla, No. 1082, New Britain, Conn.

Lodge Monte Carmels, No. 1161, New Britain, Conn.

BOCIETIES AND ORGANIZATIONS,
Abuzzi SBociety, East Boston, Mass.
Alcarese Boclety, Cleveland, Ohfo.
American Citizens' Club of Polish Descent, Newmarket, N, H.
Asgsociated Jewlsh Organizations of Massachusetts.,
Assoclated Y, M, & Y, W. H. A, of New England.
Bella Sicilia Soclety, South Beston, Mass.
Corte Generale Errico Cialdini, No. 60, Foresters of Amerlca, West-
erly, R. L.
Congregation Kodimah.
Caltano Bruno Society, Boston, Mass.
Chicopee, Mass., Polish Citizens’ Club,
E. A, Manzoni Club, Natick, R. 1.




4266

CONGRESSIONATL RECORD—HOUSE.

MarcH 15,

Council of Jewish Women, Pawtucket, R. I,

Circolo Soclale Caserta, Natick, R. 1.

Gotthold Ephraim Lessing Lodge, No. 57, Independent Order B'rith
Abraham, Cleveland, Ohio.

Glovane Italia Club, Natick, R. I.

General Jewish Committee, Providence, R. I.

Gemilath Chesed Hebrew Free Loan Assoclation, Providence, R. 1.

Ligurian Auxiliary, Boston, Mass.

Mazzini-Garibaldi Republican Club of Massachusetts, Boston, Mass,

Soclety Cesare Batesti of Eagle Park, Providence, R. I.

Saint Calogero Soclety, Thompsonville, Conn.

Bocleta Mutuo Soccorso Grazzanise, Natick, R. T.

Bisterhood Temple Beth El, Dorchester, Mass.

State Committee of Polish-American Citizens, Providence, R, I,

Women's Italian Club, Boston, Mass.

Federazione Italiana, Pennsylvania,

Loggia La Vittoria, Pennsylvania.

Societa Maria 88. Consolazione, Pennsylvania,

Loggia Castelbuono, O. 1. F. 4'l, Pennsylvania.’

Societa di M. 8. San Leonardo di Colle al Volturo, Pennsylvania,

Boecleta Unione e Fratellanza, Pennsylvania,

Socleta San Pasquale Bailon di Bisenti, Pennsylvania,

Tailors' Club, Pennsylvania.

Bocleta Sarti Italianl, Pennsylvania.

Bocleta San Rocco, Pennsylvania.

Socleta San Nicola di Barl, Pennsylvania.

Societa M, B, Fara San Martino, Pennsylvania,

Bocleta San Blaglo, Pennsylvania.

Bocieta Sant’ Antonio, Penneylvania.

Bocleta Filippo Palizzl, Pennsylvanla.

Bocieta dl Norristown No. 1, Pennsylvania,

Bocieta’ Mutuo Soccorso No. 1, Pennsylvania.

Socleta Maria 8. 8. di Bisaccia, Pennsylvania.

Bocieta Marchegianl, Pennsylvania,

Societa Guglielmo Oberdan, Pennsylvania,

Socleta Immacolata Concezione, Pennsylvania,

Legione Umberto I, Pennsylvania.

Circola Progressive Idernalano, Pennsylvania.

Bocieta Clrcerone, Pennsylvania.

Bocleta Chietina, Pennsylvania.

Bocleta San Camillo de Lellis, Pennsylvania,

Bocleta Caccamo, Pennsylvanla,

Bocleta di M. 8. Clttadini di Fossacesla, Pennsylvania,

Societa Bant' Agata del Goti, Pennsylvania.

Bocieta Cavalierl di Santa Rita, Pennsylvania.

Congrega Maria 88. Addolorata, Pennsylvania,

Societa Messer Ralmondo, Pennsylvania.

Socleta di M. 8. 8. Franc. Di Paocla 88, di Constantinopoll, Penngyl-
yania.

Bocieta M. B, San Sllvestro Abrugzzi, Pennsylvania.

Societa Sannitica M. 8. S8an Rocco dl Montaguila, Pennsylvania,

SBocieta San Pletro Celestino, Pennsylvania,

Loggia Tripoll & Cerene O, F. D., Pennsylvania,

Bocleta M. 8, Marla 88. del Carmine, Pennsylvania.

Rocieta Acquavella Cllento, Pennsylvania.

Court Americo Vespucei, Pennsylvania,

Felice Cavallottl No. 361 F. of A., Pennsylvania.

Court Umberto 1 No. 869 F. of A., Pennsylvania.

Circolo Cattolico del Buon Consigllo, Pennsylvania,

Pia Unione Figlle dl Marla, Pennsylvania,

Congrega Maria 8, 8. del Rosarlo, Pennsylvanja,

Circolo Cattolico dl 8an Nicola, Pennsylvania,

Unione Sante Cicllia, Pennsylvania,

Socleta Marfa 88, del Carmine, Pennsylvania.

Bocieta Deniamino Gigli, Pennsylvania,

Camera di Commercia Itallana, Pennsylvania.

L'Opinione Italian Newspaper, Pennsylvania.

Circolo Dante Alighieri, Pennsylvania.

Cenacolo Leonardo di Vinel, Pennsylvania.

Bocieta M. 8. 8. del Cllento, Pennsylvania.

Ban Nicola Rectory, Parochial Church, Peansylvania,

Societa San Stefano, Pennsylvania.

Lady of Good Counsel Parish Church, Pennsylvania.

Itallca Gente, Pennsylvania.

Y. M, Columbus Assoclation, Pennsylvania.

Bocieta Siracusa Provinel, Pennsylvania,

Loggia Finme I. B, of I, Pennsylvania,

Loggia La Vittoria I. 8. of I., Pennsylvania.

San Michele Arcangelo Societa, Pennsylvania,

Tailors' Club Beneficlal Socleta, Pennsylvania.,

Fraterna Raffacle Pagliacettl, Pennsylvania,

Bocleta M. SBoccorso Atessani, Pennsylvania.

Kingdom Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes.

Royal Itallan Government,

Royal Japanese Government.

Rumanian Government,

FOREIGN LANGUAGE NEWSPAPERS,

If time and space permitted, I could fill many pages of the
Recorp with quotations from the foreign-language press in
opposition to the Johnson bill,

Hungarlan newspapers.
Polish newspapers.
Italian newspapers.
Russian newspapers,
Yiddish newspapers,

MANUFACTURING ASSOCIATIONS,

National Assoclation of Manufacturers of the United States,

National Founders' Assoclation,

California Manufacturers’ Association.

Manufacturers’ Assoclation of Connecticut (Ine,).

Manufacturers’ Assoclation of Wilmington (Delaware).

Associated Industries of the Inland Empire (Idaho).

Indiana Manufacturers' Assoclation,

Iowa Manufacturers’ Association.

Agsociated Industries of Kansas,

Associated Industries of Kentucky.

Assocjated Industries of Maine,

Merchants & Manufacturers' Association of Baltimore,

Associated Industries of Massachusetts,

Michigan Manufacturers' Association.

Associated Industries of Missourl,

Nebraska Manuofacturers’ Association.

Associated Industries of New York State (Inc.).

Ohio Manunfacturers' Association.

Oklahoma Employers’ Assoclation.

Manufacturers & Merchants' Association of Oregon,

Pennsylvania Manufacturers’ Association.

Employers’ Association of Rhode Island.

Manufacturers & Employers’ Association of South Dakota.

Tennessee Manufacturers' Association.

Utah Associated Industries,

Assoclated Industries of Vermont.

Virginia Manufacturers' Association.

Federated Industries of Washington.

West Virginia Manufacturers’ Assoclation.

Wisconsin Manufacturers' Assoclation.

Ameriean Cotton Manufacturers’ Association.

American Electric Railway Assoclation.

American Hardware Manufacturers' Association,

American Malleable Castings Association,

American Paper & Pulp Association.

American Plg Iron Association,

Electrical Manufacturers’ Council,

Institute of Makers of Explogives.

Manufacturing Chemists’ Association of the United States.

Natlonal Assoclation of Cotton Manufacturers.

National Association of Farm Equipment Manufacturers,

National Association of Finishers of Cotton Fabriecs,

National Association of Msanufacturers of the United Btates of
America.

National Association of Sheet & Tin Plate Manufacturers (Ine.).

National Association of Wool Manufacturers,

National Automobile Chamber of.Commerce. .

National Boot & Shoe Manufacturers' Association of the United
Btates (Inc.).

National Electrie Light Association.

National Ereetors’ Assoclatlon.

National Founders' Assoclation.

National Industrial Council,

National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association,

National Metal Trades Association.

Railway Car Manufacturers' Association.

Rubber Association of Amerlea (Ine.).

Bilk Association of Ameriea.

Tobacco Merchants' Association of the United States,

United States Rubber Co.

Labor Department, Michigan Sugar Co.

An alien discordant note sounds in the words of many of
those who line up with the Sons of Italy against the Sons of
the American Revolution. But the Sons of America and Sons
of the American Revolution are not alone. I now give yea the
names of a few of those who declare in favor of the bill:

Bons of the American Revolution,

American Legion.

American National Grange,

American Defense Soclety.

American Federation of Labor.

Accepted Scottish Rite Masons.

Allied Patriotic Bocleties.

Immigration Restriction League of New York.
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Daughters of the American Revolution,

Native Sons of the Golden Wes

Patriotic Order Sons of America.

Junior Order of United American Mechanics,

Fraternal Order of Ragles.

Immigration Restriction League of Princeton University.

American newspapers and magazines, too numerous to name,
but composing a great part of the press, published outslde the
great cities populated largely by foreign peoples.

- Let us, gentleman of the committee, examine the ery that this
legislation will be unjust discrimination against certain peoples.
Let us examine that for a minute. The word “ discriminate ”
has different meanings. One is “to discern differences be-
tween " ; another means an unjust exercise of discretion or an
unjust choice, in which case the term “ unjust diserimination”
would be an apt one,

If alien people, if European people, if Japanese people, have
vested rights in America, vested rights to a dwelling place,
vested rights to employment; if they, living over there, have
acquired rights here, and it is proposed to deny them what is
thelrs, then this legislation is * unjust discrimination.,” If
America has the gift of citizenship, home, and opportunity to
bestow as she chooses upon the worthy alien people whom she
may select, no Government and no group in or out of Amerieca
has the right to question the exercise of America's discretion in
making such a choice. [Applause.] All of this talk that you
hear about “ unjust discrimination” means that our liberality
has gone to such an extent that they think they own sections
here. They said, “ You will make Bolshevism worse.” They
said, “You will make our foreign-born people feel more dis-
satisfied, and it will be harder to get along with' them, and you
will have more trouble with them.”

The hearings are filled with warnings by the representatives
of racial groups that we are increasing unrest and the danger
of Bolshevism among the foreign born by the proposed legisla-
tion. Gentlemen, that is to say that we already have admitted
among us large, dangerous elements, and that we must admit
more of them to keep them in a good and orderly humor. [Ap-
plaunse.]

The President’s message suggests two bases for immigration
quotas. One is a prior census. The other is the record of
naturalization. Both tend to reduce immigration from south-
ern and eastern Europe and to maintain those stocks which
colonized here and came as our earlier immigrants, whose
aspirations and views of individuality, home, religion, and
government, and all of life have found expression in Amerlecan
institutions. Peoples have their own racial traits and charaec-
teristics, their own instinets, their own traditions, and our
Government and civilization are born of what our fathers
believed in, loved, and lived for. [Applause.]

The erux of the President's message is that we should main-
tain that which is good that we now have and to bring in less
that will imperil it.

I have sigures here respecting naturalization and its results.
The * prior census” had the preference of first mention in his
message, but that and the “ record of naturalization ” are based
on substantially the same purpose. The prior census gives a
smaller proportion of immigrants from Southern and Eastern
Europe. Basing it on the record of naturalization gives the
same result in varying but striking degree. By far the largest
percentages of naturalized foreign born are from the countries
of northern Europe, and the smallest from central and eastern

Europe. I give you the 10 European countries whose people
run highest, and 10 of those running lower in American
naturalization :
The 10 highest by countries. Per cent.
Germany e
Denmark 69.2
Swed e 800
England 63.1
Scotland G0. 9
Wales_ 72.9
Ireland iz B80T
Norwa L1 67. 38
Luxemburg = 72.5
Frsmao_ 866. 7
Ten of the lower by countries. Per cent.
Russia____ =3 40, 2
R“n:nﬂt";{ungary fi}i ]-i
ustrin- -
Italy e (283
Poland 28,0
Greece 16.8
Bulﬁarin e e A - T T T LN ST DTS W8 X 12.1
Turkey in Europe 20.2
Portugal ___ 16. 4
Spain 9.9

(Abstract 1920 census, p. 338.)

Our choice of immigrants based on the record of naturaliza-
tion will give the smallest quotas of immigrants from southern
and eastern Europe and the largest from northern Europe. The
President’s message suggests these two plans, and Aa reading of
it in the light of the known facts can leave no doubt that his
recommendation is based on this very reason and purpose.

Who has any right to say that the President has changed his
mind after the drive of these foreign groups against his recom-
mendations?

In writing his recent letters in opposition to the basing of
immigration quotas on a prior census, which reduces the quotas
of certain countries, the Secretary of State is apparently in
conflict with the views of the President as expressed in his
message to Congress.

My friend the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cerrer] said,
in speaking to the House yesterday, that the very low per-
centages of naturalization among immigrants from southern
and eastern Europe was because the new immigrants were o
new. He said that the reason they stood so low in naturaliza-
tion was because they had not been here long enough to in-
crease the percentages of naturalized citizens among them.
But I call your attention to the fact that the great bulk of
this immigration started in the nineties. I have the figures
from 1899 to 1919, inclusive. They came from those countries
in large numbers during the nineties, then from 1900 to 1910,
and from then up to 1915, when the World War checked them.
The figures from Italy are typlcal. But I include several other
southern and eastern European countries in the following
tables:

Number of immigrants from Italy, Turke

Portugal, and Spain l“a&/ flscal years,
1899 down to and including 1919,

IMang thousands came during each of the years from 1890 to and in-
cluding 1898, but they were not counted by race or people prior to
the fiscal year 1899.]

in Burope, Greeoe, Bulgaria,
om and after the fiscal year

AUrRey1Il

Year, Haly. |"purone. | Greece. | Bulgaria.| Portugal.| Spain.
77,419 80| 2333 52| 2,054 385
100,135 85| 3,771 108 | 4,234 355
135, 996 887 | 5,010 657 | 4,165 592
178, 875 187 8,104 851 307 975
230,622 | 1,520 14,000( 1,761 9,317 2,080
193,206 | 4,344 | 1L,343| 1,32%5| 6,715 3,096
221,479 | 4,642 | 10;815| 2.043| 5028 2,600
120 | 9,510 | 19,489 | 4,668 | 8. 517 1,021
,731 | 20,767 | 36,58 | 11,850 | 9608 5, 784
128,508 | 11,200 ,489 | 10,877 | 7,307 3,500
183, 218 9,015 | 14,111 1,054 4,956 2,616
215, 537 1405 888 | 4737 8229 3,472
182,882 | 14,438 226 | 4,605 | 8374 5,074
157,134 | 14,481 | 21,449 | 4,447 | 10,230 6,327
265,542 | 14,128 | 22.B17| 1,753 | 14,171 167
253, 738 8,190 | 35832 9,18 | 10,898 7, 501
49,688 1,008 | 12,502 1,408 | 4,907 2,762
33,065 313 L 034 764 | 12,250 5,769
34, 596 52| 23,014 151 9,975 10, 233
5, 250 15 1,910 19 2,224 4,295
1,884 10 2| 1m 1,573

Report Commissioner General of Immigration, 1923, pp. 119-120.

Number of foreign born from each of the above-named countries in
the United States in 1900, 1910, and 1920.

Turkey
Year, Ttaly. in Greece. | Bulgaria.| Portugal.| Spain.
Europe.
1000 0,010 | 855 @ 30,608 7,050
.-/1,343,1 82,230 | 101,282 11,498 59,360 22,108
1,610,113 | 5,284 | 175,078 | 10,477 | 69,981 49,535

1 Not reported separately for 1900,
(Abstracts census 1910, p. 188, and 1920, p. 318.)

When these figures of the 1920 census on naturalization I
have quoted were published the bulk of this population had
been in this country for from 10 to 20 years, much of it for
80 years, and some for 40 years or more. More people came
from Italy alone during two-year periods of that time than
is shown by the total number of naturalized of those races at
the end of a period of 40 years ending at the beginning of
1920, showing that their interest in American citizenship is
not great.

During the extended hearings held by the House commit-
tee many of the foreign groups named appeared in opposition
to this legislation. Their great partiality for the people of
Europe and other non-American interests must have impressed
the membership of the committee. The gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. HorLapay], a member of the committee, after hear-
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Bng one or two of these witnesses, began to ask each one of
"them substantially the following question :

In case of conflict between the interests of the United States and
the interests of the people of Italy, Rumania, Poland, Russia, and
wother Eurepran couniries, which interests should prevail in the |
American Congress?

They often avolded answering the question by saying that !
they could not conceive the possibility of such a confliet,
The strong partiality toward alien peoples which fhese foreign |
groups revealed, and their nonattention to or disregard of|
American interests, made the gentleman's question appropriate. |
‘Mheir attitude and argument raised the same guestion in my |
mind; and their demand that Amerlea furnish a place of
domicile and employment for the unhappy millions of Eurepe,
and their denunciation of America’s proposed refusal to do |
it in an unlimited way, caused me to ask the guestion whethe:r;
or not the people of Europe had any vested right to a place
of domicile and employment here. The guestion seemed to.
excite and irritate them.

The argonments which these groups advanced in favor of the
free admission of European aliens to America were a revela- |
tion of the viewpoint of America’s foreign bloc. The protest !
of the Government of Rumanla, which will be found en page |
2841 of the CoxgreEssronarn Recorp of February 20, 1924, shows
that it is based largely on a dollars and cents consideration,
as the following words from it disclose:

Further, it should be considered that the adoptiom of the census of
1890 would not only deeply wound the pride of the Rumanian people
but also strongly affect their material interest, inasmuch as Rumanian
immigrants by their savings increase the amount of stable currencles
available for commercial and financial purpeses in Rumania. This In
itself would not fail to bhave a detrimental effect on the chances of |
Rumania to speedily attain its geal, economic recuperation,

I read again from the statement made by Justice Cotillo,
of the Bupreme Court of New York, who, however, appeared
not in the eapacity of an American judge, but as the grand,
master of the Order of Sons of Italy of the State of New York:

A severely restrictive immigration legislation will within a few years.
reduce greatly the emigrant’s remittance, and it can be estimated that
such reduction will amount from $50,000,000 to $70,000,000; that is,
from one-fourth to one-tbird of the invisible flow of gold, X

L4 Ll - - - - -

A severe restriction on hmmrigration will be a severe economic blow |
to Italy, that is endeavoring so strenuously and so pluckily to do her!
ghare in the reconstruction of Europe and in bringing back peace and |
order,

This argument that we are wrongfully impairing the eco-
nomic strength of Italy, Rumania, and other afflicted European
wountries, stated in plain English, is that America owes to the|
‘ruined countries of Europe the duty of providing homes and
employment for their people so people will have money to be
spent not in building up America but in rebuilding Europe.
Such money is not to be taken from the wealth of the rieh or
‘the competency of the prosperous but frem the jobs and wages
‘of America’s working people. -

The charge made by the Sons of Italy that eur refusal to
continue to receive their surplus population in great numbers
‘iz unfair, unjust, and discriminatory has no sound basis. Be-
| cause we have generously bestowed on Italy the gift of furnish-
ing a dwelling place and employment for its surplus popula-
'tion, Italy now says that we owe them a duty to provide a
dwelling place and employment for their surplus and unem-
ployed population. The Italian commissioner of immigration
actually contended that because the war had temporarily
gtopped the flow of Ifalian immigrants we owed them the ad-
'mission of 1,500,000 of their surplus at the end of the war to
‘make up for the places they had lost up to that time. (Hear-
“ings, pp. 82 and 86.) Then they wanted the stream to flow
\steadily affer that. Representatives of other Huropean groups
indicated the same attitude. This attitude caused me, as a
{ member of the committee, to inquire of them whether they un-
derstood that the overcrowded and unemployed population of
Europe had any vested right to a domlcile and employment in
jAmerica. Their contention that we can not justly deny them a
place of domicile and employment is, of course, based on the
.assumption that it Is our duty to furmish them, which is pre-

erous and outrageous, and shows the un-American view-
point of the foreign blocs already assembled here.

The argument of manufacturers, represented by Mr. Emery
as counsel for the committee on immigration of the National
Association of Manufacturers, shows in and eof itself that the
desire for labor in such abundance as to make it cheap is the
mainspring motive of their efforts. There are many quibbles

and criticisms of this bill and of existing law, but evidently
the plan is to object to whatgyer Is proposed and to propose
nothing that will really tend to reduce the supply of labor,

The same view was presented by Mr. Klump, head of the
labor department of the Michigan Sugar Co., who frankly de-
clared that he was interested in procuring labor for his
people. The chairman asked him:

Do you think about 6,000 wounld be all you would need?

Mr. Krusp. That is about the usual number we need each season.
Of course, there are guite a number of other sugar companies in Michi-
gan. I would judge that the sugar companies of Michigan alone need
from 20,000 to 25,000 peeple. (Hearings, p. 121.) .

Mr. Emery, representative of a great number of manufactur-
ers, admitted that he was before the Senate committee in
1821, claiming that there was a shortage of about 3,500,000
laborers, and in the same connection admitted that there was
an oversupply of labor during that very year and constant
unemployment in the United States, and that the doors should
have then been closed against immigration. (Hearings, PD.
477-478.)

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman put in the Recorp who
Mr. Emery was and whom he represented?

Mr. BOX. Yes; I have it here. He represented the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers of the United States and
some dozens of other manufacturers’ associations among the
names which I have read, as will be shown on page 444 of the
hearings, serial 1-A.

As the vital interests of our own peeple, as represented and
declared by our great patrietic societies, such as the Sons of
the American Revolution, the Masons, the American Legion,
and the National Grange, come to issue with the interests of
foreign peoples, as declared by the Sons of Italy, the Polish
National Union, the Italian Government, the Japanese Gov- .
ernment, and the Rumanian Government, let us remember
that the cause is being fried in the American Congress. No
other forum has er will have jurisdiction of it until this body
becomes seo weak and derelict that it fails to meet the high
responsibility which the Constitutien places upon it

At some early appropriate time I shall seek an opportunity
to discuss the guestion whether the Cengress shall control this
domestic question, or whether we shall permit the treaty-

| making power or the Executive or State Department to usurp
| the power and handle it by agreements not even submitted to

the Senate. Just now the issne is made before Congress. This
consolidated Von Hindenburg drive of manufacturers, whose
patriotism is subordinated by greed; of foreign-language news-
bapers, societies of foreigners, and millions of foreign voters,
agoinst the Sons and Daughters of the American Revolution,
the American Legion, and the interests for which the latter
organizations all stand, raises the gquestion whether the Ameri-
can Congress is too weak to hold the line and proteet the
country’s dearest interests, This one big question divides itself
Into two phases:

First. Are Americans able te enact the immigration laws
which they know the country wants and needs?

Second. Are Americans able to enforce such laws as they
have, in spite of the interests, enmities, and epposition of those
whose hearts are in their pocketbooks, or in Kurope more than
In America?

The legislative side of it arises first, and the first responsi-
bility is upon the committee, :and a double portien of responsi-
bility is on the chairman as the leader of the committee. Tet
there be no misunderstanding. Fourteen or fifteen of the mem-
bers of the committee signed the report supperting the Johnsen
bill. The rank and file of the membership of the committee
signed. Five of the seven minority members sought the oppor-
tunity to sign Individually and share the responsibility fer
themselves and their party associates, so that nobody could
make a party question of this life-and-denth American issue.
The chairman has the support of an overwhelming majority of
the committee—more than four-fifths of it. Moreover, this
House wants to act on this question. The only thing which can
keep the legislation from coming before the House for its dis-
position is the chairman and ihe party “ powers that be.,” Fven
the steering committee and the Rules Committee probably can
not prevent the consideration of this question if the chairman
and majority members lead the way. If they are afraid to take
the brunt of the fight, let them say the word and fall in behind.
The minority are not afraid of the Sons of Italy, nor the Polish
TUnlon, nor the foreign-language newspapers.

In a recent newspaper statement the gentleman from Wash-
ington [Mr. Jomnsox], chairman of the committee, denounced
the report that the bill is dead. T congratulate him. We all
stand ready to help him enact it into law. We are ready to
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help him show the country whether the Sons of Italy are
gtronger than the American Legion and all the rest. I have
heard from many sources and have repeatedly read in the
press that the groups of the foreign born of New York have
notified our Republican friends that they will punish the Repub-
lican Party if this legislation is passed. I have seen evidences
that such threats are inspiring fear. I hope the evidence is
misleading. Time will tell. I have heard that New England
politicians are saying that there should be legislation, but that
gince the Italian and European sentiment rules, or has the bal-
ance of power, it will ruin the Republican Party to pass the
Johnson bill. Persistent rumors and press reports have it
that the intention to enact this bill into law has been aban-
doned, I earnestly hope that these rumors do not bring a true
prophecy; that these press reports misrepresent the prospects;
¥yet these reports are disturbing.

In connection with recent exhibitions of the political power
of these groups I am reminded of what the late Viscount
Bryce, long ambassador to the United States, world traveler,
student of world problems, and especially of America's great
problems and prospects, author of such works as Studles in
History and Jurisprudence, The American Commonwealth,
and Modern Democracies, said in his Modern Democracies.
I now read from that work:

The people—
Referring to the American people in colonial times—

were nearly all of Fmglish or (in the Middle States) of Dutch or
Beoteh-Irish stock, stocks that had already proved themselves indus-
trious in peace, valiant in war, adventurous at sea. All were practl-
cally English in their way of thinking, their beliefs, their social usages,
¥et with an added adaptabllity and resourcefulness such as the simple
or rougher life in & new country is fitted to impart. In the northern
colonies they were well educated, as education was understood in those
days, and mentally alert. The habit of independent thinking and a
general interest in public affairs had been fostered both by the share
which the laity of the northern colonles took in the management of
the Congregational churches and by practice of civil self-government,
brought from England, while the principles of the English common law,
exact yet flexible, had formed the minds of their leading men. Respect
for law and order, a recognition both of the rights of the individual
and of the authority of the duly appointed magistrate, were to them
the foundations of civie duty. (Vol. 2, pp. 4-5.)

In speaking of New Zealand, Mr. Bryce says:

The country has grown steadily and not overswiftly in wealth, and
has preserved the purity of its stock without that inrush of ignorant
immigrants which North Americans have reason to regret. (Vol. 2, p.
831.)

Speaking of the practice of local self-government as the best
training of a citizenship for a democratic government, he says:

The New England States of the North American Union, until they
were half sulbmerged by a flood of foreign immigrants, taught the
same moral. (Vol, 1, p. 7T8.)

In discussing the forces which weaken the traditions of
free government, such as Americans have up to this time
cherished, he says: :

Varlous have been the causes that have weakened or destroyed old
traditions. Sometimes the guallty of a population s changed; it
may be, as happened {n Rome, by the impoverishment of the bulk of
the old citizen stock and the increase in the number of freedmen ;
it may be by the iInflux of a crowd of immigrants, ignorant of the
history of their new country, irresponsive to sentiments which the
old inhabitants have cherished, The English stock to which the
farmers and artisans of Massachusetts and Connecticut belonged has
now become a minority in these States. (Vol. 1, p, 140.)

These are not the words of a new Member of Congress, but
speak the experience, observation, and ripe scholarship and
philosophy of this great world observer, declaring a fact which
is disturbing American students and alarming the American
people. I wonder if this sinister power now apparently headed
by the Sons of Italy is already strong enough to prevail against
the Sons of the American Revolution and all their kind, includ-
ing the American Legion, whose membership knew no defeat
in open warfare? I wonder whether they are to see themselves
and their loved America sniped to death by opponents un-
recognized because wearing the garb of friends? Time will
tell. Shall we allow the Sons of Italy to get the best of our
honored compatriots. the Sons of the American Revolution?

A bill introduced In the Senate providing for the basing of
the quota on the census of 1890 was recently viciously attacked
by an assembly of foreign-born groups gathered in Philadel-

phia. T quote from the Philadelphia Inquirer of Monday morn-
ing, March 8, 1924 :

REED ASKS FAIRNESS IN IMMIGRATION BILL—SENATOR CALLS QUOTAS
BasED ON FOREIGN-BOrRN CITizEX CERSUS IMSCRIMINATORY—PENN-
SYLVANIAN TELLS ITALIAN Group CONFERENCE Hr FAVORS RACIAL
BTRAIN PLAN,

- L L] - - - »

After receiving the delegation of the 15 representatives of Itallan
groups in Philadelphia, led by their president, Eugene V. Allesandroni,
Senator REED opened the conference with a brief résumé of the present
immigration situation in Congress,

. . . . . . .

CALLS JOHNSON IGNORANT OF EUROPE.

“ Congressman JOHNSON, who lives all the way out in Wash-
ington, doesn't know anything about Europe or Europeans. He
has an idea all European peasants are diseased. The anti-Japa-
nese idea is wrong too. We're on a friendly footing with that
country now. It is ridiculous to raise irritation again.”

Here Mr. Allesandronl broke in:

“We objected to your bill, too, on the basis that it was also
digeriminatory, Senator REED.”

* Well,” answered the Benator, I do not approve of the John-
son bill; nor do I approve of my own bill in its present form."

- - L] - L] ] L

This incident aptly illustrates the drive now on in the United
States by alien groups against this legislation.

The men of the American Legion turned the tide in one
great life-and-death struggle. They know that this, too, is a
life-and-death struggle. Let us hope that the Sons of Italy
will not get the best of this momentous struggle. A great
American journal recently truly said that the effect of the
passage or defeat of this legislation will be felt in America for
centuries.

The second phase of the question pertains to the enforcement
of the Immigration laws, to which I now invite your attention.

Laws and regulations produce results only in proportion to
their enforcement. The immigration policy of the United States
during recent years has been only partially successful. A large
measure of failure which has attended our efforts to regulate
immigration is due to a fallure to enforce the laws made,
Therefore I shall use the remainder of my time in an effort to
present to the House that side of this very important question.

During recent years America has been the victim of the
vicious habit of disregarding its laws. This attitude on the
part of peaple and public officials has most ruinous tendencies.

Widely prevalent and persistent is our disregard of the laws
against violence and murder. The American Bar Association,
an organization well qualified to speak on the subject, found that
America has more crimes of violence than any other civilized
country in the world, The comparative figures submitted seem
to prove the charge.

The overwhelming majority of our people, whose deliberate
and fixed views caused the adoption of the eighteenth amend-
ment and the enactment of the statute based on it, have been
disappointed and disgusted because of the widespread and
continuous disregard of that part of our Constitution and
laws. The extent to which violations of these laws goes is
distressingly great. The fact that this results from the activities
of the most lawless element in the country, and that fundamental
disloyalty to the Constitution and laws is involved, only
aggravate the gravity of the evil

1 speak to-day in an effort to help the Congress and the people
understand that our immigration laws are treated no better
than are other restraining statutes made for the Nation's
protection. A large measure of failure attends our handling
of this question through the nonenforcement and disregard of
the laws already made. It seems almost vain to write new
statutes when such as we have are, to a great extent, failing
because we do not enforce them.

Violation of these laws is, of course, not wholly new. I
find proof of this in the records of Congress, in official reports,
and in the history of our dealings with this question since the
early eighties. I find distressing proof of the same faet in
the bad results springing from the widespread disregard of the
law.

To restriect the number of immigrants and regulate their
kind are two of the main purposes of all these laws. Both
of these purposes are defeated to the extent to which the law
fails in enforcement.

Smuggling or bootlegging of nonadmissible immigrants is
carried on in several distinct ways.
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Smugglers come over the Canadlan border, over the Mexlcan
border, and from Cuba and the West Indies. They come in
great numbers as deserting seamen.

A perhaps smaller number get In through the corruption
of immigration agents and guards at the ports. At New York,
where most of our immigrants enter, there have been several
prosecutions and some convictions based on corrupt practices
among Government employees in the Immigration Service.
Considerable numbers come in spite of the gquota law and
other restrictions because forelgn-born groups, industrial in-
terests, and politiclans representing such groups put such
pressure upon the department charged with the enforcement
of the law as to greatly impalr its efficlency.

Great industrial interests often not only oppose the epact-
ment of immigration laws necessary for the protection of the
cout;ltry, but they engage in wholesale and insidious violation
of them.

Mr. Alexander Jackson, who was in the employ of the Rock
Island Railroad Co. and appeared before the Senate Committee
on Immigration in 1920, among other things, said:

In 1906 I was sent over to Europe by the Rock Island Railroad in
charge of immigration, freight, and passenger business, with the title
of general Eurcpean agent. My district extended from St. Petersburg
to Palermo, from Russia to Bicily, including all of the Scandinavian
countries ; everything, in fact, except the Balkan States. I didn’t have
anything to do with the Balkan States, because we considered that the
immigration from these Btates was not worth bothering about.

* ® ® - & -

My proposition was to try and develop good Immigration that we
could classify as assets Instead of llabilities. We were after assets for
oar territory and not labilities.

- & * - ‘_ L] L

* % » If you get down to bedrock, you will find that & large
percentage of these people have perjured themselves in that particular.
A large per cent of these forelgn immigrants perjure themselves in their
declaration that they are not coming to this couniry under any promise
of work or employment or anything else. 1 have observed this situation
for 10 years, * * =

Mr. Roberts, a reliable witness, residing in the vicinity of the
Mexican border, familiar with conditions there and partieipat-
ing in the desire to have Mexican labor imported, testified before
the House committee on January 26, 1920 (hearings, pp. 50 and
316), that great numbers had entered the country from Mexico
{llegally. He said:

¢ ¢ ¢ Bometimes we get them cheaper. ILast year I made an
arrangement with a man that he would get them for $3. ¥He made that
proposltion, and that he would take them, haul them up the railroad
to a station 18 mlles away (from the border) for §1, making it cost
me $4.

# * ® They cross at night and bring them up to the next station,
We do not care how they get them there as long as they get them
there. He put 57 there at §4 a head.

The same witness estimated that there were not less than
200,000 such surreptitious entries per year about that time.

The result of all this is that tens of thousands, probably
scores of thousands, more lmmigrants are coming than is shown
by the official reports. The number of deserting seamen and
the numbers smuggled in must be added to theose shown in the
official figures before we have the total number of immigrants
coming. .

An unaseertainable number of aliens get into the country as
deserting seamen. In his report of 1922 the Commissioner
General of Immigration said:

Attention was invited in last year's report to the multiplied tempta-
tlons of aliens to seek admission through the wide-open door presented
by the seaman's occupation. For years, as it is well known, inadmis-
sible aliems have eutered the country In the guise of seamen, who
promptly deserted thelr vessels upon arriyal at American ports, and to
the filiterate and eriminal classes who formerly monopolized this open
door has now been added the large clase of aliens from countrles the
quotas of which have been exhausted (p. 161).

Secretary of Labor Davis has been repeatedly quoted by the
press as estimating the number of aliens illegally smuggled into
the country at 1,000 per day. That estimate may be too large,
I called on the First Assistant Secretary of Labor, Mr. Hen-
ning, who is conservative and informed about Immigration
matters, for the estimate of his department as to the number
“ hootlegged " into the country. In his reply Mr. Henning
said:

I think the most conservative estimates around the Immigration
Service set the figures at 50,000 a year,

There were 522,919 immigrants who came into the United
States during the last fiscal year through the ports, motwiths

standing the restriction imposed by the quota law. In addition
there were. 150,487 who entered as nonimmigrants, some of
whom remained. But if we count only those coming through
the ports as regular immigrants and add to thelr number the
estimated number of illegal entries, ranging between 50,000 and
350,000, we get a total of between 572,000 and 872,000, This is
a large volume of immigration, and a large part of it ton-
fessedly is made up of those who avold the guards and ports of
entry and violate the Iaw in the very act of coming.

But our failure to restrict the number of immigrants resuit-
ing from the violations of the law, serious as it is, does not ade-
quately present the extent of our fallure to regulate immigra-
tion. The admission of great numbers of those excluded by the
laws presents a grave menace to the national welfare. Many
of the illegal entries are made by excluded people. Communists
and dangerous revolutionists are said to slip in mainly as de-
serting seamen, though doubtless many of them get in through
other channels.

The extent to which the Department of Labor and the Immi-
gration Service violate the law by admitting those excluded
and in failing to deport those whose deportation the law re-
quires is appalling. A Member of Congress proposed to im-
peach Hon. Louis F, Post, Assistant Secretary of Labor under
the former Democratic administration. I had become a mem-
ber of the committee shortly before that, and was much dis-
turbed to find that great numbers of warrants of arrest and
deportation were being ecanceled and the deportations pre-
vented, even after that same official had approved the orders
of deportation. While the Rules Committee of this House was
considering the impeachment resolution against Assistant See-
retary of Labor Post, I stated to that committee, as will appear
in its hearings, that Mr. Post did not appear to me to be in
sympathy with the law and that he was not a suitable person
to be charged with its enforcement. I had seen photostatic
copies of a great number of these canceled deportation war-
rants and was dissatisfied with Mr, Post's action. I then be-
lieved, and now believe, that lack of sympathy with the law
prompted some of his actions, and that many such aliens were
not, in faet, deported because the service did not have the funds
with which to deport them. I have not seen the official record
made by the present Department of Labor in the cancellation
of warrants such as Mr. Post canceled, but I am convinced,
and upon my information and belief I state, that great numbers
of such warrants are being canceled by the present Department
of Labor much as Mr. Post canceled them. I do not know
whether the number is greater or smaller than the number
canceled by the former Assistant Secretary.

The two leading causes for the cancellation of such warrants
and the failure on the part of this administration to deport
those whose deportation the law requires, even after their de-
portation is legally ordered, is lack of funds and political
pressure upon the department by Representatives and Senators
and other influential political personages, mainly from the
cities filled with the foreign born. The same causes promote
many other miscarriages of the law. Hear it, Members of
Congress! Hear it, American people! Lack of funds necessary
for the enforcement of the law and unholy political pressure
are defeating the accomplishment of the purposes of your im-
migration laws.

Those illegally admitted and those whose deportation the law
requires but does not accomplish are of the most undesirable
classes. Many of them are dangerous communistic social or
political disturbers. Many are idlotie, feeble-minded, or insane,
Others have dangerous and loathsome diseases,

In a survey recently made by a thoroughly competent man
with abundant facilitier at his command it was found that
American jails, prisons, charitable institutlons, and asylums
are filled and overflowing with the insane, feeble-minded, and
other classes of social inadequates.

I quote extracts from the testimony of Dr. Spencer L. Dawes,
medical examiner of the New York Hospital Commission and
also president of the Interstate Conference on Immigration,
representing the States of California, Washington, Illinois,
Maryland, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Rhode
Island, Massachusetts, and New York:

Mr. RAKER, Are we S0 helpless that they can pile these people in
on us here from everywhere?

Doctor Dawes. Yes, slr. After they get in here. The trouble is that
the law is not enforced at the ports of entry to-day. That is the
secret of the whole game.

The CEArrMAN. That is to say, It was not enforced this year or last
year or the year hefore that?

Doctor Dawgs. No, sir. And when I say that, understand that in

| particnlar I am not criticizing the officials at the ports of entry.

There are not enough of them there. There are not the facilities there
for examinatlon of alleps at the varlous ports of emntry.
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I quote an extract from the testimony of Commissioner Cur-
ran, in charge of the immigration station at Ellis Island.

Mr. CurraN, * * * This request here is based on the desire to
have uniformity of immigration trafie for the sake primarily of decent
inspection, so that we can sort them, really sort them, and we
can’t do it when they are going by at the rate of one a minute, as
they have done for days and days at Hilis Island, and I have steod
there with tbe inspector and watched them—an immigrant a minute.
That is not inspection or examination; that is just counting them
off and waving good-by to them as they go ashore. That is just what
¥you get when your trafiic is bunched.

Mr. Box. Right there—I am sorry to interrupt you—but your health
officers, the Health Service, who give them a preliminary examination;
don’t they have to examine them in much the same way?

Mr. Currax. Yes, sir.

Mr. Box. And isn’t what you say of the work of the inspector wvery
largely true of the work of the Health Service?

Mr. CorrAN, Yes, sir.

In a later statement Commissioner Curran said:

of the Commissioners General of Immigration. I insert tables
made by me from the official tables covering the number of
those classes admitted according to the showing made by the
official reports during each of the last six fiscal years:

Tables showing muambers and percentages of alions admitted and de-
ported after certification Dy surgeons of the United States Health
Service which cxamines immigronts as mentally and physicall
defective, for fiscal years ended June 30, 1918, 1919, 1920, 1921, 1922, an
1923, with illustrative specifications ocovering certain discases and
ds{ecta among those cem

" 1918.
Approxi-
Immigrants. Number, mate

per cent.

Certified as mentally and physically defective.. SN B I L Caanesnis
Admitted of those ocmﬂﬂh as ments.lly and physically :
dermégm“ Sl AT, 4,658 74
ose ysically

. e e i e 1,595 26

EXAMPLES OF DISEASES AND DEFECTS CERTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS OF
EACH ADMITTED AND DEBARRED ENTERING INTO ABOVE TOTALS.

That will bring about two results: First, an inad te inspection.
Last summer, when we took over 2,000 a day to Ellis Island for in-
spection, we had to examine them at the rate of an immigrant a
minute. That is not an Inspection; that is counting them as they
go by; and is almost, to my mind, an abdieation of the protection
to, the country that is required, or any proper and adegquate inspec-
t.ion. T

* * * * * » *

Mr, CureaX. Yes, gir; they wanted to land 3,000 or 4,000; and
we sald “No; that 2,000 was the limit. But we do mot call that
inspection ; we call that counting them as they go by and detecting
the gross inadmissibilities.”

The CHAIRMAN. I think it would be well to put in the report of the
committee on State affairs of the National Republican Club of New
York, which deals entirely with the cost of allen defectives, the alien
insane in the State of New York, and the desire of that State to collect
from the Un[ted Btates slT 000,000 ror their expeuse.

-

The (:Eumnsn I winh to insert 1t bemuae it is much more co'n:isa
than a pamphlet and more appropriate than the statement of Dr.
Spencer L, Dawes. It carries this statement:

“On June 30, 1923, there were on the books of the State hospi-
tals for the insane 41,302 patients, of whom 10,440 are aliens.
Thus, over 25 per cent of the total pepulation of the clvil State
hup.ltals are &I.ien.s."

- -

Another excerpt tmm the report reads as iolkrws

It is high time that the State of New York, which is the greatest
sufferer by reason of this condition, as well as the entire country,
ghould vigorously insist upon the enactment of an immigration law not
only defining what aliens shall not be admitted but also providing for
effective administration and methods, particularly along the llne of
competent medical inspection and examinatien. The welfare and the
rights of the Btate and of the Nation should be conserved, and neither
the greed of steamship companies nor the desire of properly excludable
aliens should be allowed longer to sweep over or around our immigra-
tion safeguards.

I quete from a statement made by the Interstate Conference
on Immigration, held in New York City on October 24, 1923:

The chairman discussed at length laxity of enforcement based on a
study of the records and on personal obseryation. He stated that he
had seen immigrants passed as mentally and physically fit to enter
the United Btates at the rate of eight a minute. He cited the testi-
mony of a reporter of the New York Tribune who had seen 540 aliens
passed at that same rate.

Passing to “bond cases™ he sald " that during the last fiscal year
there were admitted under bond to the United States at Ellis Island
4,724 defectlye aliens who were excluded under the immigration law.”
This means that a bond was glven, frequently with a false surety,
which can never be prosecuted. The records of the Federal Govern-
ment show that 95 per cent of those bonds are vielated; these cases
are spread all over the United States. They land in New York State—
the Bonrd of Charities takes care of them, the Commission for Mental
Defectives, etc.; they get to the State of Washington, to TlHnois—
they were admitted mandatorily—Washington, D. C., said they should
be admitted.

During the same year, 2,712 defective aliens were allowed to enter
without bond; Ellis Island said they must not come in—they were de-
fective, Of 12,976 other aliens found to belong to the excluded classes
by medical officers at Ellis Island, 12,305 were permitted to enter by
direct order from Washington—nearly 20,000 in all of the mandatorily
excluded classes were permitted to enter the United States during the
year.

This same deplorable failure in the enforcement of the laws
excluding inadmissible people is shown by the official reports

Disease or defect. Admitted. | Deported.
1 6
16 20
. 7 65
102 135
Senility (from agc) ............. 998 148
Mali gmmt - s S I E R T SRR 14 7
Ded ¥, mallormation, ankylosis, cicatrix, permanemnt
iujury ................................................... 355 81
Paralysis, atrophy. = e 81 t ol
Undersized......... 13 1
Alcohollam . oo cvevecsiieiinacpis 4 2
Admitted after hospitaltreatment. .......ccoceeaarnansaas L S
(Annual report, Commissioner General Immigration, 1918, p. 201.)
1019,
. Approxi-
Immigrants. Number. mate
per cent.
Certified as mentally and physically defactive ... .......... L B SRR
Admitted of thm cartjﬁed as maul.sl:y and physically
defeclive.. - . 4,487 ™
D 0 of
fective 1,513 26

EXAMPLES OF DISEABES AND DEFECTS CERTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS OF
EACH ADMITTED AND DEBARRED ENTERING INTO ABOVE TOTALS,

Disease or defect. Admitted. | Deported.

Eud8 oZhREBe

"
.
.
.

.

.

Alcoholsm. ......coovicricisonras -
Admitted after hospital treatment. . ... oooovrnianeonaa

{Aunual report Commissioner General Immigration, 1919, p. 237.)

1920.
Approxi-
Tmmigrants. Number, I:Lata
per eent,
Certified as mentally and physically defective. ... .. ...... T L e
Aﬁmitted of those certified as mmml!y and phyaimlly de- :'5“ o

Dapmedo!th.osswuﬂedasmnunxandphwmnyde- e i
e g e e B i iy ¥

EXAMPLES OF DISEASES AND DEFECTS CERTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS OF
EACH ADMITTED ARD DEBARRED ENTERING INTO ABOVE TOTALS,

Disease or defect, Admitted. | Deported.
3 18
3 52
6 52
3 n
52 161
5,524 110
157 30
13 6
755 0
21 7
Aleoholism 1 : |
Admitted after hospital treatment. .. .ccececiccnincraaaean 008 e

A{Annual Report Commissioner General of Immigration, 1920, p. 252,)
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Tables showing numbers and percentages of aliena admitted and de-
portedgafler certification by surgeons, ete.—Continued.

1821,
- Approxi-
Tmmigrants. Number. | mate per
cent.
Certified as mentally and physically defective.. . .oeenieas BB 208 e s e eensnnsnn
Admitted of those certified as mentally and physically 2
L b e e e e o 20,953 o3
Deported of those certified as mentally and physically
ACITe s e R R R R S S 2,42 r]

EXAMPLES OF DISEASES AND DEFECTS CERTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS OF
BACH ADMITTED AND DEBARRED ENTERING INTO ABOVE TOTALS.

Disease or defect. Admitted. | Deported.

Imbecile..... 10 28
Feeble-mind 7 n
Iimﬁuil}'. el L} ﬁ
BDIODeY e ety
Vgngg?l-disem L s e AR L TR 46 a1l
2 D et R S A i e e A S SR TR Th 14, 734 116
Malignant tamor... . . T Y et 9 3
Deformity, malformation, ankylosis, cicatrix, permanent

injory...... 2.% lg

Paralysis, atm;';h- ¥
Undersisad -oorr
Aleoholiand2 o0 0 o S L A TR

(-.Anl;-lml report Commissioner General of Immigration, 1921, p. 131.)

1922,
5 Approxi-
Tmmigrants. Number. | mate per
cent,
Cerlified as mentally and physically defective.......cveuens L 3L (TN
Admitted of thoso certified as mentally and physicaily !
dermel\id\.&f‘"“_mm'iiib]i'"""mf,il'lm"a-"i:fg;s'.i;:iilm 19,113 90
Deported of those cert as mentally and p ¥
el ol s s T e i S e B 2,208 10

EXAMPLES OF DISEASES AND DEFRECTS CERTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS OF
EACH APMITTED AND DEBARRED ENTERING INTO ABOVE TOTALS.

Disease or defect. Admitted. | Deported.

Imbecile........ 5 33
Feeble-minded T S0
Insanity...conve 11 73
\-‘m_;lc-rml disease 4{ 'Hlig
] L L by S
TS e e R i b A A S e S 7,421 111
Malipnant tomor. - . <. icaiinioneas 14 5
T an o DA i Tyl et e LBl 4 e I 196 41
Deformity, formation, ankylosis, cieatrix, permanent

e L T 1,839 133
Undersized... 8
ATPOhOH S =St e e e 3
Admitted after hospital treatment rvsssbanssen

2_}..3nuua1 report Commissioner General of Immigration, 1922, pp. 126-
1257.

1923.
Approxi-
Immigrants. Number. | mate per
cent.
Certified as mentally and physically defective.. ........... Lo R e e
Admitted of those certified as mentally and physically
Dder«'li;'n& e et o e h!"&lc 2ifs 21, 136 88
eported a5 mentally P ally
defective........ ks A s o P L e 2,81 2

EXAMPLES OF DISEASES AND DEFECTS CERTIFIED AND PROPORTIONS OF
EACH ADMITTED AND DEBARRED ENTERING INTO ABOVE TOTALS.

Disease or defect. Admitted. | Deported.

g e LA e L 1 16
Feeble-minded. . e 3 76
e T e e L S R e A T Y B T 4 02
YVencreal disease............. 30 341
Epile?sy_ S e A F AL EF L SRRy L 1 15
Senility...... 5, 623 112
Malignant tomor.. . .c.coeann.. 16 4
Paralysis, atrophy............. m it s
Deformity, malformation, anky!

gﬂu ............................... 2,430 145
Unders LI 0™ s il 168 15
Alooholiana =25 ot s 1 2
Admitted after hospital treatment. ...c.covvevrevinnnneayors - PSS S

’('.\jnmlnl report, Conmissioner General I'mmigration, 1023, pp. 142-

b

A great many of the cases included in the tables and totals for these
six years were disposed of by the Labor Department on appeal, but the
greater number seem to have been decided by the primary inspectors
and other immigration authorities at ports of entry.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. Byrnes] asked me in his absence to yield the
gentleman five additional minutes.

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five ad-
ditional minutes.

Mr. BOX. It must not be inferred that all these admis-
sions were wrongful, though I belleve the greater part of them
were. In an effort to get the simple truth, without conceal-
ment and without exaggeration, I personally copied the figures
given in these tables and submitted them to the Commissioner
General of Immigration, from whose reports I had taken
them, and requested him fto point out any inaccuracies or
wrongful inferences. He replied in writing that the figures
harmonized with his records. In the same connection he
wrote a long letter undertaking to show why the nonmedical
ingpectors, boards of inguiry, and the officials at the ports
and at Washington were justified in admitting some tens of
thousands who, according to the certificates of the Public
Health Service, were of the classes excluded by law. In
order that his explanation may be read in connection with
my remarks I shall insert his letter at the conclusion of
these remarks. ] y

Many of these admissions were made by the Department at
Washington *on appeal” to the Assistant Secretary of Labor
by or in behalf of the excluded aliens, As illustrating the
number of these appeals from execluding orders made at the
ports for all causes to the Assistant Secretary of Labor, I
give the following figures from reports of the Commissioners
General of Immigration for the fiscal years 1918 to 1923, in-
clusive:

For 1918: Number of appeals, 3,618; number debarred, 2,555; 70
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 1,063; * 30 per
cent, (Rept. 1018, p. 158.)

For 1919: Number of appeals, 4,121 : number debarred, 3,109; 175
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 1,012; 125 per
cent:  (Rept. 1919, p. 104.)

For 1920: Number of appeals, 4,812; number debarred, 2,950; 161
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 1,862; 139 per
cent, (Rept. 1920, pp. 204-205.)

For 1921: Number of appeals, 7,422; number debarred, 3,541; *48
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 3,881; 52 per
cent. (Rept. 1921, pp. 124-125.)

For 1922 : Number of appeals, 12,828 ; number debarred, 5,244 ; * 41
per cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 7,584;: *59 per
cent. (Rept. 1922, p. 121.)

For 1935 : Number of appeals, 14,506 ; number debarred, 6,247 ; 14§
pér cent; and number admitted on bond or otherwise, 8,259; * 57 per
cent, (Itept. 1923, p. 187.)

This summary of the results of appeals from excluding om
ders made at the ports shows an increasing percentage of ad-
missions on appeal, running from 30 per cent and 25 per cent
for 1918 and 1919, respectively, up to 59 per cent and 5T per
cent for 1022 and 1923, respectively. These appeals are usu-
ally ex parte proceedings in the absence of both the alien and
the physician who certifies that he is defective or diseased.
In fact, about all that the departmental assistant usually has
hefore him when he reviews the excluding decision is a brief
paper record and a foreign bloc representative or a politician
“with a pull.”

In the same connection, and as showing some of the results
of this serious failure to exclude or deport excludable or deport-
able aliens, I quote further from the statement of the National
Republican Club of New York, appearing in the hearings,

Your committee recommends as follows :

1. That the Federal Government (a) through Congress by the en-
actment of law and the appropristion of sufficient funds, and through
its proper officers in the adoption of methods and regulations, pro-
vide for and secure an adequate and competent medical examination of
immigrants before entry, and a more efficient and rigid enforcement
of the immigration law, particularly as regards the exelusion of ex-
cludable aliens and the deportation, without delay, of aliens legally
shown by the authorities of the State of New York to be deportable.

- - - - L] L] -

(¢) Regarding eancellation of warrants of arrest, that the Secretary
of Labor, or such other officer as shall bave the power fto cancel such
warrants, shall give doe notice, with an opportunity to be heard, elther
in person or by letter, to the department or officer issulng the certifi-
cate, before a warrant, either of arrest or of deportation, is canceled.

1 Approximate percentage,
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The result of this mlscarﬂnﬁ of our laws—of this folly in
our failure to enforce them that we are enlarging to an
alarming extent the proportion of our people who are mentally,
morally, or physically defective. In support of this proposition
I call your attention to the following:

The Abstract of the Census of 1920, page 97, shows that 65.3
per cent of our population is native born of native parentage
and 84,7 per cent of the population is foreign born or of foreign-
born or mixed parentage. Yet Doctor Laughlin, who made a
survey of all the State and Federal institutions of the United
 Btates, found that the 65.3 per cent native born of native par-
entage furnished only 55.1 per cent of the inmates of institu-
tions for those who are so defective or derelict as to require
their being kept in custody, while the 84.7 per cent of foreign-
born or mixed parentage furnished 44.9 per cent of the inmates
of these institutions. (Hearings, 67th Cong., serial 7-C, p. T51.)

The same bad tendency is shown by kindred fizures from the
‘Btate of New York, whose population is 72.8 per cent native
born and 27.2 per cent foreign born, but this 27.2 per cent for-
eign born furnishes 43.1 per cent of the inmates of the institu-
tions for the insane, while the 72.8 per cent native-born popula-
tion of that State furnishes only 56.9 per cent of the inmates
‘of its insane asylums. (Abstract of Census of 1920, p. 103;
’tes%l’:{ony of Doctor Dawes, Hearings, 68th Cong., serial 1-A,
D. )

The number of the mentally diseased in care of public insti-
tutions throughout the United States has increased enormously
‘during the last 40 years., I quote an excerpt from a statement
by Dr. Walker L. Treadway, surgeon, medical officer in charge
of the Public Health Service at Boston:

The rate of mental diseases under care in public institutions has
increased during the past 40 years from BE1.6 per 100,000 to 220.1 per
100,000 in the general population. This enormous increase in the
number of persons requiring care in public Institutions has entailed a
great outlay of publie funds for buildings and eqnipment and an in-
creased yearly expenditure for thelr care. * *

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again
expired.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr.
the gentleman five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas Is recog-
nized for five additional minutes.

Mr. BOX. That foreign groups, industrial interests, and
politicians have borne with hard unholy political pressure
against the enforcement of the 8 per cent quota law, as they
have against other portions of the law, Is shown by the
testimony of Assistant Secretary of Labor Henning, who,
gpeaking of appeals for the admission of excess quota immi-
grants, said:

Just ag I was trylng to get out some Congressmran's stenographer
cathe in with an armful of them and I went through them hurriedly.
(Hearings December 19, 1021, p. 224.)

And by the statement of Chairman JoENs0N, as reported
on page 285 of the same hearings:

* & * - peither do I think we are justified in leaving condl-
tions as they are, with Members of Congress working for their con-
stitnents, with Senators working for thelr constituents, further
pressing the department.

The enforcement of the 8 per cent quota law has been dis-
creditable and subversive of its purpose. Repeatedly great
groups, numbering thousands, have been admitted in plain
violation of its terms. Congress has twice during the last
three years stultified itself by pretending to validate these
lawless acts months after they were done. On one Christmas
oceasion the gift of illegal admissions was generously bestowed
on some 1,200 or more In the following language:;

To officers of the United States I'mmigration Bervice:

By direction of Secretary, aliens now being held in detention all gea-
ports solely becanse in excess of quota, and those who may arrive on or
before the 25th instant and be so held, are hereby landed for a period
of 90 days on execution of their personal bonds or personal-bonds rela- |
tives, with additional understanding that bonds with qualified sureties
may later be required.

This order will not apply to those seeking admission and who are
therefore in detention. HExpedite to fullest possible extent release for
all aliens who may be affected by this decislon.

W. W. HusBAND, Commissioner General.

The foregouing generous order applied to the 1,200 who were
then at the stations in New York and Boston and, in addition,
all quota cases among the Hungarians, Poles, and Italians in

Chairman, I yield

the harbor and coming up the bay at New York and all who

might be on the sea on December 24 'and 25 who arrived on or
before the latter date.

Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BOX. Yes.

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman’s figures are very Interesting
with reference to insanity, and I will state that before the
Veterans' Bureau Committee recently testimony has been brought
to us that in civil life the insane are about 3 to the 1,000, and
among the veterans of the World War it runs about 6 to the 1,000.

Mr. BOX. I have personally visited the ports several times
and minutely observed the work of inspection. The persist-
ent efforts of labor importers, foreign groups, and politicians
and the result of their work have likewise been noted.

First. The 3,per cent quota law has been and is so poorly
enforced that its purpose has been in considerable measure
defeated, though it has accomplished much.

Second. Scores of thousands of inadmissible aliens are com-
ing in from Canada, Mexico, and adjacent islands, and at the
ports. Some of this is unavoidable. The greater part of it is
due to insufficient appropriations and consequent lack of men
te enforce the law.

Third. The greater number of the admissions at the ports
after the aliens have been certified as diseased or defective
have been wrongful, in plain violation of the law, and in de-
feat of its salutary purposes. I personally stood by an in-
spector on a ship In New York Harbor and saw him pass a
senile woman. As he did so he remarked, * She has been cer-
tified as senile, but I shall pay no attention to that. Senator
is interested in her.” Political and business powers
from the centers largely populated by the foreign born per-
sistently interfere with the faithful administration of the law
by pleading for and demanding the admission of mandatorily
excluded aliens. The executive department feels compelled to
heed these demands as far as possible. The result is a dis-
creditable and distressing failure to enforce the law in hun-
dreds, probably many thousands, of cases

Fourth. Many large foreign-born groups already here are at
enmity with the law, as the friends of the ligonor traffic are
at enmity with the prohibition laws. They resort to every
means to prevent its operating to exclude aliens. To this
source may be traced another large part of the law's failure.

Fifth. Those in charge at Washington are guilty of flagrant
and continued violation of the law. I thought that Louis F.
Post, the former Assistant Secretary of Labor, was not prop-
erly enforcing this law. I therefore advised the Rules Com-
mittee, composed chiefly of Republicans, then eonsidering an
impeachment resclution against him, that in my judgment
he was not in sympathy with the law and was therefore not
the man to be charged with its enforcement. I am fully con-
vinced that the present Department of Labor is failing to a
ruinous extent, and that its failure is due to weakness and
political influence. The monstrous idea that they are not
bound to enforce the law as it is written, but may break it
at will to avoid hardships, is inconsistent with any efficient
enforcement. All laws faithfully enforced sometimes erush
men who come in conflict with them seeking to defeat their
purposes. That officlals may set aside mandatory statutes at
their discretion is preposterous, and the official who does it
is unworthy of his place.

For at least six years there has been much of this In the
enforcement of the immigration laws. Unless the country
can find men of suofficlent conscience and firmness to apply
the law, the purpose behind all former legislation and this
bill will fail. That purpose is the protection of the Nation
agalnst a recognized peril. TUnless we have strength to exe-
cute the law, foreign groups, whose alien affinities rule them,
and labor importers, whose greed subordinates their patriot-
{sm, will have their way, and America will be filled with the
polson and fire which have flooded the Old World with the
miseries of perdition. [Applause.]

BXTENSION.

Being a copy of the letter of the Hon. W. W. Husband,
Commissioner General of Immigration, explaining why so
many aliens certified as diseased and defective by the examin-
ing physicians are nevertheless admitted, and comments there-
on:

UXITED BTATES DEPARTMERT OF LABOR,
BURBAU OF IMMIGRATION,
Washington, February 8, 1924,
Hon. Jorx C. Box, M. C.,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dmar Me. Box: I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of
February € incloging certain tatles showing the disposition of cases
in which medical certificates had been issued in connection with aliens
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applying for admilssion in .the fiscal years 1918-1923, inclusive. I
have had these checked over by our statistical division, and they are
found to be in accordance with the bureau records.

In explanation of why large numbers of aliens are admitied not-
withstanding certificates showing physical or other defects have been
issucd by the examining medical officer I can perhaps do no better
than to quote the following from a récent letter of the department in
answer to a similar inguiry as to the record for the fiseal year 1923.
The department stated in part:

* You are, of course, aware that the mere fact that an alien is
certified for a physical defeet which in the opinion of the medical
examiner affects the ability of the alien to earn a living does not
In 1itself render an alien inadmissible, but that the immigration
officers at the port must consider such medical certificate in con-
nection with all of the surrounding ecircumstances and decide the
case accordingly. Tor instance, of the number against whom
medical certificates were rendered, 5,628 were certified for senil-
ity, it being the invariable custom for the medical examiners to
attach to such medical certification the statement that the dis-
ability may affect the ability of the alien to earn a living.

“The fact remains, however, that approximately 05 per cent
of these aliens are the parents of aliens already here, who are
both able and willing to properly eare for them, and who, them-
selves, are not expected to engage in remunerative employment.
Without in any manner intending to reflect upon the work of the
public-health doctors assigned to immigration inspection, as I
believe they are performing s most meritorions service and almost
without exception are conscientious and paiostaking in  their
duties, it appears that there are some méedical examiners who make
it a practice to certify almost all aliens over the age of 55 as
being afflicted with senility; but when all the surrounding cir-
cumstances are tnken into consideratjon, there would seem to be
no justification either for the officers at the port cr for the de-
partment when such cases come before it on appeal to exclude
such aliens merely because of the medical certification.

“ There are numeroas other causes, such as deformity, hernia,
pregnancy, less than normal function, loss of member, ete., for
which medical certificates are rendered, but when considered in
connection with the other facts in the case, which, of course,
the medical examiners can not take Into consideration, it is quite
apparent that such ‘deformities,” ‘loss of member,” ete., would
in no wise affect the ability of the alien to earn a living. For
instance, if a jeweler, bookkeeper, or any other person engaged in
occupations of a sedentary nature, were to be certified for de-
formity of the hip, loss of the nether extremities, cte., it could
hardly be considered that such defect would impair their earning
capacity. In fact, one of the officers in the principal distriets has
stated that over 90 per cent of the medical certificates renderved
might be considered in the nature of marks of identification.

L L] - L - L] -

“As you are no doubt aware, the seventh proviso to section 3 of
the act of February 5, 1917, provides that aliens returning after a
temporary absence to an unrelinguisbed United States domicile of
seven consecutive years may be admitted in the diseretion of the
Secretary of Labor and under such conditions as he may prescribe.
1t is not at all nnusual to have it develop in cases comprehended
within this class that the allen has reslded practically all of his
life in the United States; that the allment for which he is certified
was contracted in this country; and that he has a wife and minor
children residing here. The department has taken it for granted
that the particular provision of law wmentioned was designed to
take care of just such cases, which seems the only logical conclusion
if one is to be gulded at all by the dictates of common decency and
humanity. You understand, of course, that the medical officers
can not take these matters Into conslderation when rendering their
wwedical certificates, and if allens so certified are admitted under
this particular provision, the medlcal certificates would remain
a matter of record. This circumstance might apply to any one or
all of the aliens shown to have been certified for ailments which
render them mandatorily excludable, and I have no doubt that they
do apply to a large majority of the cascs shown in the inclosed
table.

“1 might state, in this connection, that only a few davs ago
the department was confronted with a case whereln a family
was returning to the United States after a temrporary visit to one
of the European countries. This family, when it first came to the
United Btates, was accompanied by an Infant child against which no
medieal certification was then rendered.  When the family returned,
however, this child, which is now, according to my recollection,
in the npeighborhood of 18 years, was certified as being an
imbecile. The case was presented to the solicltor for an opinion
a3 to whether this child could be considered as comprehended
within the seventh proviso to section 3, already mentioned, and
the solicitor's opinion was in the affirmative. Consequently, the

department directed admission. I am sure that it eould not be
logically argued that the entire family which knew no home other
than the Unlted States should have been refused permission to
reenter simply because of this afflicted child, or that the child In
its helplessness should have been. separated from the parents.

“Another circumstance which might explain the admission of
such aliens Is the fact that it has been the practice for a long
time past to admit aliens for the purpose of obtaining medical
treatment in this country where it is shown that similar treat-
ment is not obtainable in the country from whence the alien
comes. This applies particularly {o a large number of aliens who
are admitted from Canada for the purpose of obtaining treatment
in the Mayo Institute, Rochester, Minn., and also to consider-
able numbers who are permlitted to undergo treatment for tuber-
culosis at Saranac Lake, N. Y., and elsewhere. In fact, there
are certain organizations, such as the Independent Order of Odd
Fellows, the International Typographical Union, and others, which
bayve filed a blanket bond with this department under which their
members residing in Canada are permitted to enter the institu-
tions maintained by them, there being no possibility of such allens
becoming public eharges nor there being any danger of spread of
contagion resulting from their admission. ]

“ By reference to section 22 of the immigration aet, it will be
noted provision is made that whenever an alien shall have been
naturalized or shall have taken up his permanent residence in
this country and thereafter shall send for his wife or minor chil-
dren fo join him, and said wife or any of sald minor children
shall be found to be affected with any contagions disorder, such
wife or minor children may, in the discretion of the Secretary,
be accorded hospital {reatment until cured and then be admitted.
This provision also accounts for a large number of those shown to
have been admitted, particularly those affected with trachoma  or
venereal diseases,"

In this connection the department did not take into account the
Joint resolution of Oectober 19, 1918, under which sectlon 3 of the
immigration act of 1917, known as the excluding section, was very
materinlly modified for the benefit of aliens who served in the United
States forces or those of the allied nations during the World War.
The terms of this resolution applied to aliems returning within two
years after the termination of the war, and the fact that this was in
force up to March, 1923, undoubtedly accounts for the admission of a
considerable number of defective allens who otherwise might, and in
many cases undonbtedly wonld, have been denied admission to the
country.

I am returning the tables, as requestad, and trust that I have given
you the information you desire, Additional information as to any
specific point will be gludly furnished if desired.

Sincerely yours,
W. W. Huspaxp,
Comwnissioner General.
COMMEXT BY MR. BOX.

The record of the thousands of appeals to Washington from
excluding decisions made by the hard-pressed port inspectors
and of arge and increasing percentages of admissions by over-
ruling the port inspectors, as revealed by the commissioner gen-
eral’s own annual reports, shows that the doctors, port in-
spectors, and boards of inguiry who see and examine the
diseased and defective immigrants do not agree with the Wash-
ington authorities, who see the attorneys and politicians about
them.

They also show that the New York National Republican Club
was right in saying that there is need of * a more eflicient and
rigid enforcement of the immigration law, particularly as re-

rds the exclusion of excludable aliens,” and corroborates Dr.
Spencer L. Diuwes, of the New York Hospital Commission and
president of the Interstate Conference on Immigration, when he
siid *that he had seen immigrants passed as mentally and
physically fit to enter the United States at the rate of eight a
minate " ; that * there were admitted under bond to the United
States at Ellis Island 4,724 defective aliens who were excluded
under the immigration law ” during the last fiseal year, and
that * during the same year 2,712 defective aliens were allowed
to enter without bond: Ellis Island said they must not come
in—they were defective. Of 12,976 other aliens found to belong
to the excluded classes by medical officers at Ellis Island, 12,305
were permitted to enter by direct order from Washington;
nearly 20,000, in all, of the mandatorily excluded classes were
permitted to enter the United States during the year.” 1 quote
these statements of Dr. Spencer L. Dawes without personal
knowledge as to the exact figures, but because le is in position
to know and his statements are strongly corroborative of the
facts stated by me in the foregoing remarks.

[Mr. F'rexcH was granted leave to revise and extend his
remarks in the Recorp on the pending bill]
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Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yleld 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KercHAM].

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, in common with all the
Members of the House, I presume, there came to my desk
about 10 days ago, in anticipation of the discussion of the
bonus bill, a letter from a gentleman who purports to be the
head of the Antibonus League of the United States. In that
communication he imparted to me some startling information.

This startling information was to the effect that if the
borus was passed by Congress the measure of the obligation
chargeable to the fourth Michigan congressional district, based
on population, wounld be the significant sum of $10,149.000.

In view of the fact that this distriet is undoubtedly an
average one and this burden seemed rather tremendous, rela-
tively speaking, my mind was naturally challenged by the
statement, and I thought I would undertake an analysis of
the situation to see what the exact facts were, and with the
further thought that these facts might be of some interest to
the members of the committee, I have asked these few minutes
to present to you what the facts are as I find them from a
survey of the actual conditions in this district. For the
fiscal year which ended In 1923, the congressional district
which I represent paid into the National Treasury a fotal of
81,743,200, in all sorts of internal revenue, assuming that
ours is an average district for the revenue district in which
the congressional district is located, Segregating this $1,743,-
200 to personal income taxes, corporation taxes, and miscel-
laneons taxes, the fizures run as follows: $610,125 to personal
income taxes, $610,125, or practically the same amount, to
corporation taxes, and $522,950 to miscellaneous taxes.

In this congressional district there are 8,135 Federal income
tax returns filed according to the latest report. Taking the
proportion of income tax which these personal incomie-tax
payers return to the Government, I find that the average per
return for this congressional distriet is $75. Please keep the
$75 in mind.

The Budget this year for the United States is $3,019,000,000,
and taking the figures as estimated by the Ways and Means
Committee as to the annual cost of the soldiers’ bonus as it is
to be reported to us as being $105,000,000 per year, this would
make an increase, assuming it is to be an increase, of 3% per
cent in the Budget and a corresponding increase in the amount
of taxes paid iIn the various revenue-collection distriets.
Three and a half per cent of the total amount that we paid
in our congressional district for the year 1923 would be
$61,012 for just one year, or a total for the 20-year period of
$1,220,240, instead of the alarming sum of $10,149,000.

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes.

Mr, RANKIN. Possibly the exponent of the Antibonus
League thought you were going to raise this money by the
tariff, and if you did, inasmuch as under the present system
every dollar that wenf Into the Treasury would cost your
people $10, in order to raise $1,000,000 it would cost your
district $10,000,000.

Mr. KETCHAM. I am at a loss to understand how the fig-
ures given by the gentleman could have been finally produced.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. WI1ll the gentleman yield?

Mr, KETCHAM. It will take me but a moment more to com-
plete my statement, and then I will gladly yield to my col-
league.

The 33 per cent increase on $75 would amount to $2.62 addi-
tional on each income-tax return filed. This surely would not
be a heavy burden to the individual income-tax payer, in view
of the reduction of 50 per cent just provided on such incomes
in the revenue measure recently passed by the House.

These are as close as I can get the figures from one congres-
sional district, and I thought possibly they would be of con-
siderable interest to others who might have been troubled
somewhat by the rather astonishing figures from the president
of the Antibonus League. Let me turn the situation the
other way around. If it were true that this congressional
distriet would pay $10,149,000 as its share of the bonus, then
on that basis the whole country would pay $16,915,000,000,
instead of $2,119,000,000. I have brought this to your atten-
tion in order to indicate to you the length to which some
gentlemen will go In order to create a wrong impression in
the minds of those of us who are honestly trying to face this
proposition.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan.
gentleman yield?

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I was attracted by the
question asked by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]

LXV—270 :

Mr. Chalrman, will the

as to where this money is coming from with which to pay the
bonus. KEvidently no one expects it to come from Mississippi, at
least no one who reads and knows what the returns in the
shape of taxes are which the different States make. Last
year Mississippi paid into the Federal Treasury from internal
revenue taxes, income taxes, and so forth, $3,000,000 out of
about $3,000,000,000 that were turned in by all of the States. I
think the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Kercunaym] is justified
in talking about what is pald in by Michigan and portions of it.
Michigan paid $187,000,000 into the Treasury last year, just 50
times as much as did the State of Mississippl.

Mr. LITTLE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes.

Mr. LITTLE. I notice the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Kercuau] has been figuring considerably upon the bonus and it
occurred to me that perhaps he is prepared to answer the
celebrated question of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MurrHY]
as to whether the tax will pay this bonus, That question has
not been asked for a week or two.

Mr. KETCHAM. In reply to the gentleman may I say that
I have been very greatly impressed by the statement which
appears in the newspapers, credited to the great chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. MappEn], that it is ex-
pected that the savings which will very soon be made in voca-
tional training and certain other features of our war welfare
expenditures will care for the amount to be annually appro-
priated and set aside as a sinking fund to meet the maturing
insurance policies. This should be comforting to all who have
feared an actual increase in Federal taxes if the bonus bill

asses,

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KETOHAM. Yes

Mr. RANKIN. In reply to the gentleman from Micnigan
[Mr. McLAveHLIN], Who is a member of the Committee on
Ways and Means, which has brought out this bill to run over
the Congress and the ex-service men, I desire to say that one
reason taxes from Mississippl do not go more into the Treasury
of the United States directly is because so much money goes
into the poekets of the manufacturers who collect it through
the tariff, and according to the gentleman’s figures we are
entitled to at least a full share of the adjusted compensation,
because we furnished a greater proportion of soldiers for the
amount of property we had to protect, and I do not believe his
figures get him anywhere when it comes to comparing them, to
show that this is the reason why the masses of the Ameriean
people should be taxed $10 through a tariff where only $1 is
poured into the Treasury.

Mr. TINCHER. My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EETCHAM. Yes.

Mr. TINCHER. I suppose the argument of the gentleman
from Missigsipi [Mr. Ranxin] in respect to the tariff, in-
jected into this bonus speech, comes because those States that
believe in free trade believe also in free soldiers, and have
not paid their seldiers in cash any bonus, and are now, there-
fore, dissatisfied with the insurance which the committee had
reported.

The CHATIRMAN,
gan has expired.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM],

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Chairman, I am grateful to the gentle-
man from South Carolina [Mr. Byrnes] for his courtesy in
yielding me time, and to the gentlemen of the committee for
granting the privilege of extending my remarks. I have made
the request for exiension because of the fact that it is not pos-
sible in the time allotted me to discuss adequately the matter
I have in mind. .

I want to speak with reference to one feature of the pend-
ing bill which seems no longer controversial, A few years ago
the mere mention of it led to agitated debate and there was
much difference of opinion eoncerning it. The difference of
opinion grew out of a lack of familiarity with the subject, but
by this time its practical importance as a proper matter for
legislative consideration and action has been forced upon our
attention in the hard school of experience.

It is my purpose to discuss briefly the history and importance
of the helium project in this country. When I first became a
Member of this body in the Sixty-sixth Congress, it naturally
fell upon my shoulders to seek to get an adequate appropriation
for the continuance of the operation of the helium plant, be-
cause I live in the city of Fort Worth, Tex,, where it is lo-
cated. Owing to the fact that the three original experimental
plants, at which the feasibility of the project was determined,
were called argon plants, helium by its true name was as much

The time of the gentleman from AMichi-
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Greek to the public as the language from which the word is
derived. These experimental establishments were known as
'argon plants during the war in order that, for purpeses of
military safety and cantion, the secrets of hellum might not be-
come generally known. The public were excluded from these
plants and the secret experimentation was carefully guarded.
Under these eircumstances, when I first appeared in my efforts
te get an appropriation for a helium plant, some of the Members
looked at me as If they wondered whether I was talking about-a
patent medicine or a new breakfast food. The subject had been
‘disenssed very little in the magazines, and perhaps less in the
_press, and thepe was no general familiarity with it. Dauring
ithe great world coufliet helium had been traveling incognito,
~and it was only after the cessation of war that it came to pub-
lic attention undisguised.

The progress which has been made in such a brief period in
the production of helium and in the ascertainment of the pur-
poses to which helium is adapted is almost incredible. There
are probably many new Members in this Congress who have
|not had an oppertenity to hear the subject discussed, and it
|is this fact largely which has led me to make these remarks
to-day. In the first place, therefore, let me talk about it in an
|elementary way, for my one desire is to try to give helpful
information. In deferemce to myself I should state, however,
jthat I do not eloim to be a helium expert. Such education as I
! have received has been along the line of the arts rather than
the sciences, but as a layman I have given the matter consider-
able stndy. And perbaps the observations of ‘a layman on the
subject will be more readily understood, anyway, because they
Awvill be free from technieal terms intelligible only fo those with
some sclentific training. /

What is helium? It seems to be generally conceded now that
bhelium is an element, like oxygen and hydrogen. It is a gas
‘which is inert and which is not noxious. It is noninflammable
and noncombustible. By reason of its buoyancy it has 92 per
cent of the lifting power of hydrogen, which is the lightest of
known gases.

How did it get its name? Why is it called helium? DBack in
1808 some scientists were observing an eclipse of the sun,
They found in the solar chromogphere an element unknown at
that time on the earth. It made a little yellow line in the
spectrum, a line somewhat akin to that made by sodium, but it
was sufficlently differentiated to convince these observers that
it was not sodium. It was a chemical curlosity, and such it
remained for many years. There was no known counterpart
in the world for this strange element of the heavens. Now,
the Greek word for sun is Helios; and, in view of the fact that
this mysterious gas made its first manifestation to sclence in
the sun, it was appropriately termed helium in honor of the
grent orb of day. The scientists felt that, though there might
be nothing new under the sun, they had certainly found some-
thing new in the sun.

Later light on the subject, sclentific rather than natural,
brought the revelation that this heavenly stranger had deigned
to reside also on this mundane sphere, and fortunately for us
the United States of America seem to furnish the principal
scene of the earthly visitation. It was first discovered on the
earth, it appears, in some effervescing springs abroad; then,
in inconsequential measure, in the air. The chemists began a
curious and diligent search for it and suecceeded in separating
a few cubie feet from uranium ores. Up until the time we went
into the war in 1917 these few ecubie feet of this chemieal
curiosity represented the world output of extracted helium.
Ohese had been obtained in laboratories at the prohibitive
cost of from $1,600 to §2,000 per cubiec foot. Helium was then
but an expensive plaything for the sclentists. Several years
before that time Professor Cady, of the University of Kansas,
had determined from experimentation in that State that it
might sometimes be expected to appear in natural gas. He
made this discovery in certain natural gas in Kansas, but the
volume of the known supply of this particular gas at that
time seemed hardly sufficient to justify any extensive operation
‘in extraction, Besides the percentage of helium in that gas
was quite low.

The results of this experimentation, however, led to a very
satisfactory discovery. Just before our entrance into the World
(War helium was found in some gas wells which were drilled
(at Petrolia, Tex., about 104 miles north of the city of Fort
Worth, It developed that there was approximately 1 per cent
of helium in this gas, and it has been learned that that per-
ceutage affords a very profitnhle hasis for practical operation
in extraction. This §s a relatively high content of helinm.
Just hhow the helium gets in the natural gas is still a matter
of scientific conjecture. ' I have been informed that helium is
one of the elements into which radium finally breaks up.

There may be some activity of radium down in the earth which
accounts for the presence of helium in this natural gas. That
is a matter about which I must confess that I know nothing.
At any rate, it is present in some natural gases and absent
from others, and the men of technical skill and training are
still trying to solve the mystery.

The advantages of the use of helium in lighter-than-air craft
appealed at once, of course, to the Government authorities.
If a sufficient volume of it were available its service in war
might be of incalculable value. That highly Inflammable gas,
hydrogen, had cost much in the loss of life and property. A
noninflammable gas to take its place would save both, and also
multiply efficieney. Naturally the Government was deeply in-
terested in the Petrolia discovery. If helium could be had to
replace hydrogen in lighter-than-alr eraft a great problem would
be solved. The Government determined, therefore, to see If
some feasible method could be found of extracting the helinm
from the natural gas. Fortunately, the volume of gas at
Petrolia appeared to be adequate for quantity production. The
one thing necessary was the separation of the helium. How
could it be done?

Bear in mind that prior to 1917 the minimum cost of sepa-
rating a single cubic foot of helium had been $1,500. A
realization of this fact will help us to appreciate the subse-
quent accomplishments.

Three experimental plants were started under Government
operation. As I have sald, they were called argon plants.
Two of them were located at Fort Worth and one at Petrolia.
Two were placed at Fort Worth because of the fact that at
the little town of Petrolia sufficient power and waier were not
available for the purpose. A different process was tried in
each plant. It seemed from the experimentation that the most
practical one at the time was that of the Linde Co. From the
guccesstul operation of these experimental plants the United
States had 210,000 cuble feet of helium on the docks at New
Orleans ready for shipment to France at the date of the sign-
ing of the armistice. That was seyeral hundred times as much
helium as had ever been extracted previously in the whole
world. And what did it cost? Mirablle dictu, 40 cents a cubie
foot. From §1,500 to 40 cents. Surely that was a drop that
rivaled Niagara, In times of peace 40 cents would likely be
prohibitive, but as an element of offense and defense in war
helium seemed practieally invaluable. We shall see that this
cost has been reduced almost incredibly in the short time of
the Government’'s operation since the war.

In view of the fact that reasonably cheap extraction seemed
both possible and probable, the Government determined to build
a permanent plant for the production of helinm. That plant
has been maintained at Fort Worth, Tex., gince about the time
of the conclusion of the war. It was constructed when war
prices were prevailing and cost about $2,000,000. A pipe line
was also built by the Govermment from Fort Worth to Petrolia,
104 miles, at a cost of more than $1,500,000. The helium-pro-
ducing wells In this gas field were owned by a private compuny,,
and a contract was entered into by the Government with that
company for the privilege of extracting the helium from some
of the gas. The contract also contained clauses designed to
conserve this heliom supply in part, at least, by restricting
the output of the gas to be used for commercial purposes.

As I have stated, the Linde process has been used in the
operation of this production plant. It may be Interesting to
know, in a general way, how the helium is extracted from the
gas. Through refrigeration by compression and expansion all
of the constituent elements of the gas except helium are lique-
fled. The nitrogen, for instance, is liguefied. They create a
temperature of about 300° below zero. At this low temperature
all the elements except the helium become liguid. The helium
is drawn off and stored in metal cylinders which hold about 190
cubic feet each under pressure. The liquefled gases are then
returned to the gaseous state, put back in the mains, and used
commercially. Of course, the gas is better for commercial use
after the helium has been taken from it, inasmuch as helium is
a nonburning element,

The helium project is supported on a 50-50 basis by the Army
and Navy, one-half of the necessary appropriation being earried
in the supply bill for each of these services. The operation of
the plant itself is conducted by the Navy, and the output is
appropriately divided. Storage facilities are available at the
plant for several million cubic feet. The entire project is under
the supervision of the Helium PBoard, composed of oune mem-
ber from each of the following departments: War, Navy, and
Interior.

Mr. SPRROUL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LANHAM, Certainly.
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NMr. SPROUL of Kansas.
fleld in Téexns?

My, LANHAM, 1 will say fo the gentleman that, fortunately,
they have been finding some new wells down there contuining
lellum-henring pas—some about Petrolia and some In other
sectlons of the State. If you mean to inquire how much gas we
have from which to extract helinm, I will sny that it is largely
a mitlter of conjecture; but if properly conserved there is cer-
tainly envugh for muny years of operation, This inquiry leads
me 0 say some things further which may be of interest and
which, to my mind, are of great importance. This country lhns
practically nll of the known gources of supply of helium In the
entire world. In its almost monopolistic possession of helinm
this is a ravored Nation.

No other country on earth, according to the information now
available, hns this rare element in sufliclent volume to make
its continued extruction feasible either commercially or as a
factor in national defense. There is n little in Canada, and
Bome in Italy snd Czechoslovakia, but it is relatively ingignifi-
cant, Tt seemns that we have been peculiarly blessed by the
Almighty with this wonderful asset of offense and defense,
That we are making the most of this natural and national ad-
vantage Is not so certain. The annual wastage of helinm in
the United States is estimated at 500,000,000 ecubic feet. In
other words., our yearly coutribution of it to thin air Is almost
one hundred times ag mueh as the total of all that has ever been
separated from its gaseons host and made available for prac-
tical use. The mere statement of this fact forces upon our
attention the importance of its conservation. Bhall we con-
tinue this lavish and prodigal waste of an element valuable
hotly in peace and in war, and which, for practical purposes,
is pur exclusive possession? There is a bill now penéding be-
fore the Committee on Military Affairs whose purpose Is to
provide for proper congervution. FPractienlly all of the helium-
bearing gas In this country is privately owned. As this gos
is being used commercially without belng processed the helinm
ig being lost. Practically no geological structure containing
a natural gas bearing bellum to an appreciable extent has
been discovered on our publie lands.

This statement naturally prompts an ioguoiry as to where
helium i found in the United States. In addition to Texas,
it has been discovered In Oklahoma, Kansas, Ohio, southern
Illinois, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Kentucky, Indiana, and
New York. In other worde a strip of land Leginning in north
Texas and running in a northensterly direction into New York
includes the most aviilable territory. 'The greater volume of
it seems to be in the southern part of this urea., It has been
found alto in a few isoluted spots In the West, but the pre-
ponderance of the gas, go far as known, is located In the
sections Indicated.

I wish now to say a few words concerning the capacity of the
plant. I have sald that up to 1917 only a few cubic feet
had cver been separated, but In January of this year the United
States Government extracted af this plunt a million cubie feet
of helinm. That is almost half enough to 1l the Shenandoakh,
our large dirigible. And a very significant feature of this ex-
traction is that the helium was obtained for G cents a enbic
foot. When you are thinking of progress, stop and consider
that accomplishment. 1 nttemded a hearing this morning before
the Committee on Patents und heard a gentleman discuss prog-
resg in an interesting and learned way., He said that the
original ideas of Mr. Alexander Graham Bell's invention of the
teleplione, of Mr. Marconi's wireless communication, and of
the Wright brothers’ fiying machine might have amounted to
but little in a practienl way but for the subsequent discoverles
anil developments which have facillinted their general use.
The mere finding of heliom in the sun, and later on the earth,
might have nmounted to but little In a prectiecal way hoad we
not by persistent experimentation subsequently demonstrated
the fuct that we enn extract in one month 1,000,000 cubic
feet of it at a reduction In cost from $1,500 a cuble foot to 63
cents. Think of the progress that has come In this new project
in the brief ¢course of seven years. And I may say, further,
that the successful testing of @ pew process practically
a8sures the extraction of hellum at a cost of about 8 cents a
cuble Toot,

Mr. LITTLE, “AMfr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANHAM. Gladly.

Mr. LITTLE. Is it not a fact that Professor Cady, a con-
stl'tur'_nt of mine In Kunsas, has made some important discov-
eries in connection with helium?

Mr. LANHAM. Yes. He made in Kansas the discovery of
hellum in natural gas, which seems to be the only practical
source for gotting It in sufilclent volume,

What Is the capacity of the helinm

Mr., LITTLI. Then my constituent had a large part in the
progress that has been made?

Mr, LANHAM. He did, and I am glad to see given to him
his proper meed of praise.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired. £

Mr. LANHAM. Under the leave extended so graciously
by you gentlemen, I shall extend my remarks in the IlEcoup.
[Applause. ]

I desire in this extension of remarks to discuss further the
practical application of the discovery and extraction of helium
to the pursuits of peace and war, And It Is interesting to ob-
serve, In passing, that In the entire period of experimentation,
operation, and development of this project we have expended
oily about one-fourth of the cost of a siugle battleship, de-
spite the fact that muoch of our expenditure was made during
the prevalence of war prices. Helium also has an advantage
over the warship in that it Is derable. That which was ex-
tracted in the experimental plants tests just a8 pure to-lay
as when it was lirst obtained. Let us consider briefly some
of its advantages over hydrogen, which it is so rapidly sup-
planting in our lighter-than-air operations.

Hydrogen Is limited in the period of its utility. Affer it
has become contaminated with air, a highly explosive mixture
is formed, which ig worthless as an agent In aviation hecanse
of the aftendant danger. Helium., on the contrary, mnever
ceases to be an available asset. When contaminated, it may
be repurified at a nominal cost and used over and over again.
I understand that the necessary machinery for this operation
may be transported on two flat cars. Subjected, therefore,
to the critical unalysis of cold calenlation in deollars and cents,
the inert hellum iz not displaced as an agent in aviation by
the active hydrogen which roars and flashes its claims to con-
sideration in explosions In dirigibles and the consequent loss
of men and material. In the Reoma disaster we lost more
than 30 trained men. The Roma, the ZR-2, and €-2 lhave
all gone the hydrogen route to the scrap heap, The flying of
divigibles with helinm has not been attended with the loss of
either ships or men. For my part—and I spenk as a lnyman
lacking in technical knowledge and skill—I doubt the wisdom
of even permitting brave American boys to imperil their lives
and their usefulness to the Nation by going up in balloons
that are needlessly filled with hydrogen. With helium, safety
is possible ; saftey is economieal. Why not have 1t?

It seems to be generally agreed that If the Shenandoah had been
filled with hydrogen when it broke from its mooring mast the
men and the ship would have perished in an awful eatastroplie.

Hydrogen eviuces a fery and explosive disposition. 1 am
told that one who is smoking is not permitted to approach
nearer than 100 yards to a hydrogen-filled dirigible. About one
that is inflated with heliunl one may smoke with Impunity.
Hellum is passive, well behaved, and manifests no tendency
at all to break up the party. It approximates much more
vearly than hydrogen the seriptural definition of clhiarity—ir
“ vaunteth not itself, is not puffed up, does not behave itself
unseemly, is not easily provoked.” Its use naturally relieves
the tension of the crew. It Is an old saying that “ it Ig berter
to be safe than sorry.” Perhaps we have not learned that los-
son absolutely in our lighter-than-air flying, but we have cer-
tainly advanced beyond the primer stage. 1t Is very much
easier to sell the hellum Idea now that hydrogen has hurled
so many trained men into eternlty and so many dirigibles into
the diseard of the junk pile. Safety in aerial sailing makes
for a clear head and a stout heart, It stimulates concentrution
upon the purpose In mind.

The experts tell us that the leakage of helinm through fab-
rics Is only about 10 per cent of that of hydrogen. And, besides,
the invulnerability of helinm-filled airships to gunfire, to the
once troublesome incendiary bullet, is & distinet point in favor
of the use of this new element, It goes Achilles one heiter,
Also, the greater possibilities In mechunical construction of
hieliun-filled ships afford the opportunity for a direct drive
anud the consequent enhancement of spead and effectiveness,
Hearings before committees have brought out the fact that
both the Army and Navy Air Services contemplale the use
of large, rigid dirigibles for transporting troops and naval
personnel, and also mother ships for airplanes and their equip-
meut that will e seryiceable from coast to coast and fur ont
from our continental shores. In faet, the cruising radius of
airships Is a vital point In their importance. They can re-
main in the air for loug periods of time aud cover great dis-
tances, mud thus they become the most logieal craft for search
and reconnaissance scouting. Their ability to hover seems to
be surpassed only by that of the national debt, and their conge-
quent availability In bombing operations is apparent.
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We are belng taught constantly in the school of experience
that the achievements of the past are but an earnest of the
things whicli the future holds in store. This Is no tlme for a
nenr-sighted policy. We need eyes that in the scope of thelr
vision will rival the strides of the old, fabulous 7-league boots.
1 hope that we may have no necessity for further wars, Fertu-
nately, the uses of hellum are adapted ailso to times of peace,
A large commercinl company Is now contemplating the estab-
lishment of transportation routes with hellum-filled dirigibles.
An agent has testified before a committee of this House con-
cerning this matter, and he has stated that the trip from New
York to Chicago could be mnade easily and safely in one night.
But if war should come, [t scems that rigid airships filled with
hellum are destined to Dbecome one of the maost Important
factors In national defense and offense, botli by land and sen.
Just a lttle flizht of the Imagination will pleture the possible
fights of these mighiy leviathans of the alr. Colonel Lucas,
the English oflicer who made the trans-Aflantie trips in the
R—4j, bas given, according to my Information, some most in-
teresting stafements concerning the possibilities of helium-
filled dicigibles in times of war. We are told that Germany
Wiis even preparing to bomb New York from a hydrogen-filled
dirigible. No other nation possesses helium, and for the pur-
poses of peace and war our aerial future should be made cor-
respondingly secure.

Tle first real flight with hellum in {he history of the world
was made on Monday, December §, 1921, by the Navy blimp
¢—7. The weather conditions were quite unfavorable, but the
attempt was entirely snccessful. In a snowstorm this small
dirigible, inflated with nbout 190,000 cubic feet of helium, jour-
neyed from Norfolk to Washington and then returned, after
circling the Capital City. There had been two brief preliml-
nury test flights nt Hampton Hoads. It was my pleasure to
witniess a part of this flight and slso to speak concerning it in
the House on the day of its cccurrence. That initial trip dem-
ousirated the superiority of helium over hiydrogen in other
respects than Ifs safety. It was found that the use of heliom
facilitated the operation of a dirigible In many lmportant
ways,

Since that timoe thée use of hellum has been greatly ex-
tended in lUghter-than-air flying, both in the Army and Navy
bramches of the service. 1 had the privilege the lutter part
of November of taking an hour's ride over Iort Worth in the
Army dirigible T'C-3. It was the first timie I was ever physl-
cally up in the air. The use of helium made the juunt an
entirely sufe one and I enjoyed the experience thoroughly.
We suiled over the helium plant and thus for the first time
brought Into proximity the respective agencies of cause and
elToct in this wunderful project. In exemplification of the pos-
silbilities of such ilight the engines were stopped temporarily
and we hovered in mid-air. One ‘of the crew left the car and
went upon the engine platform to demonstrate the ease with
which necessary adjustments and repairs could be made in
fght. Aud this was all huppening in less than seven years
from the time when helium was an exorbitantly expensive
chemical curlosity.

Mr. Rouers of Massachusetts has given on the floor of the
IIouse n most interesting talk on the proposed pelar explora-
tions of the Shenandoafi. In the light of past perfermance
and present accomplisliment, who can say with authority that
the achievement Is Impossible? The dreams of yesterday are
the realities of to=day. Of course, I have no personal fa-
milinrity with Arctic comditions. Certainly there are some
cireumstances which augnur well. The continuous daylight
wonld prevent the varying expansion and contraction of the
gus, which occur In this country with the frequent successive
perclods of day omd might. Under conditions otherwlse nor-
natl, this fact would facilitate the flight. The distance from
Nome to Bpitzberzen directly over the pole is but little more
than half the eruising radioz of the Shenandoagh. The trip
could likely be made in abont fonr days. We have been ad-
vised that the purpose of this proposed journey Is not the re-
discovery of the pole, bnt rather the exploration of n great
area of unknown territory. One thing is ¢ertain. This Is tho
only country under the sun which is able to use in such an
eitort that wonderful element discovered in the sun which
rouders & dirigible entirely safe from destruction by explosion.
Whether it may be done will likely be o fact of history betfore
ihe lapse of another scrvenm Yeard

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chalrman, I yield flve minutes to the
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, Tayron],

The CHATRMAN. The geatlemun from Tenncssee is recog-
nlzed for five minutes

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, Mr. Chalrman and gentlomen
of the committee, 1 trust my colleagues will pardon me for

spenking out of order, but a matter Lhas been called to my
attention that is so shocking to my sense of patriotism and
does such violence to the teuets of public decency that I feel
it should be brought to the attention of the Congress and
the whole country. I have just recelved from a patriotie
constituent, Dr. H. E, Christenbery, of Knoxville, Tenn., a
clipping from a recent issue of the Knoxville Jourunal and
Tribune which calls attention to a wery sad situation, which,
in my opinion, challenges the earnest and patriotic attention
and the immediate actlon of the Congress. The newspaper

clipping, bearing a Washingion date line, recites the fol-
lowing:
[From the Journal and Tribune, Knoxyille, Tenn.,, Wednesday,
March 12.]

KO MOXEY TO DISTRIDUTE TITEM, UNITED STATES MAY DUMP CAPTURED
TROPMIES INTO OCRAN.
(Ry John T. Lewing, jr.,, Central Press correspondent.)

WisniNeTrox.—\Whon the late war ended the Governmeut declded
that the Amerlean people would want souvenirs of the conilict in the
form of captured German guuns and equipment, and it arranged the
shipment of a huge quantity of the materinls to this country. Guuns wera
to be glven to cltles. Completa collections of (German helmets, guns,
sabers, ete., were to be given to muscums and schools.

But this plan has never been carrled out. The shipload of stuff s in
the Government arsenal at Fort Newark, N. J., rusting and rotting.
It may be dumped into the ocean shortly.

No money has been appropriated by Congress for the purpose of dls-
tribnting the materinls. A bill has been pendiug many months. Spon-
sors of the bLIll say 1t fen’t likely to be passcd, because Copgressmen
frown on the ldea of spending money for such a purpose now.

Beveral private fArins are reported to be willlng to buy the smaller
trophles, of which there are thousands, for aale fo persons desirons
of olitalning souvenlirs ; but the ldea of commerciulizing the mementoes
is frowned on, too.

While this story was doubtless written in good falth and was
based upon the reasonable apprehensions of the Washington
correspoudent, to me the whole proposition is preposterous
and utterly inconcelvible. Is it possible that we bave lost all
fense of gratitude and nativnal pride? After spending from
twenty-five to fifty hillion dollars in the prosecution of the wir,
in the name of cominon justice can we not spend n few paltry
thousands to commemordate and perpetunte the brilliant deeds
of heroism performed by our hrave hoys in carrying Old Glory
to vietory on the Marne, at 8t. Mihiel, in the bloody Argonne,
and elsewhere? Of course we can; and the act will be unanl-
mously approved and universally applauded from Maine to
California.

Besides, gentlemen of the Honse, the distribution of these
trophies will eniall no expense on the Government, should the
sovernment be willing to put Itself In a ulggarndly light, because
the States, countles, municipnlities, aud clvie organizations, as
the ecase may be, will be unly too glad to bear the expemse
incident to thelr tramsportation and installation.

Out of a spirit of loyalty, Doctor Clristenbery resents the
proposed or supposed attitude of our Government as described
in the clipping which I have just read to you; aml this posi-
tion of his, In my opinion, Is shared by every patriotic Ameri-
can cltizen.

At the conclusion of the war it was generally understood
that these German cannon and other trophies eaptured by our
brave soldier boys would be distributed throughout the country;
and, geting upon that impression, practienlly every Member
introduced & number of Lills providing for an ullotment of
these relies of the war to Lis partleular district. The propo-
sition appealed to me as it did to the membership of he House
generally as a thoronghly meritorious and pralseworthy action,
To exhibit the trophies of the war at public places throughout
the Nation would not enly be a proper acknowledguent and
recognition of the signal prowess exhibited by our iutreplid
goldiery but it would be a patriotie lnspiration to the people
who would behold them and coutemplate thelr signlflcance.

In my judgment, it would be a downright shame, a dastardly
crimme, a gross Insult to our soldiers, botl lving and dead—
yea, it would be practical perfidy itself to destroy these testi-
moninls of the unparalleled valor of our service meu us Is
supcisted in thls newspaper artlcle, and In the name of our
gallant soldiers, both living and dead, and in the nome of every
patriotie Amerlean citizen, 1 desire Lo register my solenmn pro-
tost ncainst this unholy program, and iosist that provisions
e limmedintely made for the preservation of thesa war trophies
and their suitable distribution throughout the Natlon. [Ap-
plun=e.

M, CONNALLY of Texns. Mr, Chalrman, will the gentle-
man tell us what the Committes on Military Affulrs is going
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to do about this? They have had the subject before them for
several years, and meanwhile, I understand, the trophies are
rotting.

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, According to this story they
will be cast into the Atlantic Ocean.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas, Has the gentleman taken this
matter up with the Committee on Military Affairs?

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I have not, but I hope to do
go. I think it is a meritorious measure,

Mr. JAMES. I will say to the gentleman that it has been
reported out of committee.

Mr. BYRRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes
to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. STEVENSON].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina ls
recognized for 20 minutes.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, now that Secretary Denby
has reached home and has been received with a brass band and
various other demonstrations of approval, it becomes us to
inquire what else Is to be done with reference to dlstlnguishs_.'d
executives who cooperated and collaborated with Mr. Denby in
what has been pronounced such a violent misappropriation of
the assets of the Navy and of the United States.

Secretary Denby is not shown to have done anything except
to have made a mistake of judgment. He is not shown to have
had any interest tied to him that might have influenced his
judgment. He is not even supposed to have been the recipient
of any loan or to have had any connection whatever with the
oil people. And yet he has been rejected under such circum-
stances that his fellow citizens met him with a brass band
when he got home.

All the time we find the Assistant Secretary, who was collab-
orating very actively in the whole business, left as the guiding
star to the new Secretary who is to come from the Pacific
coast in a day or two. I want to direct attention to the fact
that if Mr. Denby ought to have gotten out, Mr. Roosevelt
ought te get out, too.

Why do I say s0? We have had numerous attorneys who
were suggested to conduct certain litigation rejected, and
promptly rejected, because it was shown that at some time or
another they had been retained by, or had been connected with,
some of these oil companies. We have one now held in sus-
pense where the committee of the Senate refuses to recommend
him because he is connected with a bank that is known as a
Standard Oil bank; they refuse to confirm him because, for-
sooth, having represented one of the Standard Oil banks he is
not in a position to represent the Federal Government in bring-
ing suits against an oil company which is said to be robbing
the Government.

Let us look into it and apply that to am official of the
Navy Department to-day. The Assistant Secretary of the Navy
was a director of the Sinclair Oil Co. up to the time he entered
the war. He was a stockholder in it. When he returned from
the war he did not go back with them, but, according to ihe
testimony produced before the committee, he became an em-
ployee of Montgomery & Co., the bankers of the Sinclair Oil
Co., having in his particular charge the business conducted by
the bank with the Sinclair Oil Co.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld
there?

Mr, STEVENSON. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Has the Assistant Secretary of the Navy

ated any other crime than this?

Mr. STEVENSON, If the gentleman will be patient, I will
not charge the Assistant Secretary of the Navy with any erime,
and I do not intend to; but I want to call attention to the fact
that he is in an equiveecal position, if these different attorneys
were in such a position that they conld not properly represent
the Government.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Did I understand the gentleman also——

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not yield any further now. ‘The
Assistant Secretary of the Navy, when he returned, as I say,
took up his duties with Montgomery & Co., according to the
testimony of his brother, Mr. Archie Roosevelt. According to
his own testimony, his wife became the owner of 1,000 shares
of the Sinclair Oil Co., and retained them until 1922, after the
leases that are complained of had all been executed.

Mr. LONGWORTH. On what authority does the gentleman
make that statement?

Mr. STEVENSON. I get it from the statement of Mr. Roose-
velt himself In his testimony before the committee.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I would like to hear the gentleman
make that statement and prove it.

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, I will refer you to the testimony
that he gave himself,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let me get the gentleman correctly.
Does the gentleman state that Mrs. Roosevelt owned that stock
at the time the leases were made?

Mr. STEVENSON. I said that Mr. Roosevelt in his own
testimony, which I can read to you, said that they owned it
and sold it in 1922, and that then——

_Mr. LONGWORTH. No, no. The gentleman made this posi-
tive statement : The gentleman said that Mrs Roosevelt owned
that stock at the ¢ime the leases were made, and I submit that
the gentleman—— 2

%Ir.lt STEVENSON. I do not care what the gentleman
gubmits,

Mr. LONGWORTH. That the gentleman has made a false
statement, and let the gentleman prove his statement.

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman will not maintain that
outside of this House.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let the gentleman prove his statement,

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Why does not the gentle-
man read the testimony?

Mr. STEVENSON. I will read it at the right time.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I make the point
of order that the gentleman has not yielded.

Mr. STEVENSON., There is no use of getting *“het up”
about this thing. [Applause.] I will call the gentleman’s
attention to what Mr. Roosevelt said in one minute:

Senator WaLsH. And your stock was sold some time during 1917
or 19187

Assistant Secretary RoossveLr, My stock was sold, I should say, In
the winter of 1918,

Benator WALSH. And then your wife became a stockholder In 19207

Assistant Seeretary Rooseverr. In 1920, and sold that stock in
1921, T fhink. I can tell you approximately. It was, I think, in
1922 ; sold It in 1922,

Senator WALSH. Are there any other members of your family in-
terested in the Sinelalr Co.?

Asgsistant Becretary RoosSEVELT. My brother is an employee of the
Sinclalr Co.

Benator WALsSH. Does he hold any official position there?

Assistant Secretary ROOSEVELT. Yes; he is an employee. I do not
know whether you would call it an officlal position. I will ask Mr,
Sinelair, however.

And so on. :

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman wil
pardon me?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. “And so on” is pretty vague.

Mr. STEVENSON. I can read you what he says addition-
ally.

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman has made the positive
statement that Mrs. Roosevelt owned this stock at the time
these leases were made. Does the gentleman repeat that
statement?

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not say that he has said so, but
I sny——

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then the gentleman said it himself?

Mr. STEVENSON. I say she owned this stock, according
to his statement, in 1922, and the order which he procured the
President to sign was on the 31st day of May, 1921, when she
owned it, and this was the basis of the whole transaction.
The contract was made on the Tth of April, 1922, and it is
up to him to show whether she sold before or after the Tth
of April.

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman has made the positive
statement that Mrs. Theodore Roosevelt owned this stock at
the time the leases were made, Is the gentleman prepared
to prove that?

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, I have stated what the
proof is, and If the gentleman now says she did not own it
on the Tth of April, 1922, I shall not be prepared to contro-
vert it, but she did own it when the negotiations were going
on and when the order of the President transferring this was
signed, for the very purpose of consummating the act, in 1921,
according to their own statement; they can not get away
from it and say there could have been no such transaction.

Mr. LONGWORTH. T am prepared to make a statement, and
if the gentleman cares to deny it, let him do so.

Mr. STEVENSON. Just wait a minute; this is in my time.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Not at all.

Mr, STEVENSON, If the gentleman makes a statement
which I know is not true, I will deny it and I do not hesitate te
say sO.

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yleld o the gentleman
from Ohio?
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Mr, STEVENSON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am prepared to make the positive
gtatement that Mrs. Roosevelt did not own a share of stock at
the time these leases were made,

Mr. STEVENSON, Will the gentleman make a statement as
to what time in 1922 ghe parted with it?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will make a statement to the effect
that she was not in possession of any of this stock within three
months before the leases were made.

Mr. STEVENSON. After' or before?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Before the leases were made.

Mr, STEVENSON. Then the gentleman is prepared to ad-
mit that she owned it when the original order was procured
by Mr. Roosevelt to be signed by the President, is he not?

Mr. LONGWORTH. That proposition is negatived by what
I have stated.

Mr, STEVENSON, No; it was stated positively she owned
it in 1922,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Well, the gentleman stated his own in-
ference from the testimony.

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman stated his own infer-
ence from the testimony, which Mr. Roosevelt could have made
positive, but he did not do that. Mr. Roosevelt knew what
they were driving at. If he had sold that stock before the
leases were made, why did he not say so then? If he had so
stated, I would not have disputed it. If he sold it in 1922, if
you run back for three months from April, then it must have
been sold the Tth of January. We had hardly gotten into
the year 1922 then.

Now, I am not going to have any further controversy about
that, That is settled. It is settled that Mr. Roosevelf, through
his wife, had an interest in the oil company when the negotia-
tions began and when they were running and when he him-
self carried the order to the President, May 31, 1921, and had
the order signed and brought it back to the Navy Department.

Mr. FRENCH. Would the gentleman yield just a moment,
and if necessary, I will yield him whatever time I may con-
sume?

Mr. STEVENSON. All right, sir,

Mr. FRENCH. It should modify the situation to have it
understood that Colonel Roosevelt was one of the officers in
the Navy Department who was not in accord with this leasing
and building program. The Navy Department was not har-
monious on that question—-neither the administrative officers
who were civilians nor the regular officers of the Navy. It
happens that in this great administrative matter Colonel
Roosevelt was opposed to the leasing and storage construction
program.

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; well, we will see about that. At
page 420 of the record:

Senator WarsH. Please let me know whether you approved or
disapproved of the policy of making expenditures of between $15,000,-
000 and §$20,000,000 for these tanks by private contract and without
competitive bidding.

Asgsistant Secretary RooseVELT. I approved the general policy
of endeavoring to arrange the situation so that the oil, which was
evidently intended by Congress to constltute the naval reserves,
should be kept as a naval reserve in the only way poseible, which
waa that.

What was that but approval, and he said it several times.
He was pinned down on that several times, as I will show the
gentleman, when he said, “ I approved the general policy which
was adopted.” See also page 1300, where he reiterates it.

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman must remember that the poliey
of conserving oil for the Navy is one thing and,the policy of
what arrangements should be made for building storage and all
that sort of thing is a different thing. That could have been
worked out through ecalling upon the Congress, or it could have
been worked out without having these leasing companies build
the storage reservoirs. There are various ways, either one of
which might have been adopted.

Mr. STEVENSON. Is the gentleman going to yield me time
for the time he is taking now?

Mr. FRENCH. I shall be glad to. Undoubtedly Colonel
Roosevelt believed in the general program that we probably, as
a Congress, all approve, of conserving oil for the Navy.

Mr, STEVENSON. The gentleman will ind—and I will put
it in my remarks—that Mr. Roosevelt not only approved it at
this point but he approved it at two or three different times
when pinned down and said, * I approved of this general policy.”
Page 1300.

That Is the proposition which comes before the new adminis-
tration of the Navy Department.

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield for a further ques-
tion?

Mr. STEVENSON. AIll right.
thMr.“F;‘RENOH. Did not Secretary Daniels approve of saving
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Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; Secretary Daniels approved of sav-
ing the oil, but he did not approve of leasing it out and taking
a large part of it for the purpose of constructing tanks.

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield again?

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not yield any further. We will get
through with one thing at a time,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina de-
clines to yield.

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield if I yield him time
for the time I consume, and that is what I propose to do?

Mr. STEVENSON. All right.

Mr. FRENCH. Does not the gentleman know that under
Secretary Daniel’s administration there was that actual thing
done—the leasing of the right to procure oil in order to conserve
its value to the Navy or to the Treasury?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir. But those were protective
wells. Mr, Daniel's position is fully stated in the Recorp of
February 10, 1920, page 2709.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas, Will the gentleman yield right
there so that I may ask the gentleman from Idaho a question?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I judge from the remarks of
the gentleman from Idaho that the gentleman favors this
naval policy.

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no; the gentleman has no right to make
any such deduction from my remarks.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman was citing with
approval the fact that Secretary Daniels had leased some
wells, and I supposed he was using that as a basis for supporting
his own belief that that was a proper thing to do.

Mr, FRENCH. I have no hesitation in asserting that it
was the right of any Secretary of the Navy, whether Secretary
Daniels or his successor, to carry out vigilantly a poliey of
endeavoring to save the Navy oil for the Navy, to save it for
the country, and unless something had been done to protect
the Government's interests the oil would have been pumped out
by the Standard Oil Co. and other subsidiary companies through
wells upon lands adjacent to the oil reserves. The question of
method of carrying forward such a program is an entirely
different proposition, and if the gentleman will consult the
hearings held two months ago, and held some time before the
statement was made by Secretary Fall touching his entire
relationship to the matter, the gentleman will find that 1
specifically disapproved of the policy that was followed, and
that continues to be my own attitude.

Mr. STEVENSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to
have any more interpolations about this before I get through.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, may I yield the gentleman as
much time as the gentleman thinks I ought to yield for the
time I have consumed?

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman ‘ought to give me at least
five minutes.

SEVERAL MeMpBERS. Ten minutes.

Mr. STEVENSON, Ten minutes, they say, and I suspect
that is right. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair understand about the mut-
ter of time. Dwoes the gentleman yield 5 minutes or 10 min-
utes?

Mr. FRENCH. Whatever time we have consumed I wish to
yield the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is
recognized for 10 additional minutes.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, there is no need for any-
body to get too warm about this matter. Tt is all in the record.
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoncwortH] said a moment
ago that I did not read on, and so forth. Well, T will read on
and just give all that is there at that place:

Assistant Secretary Rooseverr. I will ask Mr, Sinelalr, however.

Mr. Sixcram, He Is a vice president of one of the subsidiary com-
panies,

Assistant BSecretary RoOSBVELT. Vice president of one of the sub-
sidiary companies, .

Senator WaLsH. Is he a director in any company ?

Assistant Becretary RooseveELT. Again I will have to ask Mr.
Sinclair.

Mr. SiNcrAmr. He Is not a director in the original fompany; he is
in the subsidiary company.

Senator WALSH. Do you know how long he has sustained these rela-
tions to the Sinclair Co.?

Assistant Secretary ROOSEVELT. Yes; since the spring of 1910.
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Now, we will see where Mr. Archie Roosevelt came in on
this proposition. He says:

Benator Drii. Mr. Roosevelf, you may have stated, but I did not
get it clearly. as to just how you came to go into the employ of
Binclair Co.

Mr. RooseverT. You can help me on this, Mr, Stanford. I think
Montgomery & Co. were bankers for the Binclair Co., weren’t they, at
one time?

Mr. Braxrorp. I think so.

Mr. RoosEvVELT. And my brother was with Montgomery & Co., and
bad represented Montgomery & Co. with the Binclair Co. This 1s a
long time ago, and I don't know about it as well as, perhaps, you
would. And he eaid to me—— -

The CHAIRMAN, Who said to you?

Mr. RoosEverr. My brother, Ted. He said, * There §s a chap I know
in New York, and he might give you a Job.” He gaid, “I served on his
board of directors. And he might give you a job™ And that was
how it came about.

Senator DinL. Well, did your brother go to Montgomery & Co. in
your interests?

Mr. RoosgvELT. To Montgomery?t Oh, no. He was with them.

Benator InLr. He was with Montgomery & Co.?

Mr. RooseveELr. Yes.

Senator DinL. And did your brether go to the Sinelair Co. for yom?

Mr. RoosEvVELT. Oh, yes; he helped me there.

Benator Ihir. He helped you get it?

‘Mr. Roosevevr. He helped me get the job: yes.

The CHMRMAN. Any further questions? If not, we will excuse Mr.
Roosevelt.

So Mr. Theodore Roosevelt, the present Assistant Secretary
and Acting Secretary of the Navy, being with the bankers of
Sinclair & Ca. goes and gets the job for Archie, his brother,
with Binclafr & Co. What compensation did he get and when
did he qui? Mr. Theodore Roosevelt said two or three days
ago that Mr. Archie Roosevelt got $§10,000 a year to start with,
‘which was subsequently inecreased to $15,000 a year.

That is twice the salary of a Congressman. If you read the
Lestimony of the gentleman—and I never saw Mr., Archie Roose-
velt—I think you will conclude with me that it was a remark-
able salary to be paid to a man of the capacity which he
showed In the testimony. I do not know him and I never saw
him, but I know from reading his testimony that he did not
show sufficient eapacity to do much more with that crowd than
to torn a grindstone or grease a gimlet. That is about the
way it impressed me, and yet he was being paid $15,000 a year,
and was so paid until this investigation got too hot, when he
Jumped overboard. Then, gentlemen, talk about there being no
interest up there.

There was a picture the other day of Daugherty standing on
the burning deck, with the oil fumes all flowing up around him.
It was called “The boy stood on the burning deck.” That re-
minded me of the scene when they found that Ned McLean ad-
mitted practically that he had been lying, and Senator Cama-
wAY made a speech which scared Archie so much that he hal-
looed for Teddy. Senator CARawAY certainly got a feather in
his cap, because he scared a Roosevelt.

Mr. LITTLE. My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEVENSON. No; I can not yield just now.

Mr. LITTLE. I just wanted to know why the gentleman said
“practically ”; that is all.

Mr, STEVENSON. Oh, I shall not qualify it; I shall say that
he admitted that he lied, but he had not admitted it at that
time. The Assistant Secretary of the Navy rushed over to New
York and they listened in on a telephone conversation with an-
other fellow, and then came back here and jumped overboard.
Fifteen thousand dollars a year was good enough until it be-
gan to burn. It impressed me so much that I wrote a little
parody on that well-known poem. It seems that doing such a
thing has become fashionable these days, although mine was
completed some weeks before Senator HerriN and Senator
Lobnce began it. It is as follows:

ARCHIE AND THEODORE OR THE BOY JUMPED OFF THE BURNING DECEK.
Archie stood on the oily deck
Whence Theodere had sped ;
He proudly drew his weekly cheek—
It was his dally bread.
But soon the deck beeame guite warm—
The boss to Europe fled—
Feeling a sense of keen alarm,
He called for Brether Ted.

With life preserver im his sarms,
Abandening his bread.

He made g fiying leap (rom harm,
But landed on Lis head.

That is what bappened to Archie. 1 leave it te this House
whether or not the fact of the ownership of the stock while
negotiations were going on, and that under the influence of the
Amis{ant Secretary, this boy was being carried on the pay roll
at $15.000 a year, does not call for a change over yonder?

There are one or two other things that I want to talk about.
The gentleman talks about Mr. Daniels advocating this, that,
and the other. Mr, Daniels is not Seeretary of the Navy at the
present time, and if he had been you would not have anything
like this going on. Doheny and all of his crowd admit that
they could not break in with a crowbar when he was there,
and they denounced him for it. What was done? They went
to work in defiance of the right of Congress to appropriate the
money and the assets of the United States and made the con-
tractors spend $20,000,000 in building oil terminals at Pearl
Harbor and other places and paid for it out of the oil that be-
longed to the Government, taking the assets and making con-
tracts and building establishments without any right from
Congress or anything else, but it was all approved by the
Assistant Secretary of the Navy, because he said so in his
testimony which T just read to you and in many other places.

We are going to have a new Secretary of the Navy from the
Pacific coast. They are exceedingly interested in building a
naval base at Alameda, Calif. If he conceives that he has the
same power that this other Secretary and Assistant Secretary
conceived they had, what is to hinder him from alienating
every gallon of oil in the naval reserves and building up a great
naval base there without the consent of Congress or anybody
else? One Is as bad as the other, and one is not any better
than the other, amd you can not distingnish between them. I
say for that reason the Assistant Secretary of the Navy is
now in a position where he ought to get out. Not only that,
but you had the testimony a day or two ago of the marines
being used and sent out there to throw off those people who
were contesting with Mr. Sinclair the right to that property.
Some say that that was Government property. Oh, no; it had
been transferred to Sinclair, and the question was between him
and the *“ squatters,” as they were called. It was a question
beiween two claimants to land, and we find the Navy Depart-
ment, under the express order of this Assistant Secretary of
the Navy, taking that great historic organization, the marines,
and sending them out there instead of letting those people try
their rights at law. We find him bringing all the power of
the military force of the United States to bear in behalf of
Sinelair and his crowd, to whom they had granted these leases,
and on whose behalf they had no right to use the military arm
of the United States Government.

ﬁ;{é? SPROUL of ‘Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Assuming the fact, which the gen-
tleman will probably deny, that this lease was a legally made
lease, would it not be the duty of the Government to put the
lessee in peaceable possession of the leased property?

Mr. STEVENSON. The Government would have properly
remanded him to the United States court, and when the United
States court had determined his right, then the marshal and
his force and all of the military forces of the Government would
be behind the deecree; but that is what they did not do. They
did not propose to submit the matter to a eourt. They said:
“We have taken up Sinclair and we are going to see him
through with the military arm of this Government, and we
are not going to give anybody else a chance,” and it became a
military strong-arm ejectment that went on out there, probably
all of them squatters, but they had their rights as American
citizens.

I made the statement when I started out that the wife of
the Assistant Secretary of the Navy owned stock when this
contract or lease was made. The gentleman from Ohlo [Mr.
LoxeworTH] challenged it. I have read to yon the evidence.
If that is not true, it is merely a wrong inference from the
evidence. I do not intend to misrepresent those people, and
the gentleman from Ohio knows that I do not.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I admit that I think the gentleman
made an erroneous statement, made it without authority.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Was that made clear in the evi-
dence?

Mr. STEVENSON. No; the Assistant Seeretary had the op-
portunity to make that clear, and that was what they were
driving at, and he failed to do if, and I had a right to infer
that. Had he stated that the stock was sold in February, 1922,
as he had the opportunity to do, no question would have been
made of it by me.

But, gentlemen, do not forget this is a matter of 12 months’
transactions. Gentlemen, do net forget that the foundation

stone of this was the order of President Harding which M
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Roosevelt himself earried to the President on the 31st day of
May, 1021, and secured him to sign. At that time the stock
was owned by Roosevelt’s wife, according to his own testimony,
and continued up until some time in 1922, and this contract
was signed April 7, 1922, and therefore assuming that while
the gentleman—I am not charging the gentleman has done
anything wrong, but assuming after all these other men re-
ferred to are disqualified by being lawyers, because they ac-
cepted pay from an oil company—the gentleman who occupies
the position of Assistant Secretary of the Navy is disqualified
from sitting in that position after the circumstances which I
have detailed when his personal interests in the Sinclair Co.
were in such shape as I have detailed, and I think he can very
properly follow the lead of Archie and jump overboard, and
I believe he will.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TiNCHER].

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, It has been a matter of some considerable satisfac-
tion to most of the Members of the House that the House of
Representatives has not indulged in as plain unwarranted
gossip and vicious scandalization without warrant as some
other branch of our Government has been indulging in. What
was the object of the speech just made? It could have but
one object, and that was for the Saturday night and Sunday
morning papers to carry to the country the statement that.|
Theodore Roosevelt was interested in Sineclair oil, and that
while it was admitted it was in the name of his wife, by
reason of the leases made he has profited, and for that reason
he should get out of the office of a Cabinet officer. The ex-
cuse offered by the learned gentleman, who always displays
some partisanship in making a speech on this floor, is that
a plain denial of that statement of his was not contained
in any hearing. Now, let us stop and be moderate. Is it
possible in this great country of ours the right way to do is
to charge some one with being a criminal unless he has some
legal proof of his Innocence? Think how unfortunate it would
have been for a great and honored family of this country
if they had no one on the floor fo speak for them and deny
that contemptible Insinuation and assertion. [Api)lause.] I
suppose the thing that prompted the charging of it was the
fact that men intimately connected with the family are promi-
nent on our side of the House. Thank God for the support
to that honored family that the country may know the base-
fulseness of the accusation at the same time it is issuved.
Mrs. Roosevelt had stock in the Sinclair company and Mrs.
Rtoosevelt sold it three months before the lease. Could a
person say that she sold it at a profit by reason of her hus-
band having to O, K. a lease that might make the stock more
valuable? Mr, LoxgworTH is here, and I want to ask him,
Do you know whether Mrs. Roosevelt sold her stock at a
profit or at a loss?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, of course I have
nothing whatever to do with the business connections of any
of the members of my family except myself. However, I

~do know this: Mrs. Theodore Roosevelt has her own property

entirely independent of control by her husband, and I do
know this, slie sold whatever she may have owned of the
Sinclair oil stock at a substantial loss at least three months
before any of these naval leases were made,

Mr. TINCHER. T assume that no one will deny the truth
of that statement. But how nice it would have been for the
seundal mongers if the morning papers had carried the state-
ments here presented and should have insinuated that while
Theodore Roosevelt was in the Cabinet position he enriched his
wife by making an oil lease. Shame on that kind of states-
manship! I believe in an honest House, where it reaches
honest conclugions with some reason and common sense, I do
not believe you will gain anything as a party by stooping
down and trying to attack a man like Theodore Roosevelt in
such an underhand, contemptible manner, and without any
excuse for it whatever,

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TINCHER. I will

Mr. BARBOUR. Does not the gentleman from Kansas also
think it would have been ordinarily decent to have given the
new Secretary of the Navy a chance to start in on hig duties
hefore attacking and criticizing him? I want to say the new
Becretary of the Navy 1s as clean and fine a type of American
citizen as you will find anywhere in the United States, and I
know it. [Applause.]

Mr. TINCHER. I believe it, and I will say this, that the

time has come In this country when I do not believe men will
hear the reputation of being clean, fair, and honest statesmen

who are willing to stoop to scandal of this character or kind.

We are getting rid of some of the grafters; we are prosecuting
some of the criminals, more than you ever did; and I do not
believe you raise yourself in the estimation of the people of
this country by such dastardly, cowardly attacks on the good
name of men and women on this floor without any warrant
whatever for them, except you could not find out where they
denied it in some hearings you read. [Applause.] Mr. Chair-
man, I yield the floor.

Mr, BOYCE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TINCHER. I yield the floor.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield five
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY].

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman from Texas wants to speak
on this subjeet?

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina.
derstanding. That is the only one.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for five minutes,

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen
of the House, a great many Members on this floor, especially
my good friends on the Republican side, Sometimes good-
naturedly tell me that I am a partisan. That charge is true.
If I did not believe in my party and its principles I should
leave its ranks. I am a partisan, but I have not permitted
my partisanship heretofore to cause me to say anything on
this floor about any of the transactions that have attracted so
much attention in the public press with reference to Teapot
Dome and Secretary Fall and Attorney General Daugherty.
I shall just take this occasion to make a few observations with
reference to the conduct of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
TixcHER] a little while ago in rising in his seat and so bit-
terly attacking the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
StEvExson] for standing up in the House and quoting, from
the printed hearings, the sworn testimony of the Assistant
Secretary of the Navy, Colonel Roosevelt. Now, if a noise
were wisdom, and heat were courage, the gentleman from
Kansas wounld probably occupy the leadership that is now
occupied by the gentleman from Ohio. [Applause.]

But such, happily, is not the case in this instance. T want
to say a word to gentlemen on the other side, and especially
to the gentleman from Kansas, because he is quite a debater.
He is quite a partisan on this floor. T admire a man who is
willing to stand up and fight, but T admire still more a fighter
who, when the battle goes against him, is willing to take the
gafl once in a while.

I remember when the gentleman from Kansas made his
advent here on the floor of this House, fresh from the wild
plains of Kansas, bellowing like a roaring bull about the way
the war had been conducted under a Democratic administra-
tion. I heard him and other Republicans pouring out here on
this floor volleys of denunciation of the waste, the criminal
extravagance, the corruption, and the graft that filled the War
and Navy Departments under the Democrats. And yet, with
all of your investigations and all of your smelling committees,
with all of the machinery that the Republican Party could set
in motion immediately after it came into power in this House
in 1919, never was there uncovered in all the vast transactions
of the war a single transaction that was corrupt. They never
uncovered one transaction that imputed dishonor or disloyalty
to a single responsible Government official under the Democracy.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. In a moment. They did uncover
one official of the Government, and they indicted him, and that
happened to be an Assistant Secretary of War, a Republican,
from Cleveland, Benedict Crowell by name, whose indictment
was dismissed by the court a few days ago because the Attor-
ney General and his assistant could not write an indictment
that the court would hold to be sufficient to charge a crime,

Now I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky for a question.

Mr. BARKLEY. The gentleman from Kansas suggested a
few moments ago that the Republicans had prosecuted more
criminals than the Democrats did. That was necessary, be-
cause more criminals had developed under the Republicans
than got in under our administration. [Applause.]

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. Yes,

Now, I have not charged or attacked anybody in all this
controversy. But as I have said, I like to see a fighter. ILet
me say to the gentleman from Kansas, your party, after
making all kinds of investigations and raising such a hulla-
baloo about the Democratic administration, when it comes
to your time to be investigated, when it comes to throwing
the light on your secret transactions, when committees of
investigation find some tracks leading up to your door, when
they find these tracks leading up almost to the White House
itself, if the gentleman from Kansas is a real fighter, if he

Yes. That was the un-
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is game, if he is not a quitter, he will stand up and take
his medicine and not whine and cry like a whipped baby.
[Applause.]

Now, what about the Assistant Secretary of the Navy?
Since this question has been raised I want to make some
observations about that. I honor the name of Roosevelt. The
first time I saw Colonel Rloosevelt, sr., was in San Antonio,
Tex., when he was recruiting his Rough Riders. I saw him
booted and spurred, out in the camp, organizing the regiment
that made him famous. As a schoolboy, I tried to enlist in
his regiment, and I met and talked with him, and I was
inspired by the splendid gualities of that great man.

But the name Roosevelt did not make him what he was, It
was the great qualities of heart and mind and the great quali-
ties of ‘courage that made him, and not the name Roosevelt.
There is no magic in a name. I grieve for his son. It grieves
me and it makes my heart sad that the same son that bears
his name and, as I understand it, entertains the same ambi-
tion that he entertained did not, when he was confronted by
this situation in the Navy Department, exhibit the heart and
the courage of a real Roosevelt and say to Sinclair and Fall and
Doheny and the rest of them, “1 will have nothing to do with
those transactions. You shall not steal the Navy's oil. We are
going to keep it for the Navy; and if this is your game, rather
than be Assistant Secretary of the Navy I will resign,” as he
advised his brother Archie to resign, “and go out into private
life.”

My God, gentlemen, I derive no satisfaction from the fact
that these things, these corrupt and scandalous things, have
occurred. Since they occurred I am of course glad they have
been uncovered. But I derive no satisfaction, because I happen
to be a Democrat, from the fact that there have been revealed
these corrupt chapters in the administration of the public af-
fairs of my country. Would that they had never ocecurred,
because I know that the harm that will be done out yonder
among the people, the harm that will be done in the destruction
among the people of confidence in the Government, will be more
harmful to the country at large than could be counteracted hy
any partisan advantage that my party or I will derive from
them. I am for my country first and my party afterwards.

When I contemplate that my party went through a great
war with marvelous opportunities for fraud and for graft and
emerged free from the taint of corruption in high places, I
do derive some little satisfaction out of the faet that while I
regret these things, Teapot Dome and the naval oil-lease
scandals, and the Department of Justice scandal, have occurred,
and while I regret that this dish of corruption shall be held
up te the nostrils of the people of the country—I1 derive gome
satisfaction from the fact that when they invaded the cham-
bers where the dark doings of consgpirators and criminals
were taking place, when they bared the secret schemes and
corrupt bargains that were hatched there, no responsible figure
in the party to which I belong was either found there or was
revealed as being guilty of corrupt conduet in office or of
treachery to a public trust. [Applause.]

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes tv the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rocers].

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetis is
recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman and gentle-
man of the committee, I personally am somewhat tired of the
“ everybody knows" type of evidence to which we have been
treated and to which the country has been treated for a good
many weeks in connection with Teapot Dome and other mat-
ters. I should like, if it were possible, to deal with informa-
tion and to deal with facts rather than to deal with hearsay
in the second, third, and even fourth degree. My purpose in
asking for this time this afternoon is to depart from the
usual practice on this general tople. I propose to give the
House some information on the subjeet whieh has been
brought into this debate by the gentleman from South Caro-
lina [Mr. STEVENSON].

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield in order that

I may make one slight correction?

L Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes.

Mr. STEVENSON., My friend from California, I infer, be-
lieves I criticized the new Secretary of the Navy. I think
you will find in my remarks nothing critical of him but a
plea that he should have a clean slate.

Another statement which 1 want to correct is an inferential
statement which the gentleman has just made that I have
been stating that *they say” and "“everybody knows." I
did not quote a statement from that record except from
T'heodore Hoosevelt and Archie Roosevelt—not a single one.

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Most of the gentleman's
speech, which I heard, was based on inference rather than on
sworn testimony.

Here are the facts, as I understand them, concerning
Theodore Roosevelt's connection with this Teapot Dome mat-
ter. I assert them on my own responsibility. So far as I
know they have not been set forth in consecutive form before
this moment.

Col. Theodore Roosevelt's connection with the oil leases
was, briefly, as follows: Shortly after President Harding's
induetion into office Secretary Denby sent him, Roosevelf, a
eopy of a proposed Executive order transferring the naval oil
reserves to the Department of the Interior without recourse.
At the same time a copy was sent to the Bureau of Engineer-
ing. After getting his copy of the order Colonel Roosevelt
asked Admiral Grifin, who was then chief of that bureau, and
who had naval oil matters under his particular care, to talk
it over with him. Colonel Roosevelt knew very little of the
matter, for it was exceedingly intricate and complex, and he
had recently taken office. Admiral Griffin felt very strongly
that this transfer to the Interior Department would be a
mistake. After thinking the matter over Colonel Roosevelt
decided he was probably right. His grounds for coming to
that conclusion were that the Interior Department has as its
general mission the development of the resources of the
United States, whereas the oil lands belonging to the Navy
should not be developed except in a case of real necessity;
and that, therefore, there would be a conflict of ideas and
policies between the two departments. Colonel Roosevelt
went to Secretary Denby and urged that the lands be not
transferred to the Interior Department. Secretary Denby in-
formed Colonel Roosevelt that his protest was made too late,
because the transfer had already been agreed to by the
President, Secretary Iall, and Secretary Denby., After this
Colonel Roosevelt went buck and discussed the entire situation
with Admiral Griffin and certain other officers. It occurred
to Colonel Roosevelt that if he could get an amendment to the
original order for transfer, making it necessary for the In-
terior Department to gain the consent of the Navy Department
before any leasing or drilling was undertaken, the Navy could
guard the oil lands against improper exploitation. In other
words, the Navy would not lose its complete control over the
details of ensuing transactions. ;

A number of amendments with this end in view were sub-
mitted to Colonel Roosevelt. He took them to Secretary
Denby and discussed them with him. After considerable dis-
cussion Secretary Denby agreed to a modified form of one
of them. Secretary Denby told Colonel Roosevelt to take it
to Secretary Fall, and that If Colonel Roosevelt could get
Secretury Fall to agree to this amendment it would be all
right with Seeretary Denby. Colonel Roosevelt took the
amendment to Seeretary Fall, who agreed to it. Colonel
RRoosevelt then took it to the 4Vhite House for signature,

I want you to mark carefully the language of this Roose-
velt amendment :

But no general policy as to drilling or reserving lands located in a
naval reserve shall be changed or adopted except upon consultation
and in cooperation with the Becretary or Aecting Secretary of the
Navy.

Now, gentlemen, see what that Roosevelt amendment did.
That amendment reserved to the Navy complete supervision
over the oil reserves. It was on account of this Roosevelt
amendment that all of the leases under discussion by the Sen-
ate committee at this time were countersigned by Secretary
Denby. They could not have been validly execnted without
the affirmative sanction of the Navy Department.

At this exact point—and I ask you to note the sequence of
events—~Colonel Roogevelt’s active participation in the entire
matter ceased. It so happened that he was not consulted on
any of the oil leases, Colonel Roosevelt did not know they
were under contemplation until after they were signed. With
reference to the Teapot Dome lease In particular, Colonel
Roosevelt did not even know there was a plan on foot to lease
Teapot Dome. Colonel Roosevelt did not know that Sinclair
was interested in any of the leases and heard of them only after
they had been made known to the general public.

The question of the Roosevelt family’s ownershlp of stock
in certain Sinclair companies has been brought ont this after-
noon. I think most of us will feel it is rather unfortunate to
drag, with the apparent purpose of exciting suspicion, the
name of a woman into this general eontroversy: but that has

been done. Therefore I should like to give you the facts upon
this point. Again, I say, I assert them on my own responsi-
‘bility. ’
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In so far as Colonel Roosevelt's eonnection with the Sinclair
Co. goes, it is as follows: He was among the group of bankers
who were interested in its original formation ; he was a director
of the eompany until the United States entered the war in
1817, when he resigned. Colonel Roosevelt's last stock in the
company was sold during the war, not later than 1918. Colo-
nel Roosevelt's wife bought 1,000 shares of Sinclair stock, how-
ever, in 1920, but sold them at a loss some time before the lease
with the Navy Department wag signed.

Colonel Roosevelt has engaged in no business of any kind
since the war and since his entrance into politics, and he has,
therefore, made no money of any kind in business.

Much of what I have here set forth is given in the Senate
hearings. It has not, however, been developed in the chrono-
logical order in which I have attempted to present it this
afternoon.

Gentlemen, 1 have a very keen admiration for the name of
Theodore Roosevelt. [Applanse.] I have a very keen admira-
tion for the personality of the present Theodore Roosevelt. I
have for that reason made it my business and my duty, as I
regarded it, to aequaint myself, so far as possible, with the
extent, if any, to which he was properly to be criticized
throughout this whele transaction. I have followed the story
in the newspapers; I have followed the testimony in the
hearings.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask for
one more minute.

Mr. FRENCH. I yield the gentleman from Massachusetts
ene additional minute.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from DMassachusetts is
recognized for one additional minute.

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. And I have discussed this
matier with those whe were apt to be bhest informed on the
general topic. I ean assure you, gentlemen—and I say this on
my honor as a Member of the House—that I have not been
able to find ene instanee in which the manliness, the dignity,
the honor, or the efficiency of Theodore Roosevelt has in the
least degree been aflfected by the Teapot Dome revelations.
[Applause.] I think he has been an admirable public servant;
¥ think it would be a tragedy if his publie career were even
for a moment to be retarded by these disclosures and by the
inferences which unfair critics have been preone te put upon
what he has done and upon what he has not done.

Gentlemen, the name of Theodere Roosevelt is untarnished;
we can have perfect confidence in the performmnee of this man
ag Assistant Secretary of the Navy. I hope the country real-
fzes how fortunate we are to have a public servant of his
ability, character, and wunblemished reputation and honor.
[Applause. ]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30
minutes to the gentleman from T&as [Mr. JonEs].

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, liberty is the sublimest word in
the language of men. Nothing can be grander in this world
than to fight the battles for its attainment. Nothing ecan be
more glorious than to fight in defense of one’s country, espe-
eially when that country is the land of one's nativity. Born in
a struggle, developed In an atmosphere of independence, our
forefathers wrung from the hands of British oppression the
unhindered right to be free. During all the period of our
national existence we have been an independent people, but
our independence had to be won on the field of battle, and
having been won it must be maintained even at the point of
the bayonet,

Since the beginning of our national life the name America has
been a synonym for liberty and freedom. The peoples of all
the world have spoken of Americans as defenders of those great
principles of human happiness. That very faect, however,
should canse us to use all the more zealous care to see that we
deny to no one else the same privileges that we claim for our-
selves,

At the time of the conclusion of peace at the close of the
Spanish-Amerlcan War, we accepted the Philippines under cer-
taln specified conditions. Hardly a voice was lifted during the
discussions in favor of the permanent retention of the islands.

CONMITIONS UNDER WHICH PHILIPPINES WEEE ACCHPTED.

The sole controversy that arose during the proposed relation-
ship was whether the Philippines shonld be granted immediate
independence or whether a sort of protectorate should be estab-
Hshed until such time as the Filipinos should.show themselves
eapable of self-government.

The latter plan was adopted. William McKinley was Presi-
dent of the United States at the time. In discussing the problemx
in the year 1899, he used the following language

The Philippines are ours not to exploit but to develop, to civilize,
to educate, to train in the science of self-government,

He further said:

We rm_:st make these people whom Providence has brought within our
Jurlsdiction feel that it is their liberty and not our power, their welfare
and wot our gain we are seeking to enhance.

This has always been the declared poliey of the Government
:i Te Ungcte_gl Sltlatels, and Ih have been able to find no expression
ny offici aving authority to declare our position which
conflicts with this statement. 7 %
In 1907 Governor Taft said:

Qur jurisdiction and control will finally end in the islands when they
are capalble of self-government. ’

In 1915 Theodere Roosevelt said:

If we act so that the nafives understand us to have made a definite
promlise, then we shouid live up to that promise. These being the clir-
cumstances, the fslands should at an early moment be given thelr
independence withent any conditions whatever by us, and without our
retaining any footheld in them.

THE JONES ACT.

In 1916 the Congress passed what is known as the Jones Act.
The preamble to that act read in part as follows:

It was never the intention of the people of the United Btates in the
incipiency of the war with Spain to make it a war of conquest or for
territorial aggrandizement. * % * [t has always becn the purpose
of the people of the United States to withdraw thely sovereignty over
the Philippine Islands and to recognize their independence as S00N as &
stable government cam be established therein.

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Will the gentleman yield for a
question? -

Mr. JONES. Yes

Mr. BEVANS of Montana. Did not the Jones Act, as it origi-
nally passed this House, provide they should have their inde-
pendence upon the 4th of July, 19227 $

Mr. JONHES. I do not think any definite date was set in the
1&\;1 as aectually passed.

r. EVANS of Montana. Not as actuall s8¢
passed by this House. SIRERRS Yot o

Mr. JONES. I think probably the gentleman is correct, as
the act passed the House.

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question at
that point?

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr, McKEOWN. The opposition to the granting of independ-
ence to the Philippines has come somewbat from a fear that
they might become the prey of some other nation, or may be
controlled by some other nation, vhieh might be detrimental to
the welfare of the United States, and I would like to hear what
the gentleman has to say on that phase of the question.

Mr. JONES, 1 think if the gentleman will get down to the
hieart of things he will find that is not the real fear, and that
is not the essence of the objections which have been made as
to Philippine independence,

The real objection is the interest of some business men who
have Interests in the Philippines. As to their becoming a prey
to some other nation, if any nation undertook to take them
over, a number of other nations would oppose such a eourse,
while under present conditions the United States would have the
entire responsibility should any nation undertake to gain a
foothold there. Besides, if that were the only objection to inde-
pendence, the United States could, if they saw fit at the time
they granted independence, say to the world that for a definite
or an indefinite length of time we would see to it that no out-
side nation interfered in the Philippines. In other words, we
could make such conditions as might seem wise relative thereto,
At any rate, there can be no question of the obligation which
the United States has assumed—that we undertook the obli-
gation fo release the Philippine Islands as soon as they showed
themselves to be capable of self-government., There can be no
doubt of our obligation te make their interests and net ours
the test. The question is not what is best for ourselves; it is
not even what is best for the Philippines; the big question is
whether or not they are in pesition to look after their own gov-
ernment. It is very easy for us to minimize the importance of
this question. It is always easy for any individual or any
nation which is exercising power of any kind to feel that such
individual or sach nation can exercise that power better than
anyone else. No doubt England thought exactly the same way
when the American Colonies sought their independence.

America has grown to be a great Nation; the riehest, the
most powerfnl organized country on earth, but at the time she

[ fought for and obtained her independence she had less popula-‘
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tion, less national wealth, and was probably of as little ap-
parent relative national fmportance as the Philippines are
to-day.

But whether or not these comparisons be true, the only
questions now left to be determined are whether the Filipinos
desire independence, and whether they have shown that they
are capable of conducting their own government.

PHILIPPINES DESIRE INDEPENDENCH.

There can be no doubt of their desire for independence.
They have sent {wo missions to the United States with the
single purpose of urging upon the Congress the granting of
absolute independence. I was a member of the Insular Affairs
Committee of the House at the time this first commission came,
and had the pleasure of listening to their presentation. That
was the first time in the history of the world that a dependent
people had come before the governing country asking inde-
pendence without reciting a complaint whatever but asking
simply for the recognition of a great prineiple on the basis of
fundamental right and breathing nothing but appreciation and
good will toward the governing people. It was a magnificent
tribute to the unselfish purposes of their country. Only recently
another has come for the same purpose. Even the Woods-
Forbes report shows that the Tilipinos desire independence.
I quote from that report, as follows:

We find the people are happy, peaceful, and, in the main, pros-
perous. We find everywhere among the Christian Filipinos—90 per
cent of the population—the desire for Independence,

Phus thelr desire for independence is beyond question.
However, T may add in this connection the following guota-
tion from the same report:

The Americans in the Islands, numbering 6,931 out of 10,050,732
total population, or far less than one-tenth of 1 per cent, are for a
continued American control.

Thus it seems that the Americans who are there are anxious
to have them continue under American control. 1 wonder if
there ia not a likelihood that the present policy toward the
islands may have been defermined more upon the basis of the
interests of Americans than the interests of the Filipinos
themselves?

Mr. LITTLH., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JONES, I will,

Mr, LITTLE. Very largely I agree with the gentleman, but
may I call his attention to the difference between a Christian
Fllipino, the Moros, and the Mindanao people and suggest
probably there is considerable difference in their capacity for
self-government.

Mr. JONES. But the Wood-Forbes report says that 90 per
cent are Christian people.

Mr. LITTLE. That is true, but as the gentleman knows the
Moros and the Mindanaos are really practically savages, and
I do not believe you should place the Moros and the Mindunaos
in the same category.

Mr. JONES. I base my judgment on the seven years' govern-
ment under the Jones Act.

Mr. KENT." Wl the gentleman yield?

Mr. JONES. I will ; 5

Mr. KENT. During the administration under the Jones
Act, which was very largely under a Democratic administration,
of course.

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir,

Mr. KENT. Does not the gentleman realize at that time the
banking system they orgamized was completely disorganized
because of the speculative efforts of the men in control of the
system——

Mr. JONES. I have heard all kinds of charges on that
score, but they got along fairly well during the seven gears,
and I do not believe that they had much more trouble along
that line than we had in this country during the crash that
followed all over the world after the war.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska, Will the gentleman yield?

-Mr. JONES. I will.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. A moment ago the genfleman
stated an official report as to the percentage of American resi-
dents in the Philippines desiring independence for the Philip-

ines, and if I recall it was very small, almost negligible.

ractically all of the Americans there desire the continuance
of the American Government?

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I would like to ask if the gen-
tleman has any authoritative figures touching the percentage of
American residents in Cuba who were in favor of Cuban inde-
pendence and the percentage in favor of retaining the island
under the Spanish Crown?

Mr. JONES. I have not the figures at hand, but I have
an idea you will find the same vondition existed there as now
exists in the Philippines, at least that is my opinion.

Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska. I do not have authoritative fig-
ures, but I can give some newspaper figures to show that at
least 75 per cent of the Americans in Cuba just preceding the
final revolt there were in favor of retaining Cuba under the
Yoke of Spain, and the illustration seems to be apt with refer-
ence to the attitude of Americans now resident in the Philip-
pines,

Mr. JONES. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. I
think that is true,
Mr. RANKIN. If the gentleman will yield, the same thing

is true to-day with the controversy over the Isle of Pines, which
some contend belongs to the Cuban Republic. Those Americans
who have gone in and invested money and exploited those peo-
ple protest against taking it out from under the American flag.

Mr. KENT. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr, JONES. I am sorry, I really have to get on.
Mr., KENT. If the gentleman will just permit, is it not a

fact that capital always wants to invest itself under a stable
government?

Mr, JONES. Most assuredly, but capital has not the right
to dictate to a government or a people the form of govern-
ment they shall have simply for the protection of outside
invested capital.

Mr. KENT. The gentleman, then, is conscientiously of the
opinion that there is a stable government now in the Philip-
pine Islands?

Mr. JONES. What I said and what I undertook to say is
that the Filipinos have shown they are entitled at least to the
experiment of self-government. They have had seven years
during which they have made their own laws, controlled their
own affairs, with simply the veto power in the hands of Gov-
ernor General Harrison. which was seldom exercised.

Mr. KENT. Would the gentleman want to send it out inde-
pendent as a republic among the nations?

Mr. JONFS. According to our promise, that is our obliga-
tion. We conld, of course, reserve the right under certain
conditions to, at th» end of a certain time, resume the control ;
but I am perfectly willing to “ cut loose” entirely with the
possible exception of conling privileges. Now I must decline
to yield further. £

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Alr. JONES. In his message to Congress on December 2,
1920, President Wilson plainly recognized that the only re-
maining condition which had stood between the Filipinos and
independence had been complied with, and in his message to
Congress he nses the following language :

Allow me to call your attention to the fact that the people of the
Phillppine Islands bhave succeeded in maintaining a stable government
since the last action of the Congress in their bebalf, and have thus
fulfilled the condition set Ly the Congress as precedent to a consid-
eration of granting independence to the islands.

THE PHILII'PINES ARE READY.

1 respectfully submit that this condition precedent having been
fulfilled, 1t is now our duty to keep our promise to the people of those
jslands by granting them the independence which they so honorably
covet.

This message was written just after America had taken part
in a great war, the greatest of all history. One of the great
principles which was involved in that struggle was the right
of peoples everywhere to control their own destinies without
regard to the governing authority of any country and without
regard to the selfish interests of any group or set of men what-
ever. During the war the Filipinos showed their loyalty to
the Government of the United States by fendering the services
of 25,000 men. They contributed a submarine and a destroyer
to the fleet of the United States, and 6,000 of their men served
as volunteers in the United States Navy. They gave a half
million dollars to the Red Cross fund and subseribed about
$20,000,000 to the issues of Liberty bonds.

Mr. MAcCLAFFERTY. Mr. Chairman, will the
yield?

Mr, JONES. Yes.

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. Does the gentleman think that the
people in the Philippine Islands would have maintained a
stable government had it not been for the American authority
established in the islands? -

Mr. JONES. That is a purely academic question. That was
25 years ago when we first took them over. YWhether or not
they would at that time is an entirely different question to the
one with which we are now faced. The only question we are
face to face with now, if they desire independence, is whether

gentleman
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or not they ean handle thelr own affairs, not as they were
then, but as they are now. 4

Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. Does the gentleman think they could
maintain order to-day—— .

Mr. JONES. I most certainly think that the Philippines
are in much better condition to handle their ¢wn affairs than
a great many of these other little countries that we recognized
at the conclusion of the great World War, and I belie . that
the experience under the Jones Act, under which for the last
seven years they have practically handled their own affairs,
until General Wood went over there, shows that they can
handle them, We had no trouble until General Wood went over
there.

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. That does not answer {he question.

Mr. JONES. I am sorry. I have made it just as clear as
language can make it.

Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. I asked the gentleman if he believed
they could maintain order in the Philippines to-day were it not
for the presence of the American authorities.

Mr. JONES. I most certainly do. That is purely an opinion,
and I base it on their experiences for the seven years prior to
thie time we sent General Wood over there and upon the judg-
ment of men who are in a position to know. I want to say in
that connection that in the last 25 years there has not been an
insurrection of any consequence nor a revolt against the Unifed
States Government. There has been as little of disorder as
could have been expected by the most sanguine of the advocates
of independence. Since the enactment of the Jones law they
have had practical control of all of the affairs of their country
until the sending to the islands of General Wood.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yvield ?

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Has the gentleman’s attention
been called to a consideration of the conduct of Governor Gen-
eral Wood and a misunderstanding with the Philippine people
and its bearing upon the general question of independence?

Mr. JONES. Yes; and I want to say——

Mr. MacLAFFERTY. Is the gentleman’s speech an attack on
General Wood?

Mr. JONES. Not at all. I am answering the gentleman's
question as to whether or not they are able to handle their own
affairs. I say they did do it until we sent a military man there.
I do not believe—and I am not saying this as an attack on Gen-
eral Wood—that a military man ought to be at the head of the
Philippines or any other civil government. [Applause.] That
ig exactly the way I feel about it.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the géntleman yield for one
question?

Mr. JONES. I will

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I8 the gentleman acquainted with Gen-
ernl Wood's administration of civil affairs of Cuba?

Mr. JONES. I understand there were a great many com-
plaints of his administration there. There have been several
efforts made to get me away from the Philippines, but I want
to speak to the Philippines as far as I may.

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. JONES. I will

Mr. RANKIN. Defore the gentleman gets too far from
the proposition of the Filipinos' fitness for self-government,
I wonder if the gentleman Is familiar with the statement
Admiral Dewey made about 1898 or 1900, and subsequently
before a commitiee of either the House or Senate, to the
effect that in his opinion the Filipinos were more capable of
self-government than the Cubans were.

THE WOOD REGIME.,

Mr. JONES. T believe the sending of General Wood to the
Philippines was a great mistake, not so much because it was
General Wood but because he was a military man. The train-
ing of a military man in its very essence and nature renders
him unfitted to head a civil government. It Is just as unwise to
select a man whose lifelong training has been in a military
way to head a civil government as it would be to eelect a
man who had all his life been in civilian employment and
never had any military training to command an army on
the field of battle. The very nature of the training, the very
character of the work that a military man is ealled upon
to do demands unlimited authority and unqguestioning obedi-
ence, No man can escape the nature of his training. It
was but natural, therefore, that General Wood should en-
deavor to institute a form of government that was altogether
out of harmony with the spirit of auntonomy, and that would
tend to destroy rather than to develop the art of self-govern-
ment in the people of the Philippines.

Not only was General Wood unfitted by virtue of his military
training to be the head of a government in the Philippines or
of any other civil government, but in addition thereto he seems
to have had the wrong viewpoint generally. He seems to have
had the viewpeint of the big business interests who apparently
want to exploit the islands instead of to see them remain the
property of the people themselves, This has been the com-
plaint of the Filipinos practically ever since General Wood
became Governor General of the islands. At the time com-
plaint was first made many thought it was due to an impul-
siveness or fo a litile irritation occasioned by the change of
governors, However, the complaint was so persistent and addi-
tional ones were 8o numerous that it appeared there must be
some grounds for such continued dissatisfaction.

A number of things have occurred that seem to bear out
these complaints. Only recently it has developed that the gov-
ernor's son, Lieut. Osborne Wood, had made an immense for-
tune in speculating on the exchanges in New York City. If
this had been but a single speculative investment it could easily
have been designated as a stroke of fortune, but it extended
over a period of more than a year, involving a great many
Investments in numerous stocks and other interests. When
those who have spent their lifetime bending over and watching
every pulse of the stock ticker find it difficult to beat the
game In New York, it is very remarkable that a boy in his
twenties should through a long course of speculation involving
both sides of the game—short selling as well as purchasing—
be able to come out so handsomely and so comsistently. Of
course, General Wood denies any knowledge of these invest-
ments. We must take him at his word—at least, until proof
is given to the contrary—but, at the same time, it requires
some effort to give full credence to that position when it is
remembered that Lieutenant Wood is the son of Governor
Wood, was his first aid, and was with him during the whole
period, especially in view of the rumors that have been going
around for months as to the good fortune of young Wood.

OUR HONOR AT ETAKE,

That, however, is merely an incident. The big question Dbe-
fore the Congress and the American people iz the plighted
faith of the Government. America occupies a proud place in
the world’s affairs. From simple beginnings we have grown
to a position of heritage and power. It is easy for a nation
to forget its early struggles when hardships have been endured.
After the lapse of a few years the hardships are forgotten and
only heroic memories remain. Péople become absorbed in other
things and are prone to forget what has gone on hefore.

More than a quarter of a century has elapsed since O1d
Glory was first raised in the Philippines, For nearly 150
years that flag has been the symbol of liberty and not of con-
quest, an emblem of human rights, without a taint of selfich:iess
or exploitation. * Blazing all over its ample folds” has been
an unbroken record as stainless as the stars that sparkie in
its field of blue. Shining through every thread of its wondrous
fabric has been the memory of the Revolutionary blood that
was spilled to make it possible. In all the period of its glorious
history not one ignoble deed of national consequence has been
done to dishonor it; not one cloud of suspicion has arisen to
pollute it since the days of Betsy Ross, whose Quaker lhands
first fashioned it into a robe of triumph. Can we, we with
guch a heritage, afford by any act, either of omission or com-
mission, to raise any question as to our utmost good faith?
Shall we forget the blood that was epilled in our defense, or
the tears that were shed for our glory? Not so long as the
fires burn upon the altar of freedom and we remain true to the
traditions of the Republiec.

The CHATRMAN., The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina, I will give the gentleman
three minutes more.

Mr. JONES. Ameriea’s word has never been dishonored.
Her honor has never been questioned. The world’s faith in her
has never been shaken. Shall we desert the principles builded
into our national structure at so terrific a cost?

Perhaps the Filipinos would make some mistakes. Perhaps
for a time their government would not be so good as the one
we have given them. A child would never learn to walk alone
if some grown person, who could walk better than it could,
insisted always in rendering assistance.

Mr. KENT. Is it not a fact that by reason of the experiences
in the past year or so the fallure on the part of the Filipinos to
adapt themselves either to military or civil authority is one of
the strongest grounds for doubting that they are able to gov-
ern themselves?
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Mr. JONES. I do not admit the gentleman's premises. Those
who are in the best position to know think otherwise, and I
prefer to accept their authority rather than that of others with
reference to their ability to govern themselves, Years ago
Governor General Taft said the Philippines would soon be ready
for self-gcovernment., The great Roosevelt said substantially as
much. Governor General Harrison said they were ready for the
great adventure, President Wilson three years ago urged im-
mediate independence. The last seven years have fully demon-
strated their ability to govern themselves. The parting of the
ways has eome. The hour for action has arrived.

1 do not know what the future may hold in store. I do not
know what discoveries, what inventions, what wonderful things
the genius of man may contrive. I know not what labor-saving
devices, what triumphs in the arts and sciences, what wonders
in delying into the earth or in masterinz the elements of the
air may be the attainments of the peoples of the world in the
years to come. Probably what has already been discovered,
what has already been invented, what has already been achleve(f
is but faintly typical of the marvelous things in store for the
future. But I do know that whatever may be discovered;
whatever inventions, whatever triumphs, whatever glories await
the peoples of the world, there can not come to any race of men,
to any country, to any land or people anything to take the place
of liberty.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle-
man from Kansas |[Mr. Lirrie].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized
for 20 minutes,

Mr, LITTLH. Mr. Chairman, in this morning's paper is a
dispateh from Chicago evidently intended to influence the wheat
market and legislation on wheat. It states that the President
has increased the tariff on wheat 12 per cent and that that
has resulted in a cut of 8 cents a bushel in the price of wheat
on the Chicago Board of Trade. It also gives a distorted
statement of the wheat on hand now. The Agricultural Depart-
ment has just informed us that the farmers have 22,000,000
bushels less wheat on hand than they had a year ago; that the
country mills and elevators have less wheat on hand than a
year ago, but that the speculators have on hand 18,000,000
bushels more of wheat in what they call the * commercial visible
supply.”

The dispatch says that the * largest house in the grain trade™
says, “ Our visible supply is 10,000,000 bushels larger than last
year.” That one firm or outfit has on hand over half of the
speculative wheat, and they are at the bottom of all this effort
to break the value of the farmers’ wheat and to bulldoze Con-
gress into buying the speculators' wheat at a fancy price
through legislation now before Congress, and this dispatch was
sent to further those interests.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LITTLE. Yes.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Is the gentleman referring to
some bill that is now being considered?

Mr, LITTLE. Well, I am going to leave that for the gentle-
man’s very able and logical mind to decide for itself. [Laugh-
ter.] The gentleman probably knows more about it than I do.

Gentlemen, an immense amount of the agitation for wheat
legislation springs from the wheat speculators, who do not
know just what to do with their wheat—18,000,000 bushels more
than last year. Their market price is cut down, the farmers
suffer, and then they call attention to a misfortune in Europe—
the alleged terrible shortage of food there—and that the Gov-
ernment must buy their wheat. Well, we put a stop .to that last
summer when they threatened to again force down the value of
wheat if the Government did not buy thelr accumulations and
ship them to Europe.

Here is one firm that has 10,000,000 bushels of wheat more
than a year ago. If they get 50 cents move & bushel on that and
sell it to the Government, they will make $5,000,000 on it.

I want to put these facts before the House while the morning
dispatch is fresh in the minds of the Members, and to show the
Members that there is a mysterious influence which is continu-
ally keeping such stuff in the papers. You wait another week,
and you will see another dispatch.

If this Chicago Boeard.of Trade can cut the price of wheat
8 cents a bushel in a day, as it claims in this dispateh, simply
because the President raised the tarlff on wheat, it is a ven-
omous incendiary and should be suppressed by eriminal penal-
ties: but it boasts in this wire that it did that.

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LITTLE. Yes.

Mr. LAZARO. I want to get the gentleman’s Judgment on
this: Is it fhe gentleman's judgment that the bills which are

now being considered to relieve the wheat farmers will relieve
not the wheat farmers but the wheat speculators?

Mr. LITTLE. My judgment is that the wheat speculators
are very earnestly agitating some such legislation because they
expect to make money out of it, but in addition to that I think
the farmers very much need some legislation of this sort.
Withont any doubt whatever there are men who agitate for
legislation that will force the Government to buy their specula-
tive wheat, taking advantage of the dire necessities of the
farmer whose wheat they bought for almost nothing.

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LITTLE. Yes

Mr. KETCHAM. Is it not a fact that every one of the
speculators who has appeared with reference to this bill is
very violently opposed to it for the simple reason that it takes
away from him the future market which has been the source
of his speculation?

Mr. LITTLE. No; if the gentleman Is asking me.

Mr. KETCHAM., bi have attended the hearlngs and I find
that Is the evidence,

AMr, LITTLE. So have I, and I have heard them speak.
There is one great buyer that Is said to have on hand 15,-
000,000 bushels of wheat. If they could get $1.50 for this
wheat, which cost them 90 cents or less, they would profit by
several millions of dollars. I must not yield too much, Who
is the speculator referred to by the gentleman?

Mr. KETCHAM. I am speaking of the president of the
board of trade, if the gentleman please.

Mr. LITTLE. All speculators are opposed to any law except
those just now stuck with too much wheat.

Mr. LAZARO. How much of the wheat of the last crop is
now held by the farmers and how much by the speculators?

Mr. LITTLE. One hundred and thirty-three million bushels
are held by the farmers, 22,000,000 less than a year ago, 90,
000,000 bushels are held in farmers' elevators, which is less
than one year ago, and the wheat speculators hold 72,000,000
bushels, 18,000,000 bushels more than they had a year ago.
They are making much agitation, in my judgment. They buy
the farmer's wheat for 80 cents a bushel, and under the pre-
tense of getting better prices for the farmers advocate some
plan that will give them 50 or 60 cents a bushel profit on the
wheat they accumulate. Nevertheless, gentlemen, it is youor
duty to provide sufliclent legislation to enable the wheat farmer
to continue in his business without losing money. Your mani-
fest duty is to accord him the possibility of such a successful
business. He simply must have more money for his wheat or
quit raising any wheat for export, and since the war he has
exported wheat that brought him approximately $1,500,000,000.
Is that worth preserving?

Now, the gentleman has touched a point right there which I
have discussed before. He asked me how much was held. I
am right here going to tell you what the experience of the
year before this was, and you will have the figures before you.
They are constantly misrepresented; I will just say, plainly
lied about all the time by the bunco steerers of the boards of
trade in London, Liverpool, Chicago, and elsewhere. They
constantly assert we have grown too much wheat, but thers
never was a year when we had a surplus of wheat, and there
never will be.

The gentlemen fail to differentiate between an alleged sur-
plus and our exportable wheat, We produce about 800,000,000
bushels per annum. We utilize about three-fourths of that
or more at home. The rest we must sell in the world’s mar-
ket, and the wheat speculators and the boards of trade scare
the farmer to death by telling him that is a surplus. There is
never any surplus. Our foreign market is just as certain as
any other market, and the wheat we sell abroad is sold Just
as much as any other wheat the farmer raises. It becomes our
duty, gentlemen, to devise a means by which the American
producer can dispose of his goods in the foreign market at a
reasonable price, but first you must get it clear in your minds
and in the minds of the farmers that we have no surplus.

And I shall now present to you the figures for a whole year
to demonstrate that when the year is done we have no wheat
remaining except the ordinary carry over, which we must
maintain ewery vear because the millers must necessarily have
it to produce good flour when the soft crop first comes in and
to meet the home consumption from month to month.

I have consulted the Wall Street Journal, the Secretary of
Agriculture, and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr., ANDER-
son], chairman of ihe Joint Commission of Agricultural In-
quiry, who has given more attention to this particular featurae
of it than perbaps any of us, For example, take the year be-
ginning July 1, 1922; that year we grew a crop of 856,000,000
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bushels. We had a carry over from the year before of T8,
000,000 bushels. We imported that year 20,000,000 bushels,
or a total of 954,000,000 bushels. We could eat it or sell it,
as we pleased. We carried over into the next year 101,000,000
bushels. We exported 222,000,000 bushels, and we ate, fed to
stock, or used for seed all the rest, 631,000,000 bushels. When
the year ended we did not have a bushel of surplus wheat.
The carry over of 100,000,000 bushels was quite ordinary. Of
that amount the farmers only held 85,000,000 bushels in their
bins. There was no surplus except what the farmer had in his
bin, because the farmer is the only man who can have a sur-
plug. If he sells all his wheat, there is no surplus; it does not
make any difference who buys it, or whether it is bought in
London or Cleveland or Liverpool.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LITTLH., Yes.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. The gentleman’s distinction is
this, as I understand 1t: The bill he has particularly in mind
puts in the term that there is an exportable surplus, while the
history of the growth of wheat the world over, year after year,
demonstrates clearly that there never is any such thing, viewed
by and large in the world, as a world surplus.

Mr. LITTLE. I am glad the gentleman mentioned that. If
the gentleman will permit me, T will go into that in detail a
little, because I think I ean make it clear. There is in the world
this year—the Wall Street Journal claims, and it is the limit, I
think, but the Secretary says, in effect, the same thing—there
is a total erop of 3,400,000,000 bushels of wheat. For the six
years before we went into the war the annual average crop was
500,000,000 bushels of wheat a year more than this year. Yon
will see, gentlemen, that it is pure nonsense to talk about any
world surplus at all.

Before the war and up to 1915 the world produced 500,000,000
more bushels of wheat a year than we have got this year. There
is no surplus.

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LITTLE. Yes.

Mr. RANKIN. I understood the gentleman to say in his
opening remarks that the gpeculators state that there are
18,000,000 bushels more of wheat than really exist.

Mr. LITTLE. This house says they have 10,000,000 bush-
elg——

Mr. RANKIN. More than really exists?

Mr. LITTLE. No; not more than exists.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman confesses then that all the
wheat they claim is in existence is really in existence?

Mr., LITTLE. Yes; sure. Perhaps the gamblers exaggerate
in claiming 72,000,000, The department should make those
figures itself.

Mr. RANKIN. The reason I ask that question is the De-
partment of Commerce has recently given out a statement
accounting for 600,000 bales of cotton that does not exist at
all, and I just wanted to know if they had imposed on the
wheat farmer the same as on the cotton farmer.

Mr. LITTLE. They are better sharks than the wheat men,
I guess, and that is going pretty strong. No; there is some
wheat in the country, but that is nothing to be scared about.
They have that every year and get rid of it every year. There
is no world surplus of wheat and there never is. Now, let us
go further. These speculators at Chicago say they have no
market. They were weeping around here last summer begging
the Government to buy wheat and ship it to “starving people
in Europe.” I found out that the scoundrels had a lot of
wheat that they could not get as high a price for as they wanted
and they wanted to pass it on to the Government, and I tele-
graphed to the department and sent them, I am afraid, a rather
impertinent telegram ; but anyway we stopped it.

Now, in reference to this wheat market: In the years since
the war we have shipped to Europe and exported, all told,
1,600,000,000 bushels of wheat., They talk about no market.
There never was in all time any market that compared with the
foreign market this country has enjoyed. I do not want you
to think there is a surplus of wheat. There is nothing here
but less than the usual exportable wheat which we have every
year, and we sell it every year. It is not a surplus at all
If we sold every bushel we raised in London it wtuld not be
surplus, it would be export wheat. What we have got to deal
with is the exportable wheat. That is our menace, and I will
speak to you about that in a moment, if you will permit me,

We have plenty of markets and we have no surplus. We
have to contend with the exportable wheat. The board of
trade at Chicago and the one at Liverpool and Broomhall in
London begin each season by scaring the farmers to death by
telling them there is too much wheat all over the world and
various other tales. \
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I find that if we can meet the farmer coming in from the
wheat field with his crop before these sharks get to him and
glve him a decent price for his wheat, he will le in the clear.
[Applause.] This is the first thing we have to do.

I am now going to speak to this side of the House for a moment,
In this country for 100 years we have been paying a tariff tax
in order to keep you folks in New York and New England busy.
You could not compete with tle slioe manufacturers in England,
and we gave you a tariff and we buill up the greatest manufac-
turing industries in the world; and I am a Republican and
proud of if. DBut now you must reciprocate. Times have now
changed. It was a very simple thing then. We conld not make
a pair of shoes that could compete with a European pair of
shoes and so you stuck a tariff on the shoes and we had to pay
a little more for them, and as a result we make our own shoes
and have cheap shoes at home and sell shoes in our home
market. Now, this world market confronts the farmer when
he sells wheat, as it did the shoemaker. They have become so
prosperous they are growing more wheat than we can eat, and
they have to ship it to Liverpool. The conflict gives them a
lower price than they ought to have at home. Are you now
going to put wheat on a par with shoes and steel? We have
made you rich.

Mr, SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LITTLE. Yes.

Mr, SNYDER. The gentleman knows that there is no duty
on shoes or leather now.

Mr. LITTLE. Oh, I am not speaking of the moment; I
began a hundred years ago. The principle, of course, is what is
involved. *Now, these farmers are stuck. There is just one
thing for you to do and you might as well quit fooling with it.
You either have to enable them to meet the market in Liver-
pool or they have got to quit raising so much wheat. The shoe-
maker did not guit making shoes. When you put a tariff on,
somebody has got to pay it.

Mr. SNYDER. 1 am not a shoemaker, but the gentleman
knows what the tariff did. It made us make so many shoes
that we now supply not only this country but other countries,
and we hope to do the same thing with wheat. We have put
45 cents a bushel on wheat and hope that that will enable
us to supply ourselves and other countries.

Mr. LITTLE. When the shoe trade could not compete with
the European shoemakers 100 years ago, we put a tariff on
shoes and all these other foreign competitive goods. The rest
of us paid a better price and made the shoemakers and other
eastern factories well to do. The tariff is useful to the farmer,
but it could not be such a bulwark to him as it was to the
factories and laboring man. We can use it here, beeause it
protected our shoemaker in our home market. We can not
so “much benefit the farmer thereby, but what he wants is
protection in the forelgn.market. in Liverpool, for instance.
We can not by any tariff give the farmer protection in Liver-
pool, but we must give him something just as useful and we can
do it under H. R. 8330, my export bill. The predecessor of it
was reported favorably by the committee last year.

The first difficulty the farmer meets is that when he comes
in from his harvest field with his first wheat he finds him-
self confronted by threats of a surplus crop and insistence
that his wheat has no value. The first thing you have got
to do for him is to fix it so that he will get a fair, reasonable
price when he harvests, and nobody will do that but you gentle-
men, you of this House, if anybody ever does. It is useless
and idle to pretend any longer. The bill H. F. 8330 provides
that when the farmer brings his wheat in the Government
shall stand ready to pay him $1.10 a bushel at once for his
wheat at his home town, not in Chicago or M/nneapolis. It
provides that he shall get $1.10 at home for his crop, which we
hope will b2 enough to prevent him from a loss, If you are
going to maintain a tariff you will simply be compelled to
make provision for the farmer and his protection in the Liver-
pool market.

When he knows that the Government is prepared to pay him
$1.10 at his home market, the wheat buyers of this country
will necessarily be compelied to meet the Government compe-
tition and pay $1.10, too. When that happens it will not be
necessary for the Government to buy any wheat at all. The
bill, if administered intelligently, will simply make it clear
that the Government will pay $1.10, if nobody else does, and
then the wheat buyers will pay $1.10 for all the wheat we need -
for home consumption. We produce about 800,000,000 bushels
a year, and we consume and utilize about 650,000,000 bushels
of it at home, and the home market of the United States would
be $1.10 a bushel, and the farmer would be sure of that
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amount for his wheat until the home consumption was amply
supplied. That disposes of three-fourths of our crop.

T.et us suppose the wheat buyer, the farmer, and the Gov-
ernment agent meet at a town in the morning. The wheat
buyers will purchase through the day until they have bought
as much as their market demands. Possibly at 4 in the after-
noon, or on Saturday morning of the week, they may say,
“ We have all the wheat for which there is now any demand
for home consumption.” The Government will then step in
and purchase the surplus of wheat on hand at that town that
day or that week or that month, and eventually that year, and
pay $1.10 for it. Thus at the end of the year the Department
of Agriculture will have purchased all the wheat we raised
that must he exported.

The conditions will necessarily adjust automatically to meet
that plan. Thus when' the Secretary of Agriculture gets our
150,000,000 or 200,000,000 bushels of wheat each year te Liver-
pool he will have no American competitors to prevent him from
controlling the Liverpool market.

Last year my bill simply provided that we pay $§1 a bushel
They laughed at me and said the farmers would insist on at
Jeast $1.50. Wheat sold for 70 cents, 80 cents, 90 cents, and 95
cents. Nobody out West got $§1 a bushel until very recently,
when they have gotten $1.02 in some places. This country
raised 780,000,000 bushels last year. If my bill had gone Into
effect just as-it was written last year, they would have averaged
20 cents a bushel on wheat more than the farmers have re-
ceived, and the wheat farmers of this country would have been
worth $150,000,000 more than they are mow or will be by the
end of this crop year. I think those who have kept track of this
proposition will concede that, and the Government would not
have been compelled to buy more than about 100,000,000 bushels
of wheat all told, because that is nearly all we have actually
exported by this time. Now, again they tell me the wheat
farmers insist on $1.50 a bushel. Why, does anybody seriously
think that they mre going to get it? No; nebody does. Why
not be reasonable, gentlemen, and sane and sensible and try to
actually accomplish something? Last year I would have made
you $150,000,000 if you had let my bill alone and made it a law.

This year H. R. 8330 provides that the Government shall be
authorized to pay $1.10 instead of $1. I think the eastern
people are opening up a little. They begin to understand that
if they do not pay the farmers at least a cost price for their
wheat the farmers will discontinue sowing wheat and it will
goon goar out of sight and the American people will quit eating
wheat bread. This bill also provides that when the price goes
above $1.10 the Department of Agriculture can stay with the
rising price until they pay $1.25 to encourage its rise and to
make a supply in the Government vaulis for any unexpected
emergencies and foreign trade. If my bill had become a law
last year, I think a good share of the wheat would have sold at
£1.10 without any further encouragement.

We now, if this bill becomes a law, approach what will hap-
pen in Liverpool when America appears in the foreign markets
with one-fourth, one-third, or perhaps one-half of the exported
wheat, In the last six years since the war we shipped abroad
1,500,000,000 bushels of wheat, The Kuropean world would
have starved to death, gentlemen, if they had not received our
wheat. If the Department of Agriculture should say to Liver-
pool, *We have determined to ship you no wheat for three
months,” wheat would go up 50 cents a bushel in Liverpool
before the 90 days elapsed, and the Government could sell its
wheat at its own price. Joe Leiter was the only benefactor
the farmers have ever really had. He actually got them more
mouney for their wheat, and there is not a thing in the world
that will do them any good except to get them more money
for their wheat at their home town. The SBecretary of Agri-
culture, with that enormous crop in his hands, could go to
Liverpool and do far more than Joe Leiter did when he con-
trolied the markets at Chicago and raised wheat so high in
price. They tell us that the farmers are losing money on the
exported wheat. Let us suppose that the Secretary of Agricul-
ture should suddenly conclude to lose money on 20,000,000
bushels of wheat. Why, he could undersell Canada or Argen-
tina in two weeks and drive them out of the European market,
and then fix his own price. He could say to the great Canadian
exporters, “Unite with me and we will raise the price of
wheat by our little pool 20 eents a bushel in Liverpool,” and
thut could be done any time by the Secretary, who would be-
come the potentate of the export trade. You take any shrewd
wheat man like my colleague, Mr. HaveEw, chairman of the
Agriculture Committee, and make him Secretary in full con-
trol of our wheat crop abroad. He could bring home for the
American farmer a profit on every bushel of wheat they sent
abroad, There are several other bills, but every -one of them

admits from the start that we must necessarily lose money
under their plans on every shipment we make., Why, then,
make any such a law? Why undertake any such commerce?
We can do as well as that Tight now. Let us take a gambler’s
chance anyway and fight for the markets of the world.

House bill 8330 takes care of all of our home consumjtion
and means that the price of wheat wonld be $1.10. That dis-
poses of the local situation as long as the home market holds
out. You are a wheat buyer, we will say; youn will stick to it
until pretty soon you will find that the home consumption is
supplied. It might happen the first day at 4 o'clock, and you
may begin buying for home consumption right away. The
wheat buyer says that he is not going to pay $1.10 and export
to Europe and sell for 99 cents. Then the Government has got
to come in, and you may as well face it now. You can tell the
farmer to quit raising wheat or do what I am suggesting.
They tried it on coffee in Brazil and all of them got rich.

Mr. KVALE. How is the gentleman going to get that bill
through this House when the boards of trade and chambers
of commerce do not want it?

Mr, LITTLE. I am after them right now. Are you with

me?

Mr, KVALHE, I am.

Mr. LITTLE. You stay with me and I will Heck them,
[Langhter.]

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chalrman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LITTLE. Yes.

Mr., BLANTON. Is the gentleman in favor of a policy of
price fixing on any commodities raised by the farmers?

Mr, LITTLE. I am not fixing any prices. I am not'in favor
of fixing the price on anything. 1 wish to make the Depart-
ment of Agriculture a competitor in the wheat market that the
wheat gamblers will respect, so that the farmer may get cost
price at least for his wheat. -

Mr. BLANTON. I just want to remind him that during the
war, when our cotton was selling for 40 cents——

Mr. LITTLE. Oh, why do you remind me of that? Do you
think that I can not remember back that far?

Mr., BLANTON. That is what the gentleman’s proposition
would lead to.

Mr., LITTLE. Excuse me. I can not yield any further,
The gentleman is a good lawyer and will see that this 1s not a
price-fixing bill as soon as he reads It. The Government would
not have to buy any wheat to maintain home consumption
wheat at $1.10. T explained to you that the price would fix
itself, The Government acts as a competitor. We do not fix
the price any more than you would if you went into the market.

I carefully avoided price fixing. The Government is not
going to buy any whent on this proposition as long as the home
markets hold out. I am not in favor of price fixing; I am not
in favor of trying anything but wheat on this. I tried that
because we can go and stick it in the elevators and keep it
there for a cent a bushel. We would build no storehouses.
Because of the many elevators, the Government need never
build any storehouses. Cotfton could be handled in exactly thae
same way, and the two major farm products made sdfe crops
by the same plan, and with no investment except for the pur-
chase of the wheat and the cotton themselves.

I did not suggest hogs, because it would be, in my judgment,
absolutely impossible to buy and feed and keep and slaughter
hogs without involving the Government in tremendous ex-
penses and complications. The same is true of handling cattle
and many products of the farm. If we can not enact a law that
will put wheat farmers in the clear, we certainly can not make
a law that will help any other crop or product. If we can
manage to make a good law out of this, we can gradually de-
velop possibly other crops and other products as the Government
learned its business; but if we undertake to take care of many
of them at once, the Government would be swamped. If the
Government has a few millions on hand the wheat buyer will
respect its promise to buy and stand clear and meet it. To
buy the total export of 200,000,000 bushels in a year would be
entirely within the range of the Government, but if this Gov-
ernment undertakes at the same time to purchase corn, cotton,
wool, hogs, sheep, cattle, flour, and other farm products, no bluff
would work. The buyers would absolutely decline to respect
any sach talk of possible funds. Billions of dollars are needed
every year to buy and sell the stock and stock products alone.
If this Government would undertake to establish a unlversal
market for all these things, they would require a cash capital
of at least $20,000,000,000 in order to make themselves respected
in the competing local markets. One of the reasons this wheat
proposition might succeed is the Government could afford to
buy and hold wheat and sell the wheat when it got ready and
thereby dominate the market, but if this wheat and these hogs,
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and so on, must be turned as rapidly as trade turns them now,
immediate cash by billions would necessarily have to be kept
on hand all the time.

As I said before, home consumption will buy wheat at, at
least, $1.10. It will then become the duty of the Government
to pay $1.10 to the farmer for the export wheat and to take care
of it abroad. For nearly 20 years the Government of Brazil
has been buying and storing inland its coffee product, shipping it
to Santos and Rio, the seaports, and selling it abroad and domi-
nating the market price of coffee in the world. That is the job
I suggest for the Secretary of Agriculture with regard to
wheat, and if he accomplishes that he certainly will have his
hands full without talking about hogs and corn and sheep
and cattle. It will be up to him to get us a good price in
Liverpool.

This export bill takes care of that. There is not any sur-
plus; that is simply to scare children and deceive farmers in
June—the Government will have to buy and carry abroad the
exportable wheat. We will do like they do with coffee in Brazil,
where they made money for 20 years. When that time comes
the Government has got to buy the exportable wheat and none
of it allowed to come on the market till the sign is right,
and then the Government goes to Europe with a third to one-
half of all the exportable wheat. Suppose the Secretary of
Agriculture is a shrewd, good business man and finds himself
in Liverpool with one-third or one-half, perhaps, of the wheat
of the world. Who will fix the price at Liverpool? Why, the
Secretary will if he has good common sense. Suppose he says
to Europe he will not let anybody buy wheat if it does not
bring enough; that he will not export any in three months
Suppose you keep off the market a third to a half of the wheat
for a period of three months, Why, everybody here who thinks
a minute would know that wheat would shoot up like an arrow.
Two hundred million bushels would be about the limit and cost
about $1.10.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LITTLE. Who would fix the price in Liverpool? 1 ask
for two additional minutes.

Mr, FRENCH. 1 yield the gentleman two minutes.

Mr. LITTLH. The Secretary. He fixes the price in Liver-
pool, and says what is a reasonable price. It seems to me it is
COmmon Ssense——

Mr. CLARKE of New York.
one question?

Mr. LITTLE. I will

Mr. CLARKE of New York. The gentleman called attention
to Brazil and the great suceess it has had in its valorization
scheme with reference to coffee, Is it not true that at three
different times Brazil has been in great distress through that
process? Is not the process to which the gentleman refers
exactly the same——

Mr, LITTLE. It is not exactly the same.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. In principle the same?

Mr. LITTLE. No; it is not. From 1907 until now Brazil
has been trying the valorization of coffee, with some difficulties
and with wonderful success all told. In 1601 and 1902 the
price of coffee in Brazil fell from 75 to 50 franes per bag. In
1906 the world had on hand 11,000,000 sacks of coffee, nearly a
year's product, and in 1906 and 1907 big crops added 20,000,000
bags. The coffee industry was thus confronted with absolute
ruin. In 1907 they actually began the valorization plan. They
sailed the ship with difficulty over the rocks until in 1910 they
reached vietory and big prices and control of the world market.

Mr. KINDRED. Was not the Brazilian law unwholesome in
respect to its restriction of the production of coffee?

Mr. LITTLE. The Government maintains eight great ware-
houses in the interior, in which it stores 4,500,000 bags of coffee.
They allow each day only, Sundays excepted, the shipment of
85,000 bags to Santos and 12,000 bags to Rio Janeiro, the sea-
ports, and this is all the coffee exported, and thus they restrict
the trade and secure good prices. The crop of 1928 was nearly
ruined by torrential rains and the conditions have been very
unfortunate for that crop. They have had ample market for
all the real good coffee they could export, but great difficulty
in handling the rain-soaked coffee. Commencing in three
States, they now have the Government with a department for
coffee hehind the valorization plan with the announcement that
it shall continue, For 17 years they have weathered it through,

Will the gentleman yield for

generally with great success, assisted by the export taxes, by

Government loans sometimes, and sometimes by issues of bank
notes, but with the result that Brazil leads the world’'s markets.
They have tried many experiments and had many new ideas
which failed to materialize.

Gentlemen, there are many theories they talk to you about
they never put into force. [Applause.]

ek .

ARGUMENT BEFORE AGRICULTURAL COMMITTEE.

In accord with leave given me to revise and extend my re-
marks and insert my argument to the Committee on Agriculture
March 5, I present following this the argument made then to
that committee in favor of H. R. 8330, formerly 78, by its
author, including the bill:

LitTrue Export BILL.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Little, we will be glad to hear you now on
H. BR. 78.

The bill is as follows:

" [H. R. 8330, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session.]

"A bill (H. R. 8330) to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to
purchase, store, and sell wheat, and to secure and maiutain te
the producer a reasonable price for wheat and to the econsumer
a reasonable price for bread, and to stabilize wheat values.
“Re it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of Agriculture is hereby

authorized to buy wheat of such grades and quality as he desig-

nates, at such times and places as he direcis. at not to exceed
$1.25 a bushel and at not to exceed the matket price at said
times and places, except when wheat is being sold there, and then
at less than $1.10 a bushel, when he may pay $1.10 a bushel for

Bald wheat if he deems best; and an appropriation of $60,000,000

is hereby authorized for the purchase, transportation, storage,

and insurance of sald wheat.

“ Whenever the Secretary of Agriculture has accumulated in
elevator storage 1,000,000 bushels of wheat or more, Treasury
certificates shall be issuned to the Secretary of Agriculture at such
interest and for such times as the Secretary of the Treasury
ghall name, but with authority to the Secretary of Agriculture
to pay them prior to their expiration if he shall see fit. They
ghall be issued in such amount as the Secretary of the Treasury
sball hold to be properly secured by the wheat thens In storage.
But whenever the wheat on which these certificates are issued is
sold, that money shall be applied to the discharge of that par-
ticular indebtedness and to pay off those certain certificates, and
this process may continue whenever the Secretary of Agriculture
has a million or more bushels of wheat in storage on which no
certificates have issued.

“The wheat he buys shall be stored in elevators under ware-
house receipts. When any 2,000 bushels or more of wheat shall
have been held by the Secretary for more than 30 days, there-
after it shall be stored in bonded elevators.

“The Becretary of Agriculture may from time to time sell
wheat at not less than the market price in Minneapolis; Duffalo:
Kansas City, Kans.; Chicago; and New York City, as he shall
deem to best interests of the Nation.

“ Whenever wheat of the aforesald grades and quality can not
be bought in Chicago and New York City for less than $1.85 per
bushel, the Secretary of Agriculture shall proceed to sell as much
of the wheat he holds in storage as he deems wise, at snch prices
as shall be considered proper by him, and so continue as in his
judgment such sales shall be to the best interests of the Nation.

“The $80,000,000 first appropriated, the money derived from
the sale of the certificates authorized, and the money derived from
the sale of wheat by the Becretary ag hereinbefore authorized, or
for this fund from any other source, shall constitute a revolving
fund for carrying out the provisions of this act. If the sale of
any wheat made security for any given certificates shall not be
sufficient to take up those certificates, the balance may be dis-
charged from the said revolving fund.

“ The President of the United States shall appoint, for a term
of four years and subject to removal by him, an officer in the De-
partment of Agriculture, to be known as the superintendent of
grain and bread, at a salary of $10,000 a year, who shall maintain
in Washington an office as his headquarters, employing, subject to
the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, such assistants in
said headquarters and such agents for the purchase and sale of
wheat as shall be appropriated for. The bonds of all bonded
elevators in which wheat shall be stored shall be subject to ap-
proval by the superintendent of grain and bread.

“ Subject to the provisions hereof, the Secretary of Agriculture
shall make, subject to the approval of the President of the United
States, and shall enforce suitable regulations for the exercise of
the powers and the performance of the duties bereby authorized.”

Mr. LITTLE. Apropos of Mr. TINCHER'S instructions, Hon. SYDNEY
ANDERSON, who was president of the National Wheat Conference and
has given a great deal of study to the matter, has instructed me to
say to this committee that If any one of these Dbills is to be reported
he prefers the Little bill. He was chairman of the Jolnt Agricultural
Commission and has given as much attention to the subject as any-
body, and I guess represents as many people.

Mr. CLAREE. We deny that he has given any more attention to It
than has this committee.

Mr. LiTrie, I did not say he had. I said as much,

Mr, CLaGUE. He does not represent the wheat farmers.
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Mr. Lirrie. I don't know the details of all national nurgm:llsmticma.l
They had a meeting up here and Mr. Jewett, president of the American
Wheat Growers' Association, spoke the other night, and at the Na-
tional Conference, over which Congressman ANDERSON presided, at
Chicage last June; so they have been active. I just speak of that
incidentally.

As far as I can learn, this bill of mine was the first blll ever reported
favorably from a committee to this Congress, authorizing the Govern-
ment to buy wheat and pay certain amounts for it. As far as I know,
this bill is the first instance in which a bill has been introduced to
enable the Federal Government to conduet the exports beneficlally for
the farmers. There is, in this connection, another thing that I want to
call your attention to. "The only instance in the world where a govern-
ment has been sucressful in handling crops that 1 know of is that of
Brazil, 1 have given considerable study to that. It Is very difficult to
gecure from the Department of Agrieulture or any source any definite
information about it. What I learned I got from the Department of
Commerce,

Gentlemen, 1 think that Brazil’'s method should have been the first
thing that we should have studied. There should have been a com-
mittee sent there to get the facts. As near as [ can figure It, the gist of
it is this: The Government of Brazil puts an export tax on coffee, In
that way nobody else can afford to export coffee. The Government
can then buy all the coffee. That gives them control of the export of
coffee from Brazil, and eventually of the world market, It has been
very soceessful,

The Assistant Secretary of Commerce told me that it was a total
failure, He had po Information, It has been a great success, as his
department’s figures show, and I want to say to yon gentlemen that I
am not familiar with the facts for a year or two, but in 1921 they made
a great deal of money out of coffee, more than they ever did in Brazil,
and I ecan assure you that that is the best possible basis to work from.

Mr. Cranke. Let me ask & question there. You are familiar with
the fact that they came very near going broke in 1920, and had to be
refinanced through a loan of millions of dollars?

Mr. Lrrrie. Noj not in 1920, but some 10 years before that they did.
They accumulated so much coffee that they did not know what to do
with it, but things broke right for them and went over, and they have
been making money ever since,

Mr. SixcLAIR. How long has this coffee embargo been in existence?

Mr, ILarree. The Governmenit has been at this since about 1905.
I want to call attention to that for the simple reason that my bill is,
I think, the first bill that undertakes to follow that proposition, If
my bill prevailed, the Government would buy 200,000,000 bushels of
wheat. That would mean that the Government would control the ship-
ment of wheat to Liverpool, and in my judgment it would then control
the world market. That is really the principal thing in my Dbill,

except one more, with which' the older Members are famillar, It

my bill had become a law in the Blxty-seventh Congress, the Govern-
ment would have been authorized to pay a dollar a bushel at the
man’s home town for his wheat. They wounld have been able to go
right there and give that to him. My theory was, and JoaN TILSON
nand Mautin MappeExs both jolned me in it, among others; TIiLsox
gpoke to the committee and MappEx authorized me to say that last
year. 1 haven't talked with him lately ;: but my theory s that if you
are a farmer at Abilene, Kans.,, and the Government informs you
that it is going to buy your wheat at a dollar, you won't sell it for
any less, and that is all there is to it. Then a buyer comes there
buying wheat for a big mill, and he finds the Government and the
farmer standing there, and he will pay a dollar, because the miller
must have the wheat. That is all there is to that. My theory is,
agreed to by Colonel Tinsoy and other men, that it would not be
necessary for the Government to buy any wheat at all, that the re-
gult would be that the farmer would not sell for less than a dollar
becanse he knew he could get a dollar, and the wheat buyers would
have to meet the Government competition and pay a dollar.

If that had happened last year, if my bill had passed, or the bill
which the committee reported out had passed, you would have gotten
a dollar and a half, and that would have made 50 cents a bushel on
700,000,000 bushels of wheat and the farmers would have made
£350,000,000 above what they did.

The trouble was that when you got it up to $1.50 Mr. Tilson and
these other men wouldn’t stay by me and I did not have a chance to
pass it. 1 do not believe anybody else will ever pass any bill te make
it $1.50 in the House. You can't get by long with a pretext of $1.50
and drawbacks and rebates. If they had taken my bill and made it
a dollar, T could have put It through, and the farmers would have
made at least 20 cents more a bushel on the average last year. I had
considerable conservative support, and if the farmers had stayed with
me they would have gotten 20 cents a bushel more on the wheat;
and £1.10 to £1.25 in cash is better than $1.50 in soap bubbles in the
sun. The lawyers wiio make fortunes collecting overpayments of taxes
will soon have a lifetime job here collecting the claims wheat pro-
ducers will have agalnst a corporation for the furmers' share of the
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wheat sold in Europe If you are not careful in your legislation.
Come, gentlemen, be sensible, and pay the farmer for his wheat at
his home town.

There was not any wheat west of the Mississippl that sold for a
dollar. Some of yon people sald that that wasn’t enough to encour-
age the farmer. It would have gone up to $1.10, too, If that bill
had gone through they would have gotten 20 cents a bushel more and
they would have made $150,000,000.

Mr. Bixcrair. You speak of the Government paying the farmer $1.25
or whatever it is.

Mr. LirTLE. Yes.

Mr. SiNCLAIR. At Abilene, Kans., you use that point as a citation.

Mr. LITTLE. Yes.

Mr. SiNcLam. Would you pay that at Fargo, N. Dak.?

Mr. LirTie. Yes; anywhere.

Mr. Bixcrair. And Helena,

Mr. LiTTLE. Yes; snywhere.

Mr. SixcLamr, That iz the reverse of the usual order.

Mr., LiTTiE. Yes; I know it.

Mr. SINcLAIR. You don't take into consideration the freighte

Mr. Litriz, You are making a market for the farmer in Chicago.
That is one of the things that is breaking him up. The market, under
my plan, would be at the home of the farmer, at the farmer’s town,
and one farmer would get as much as another. There are some argu-
ments against that, of course. 1 see your point.

Mr. SiNcLAIkR. You are not taking into consideration the cost of
freight?

Mr. Litrie. Yes: I have.

Mr. Sixcrair. The cost of shipping to the consuming centers?

Mr, LirrLe. If a man wants to buy a bushel of wheat, he will have to
pay at least $1.10 under this bill, no matter where he gets it. He can
look after the freight himself. Now, we make a market in Chicago or
Minneapolis, but the farmer has got to have a market at home, be-
cause that is where he sells his wheat. When you pay a certain amount
at Chicago or terminal market. the farmer don’t get it. The reason we
never helped the farmer is because we never legislate for him. We only
legislate for the man in Chicago, Minneapolls, or Kansas City.

Mr, BiNcLair. No; the amount of freight is off,

Mr, Larrre, The only bill that I know anything of that has been
offered that gives the farmer anything ls my bill. The rest of you are
talking about Chicago or Minneapolis. If I give him a home market
instead of a Chicago market, I will make more money for the farmer
than has ever been made for him by any one man except Joe Lelter one
season.

Now, the wheat would have been sold for 20 cents a bushel more if
my bill had gone throngh, and 50 cents more if the bill you made out
of my biil had gone through. I want to bring before you the fact that
my bill follows the Brazillan plan, and in my judgment would throw
the control of the American wheat markets abroad into the hands of
the Government and give them control of the world market.

Mr. Atkeson, who supported this bill last year, will be here this
morning to speak again for it,

Prior to every harvest the grain exchanges of London, Liverpool,
Chicago, and elseswhere raise the ery of an enormous crop and bring
thelr energles to Lear on foreing the farmer to sell his wheat at a
sacrifice. The bill I am discussing provides that the United States
shall be ready to pay from $1.10 to $1.26 a bushel as soon as
the harvest beging. That immediately disposes of any dangerous
attack hy the predatory wheat speculators on the impecunious wheat
farmer. The bill I introduced at the last Congress, and which this
committee, with some amendments, reported favorably for passage,
provided that the Secretary of Agriculture should be authorized to pay
at least §1 a bushel at the farmer’s home town for the farmer's wheat
and to the farmer. If that bill had gone into effect just as I intro-
duced it there would have been no marketable wheat sold west of the
Misslssippi or anywhere else in this country for less than $1 a bushel
and it would have gone, probably, to fully $1.10. I think that every
man who Is familiar with that bill and the facts will so concede. No
wheat west of the Mississippi ever sold the last year even for the mini-
mum of wzat my bLill provided.

The committee was afraid that $1 a bushel would not be enough to
please the farmer and amended it by making it $1.50, which at once, of
course, made it impossible of passage. If that bill had become a law
the 780,000,000 bushels of wheat we raised would have averaged 20
cents a bushel more than it has heen sold for. If my bill had been
made a law the wheat farmers of this country would have enjoyed an
inecome of $150,000,000 more for their wheat this year than they are
now receiving and all the great West and Northwest would have been
in prosperous condition. If my billl becomes a law the Government
will be prepared by a $30,000,000 appropriation and other available
resources to buy wheat from the farmer at his home town all over the
country at $1.10 a bushel, and to keep up with competition, at $1.25.
If the Government announces that it will pay $1.10 for wheat no farmer
will sell his wheat for a penny less,

Mont.?
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When the farmer demands that for his wheat every miller and every
grain buyer will necessarily meet the Federal competition and pay
that price for wheat. As long as there iIs an American market for
wheat that will continue. The buyers buy all the wheat every year,
end they would any year whether the Government bought any or not,
and they would pay that price because they must meet the Government
competition, On the front page of these bills that T am handing
aronnd you will find the statement that every bushel always sells, all
over the world, and that wos always so and always will be so. There
iz not any question about there being an ample market always.

If in the course of the year it developed that the United States
‘would not utilise all this wheat, as is probable, and the buyers decline
to purchase any more because they did not need it for home con-
sumption, the Government would take up the purchase of the export
wheat and handle it abroad, as I shall explain to you.

If you and I were buying wheat at a certain point—we will stick to
Abilene, Kans,—the Government of the United States says that it will
pay $1.10, here Is what would happen. We have got to have so much
wheat for the millers, and we would buy each day whatever wheat we
wanted. The Government buyer would not buy any as long as we were
buying. At 4 o'clock you and I might quit; we have got all the wheat
we want at $1.10, and if there was any more wheat then the Govern-
ment buyer would be expected to buw it. Ile would buy each day, at
$1.10 a bushel, if any, the surplus that they had at that particular
place., The result of that would be that at the end of the year the
Secretary of Agriculture would have gradually accumrulated all the
exportable wheat from all over the United Btates. . They would have
to export it month by month as they got it.

That is the thing the Government might and could do. This thought
has oceurred to me, that a great deal wounld depend upon the shrewd-
ness of the Secretary. If we had as good a trader and as good an
agricultural man as Mr, Haugen, with all his successful experience in
farming and in business, our surplus wheat, as you gentlemen ecall it,
would be taken care of abroad at a good price. I admit that the suec-
cess of my proposition depends upon the keenness of the Secretary,
ATl we need is & man who is as smart as John D. Rockefeller, or some
one like him, to handle it. I don't know whether we could get him or
‘not. There would never be any time or place that the Government
would be compelled to purchase this wheat except when it became
gettled that we did not nmeed it at all for home use. The exportable
wheat would, as will be explained by me, all be handled by the Secre-
tary of Agrienlture,

Thirty years ago at Luxor, Egypt, Abdul Karlm, a very successful
farmer, told me about the wheat conditions in Egypt. Taxes all fall
due in June, and every wheat farmer was compelled to sell his wheat
at about 50 cents a bushel instead of $1, as it generally is sold at
Cairo. Abdul Karim managed io get by without selling at a sacrifice,
and when Christmas came he was able to sell his wheat at $1 a bushel
instead of 5O cents, and maintsined that system and became wealthy.
This bill of mine will take every American farmer past the harvest
crigls and put him on his feet face to face with the world. They
learned those wheat tricks in Egypt in Joseph's time, for the wheat
trade is the oldest international commerce, and these fellows at Liver-
pool and Chicago have inherited all the tricks that have encumbered
it and grown up with it from the beginning of time. That is the back-
bone of this whole business. Every time we begin a harvesting season
they tell us that the wheat Ism't worth anything, that there is too
much of it. If yon put my billl throngh at the time the harvest
begins, we will be right there with the money to put it down, and he
will get £1.10 there, and there isn't going to be much four-fiushing.

Mr. Voiar. Do you care if I ask you a question there?

Mr, LiTriE. No, sir.

Mr. Voigr, The theory of your bill is that the Government shall buy
this wheat at not less than $1.10. Suppose the Government buys
100,000,000 bushels or more at that price; there would be some loss
in the export, wouldn't there?

Mr: Larrie. I do not think so. I am prepared to angwer that a little
later, if you will permit me to do so. I think I can make it clear. Last
spring they were heralding abroad the announcement of a tremendous
wheat crop, when we ralsed someé 81,000,000 bushels less last summer
than we did the summer before. The world wheat buyers have more
tricks than the gypsy hors: jockeys, and bave inherited them from a
time before the gypsies left their primeval homes in the Orlent.

If in the course of the year it developed that the United States
would not utilize all this wheat, as is probable, and the buyers de-
clined to purchase it because they didn't need it for home consumption,
the Government would export the wheat and handle it abroad, and I
will explain why what youn people call the surplus is not a surplus.

Mr. Praxert. I have never been able to get fixed in my mind your
theory upon which yon make the statement that there 1s no such thing
as n surplus of wheat.

Mr. Litrie. I bave convinced the Secretary of Agriculture and the
‘Wall Street Journal and Mr. SYpNEY ANDERSON and a great many other
people.

Mr. PURNELL, Then I suppose I might just as well give up.

Mr. Lrrrre. I will come to that question.

Mr. Kercaam, I think perhaps yon had better spend a 1little time on
that. You use the word “surplus” in connection with the world pro-
duction of wheat instead of in connection with our own production ?

Mr. Lirrie. There is in the world no surplus of wheat.

Mr. KetcHAM. You say there is no such thing as a surplus. Is there
any surplus in the United States?

Mr. LitTLe. None at all. There is exportablas wheat, but the wheat
we sell in London is just as much sold ag if we sold it Iin Cleveland.

Mr. KercEAM. T am not arguing it. I simply make the statement.

Mr. Lrrree. T admit that there 18 an exportable amount of wheat,
but the wheat that we sell abroad is not a surplns. We sell it every
year. We have sold a billion and a bhalf bushels since the war,

On July 1, 1922, we had on hand 78,000,000 bushels of wheat car-
ried over from the crop grown in the summer of 1921. In the sum-
mer of 1922 we ralsed 806,000,000 bushels of wheat. This makes
934,000,000 bushels of wheat on hand after the threshing in 1922,
Beginning July 1, 1922, and ending June 80, 1923, we imported
20,000,000 bushels, In other words, we had opportunity to dispcse
of 054,000,000 bushels of wheat during the year beginning Jaly 1,
1922, and endfhg June 80, 1923. At the end of that year, on July 1,
1923, we had on hand 101,000,000 bushels carried over into the next

year.

Mr, Aswern. I thought you sald awhile ago that all the wheat
there is iz always sold.

Mr., LiTriE. They always digpose of it.

Mr. AsweLL. Where was that 101,000,000 bushels?

Mr, Litrie. It was carried over.

Mr. ASWELL. Had that been sold?

Mr. Lrrrie. Obh, yes. The farmer bad 33,000,000 bushels on July
1, 1923.

Mr. Aswenn. He hadn't sold it?

Mr. Lrrrie. He hadn't let it go, because he didn't want to.
Just wanted to speculate a little.

Mr. Siycrair. I you know what the average carry over is for
a serles of years?

Mr. LirTre. It has been up as high as 163,000,000 bushels and down
to 08,000,000,

Mr. SincrAme. It ranges between 58,000,000 and 160,000,0007

Mr. LirTie. Yes; 163,000,000, It gets a little bigger every year—
gradually, I rather think. As I say, we had on hand 101,000,000 bush-
els carried over into the next year. During the year beginning July ) b
1922, and ending June 30, 1923, we disposed of 853,000,000 bushels of
wheat. OFf this we exported 222,000,000 bushels——

Mr. SincrarR, We did not dispose of all of It. We had 101,000,000
left. You only disposed of 700,000,000 7

Mr, LiTTLE. No; we had 034,000,000 and we kept 101,000,000, be-
canse the speculators and farmers wanted to keep it. We disposed of
853,000,000, Of this we exported 222.000,000 bushels, which leaves us
631,000,000 bushels of wheat utilized at home for food, stock feed, and
seed,

Mr. PURNELL. The farmer carried 35,000,000 of that himself. Who
carried the other? -

Mr. Lrrrne. The blg millers, the terminal elevators, and elevators.
The big mills have got to hold over a certain amount of wheat to make
good flour, The June wheat is too fresh and soft. Every blg elevator
has a stock ‘every year, which is a carry over. The world needs it for
famines, droughts, and other emergencies. We don't have to take care
of that because that carry over goes on all the time; it keeps right ‘on,
and it will go on forever. Have I made myself clear on that, Mr,
Purnell ?

Mr, PURNELL, I think I understand your position.

Mr. AswELL. All of the bills pending before this committee speak of
a surplus,

Mr. JoRN80N, You are not in harmoy with the others, then?

Mr. Lirrig. I do not like to speak about that surplus business, I am
trying to be polite. You will see that the United States during that
year disposed of all the wheat raised, earried over, and imported, and
had no wheat left on July 1, 1923, except a very ordinary carry over,
only 35,000,000 bushels of which was in the barns and bins, The farmer
could have sold that without any trouble at all, but preferred to carry
it over.

Let me say here that I prepared, at the request of the Review of
Reviews, in December, an article covering all these figures. A gen-
tleman told me the other day that my figures In that article had been
challenged. He said there was an associate editor of that paper here
who said that he had gotten a thousaund kicks on my fignres. I wrote
to the editor in chief, and let me tell you what he said. He said, “I
have yours of February 26. There is no such office ns that of associate
editor on the Review of Reviews. No member of our editorial staff has
recently been in Washington.” (I am reading from his letter in my
hand.)

Now, gentlemen, T would be glad if you would lsten to this letter,
because I place a good deal of importance on it. “1 have been there
once or twice myself, but I have sald nothing about wheat statistics.

He
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Apy muoch letters that have come here critleising the figures In your
December article are neither numerous nor important.” Then he goes
on amil epenks very nicely forther. 1 just want to ray to you gen
tlemen that the figurcs I present are from the Department of Agricul-
ture, or a8 good n sonree. Nobody has ever challenged any figures
that I have prescnted,

Mr. JONES. Mr. Little, we ship out of this country every year about
150,000,000 ar 200,000,000 bushels more than we use, don't we?

Mr. LiTriE. Yos.

My, Joxgs, What do yen eall that surplus or excess supply of ex-
portnble wheat, ar whitever it ls

Mr. Littre, Mr. Yoior asked me that same question: and T think I
have the answer here, if you will walt a moment

Mr, Joxes. Certainly.

Mr. Lirtie. In other wordg. in the year from July 1, 1922, to June
380, 1923, the people of the United States entirely disposed of thelr
wheat crop. The poople of the United Btates and of the world every
year dispose of all the wheat they raise. They always have done so
and always will. The soggestion that there iz a surplus in the world
At any time is pure imagination, without any founiation whatever.
The hue and cry I8 raired by the grain exchanges of Liverpool, London,
Chlcago, and other places for the purpose of bluffing the farmer into
gelling his wheat at a small price, As long as legislators allow them-
gelves 1o thus be fooled by such fakes we can never get practical,
beneficial results,

Mr. PerxeLL. Do yon agree with the pogition taken by many—
in fact, I think it is the gencral bellef—that this exportable surplus
of 200,000,000 controls very materially, in fact, determines the price
we get for the othier 750,000,000 or 800,000,0007

Myr. Litrii. To some extent that i8 true, and I am just going to
approach that matter. Dhring the year from July 1, 1022, to June
80, 1924, we exported 232,000,000 Lushels of wheat. It makes no
difference to a farmer whether they sell his wheat in Liverpool or
Cleveland. In eitber event he has none left. Dut we have hereto-
fore confused the export wheat with the alleged surplos.

Mr. PunxetL. It makes no diference where he sells it, hut It does
make a great difference to him if the part of the wheat that 1s sold
nbroad fixes the price here,

Mr. IarTiE. 1 am coming to that. It is true that we must take
Into consideration the wheat that we export when we consider our
gales and prices, but Lefore we do so let us remember that the ex-
port is Just ns sure u snle as any other. It goes on all the time and
always will. In order to reaclh & satisfactory conclusion we must
figure on the amount of whent we export and the priee it brings, be-
ecause witbout doubt the export price of onr wheat does to some ex-
tent determine the howme price of our wheat,

Alr. AswrLL. I you fix the price at §1,10, would you get that much
for that which you exported?

Mr., Larrie. I think I will answer that in a moment. The world's
annual average crop of wheat during the years 1910-1015 was 3,855,+
000,000 bushels, The Wall Street Journal only claims that the world's
totnl crop for the season of 1028 was 3,1343,000,000. The crop we are
now cousuming Is 500,000,000 bushels less than the average erop
during the six normnl years before the war. In order to induce an
American farmer to sell his wheat for less than It cost him, the
grain exchanges of London, Liverpool, and ‘Chicago have told us
over and over that the present supply has produoced a tremendons
surplus of wheat. Tuatend of there being a big surplus crop, as
they have been telling us, we are 500,000,000 busliels of wheat be-
bhind the average world crop In the years before the war. We' had
one year of 4,250,000,000 Lushels, and apotber year wo had 4,100,
000,000, and if it wasn't for the war this world would be now
produelng annually 4.000,000,000 busheis of wheat or more. We are
600,000,000 or more hehind,

AMr. Craggg. Do I onderstand that the market for wheat the world
over is 400,000,000 bushels greater than the amount produaced ?

Mr. Yarrce. No. What [ said was this: The average wheat erop
before the war was 000,000,000 bushels of wheat more than the crop
of this year.

Mr. ARWELL, We sold It all then?

Mr. LirTLie. Yes; we got rid of It.

Mr. PumRNELL., Of course, you must take Into conslderation the fact
thot the world is mot able or in a position to buy now what it was
alile to buy then,

Mr, LurrLr. That is a very great mistake. During the year hegin-
ning July 1, 1018, immediately after the war, we exported 287,000,000
bushels ) from July 1, 1819, 220,000,000 bushels; from July 1, 1920,
406,000,000 bushelg: from July 1, 1921, 270,000,000 bushels: and

beginning July 1, 1022, 222,000,000 bushels,

Mr. BincLAiR. Do you know anything about the price of that wheat?

Mr. LITTLE. It lan't n question of price, but they will buy the wheat
and eat it.

Mr. NINCLAIR, They paiid ut least a dollar more a bushel in 1918
than they are paying for what we export now.

AMr. Larrie, Beginning July 1, 1023, up {o February 15, we exported
112,000,000 bushels of wheat without including the flour for the last
two weeks. Al this rate, by the conclusion of this present wheat year
we Wwill have shipped abroad 105,000,000 bushels of wheat If the
present rate continues. I say that that 1= the greatest and most re-
markable wheat market the worlil ever saw, Never at any time dld
this country ever sell go much wheat, but yet Mr. PuRxBLL asks me if I
think they still use the whent.

Mr. PURNELL, 1 konow tlher willl eat It If they can get it.
question is, Are they able to pay for 1t?

Mr, Livrre. I guess we don't ship it abroad for nothing. There
never wags o bigger lie than the statements in the papers that the
European people can not pay for wheat. 1 have shown right here that
they have paid for it, sinee the war, to the extent of a billion and a
half bushels, and they never did that before, It was many millions
less in the preceding years. The Eunropean market for wheat during
the six years sinee the war terminated is by far the greatest market for
wheat the world ever sgaw. In order to keep our wheat prices down and
to lead the Government to purchase thie speculators’ wheat at fancy
prices and ghipped without expensge to him, we are told that the
Europeans arve starving, that they can not buy wheat, and that our
European market 18 wrecked.

I don't want to characterize things, yet with regard to these wheat
speculators there never was a more nefarious attempt to force the
Government to purchase the wheat from these wheat speculators that
they had on hand and did not know what to do with and to send it to
the starving Furopeans. They bought a billion and a half, and they
pald for it, too.

On November 22 last, Secretary Wallace wrote me, " of course, every
bushel of wheat can ba sold at some price”” On November 20, 1928,
ByoNgy ANDERs0¥, chalrman of the Joint Commlsslon of Agrienlture
Inguiry, wrote me, * Our own surplus, in my jodgment, 18 very small ;
and, inideed, 1 do not think we bave any surplus of good milllng wheat.”
On November 20, 1023, Mr. ANpERsOXN said, * The American farmer can
sell every busbel of wheat hie produces this year or any other year.”

On December 14, 1928, the Wall Strect Journal wrote me, * The Wall
Btreet Journal has never said that the farmer will not be able to sell all
his wheat. He always has been and nlways will be able to dispose of
his wheat."  Of conrse these gentlemen continoe to say that he will not
be ahle to sell it at a safMiclently high price. Well, that depends on who
Is tlhie better trader, the buyer or the seller.

There I8 another universally admitted incorreet nssertion that we
e not meet forelgn competition. In order to substantinte the lneor-
rectnesa of that assumption, and the lack of any serlous danger, I
want to call your attention to some figures furnished by the Department
of Agriculture and the International Institute of Agricuiture at Rome.
These figures give the value of wheat at different foreign ports on cor-
tain dates, and the eost of trausportation as compared with that here
in Ameriea.

The CitalgMAN. Without objection, that table may be Inserted in the
record,

My

Cogt price at Liccrpool of weheat from New York, Buenos Aives, and

India.
Cost at
(cean
Beaport Price Liver-
I freight Yool
August, 1922
Karnehi, India_. o $0. 108 §1.378
1,23 . 132 1. 352
1,205 05 1.340
.91 .13 .03
Buonos Alres. + 100 1.08 1. 108
074 .06 L 03}
July, 1923;
Kunrnchl, India A 1.08 L 108 248
Huenos Alres.. H L10 - 132 123
Now Yark. ....... 1,22 42 1.202
August, 1923;
Hamehl, India o Ol « 15 1.11
Huenos Alres.. 1.0l 12 1.13
New York. ... 1.1 .42 1187

Mr. PURSELL. According to that table, wheat sold in this country
in 1923 at $1.11. That was the New York price,

Mr. Larree. Yes; $1.113.

Mr. Cracue, In 1923, In August, you Bay the price at New York
was $1.11°%

Mr. LaTrre. $1.113.

My, Cricue. Huppose your Dbill was In effect, nud It wane $1.25 at
Minneapolis, The freight to get it from Minneapolis to New York
18 15 cents a bushel, n charge of 4} conts to get It across, and nnder
your bill they wonld have bhad to have $l44. Now. how could they
have sold that wheat in Liverpool at $1.44 when thos conld Loy all
they wanted at $1.11 or $1.13%
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Mr., Lartrie, They could not; but It wasn't that way., I am ‘just
tnking the world the way It 1s made year In and year out., Under every
hill but mine yon all coucede you will lose money on every shipment,
Sappose the Haogen bil or Binclair LI were in efféct, and you shlpped
$1.50 wheat from Minneapolis to Liverpool for 10} cents, your wheat
in Liverpool would cost §1.084. 8uppore you had to moct their Argen-
tinlno competition of whent that ls laid down for $1.11. They woald

undersell you H8}) cents a bLushiel, and in & year yon would lose nearly |

$120,000,000. So what diffcrence would it make, ns compared to my
L1, when you might occaslonally get a small Jogs which the Governs
mwoat would bear, while every slilpment under the other bill gives o
losa wiileh the farmer himsell must pay,

Mr. Cragre, llow conld they lnve done it the year bhefore?

Mr. Lirree. I think I con meet that polat, and it s very pectinent
GHestion.

Me. Brxcrarn, It is the whole prohlenr.

Mr. LtzTre, It i3 the whole problem for the gentleman's bLill, which
takes a loss on every shipment, which loss must be pald by the farmer,
while It is practically certain under M. R. 8330 that year in und year
out the SBecretary would make money for the department by bis export
trnde. Just mow I am underfuking to prove to you that we nre in
ext¢ellent shape to compete In Liverpool. I kmow what wou mean, nmd
you are right, but what I am now showing you Js that year in and
yeoar out we have been competing on even terms and sometimes under-
selling them, On Noyember 27, 1923, the Department of Agriculture
fssud o statement, which waw peprinted in the EKaunsas City Timgs,
with regard to freight rates i Liverpool. Rzasmining that, wa find
that the frefzht rate from AMcePherson, Kans, to Galveston, Tex,, wuas
27 cents n boshel, and the rate from Galveston to Liverpool was 8.0
ceuts, making a toial from McPherson to Liverpool of 85.0. cenis per
pbushel. However, the rate from Larimore, N. Dak., te New York was
22.4 cents, and from Now York to Liverpool 4.8 eents, & total of 27.4
cents from Larimore, N, Duk,, to Liverpool.

Theae fynres are deduced from fhose glven by the Secretary of
Agriculiure, He pays:

" ARGEXTINA WHEAT RATES—SHORT WAUL TO SEAPORTE SAVE TRANS-
PORTATION COSTS—OUEAN FREIGHTS T0 LIVERI'OUL ARE HIGRER
AND MATL RATE PER MTLE I8 MORE THAN IN TUSE UNITED STATES,

“ Waslilngten, November 20.—The ocenan freicht rate on whent
Trom Rosurio, Argentina, to Liverpool, in the period from January
1 to September 30, this year, averaged 14.7 cents a bushel, while
in the same perlod the avernge rate from New York to Tdverpool
wns 4.8 cerits @ boshel, and from New Orleans, B.0 cents a boghel.”

ITis Ogures show thint It eosts 18 centa to reach the senconst from
the Argenting wheat fields, which, adiled Yo the occan rafe of 14.7
cents, makes 82,7 eents n bushel from the wheat flelds of Argentiun
to Liverpool, while the total from Larimore, N, Dak, to Liverpool
was 274 cents, 5.8 cents a bushel less than the Argentina rate. In
other words, the wheat flelds of Larimore, N, DIak.. can ship whent
te Liverpool 5.8 ecents a bushel cheaper than Rosarlo, Argentina, or
conld last yeur when the Beerefary of Agriculture Ogured It,

In other wordg, we can deliver wheat to Liverpool and beat Buenos
Alrva nnd Argenting on equal terms, and the Indian wheat, whose ex-
port s comparatively very soinll, anyway, cian generdlly outecll us &
little &t Liverponl, though it is a different kind of wheat, In other
wurils, this story about eheap wheat from ceheap lamds and cheap
people 18 Just o greatly exnggeriied bugaboo that has been worked to
death, Our wheat can competa in Eorope all the time with any whent
exported to Europe from anywhere. You will notice that we have
undorsolil the Buenos Alres whent T} cents a lmshel, but wa coanld
Lave run them off the markef———

Mr, Cracug, That ls, for lowgriced wheat?

Mr. Livrie. That Is for the best whent.

AMr. Cragre, 1 do pot mean poor wheat,
whieat,

Mr. Lorree. T think 1 will eover that point 1o a moment. Yoo will
gee, gentlemen, that when the Department of Agrleulture takes over
the export business of this country it will hawe no dileulty in the
world in competing in the Liverpool market, and It pever at aoy
time¢ cnn be swamped Ly other sopplies.

1 call your attentlon t6 the fact that in Rrazil the Government has
been handling the coffee crop for nearly 20 years with wondoerful
goceess,  The Covernment controle the export trade of the cuuntry,
becapse they levy an export tax on all coffee that private individunls
cxport. The Government, then, 48 able to buy coffee according to its
own estimate of world conditions, and is able to go to the Eurepean
wmarket and declde the price at which coffée can Le sold.

As vou have seen, we export about 200,000,000 bushels of whent
aununlly.

Thie, sale of that wheat in Liverpool or elsewhere will be controlled
largely by the Becretury of Agriculture in 'Washington, He can meet
sny competition,

Mr, Aswrtl. That is true only as long as the price of wheat stays
down as low ns it is. That means we have got to keep wleat down
to compete with the world price.

but I mean low-priced

Mr. LiTriE, If my bill passes ‘the price of whedt In thls country
will be decided by tha Seecretary of Agriculture,

Mr, ASWELL, Dut how can lLe compete?

Ar. Lirrie, He can meet noy competition.
undersell any forclgn competitor,

Mr, ASWELL. That means the priea is low hore,

M. LiTrie, No; under my bill the farmer would get at least $1.10
a Lunsbel for all his wheat and the Government wonld lose nothing
| on home consumod wheat., The department might have to take a
| Toss sometimes on wheat exported, but that would not touch ihe

farmer. Tho other bLills that have been offored admit s loss of
| $75,000,000 annually anyway, which will always be borne by the
farmer. Under my bill there will be no loss possible except on exports,
which will be borne by the department, of course,

The Becretary can, If he wishes to, undersell any forelgn com-
petitor,  If he wishes to drive Argentina out of the Liverpool market
he' ¢an do s0 any week he desices.  He will handle the American
export wheat crap, No Awmericnn exporfer will eontend with him.
He wiil name the price In Liverpool on American wheat. Suppose for
six months we did not ship sny wheat to Liverpool at allf ‘The
world would be starving to deatb. The rest of the world con not
meet  It.

Mr, Crangn, You say as far as the United States is concerned he
would have no competition in the Liverpeol market, DBut. what ahout
Coniln ?

Mr. Lirris. I have figures on that. He can sell his wheat at any
port whete people eat flour. He can have his whest manufactured
into tlour and exported as Hour whenevor he sees fit. If IL . 83320
becomes o law, gemtiemen, the wheat prices of the world would be
made in the office of the Boeeretary of Agriculture in Washington. [
want to leave that thonght with yoo, It £ nn nssertion, an estimate,
| bot he sits here In Washington aml controls every bushel ‘we export
and he can undersell them when he Is willing to lose a little money.
We are losing money all the time; wa are not getting the money
In the forelgn market that we ought to get., sl we are net getting
what wa would like to bhave, sand that Interferes with the lome
murket, as you have all suggested. You sce by this time, of course,
that It would not interfere with the home market at all nndor my
Lill. The ounly guestion remaining would be whether the department
could gain or lose in Hurope. My centention ls that wopider these
other methods you are simply going to take the loss and let the farmer
pay it aotil your corporation gees into bankruptcy, as it will. At the
workt I could not do any worse than that, I eoncede that there may
be timws when the Governmoept will be up agalnst It, but I have shown
that we could meet them on equal terms at Liverpool, except in a fow
bad years, aud those bad yeara will come unyway. Suppose, Mr,
Cranke, that you wera Scerctary of Agriculture, and suppose you had
200,000,000 bLushels to export, and you would see that Argentina
was golug in, and you would say, “ Let them go in,™ and lay off for
G0 days. If you did that, the rest of the world could not feed
Europe, but they wouold bave to wait for us. When yon stayed out
for 30 days you would see the wheat going up and you would quit
gelllug when they didn't bay it at the Incrensed price, 1 contend
that Joe Lelter is the only man in the world that ever Akl anyitdng
for the American (nrmer. Ie gumbled in wheat and ralsed the price
of It. That Is ong resson why I started this, I don't belleve Joe
Lodter kuew any more about the business than I de, and I tuckled b,

Alr. Cranse. But Joe Lelter went bankrupt, didn't he?

AMr. LrrTim, Yes; but wo Americnn farmers went into bankruptey
while he was raising the price, I doo't care nnything about Joe Leiter,

Mr, KixcHirom. If it went on long enough prolmhly the Federal
Government might go into bankruptey.

Mr. Lrrrik. There lsn't o chance on earth of that; po, The Gov-
ermunent con withdraw from the Lusiness any year they see fit. These
other plans evidence tlint they expect to buy whent and export (t and
Inse money., They estimate that they will lose $76,000,000 a year,
They explicitly state that they do not expect to have unything to do
with the priee of wheat in Europs. Gentlemen, what Is the uwe of
playing around the edges of this proposition? Let ns put the Ameri-
can Department of Agricnlture in such shape thot it can bave more
to sny about Liverpool prices than anybody else, which it conld under
this bill

Mr, Kixciterog, Have you ever consulted the preseut Seerclury of
Agriculture about that uill?

Mr, Lrrris, 1 shonld say so,

Mr., Kixcueron. What does be have to say ahout yenr hill?

Mr. LirriE, He didoe't find any fault in it, aod 1 baven't lieard Trom
him since,

Mr, Rixcoeron, T am sure hie (id not express2 himsel! to nuy extent
here the other day, and 1 wus wondering whethor he had tulked to
you.

Mr, Litrie. Last year he told me that he conld see no fiaw In it and
no reason why it should uot sveeeed, but declined to give a final
opinion on short notice, 1 luve had a grest deal of correspondence
with him, and, if he wishes it, 1 will print it.

He can, if ho wishes,
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Under this bill the department is not required to buy wheat, If it
were, it could be urged that we would raise the price of wheat and
greatly increase the productipn. This bill is so drawn that, whenever
the people of the United States should undertuke to plant speculative
crops on the theory that the Government would protect them, the
department could simply decline to buy or decline to pay the price
anticipated.

Last year the Government informed the cooperative-marketing people
that they could borfow mouey to carry on their business in an orderly
wiy, but if they undertook to borrow money and hold thelr erops for
gpeculative advances they would not get the money. This bill presents
the same sitnation.

The Secretary is authorized to buy their wheat at such prices as he
sees fit within certailn limits. He is not ordered to do so, and it
would ruin the whole proposition If he weére so ordered. I undertake
to say that no proposition that undertakes to fix a high priece for
wheat and meet It and guarantee it can by any possibility be a suc-
cess. The wvalue of this proposition lies in the fact that ¥ simply
muakes the Becretary of Agriculture powerfol emough to do what he
sees fit. Beyond that I do mot undertake to go.

I can not guarantee that the Secretary of Agriculture will handle
this business always correctly. IIe Is governed by the same limitations
as other men meet; but if this bill becomes a law, a level-headed Sec-
retary of Agriculture will always be In position where the American
farmer can be assured of not losing money on his wheat. I do not
belleve anybody can go further than that with such, though if a very
good business man were Secretary he could undoubtedly go far to assure
our people of reasonable profits.

Now, I have a little table here of figures secnred from the Department
of Commerce on exports of wheat and wheat flour in millions of
bushels, which I would like to place in the record:

Bzports of wheat and wheat flowr, in millions of bushels.

Calendar years.
Country:

1019 1020 1921 wz2 1023
114 1 180 255 23
137 13 6 145 140
109 63 116 B5 57
2 & 14 (] 30
362 405 876 401 520
1987 1220 1366 1270 1222
640 625 742 7o 742

1 Fiscal year endiog July 1.

If you undertake to pass a bill to pay a man a lot of monky, he will
plant more wheat; and you will be up against it worse than ever.

Mr. AswELL., Won't he do it under your bill?

Mr. LirTLE. No. What 1 undertake to do is to give him a normal
coft 0 he won't lose any money. Then he will have to take care of
himself. 1 do not believe any bill that you undertake to pass will
amount to a row of pins if it undertakes to give him a faney price for
his wheat. In the flrst place, the wheat eaters won't vote for it, and,
in the second place, it won't work.

Mr. Srxcramm. Will this price give him the average cost of produc-
tion ?

Mr.

Mr.

Lryrrie. Yes; I think so.
BrNcLatk. You think it will?

Mr. LrrTie. Yes; I do.

Mr, SINCLAIR. The testimony seems to be agalnst that.

Mr. LirTee. Well, the Secretary of Agriculture asked 4,000 men about
that and got an average of 94 cents for production, not counting the
land value. That was the figure, wasn't 1t?

Mr, SixcrLAmr, Yes; but the land value and taxes are g very material
part of the cost.

Mr. LiTTLE. Somebody could tell us what that average was. I think
about $1.20.

Mr. JounsoN. He now figures that it ought to be worth about $1.58.

My, LrrTiE. It ought to be, but it is not, and it isn't ever going up
there exeept now and then. It would be too expensive for the world to
use generally.

Now, I think the table I put in is an answer to the Canadian wheat
guestion. 1 realize that this proposition will be enfolded and en-
vironed hy mavy difficulties, but it ean be handled with practieal busi-
ness men, and all T am asking you is that you give it careful congidera-
tion. I am as anxious as any man here to do something for the farmer.
1 am the seventeenth in direct descent from farmers who lived on their
own farms. In 1408, 517 years ago, Bimon Little bought a farm in
Scotland, and I can tell you the farms that my people have owned and
livesl on ever since down to me, There is no man here that has more
sentimental interest or more practical inierest. 1 began my life sowing

wheat and the grasshoppers came along and ate it gs it came up, and I
sald to my dad:
*“This wheat business is just a gamble, and I am going to town
and go to work."

That Is the reason I am here.

Mr, KINCHELOE. Mr. Little, T have a great deal of confidence in your
judgment about wheat. I think you have studied this legislation prob-
ably as much as any man in Congress. 1 think you have studied all
the bills before us here, and if you do not mind I would like to have
your opinion of the two bills, the MeNary-Haugen bill and the Sinclair
bill, now pending before this committee.
 Mr. Lirrie. 1 do not think you are guite falr fo me.
mittee, most of whom have made up their minds.

Mr. AsweLL. But he has already intimated how he stands, Mr.
LitTLe,

AMr. Lirrie. I want to remind you that we have a Constitution ; and
if you pass a bill that won't stand up under it, it won't do any good.
You had better hire a lawyer. I don't mean that unkindly at all, be-
cause the probability is if you put a bill out I wounld probably vote for
it. I am in favor of doing something for the farmer, and if we get
off on the wrong foot and go too far, I shall be very sorry. If you
don't want to do something reasonable for the farmer, you can expect
it isu't going to be long before he will do something unreasonahbie,

Mr. KincHprLop. What is the difference in principle between your
bill and the Sinelair bhill?

Mr. LirriE. Now, gentlemen, I think very highly of the authors of
the Sinclair-Norris bill and of the Haugen bill, but if you want to start
a soclalistic government I de not believe you could find any better way
in the world to do it easier than under the Sinclair bill,

Mr. SBixcrame. There is no difference between your measure and the
Sinelair bill. The Sinclair bill simply puts a commission in charge of
the exportable surplus.

Mr. LirTLE. Yes. ; -

% Mr. Bi¥crAir. And the Haugen bill sets up the same kind of a propo-
tion.

Mr. Lirrre. My bill doesn't put the Government into the wheat bhusi-
ness. If my bill is right in theory, the Government won't buy much,
if any, wheat, Under your bill it has got to buy.

Mr., KixcHELOB. Under your bill who would stand the loss?

AMr. Larrrne. The Government would lose it

Mr. KixcHELOE. That is the same thing as in the Sinclair bill, and
that is the reason why I asked you what the difference was in prinecipde.

Mr. LrtTie, My theory, which I enunciated before you came in, Mr.
EINCHELOE, is that when the Government announces that it is guing
to give a dollar a bushel for the wheat, that the farmer won't seall for
any less, and the wheat buyers competing with the Government wili
have to pay that price. The result of that will be, I think, thut the
Government will not have to buy much at all, except the export
wheat,

Mr. KixcerrLoE. How would you take care of the expori?
would buy that?

Mr. Livrne. Sell it abroad. I called attention to that. I said if they
started under my plan the home buyers would buy wheat until they
got all the eountry would use, and when they got all the country weuld
use then the Government would bave to buy it, buy what you pecple
call the surplus. It would, in a sense, become a surplus. I do not
use the term * surplus,’” becapse that is the term with which they have
beaten us out of our money.

Mr. Sivcraie. The exportable surplus proposition i the whole prob-
lem that we are trying to solve.

Mr. Larrie. Under my plan if wheat was sold at $1.10 it woald
go up, wouldn’t 1t?

Mr. SivcrLamk. Yes.

Mr. Litrie. And it would stay up until you got to that so-called
surplus.

Mr. KixcHELOE. Until the domestic consumptlon was satisfied.

Mr. LarTre. Yes; if they had followed my theory last year they
would have made $150,000,000 more, Mr. SINCLAIR

Mr. SiNcrAiR. I believe so if the price had been 10 or 15 cents
Jhigher.

Mr. Lirrie. They would have. I was perhaps weak beyend that
point. I neglected to figure out what would happen. Bat I think,
Mr, KincHELOR, when I raise the proposition that the Government shall
handie all of the export that it answers your question, don't you think
s0? 1f my bUl had been in effect at $1 to §1.10, the farmers would
bave recelved $150,000,000 more. If this one becomes a law, It will
add $200,000,000 to their Income mext year, and the export provision
will bring us also a profit from Europe instead of a loss.

Mr, KixcHeron. I was trying to take It back to your proposition of
fixing it at $1.10 on the domestic wheat, and If that was higher than
the world price there would be an import of wheat into the country.

Mr. Litrine. No; because of the tariff——

Mr. KixcEELO®R. That drawback tariff is a miller's tariff, anyway.

Mr. Lirree What is the tariff?

Here is a com-

Who
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Mr, SBiNcramr. Thirty cents,

Mr. Lrrrie. They wouldn't bring In the wheat. We have only im-
ported 19,000,000 bushels sinee last harvest, 8,000,000 from Canada
only.

Mr. AsweLL. I am very keenly interegted in all yon have said, but
1 can not quite grasp the difference between your bill and the Sinclair
bill. The loss will be sustained by the Government in the Sinclair bill
if we export the wheat, and it seems to me it will be necessarily sus-
tained by the Government under your bill. I do not see the difference.

Mr. LiTrre. You are right, in a sense, but the loss would be sustained
by the Sinclair corporation, would it not?

Mr. AswgLL, You ask for $30,000,000 and he asks for $100,000,000,
It is just a difference in amount.

Mr. Litrir. Under his bill he has got to begin to buy the wheat,
and under my bill we wouldn't buy it at all except for export.

Mr. AswerLL. You think It is simply a guestion of changlng the word
“anthorize "%

Mr. Sixcraie. Why won't that theory, created by the Government's
gtatement that it was prepared to buy, work just as well under my bill
and fix the price just the same as it would under your bill'*

Mr. LitrLeE. My idea about that is that under your bill it wouldn't
have any such result.

Mr. SiNcrAm, It isn’t contemplated that the corporation would buy
all the wheat., It might have to ouy but very little of it.

Mr, LiTTLE. Pardon me; I didn't come here to get into a contro-
Versy.

AMr., SINCLAIR. No. I am Just asking for information, Mr. LiTTLE.

Mr, LITTLE. There I8 a good deal of information I haven't got. I
have never studied the Binelair bill as I have my own. I think I
could give quite an extended review of the other bills after I had
time to read them and study them. I do not think I am & very good
witness as to just what would happen with that bill.

Mr, SINCLAIR. I ean not understand that it makes any difference how
the Government takes care of the surplus, whether it Is taken care of
by the Secretary of Agriculture or through a grain commisslon or
corporation.

My, LiTrLE. The biggest steal we ever had in the world was ounr
ghipbuilding corporation in this country, and, with all due respect to
the anthors of these bills, 1 think that is just what would happen.

Mr. CLARKE. T" ere are others who think that about the grain cor-
poration.

Alr. LrTTLE, 1 think that putting this in a big corporation would be
a wonderful mistake. Your bill would require a whole lot of high-
galiried men and my bill would require lmt & few clerks. You suggest
that they are in principle the same. Let me point out to you that the
Sincluir hill calls for a big corporation and for a lot of money to be
paid by the Government. There is no telling what would happen,

We have not yet thoroughly discussed the Canadian proposition,
They claim that Canada is linble to Invade us with cheap wheat. The
figures of the Department of Commerce show that in the seven months
after July 1 last we imported, in round numbers, 8,000,000 bushels of
wheat from Canada and exported 16,000,000 bushels into Canada. Their
competition does not amount to a row of pins In this country this year.

The figures of the International Institute of Agriculture at Rome for
August, 1028, show that at that time New York was landing wheat In
Liverpool at $1.157. On that day No. 2 northern wheat in Liverpool
was $1.15. At the same time No. 1 northern, a better wheat, was
selling at Port Arthur at $1.10.

Mr. PURNELL, Of course that wheat which was landed in London at
$1.11 was produced at a very decided loss in this country.

AMr. IaTTLE. This legislation is not responsible for that. We are try-
ing to meet that.

Mr. PurXeLr. I understand, but I am not able as yet to get over the
one big proposition in my mind, namely, that if, under your bill or any
other bill, we shall increase the price in this country so as to give the
farmers 8 reasonable return for their investment and a profit, I can

not understand how, with that added cost, you can lay it down In Liver-.

pool and hope to in any way compete with the Argentine and some of
the other countries.

Mr, LirriE. All I am undertaking to do is to show you that we can;
always have been, and always will be, under the present conditions,
able to meet foreign competition in Liverpool. Mr, PorxseLL, I concede,
of course, that if T am able to increase the home market for wheat to
£1.10 or more we will have to get more than we are getting in Burope
now in order to meet competition there or make a profit there. Many
here will now admit that if my bill had become a law in the Sixty-
seventh Congress the farmers would have received on the average 20
cents a bushel more for their wheat, a total of $150,000,000.

What I claim now is that if my plan for export by the Secretary
of Agricultare is adopted he will not only get us a fair price in
Europe but will practically be able to dominate the wheat markets
of the world and decide their prices as the Brazilians control the
coffee markets. My suggestion is that we adopt the Braziliann method
of controlling exports, and the Secretary will have to go into the wheat

markets of the world and control those markets as Dirazll does the
coffee markets.

Mr. AswrrL, You delivered wheat at $1.15 In Liverpod] in Aungust,
and if your bill were in force, giving the $1.10 to the farmer, with
your transportation, ete, the Government would have to pay that
$1.10 and lose at least 50 cents a bushel.

Mr. LiTrie. We couldn't sell the wheat in Liverpool at what we
get now.

Mr. AsweLL, They would lose at leagt 50 cents s bushel, and would
lose $100,000,000 the first year.

Mr, Lrrrie, Yes, under present conditions; but {they admit that
they will lose $75,000,000 now or uider any circumstinces or under
any plan they suggest. My answer to that 18 that we allow the
Government to buy the export wheat and to handle it. If the Sec-
retary controls all the export, he will be able to take eare of that,
and himself name the price of wheat in Liverpool. Instead of a
scattering bunch of discordant, confiicting exporfers we will he tepre-
sented by the Secretary of Agriculture with all our wheat shipped
across in American Government wvesszols,

The CHARMAN. Mr. Little, yon hive given a very interesting state-
ment here, but there are a number of other people who desire to be
heard.

Alr. Litrie. I am almost through, Mr. Chairman. T think 1 have
been very patient. I have not bothered this committee for weeks.

The CuArmAN, No; but you have exceeded the time asked for. We
want to give you all the time you want, of course,

Mr, LatTie, 1 will be through in'a few moments. On March 4 the
Diepartment of Agricnlture informed me {hat the average prics for
No. 1 northern wheat at Port Arvthur in August, 1923, was $1.10.
Added to this, 20 cents for freight from Port Arthur 1o Liveapool,
Winnipeg laid down No. 1 northern wheat in Liverpool at $1.80. At
the same time New York was landing No, 2 winter wheat at Liverpool
at a cost of $1.157. Winnipeg was not making real healthy competition
in Liverpool for New York City.

Mr. AswrerLL. That is just the point I can not grasp. You succended
in the Liverpool market because of the prices the growers in this
country were getting for their surplus wheat

AMr. LitTie (interposing). The prices they always have been getling
and alwayes will get if you don’t legislate for them,

Mr. AsweLi, I don't know about that.

Mr, Lrrrie. 1 don't know, either; but we will have to do the beat
we can. The people who are scared to death of Canadian wheat in
Liverpool are laboriug under a hallucination. They see the northern
lights and think it Is Canadian wheat headed for Liverpool. That is
the stuff dreams are made of.

The United States and Canada combined raised 14,000,000 hushels
less last year than they did the year before. The * vast wheat terri-
tory ™ they talk about in Canada is mostly peopled by the Rocky Moun-
tains and glaciers and bounded by the North I"ole. There never will be
for any long period serious or dangerous competition from that country.
Last fall Governor Leedy wrote me, * We have all the wheat we claimed,
467,000,000 bushels,” and he says, * Half of it is nnthreshed and mostly
in the shock ; if the suow does not fall by November, we will be in fale
shape.”

1t you observe the above figures, you will see that for those five years,
approximately, those five countries exported 3,528,000,000 bushels, and
that of this the United States exported 1.374,000,000, In other words,
of the world’'s exporis the United States exported about two-fifths last
year. Years before a much larger proportion. You have already noted
that in ocean freight rates the United States has a very great advan-
tage. You have noticed that the United States gets to the seacoast at
more reasonable rates than other countries, so far as we have the fig-
ures, You see, therefore, that we are in excellent condition to meet
anybody and fight it out at Liverpool. Let us suppose, for example,
that for the first two-fifths of the year the United States exported no
wheat. The world would be short two-fifths of its eating supply for
that time and wheat, of course, would greatly increase In price. The
United States would then be in a pesition to go into a high market
and sell its wheat and receive the high prices. In other words, the
Secretary of Agriculture could control the Liverpool market at any time
he saw fit. The Becretary, in full control of all our ecxports, comld
readily make a combination with the bulk of the Canadian cxporters,
for example, and they could work together to fix the price at Liverpool,
or they could combine with the Argentinian exporters. The pleasant
dreams of a big wheat pool and a combination of wheat growers could
round out inte practical common sense under the leadership of the Sec-
retary of Agricalture of the United States of America.

This would especially be troe because he would have absolute confrol
of two-fifths of the world's wheat supply. Belng a governmental propri-
etor and responsible only to his Government and not to soge copartners,
he could, if he saw fit, go in at any time and undersell the rest of the
world and name the snbsequent prices, Ile would, possibly, lose some
money at that time, but It is now conceded by all rival propositions that
they expect o lose many millions of dollars a year anyway and make
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no pretense that they could ever make a nickel by export business, If
we have to take a loss the Department of Agriculture could take it and
it wounld not go to the farmer. He would be receiving his home prices.
This is the only plan offered whieh makes it possible for the American
farmer to get the maximum price for wheat, whatever it may be. Every
other plan devolves upon him, just as the present situation does, the loss,
if any, due to the low prices in Liverpool and Europe.

Our manufacturers in New England found themselves unable to com-
pete with European factories, The rest of us established a tariff bounty
for the manufacturers at our expense. They found themselves able to
compete with European labor on American soil by reason of our tariff
bounty. We now ask that you reciprocate the bounty of a hundred years
and enable the wheat farmers of America to have the same golden bounty
that you bave showered on the factory owners and workers. It you do
not do so they will be foreed out of business just as New England shoe-
makers would a hundred years ago but for the tariff. We can git here
patiently at the end of the world taking the worst of the battle, or we
can thus assert ourselves and control the markets of the world and be
sure that no American wheat farmer ever again sells his wheat for less
than it cost him.

Mr. AswrLL, But those other bills Include many other agricultural
produets, This touches only on wheat.

Ar, Litrie. You will remember last year I told you that in my judg-
ment wheat could easily be handled because the system was guch that we
could put it in the elevator, and we could do the same thing with cotton.
But I don’t know what to do with the hog. Do you? What can they
do with hogs?

Mr. ASWELL, 1 don’t know.

Mr. Lirrie. 1 do not think anybedy who wrote that bill ever seri-
ously intended buying hogs and cattle, Of course, if all the hog,
cattle, wool, and cotton people will vote for the bill, it will go through,
We can handle this wheat in the elevators. We do not have to build
gheds for wheat anywhere we have elevators. The same is true with
cotton, barley, and rice. 1 earnestly hope you may be able to find
some way to get a reasonable price for bogs and eattle, but I ean not.
My proposition Is very simple and practical and wvery Inexpensive,
1f you had adopted it last summer several on this committes have
confessed that the farmer would have been $150,000,000 beiter off.

1 can tell yon about wheat, and I believe that T am right.

1 would like to arrange that Doctor Atkeson should be heard on this.
He Is and for years has been the national legislative répresentative
of the National Grange. Can he come back to-morrow? He is per-
haps the most conservative of all the national farm leaders.

The CHATRMAR. We will have to give that consideration.

Doctor ATExs0N. Mr. Chairman, may 1 state that I think Mr. TaTTLR
has sald about all that I could possibly say in support of the bill,
and if I may be excused, 1 would like to save my time and the time
of the committee. 1 think Mr, LiTTrLE has completely exhausted the
subject.

Mr, Litrie, I would like to have put into the record what Doctor
Atkeson sald last year. Will that be satisfactory, Doctor Atkeson?

Doctor ATKESON, Yes.

The Cmainsax. Without objection, it is so ordered.

DOCTOR ATKESON'S TESTIMONY BEFORE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE,
JANUARY 8, 1923,

On page 15, Doctor Atkeson, legislative representative of the Na-
tional Grange in Washington, said:

“1 have read all these bills, g0 far as I know, that have been
introduced in both Houses of Congress. I have read Mr. LaTTLE's
bill both ways, and I am thoroughly convinced if we are going to
try this experiment that it is the most defensible and less ob-
jectionable than any other bill. . .

“ Butr if you fix the price of wheat—say ¥ou fix the price of
wheat at $1.50 ; Mr. LarrLe’s bill undeértakes to stabilize it at $1—
1 say it is the most defensible and least objectionable of any
of the measures, to my mind.

“ Mr, KixcagLoE. Doctor, if 1 understand your position, which
is personal, you are against all this legislation; but if the com-
mittee and Congress are determined to enact some of it, we should
choose the one with the least evil in it, to wit, the Little bill.

“Doctor ATKRSON. Yes; as an experiment. * ¢ ¢

. - - - . - )

“ Doctor ATEESON, * * * That i8 one objection to Mr.
LarTLe’s bill, which tends to stabilize wheat at $1 a bushel.

“The CHalzmas., Doctor, is8 not the object of this bill to
stabilize the price of wheat at $1 a bushel? I am referring to
Colonel LaTrir's bill

“ Doctor ATEESON. As I have sald two or three times, as an
experiment I prefer that to any and all of the other measures.

- - - * - » .

“ Doctor ATKES0SN. Undoubtedly it is not high enough to pay
the present price of production,

* Mr. SiNcraik, Then why should you be in favor of that?

“Doctor ATKESON. As an experiment, to see how it will work;
to see what the effect will be. As I interpret the Little bill—
I think it is a falr interpretation—to take eare of the surplus
and stabilize the price of wheat to at least $1 a bushel. The
Becretary, at his option, might continue to buy it up to $1.10.
That means a price of $1.10. If the Secretary did what he would
do under the circumstances—that is, if he buys all the wheat
that is offered up to $1.10—anybody else that wanted to get it
would have to pay $1.11 or $1.12, or something more.

- L L] * - L -

* Doctor ATEESoX. No human being knows certuinly what the
effect would beé or how well satisfied the consumers of farm
products or the producers would be after an experiment of a year
or two; the Little bill is the most defensible and less objection-
able than any ef the others.” 5

At the conclusion of his evidence, page 133, Doctor Atkeson
BAYE : :

“1 have only attempted to call attention to one solution. If
price fixing 18 the way out, why let's experiment with it. We
can quit if it doesn't pay. 1 want to repeat that of all the
bills 1 have read I am partial to Mr, LiTrLe's bill"

Mr., BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15
minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Vixsox].

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the committee, as one born in old Kentucky, as a loyal American
citizen, as a friend to the valiant sons of America who defended
its henor during the World War, and a8 an ex-service man of
that war, T rise to enter my voiced protest against the condition
which confronts us in respect to the proposed legislation that
lg:gs to the country as a so-called adjusted compensation legis-

on,

Back in Kentucky I practice the profession of the law. And
early in the game 1 learned that in the trial of a case either by
court or jury it is better to rest your case upon the merits
involved rather than be conirolled by technical legal construe-
tion. In days gone by more rigid use of technicalities were
invoked than in this modern age. But in the consideration of
the bonus legislation which confronts us we find that the bill
which the Ways and Means Committee of this House approved,
upon which we vote next Tuesday, was not released and was
not obtainable by the Members of this bedy until 12 o'clock noon
to-day (Saturday). The bill sponsored by the committee afore-
said comes to us under suspension of the rules, without right
of amendment and with debate limited to 40 minutes of time.

I had hoped to ‘be able to be permitied to east my vote for a
bonus Dbill whieh carried an option whereby those who so de-
gired might receive cash. In lien of such cash option, the hill
presented comes to us under a suspension of the rules, which
prohibits amendments to the reported bill, and we view the
spectacle of being forced to accept this bill or have no legisla-
tion upon the subject. With this alternative confronting us, I
support the measure and, while I will support the measuve, I
do not impugn the motive of any ex-service man or any Member
of Congress who in principle and good conscience opposes this
pending legislation, or bonus legislation in general.

I have the honor to represent the ninth district of Kentucky,
compoesed of 19 counties, aggregating 5499 square miles in
area, with a population exceeding 272,725, For approxi-
mately 167 miles its northern and eastern borders are washed
by the waters of the Big Sandy and the mighty Ohio; its north-
ern county reaches to within 30 miles of Cineinnati, Ohio. The
world-renowned blue grass, which peeps its head through the
famlous soil of the western counties of the district, extends info
the mountain regions of Kentucky an approximate distance of
100 miles. The southeastern county, as well as the southwest-
ern county of the district, is only removed from Virginia, the
Mother State, by two intervening counties. In many ways it is
cosmopolitan in nature. Not in the sense of a commingling of
foreign blood, for there is none of perceptible consequence flow-
ing through the veins of my people; but it is a distriet of di-
versgified nature in respect of the topography of the country, soil
of the land, the means of livelihood of its people.

In the creation Kentuckians fondly believe that God favored
their nativity. It has been scientifically demonstrated that in
the soil of the blue grass there are food values derived there-
from producing energy, speed, and stamina in the horses bred
and reared upon it—unsurpassed the world over. Undoubtedly
God favored thisgepot in its creation; well could it be said
that it was His playground. But, when He created the blue
grass, and smoothed out the rolling, undulating levels upon its
bosom, methinks He tired of the monotony of the plains, and
in the execution of His divine plan He caused mighty explo-
sions in the bowels of the earth and upheavals consequent
therefrom, and thereby brought into existence the further evi-
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dence of His mighty.power, the mountains. It has always
oceurred to me that the mountain distriets of the world re-
ceived a special touch from the hands of the Omnipofent
Creator, for, when He molded the hills and carved out the
valleys, He made of the mountains a depository for His jewels
and treasures in the form of minerals; and to further safe-
guard these valuables in the mountains of Kentucky He caused
to be reared a people of strong, sturdy stock, with minds clear
and visions unimpaired.

Now, with a district of such character, it wonld be strange
indeed if its people did not respond to the ecall of country with
the offering of its voung manhood. More than 10,000 of her
song served their country in the World War and, although
Ihere and there in this large district an ex-service man gives
voice to opposition to a bonus measure, I confidently assert
that I speak for 98 per cent of the soldiery of my district in
voicing these sentiments that the Nation give recognition for
the service of these valinnt sons.

The pending legislation i commonly known throughout the
country as *“:a honus bill.” Some of its friends take Issue with
such designation, but T do not. The word “ bonus” comes to us
from the Latin, in which language its meaning is “ good.” It
is a good bill. Taking the definition of the word, that it is
something in addition to regular pay, it oecurs to me that it is
just that; it is the gift of the Nation; it is the token of the
counfry; it is a symbol of appreciation of the wealthiest coun-
try in the world to its defenders. <

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, will the genftleman yield?

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky. I will,

Mr. BLANTON. I think that the ex-service men will agree
with my colleague in calling this a bonus bill, because they
asked the Congress for meat and this committee has given
them a bone. Naturally it is bon-us.

Mr. VINSON of Kenfucky. Very good.

In their efTorts to organize such veterans of the World War
opposing the bopus bill, the moneyed interests of this country
sent a man by the name of Brinkerhoff into Kentucky to
effect an organization that is known as the Ex-Seryice Men's
Antibonus Lengue, From his own lips I heard Mr. Brinker-
hoff state that he was a broker of stocks and bonds in the
city of New York; that his opposition to the bonus was of such
nature that he was contributing his time to the effort to
orgunize Kentucky's soldiery against this measure.

To this date, according to my information, he has been able
to form one club of men looking toward the defeat of the
bonus legislation. In this chapter there are men whom I have
known from early boyhood; there are men of splendid charac-
ter: men who are honest in their opinions upon this subject,
and I do not impugn the motive of anyone who, in virtue of
Liis conscientious scruples, opposes this bill, but I do wish to
go upon record against the moneyed interests represented by
this man Brinkerhoff and others of like nature in attempting
to organize the soldiery of my district against this recognition
of thelr services,

Dealing with the total amount to be expended under this act,
the amount is inconsiderable as compared to the total amount
of this country’s vast wealth, which authoritative statistics esti-
mate to be $£350.000,000,000. The expenditure under this bill
aggregates $2,000,000,000, Upon that basis it is fifty-seven one-
hundredths of 1 per cent of the total wealth of America. From
these fizures it i¢ easy to ascertain that it is of no particular
moment in respect of its being a tremendous financial burden.

Viewing it from a practical viewpoint, it occurs to me that
it is a question that should be settled. I heard no lamentations
from the representatives of the moneyed marts of this country
in aceepting the retroactive provision in the revenue tax
measure, which recently passed this House, by whieh the
income-tux payers for 1928 of America received a *‘ bonus” of
approximately $250.000,000. It was not called a bonus in the
bill, but it was as truly a bonus as that which will be granted
unto the soldier heroes of America. This bonus to said income-
tux payers of America came about in this wise: A surplus of
$600,000,000 was found to exist in the Treasury, and it was
realized that the administration had placed an improper and au
too weighty burden upon the people of America in 1923 by way
of income faxes, and it was deemed fit and proper to provide
for a 25 per cent reduction in the income taxes for 1923. 1
protest not against such measure. I voted for the amendment
and for the hill, to the end that the tax burden of our people
would be alleviated. But, nevertheless, it whs a bonus, a good
thing, an allowance over that to which they would have been
entitled under the then-existing law., The number of persons
directly affected by this tax reduction is approximately the
same pumber that will be directly affected by the passage of
this measure,

To the contrary, and as a matter of fact, the business in-
terests of America should favor it; it is a question that should
be settled, to the end that the business affairs of the country
will not be injured by the circumstiances surrounding the
situation. Among the more than 4,000,000 soldiers of the World
War this question is a tender spot, not only affecting the sol-
diers but reaching out into many millions more among the
families of soldiers, It has gotten to be a sore upon the body
politic of America. Permitting it to remain in this condition.
I assert that it would fester, to the detriment of the very in-
terests that are now opposing the measure. I submit that as
a business proposition it is better to get this question settied,
and settled right, than to let the soldiers, their families and
friends in this generation, and the children of the soldiers in
the next generation, hold in their hearts canker against the
business interests of our country.

Most everyone has a cure for the diseases that prey upon
the body politic of our country. 1 do not essay to preseribe for
the ills that seem to hold our country in its grip, but were I
to attempt such a thing I would lay at the door of the turmoil,
strife, lack of faith, unstability, trembling conditions of our
affairs the old homily: “ Money is the root of all evil.”

It canses men to forget obligations with which they have
been imposed; it eauses men to forget the duties of official
trust; it causes men to lose their position in society and their
honor and esteem among men; it is causing our great business
men and institutions to forget the saviors of freedom in gov-
ernment—the ex-service men of the World War.

In the hurly-burly of our modern life our old globe is spin-
ning so rapidly that man has eaten up the distance interven-
ing between the rise of the sun in the bustling east and its
setting in the golden west. Scon it will be an accomplished
fact that in the morning time man will view the appearance of
Old Sol stretching its radiant head above the waters of the
Atlantic and, at the eventide, watch its golden glow disappear
into the mighty vastness of the Pacific,

No wonder, in an age of such speed men forget their obliga-
tions to their fellow men; no wonder that the country, to a
large degree, has forgotten the splendid service of its manhood
in standing between the purpose of a war-mad Kaiser and its
successful termination. But our country, to a large degree,
has forgotten.

LEST WE FORGET,

1 would ask you to go back with me to the early days of 1917
when the Kaiser of that militaristic country, caleulating to a
nicety that he could throttle the Allies with his iron fist be-
fore America could emerge from her condition of peace and
appear upon the battle fields of Europe; ecalculating to a
nicety, in my judgment, that there was no longer need of his
haughty self to respeet the rights of this country relative to
the war zone limits then existing, flung defiance to the wind
and gave notice that no longer would he consider the rights
of neutrals. ]

LEST WE FORGET.

Recall to your mind the scene when our late lamented war
President, Woodrow Wilson, appeared in this very Chamber and
with breaking heart delivered the war message to our Congress.
Recall to your mind the stirring scene in which a state of war
was declared to exist between your country and the foes of
democracy. With what deep feeling of solemnity did you cast
your vote plunging your country into a just war!

LEST WE FORGET.

Bring back to four mind’s eve the hurried preparedness for
this world struggle ; conjure up in your memory the scenes that
obtained In the departure of your sons and neighbor's sons;
bring back into your memory the tears and heartaches which
were involved in the sacrifices of the womanhood of America.

LEST WE FORGET.

It is needless for me to ask those who experienced the home
leaving to renew that picture. The kiss of my aged mother,
coupled with her half-stifled cry of anguish as I turned away
from her, and the cold, death-like lips of my sweetheart’s kiss
can never be eraged from my memory. Others will recall fare-
wells with the picture of a sweet, babbling baby prominent in
the foreground. It is needless to remind the soldier of those
days in the training camps, in the hospitals, where death stalked
unseen and took as its vietims 62,106 of America's noble sons;
it is needless to remind the overseas veteran of the experlences
that confronted him upon foreign soil, of the hardships of camp
life and the privations necessarily endured; it is needless to
remind him of the damnable weather, of the muck and mud of
the trenches, the chill of the night, and the hell of battle.

Do you think that they can forget the fall of a comrade by
their side writhing in pain or silent in the stillness of death;
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here the trunk of what was once a man;: there the body of
what was once a living being, possessed of the same desire to
live and to love as is possessed by the moneyed interests of
America now opposing the effort of a grateful country to pay
her debt of honor,

LEST WH FORGET,

Time was when the ex-service man, offering his all, with-
gtauding the onslaughts of the greatest military machine that
history ever witnessed and breaking into disorder ifs famed
storm-division troops was proclalmed the hero of tlie Nation,
amd now, in time of peace and security, the moneyed interests
of the East object to the eountry ziving evidence of its apprecia-
tion for the services of its soldiers in the time of the Nation's
greatest peril

In conclusion, I desire to reiterate that it has pot bheen my
surpose to impugn the motive of any ex-service man of the
NVorld War with whom I may differ in views upon this subject.
1 accord him the same right to his views upon this or any sub-
ject as I claim for myself,

1 have stated the conclusions of my own mind, and I respect-
fully submit it to the conclusions of practically the unani-
mous soldiery of my district; and further, respectfully, submit
that I give voice to the desire of my people that the Nation's
gratitude should be expressed in some substantial form. [Ap-
Mause, ]
¥ My, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN.
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks.

The gentleman from Kentucky asks
Is there

objection? [After a pause.] The Chalr hears none.
Mr. FRENCH.

Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rige. [

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. CrAMTON, as Speaker
pro tempore, having assumed the chair, Mr. Gramam of Illinois,
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that committee, having under con-
gideration the bill (H. R. 6820) making appropriationg for the
Navy Department and the naval service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, had come to no
resolution thereon.

THE S0-CALLED GASOLINE BILL.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I obtained permission to ex-
tend my remarks on the gas tax bill a short time ago, and I
desire to date them as of to-day, becanuse I want to bring in
some matters that have come up later on that bill. I ask unani-
mous consent fo date It to-day.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
asks unanimous consent that the remarks he referred to may be
dated to-day. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues for per-
mitting me to discuss the so-called gasoline tax bill. Ap-
parently it is of local importance only, but when all facts con-
nected with it are fully analyzed, it forms a vital issue of
grfm-lple that affects every man, woman, and child in the United

tates.

INESTIMABLE VALUE OF TIIE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,

Were it not for the publicity afforded nationally by the
CoxarESSIONAL Rucorp, it would be impossible to get certain
facts before the people of the country.

There was a time when editors reserved only one portion of
their newspaper—the editorial page—for disseminating their
own views, and the columns of the other pages were devoted to
news items, to chronicle what happened to their readers without
blas or prejudice. But no part of any column of any page of
any dally in any of the big cities now belongs to the readers,
for in this modern day the editors of the big metropolitan news-
papers leave out what they don't like and color all news items
to suit their own views, When Members of Congress fight for
things the editors don’t want, or fight agzainst things the editors
do want, such editors are not content with roasting such Mem-
bers in editorials, but they go further, and either make no men-
tion whatever of the facts brought to light by such Members or
else twist same into some ridiculous meaning neither intended
nor warranted. Thus the facts are not given to the people.

The unpurchasable country press is the people’s only salva-
tion. This country press published in towns and in the smaller
citlies is uncontrolled by ulterior interests, and its policies are
not for sale. Just as far as eircumstances will permit, it gives
the uncensored news to its readers. But the country press is
handicapped, for the only means it has of obtaining news be-
yond its immediate locality is what is sent by the big metro-
politan press and the news-reporting agencies, which unfor-

tunately are controlled and influenced by the big newspapers.
So In the Nation’s Capital there exists but one frue source of
news, giving uncensored to the people the happenihgs of Con-
gress and the respective views of its Members, and that is the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

WHY BIG NEWSPAPERS DO NOT LIKE IT.

Naturally, biz newspapers do not like it. When they treat
Members of Congress unfairly the Recorp reveals it. When the
press (wists or colors the facts the Recorp shows it. When the
press forms a dislike for a Member and punishes him with the
“gilent treatment,” which means never to mention his name
unless in a derogatory way, no matter how closely connected
he may be with important legislation before the House, the
Reconp discloses such diserimination. When the press pur-
posely misconstrues and misstates the position of a Member,
the Recorp demonstrates such unfairness to the reading public,
For about 40,000 copies of the daily CoxNerESSIONAL RECORD are
mailed firom Washington by the Government Printing Office
the next morning after each day’s session to the remotest parts -
of the United States into every State of the Unlon. They are
read by the people at home and by the fair, honest editors in
the towns and smaller cities, who ultimately find out first-hand
when they have been bunkoed with false news sent them by
news-reporting agencies and the big papers. Thus concerning
the happenings of Congress the CoNgrEssIoNAL Recorp has be-
come the monitor of the monopolistic press, tending to keep it
in line when it would distort the facts, Naturally the press
is restive under this restraint. It does not like to be kept in
line. It does not like & news medium with a daily circulation
of 40,000 copies which can not be controlled by the combined
press Interests. This is why the big press constantly pokes fun
at the Recorp, This is why the big press tries to incite the
country press to poke fun at the Recorp.

RECORD CONTAINS VALUABLE INFORMATION,

Valuable information on practically every subject imaginable
is disseminanfed in the Rxcorn, and it is now being read
closely by the people at home. Only a few days ago appeared
an editortal in the daily paper of my home city, written by the
distinguished editor, Mr. Frank Grimes, who, by the way, had
four brave brothers who valiantly served our flag during the
recent war, and who for several years himself has ably edited
the Abilene Daily Reporter, a newspaper that would be an
honor to Washington, wherein Editor Grimes said that the
CoxoreEssToNAL Recorp was well worth reading, and that all
people who had access to it were now reading 1t closely, and
to advantage.

WELL WORTH ITS COST, <

No money spent by the Government is betfer spent, for
otherwise there would be no uncensored record of what daily
happens here. It is a protection to every Congressman. For
sooner or later the people will eventually find it out when
either the big press or the news-reporting agencies discriminate
against any Member. And American people will not stand
for anything but fair play. And the people can afford to pay
for its cost, for some facts they are not able to get through
any other source. And I am now forced to use the REcorp in
order to get before the American people the real facts con-
nected with the so-called gasoline tax bill, so that they may
gee just how vitally affected they are by it, for the big press,
controlled by Washington influence, has falled to relate such
facts.

CHRONOLOGICAL SITUATION,

When this Congress met, the District of Columbia had auto
reciprocity with every State in the Nation except Maryland,
and Maryland had auto recipmcitg with all the States, but not
with the District of Columbia. Each had to procure licenses
from the other,

Under the present law in the District of Columbia auto-
mobiles have to pay a property tax of $1.20—the regular tax
rate—per $100 on the valuation of the car, and a license-tag fee
as follows: Three dollars for cars not over 24 horsepower; $5
for cars between 24 and 30 horsepower; and $10 for cars over
80 horsepower. Virginia, on one side of the District, has a
much larger registration fee and a much larger property tax
on automobiles, and in addition has a gasoline tax of 3 cents
on the gallon. Maryland, on practically the other three sides
of the District, has a much larger registration fee and a
much larger property tax on automobiles than has the Dis-
trict, and in addition has a gasoline tax of 2 cents per gallon.

Maryland proposed to the Distriet that if Congress would pass
a law placing a tax of 2 cents per gallon on gasoline, which
would abollsh Incentive for motorists to buy their gasoline in the
District rather than in Maryland, that Marvryland would then
agree to. auto reciprocity with the District,
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And to meet such proposal of Maryland this so-called gaso-
line tax bill was designed; but when they framed it, instead of
merely providing for a gasoline tax of 2 cents on the gallon, as
demanded by Maryland, the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia sought to abolish the present registration license fees
and also sought to abolish all of the present property tax on
motor vehicles, and framed the bill so that the only tax hereaffer
to be paid on motor vehicles from Rolls-Royce and Pierce-Arrow
limousines on down should be the nominal sum of $1 on each
car, and said commissioners sent such bill to the House District
Committee, requesting that it be passed immediately, in order to
obtain reciprocity with Maryland.

CLEARLY A TAX-DODGING SCHEMBE.

In my minority report filed against this bill I stated that instead
of calling it “the gasoline tax bill ” its proper appellation was
“ the commissioners’ latest tax-dodging scheme.” Their selfish
plan would not have looked so erude if their existing taxes had

. been high. But, as a matter of fact, they were paying less than
half what people both in Virginia and Maryland were paying.
Under the present law a $15,000 new IRolls-Royce limousine here
in the District has to pay a registration fee of only $10 and a
property tax of only $1.20 on the $100, while in Maryland it has
to pay a registration fee of 32 cents per horsepower and a prop-
erty tax of $2.70 on the $100, and in addition a 2-cents-per-gallon
tax on gasoline; and in Virginia, say in the city of Alexandria,
it has to pay a State registration fee of 60 cents per horsepower
and a State property tax of $1.50 on the $100, and also an addi-
tional municipal registration fee, and a municipal property tax,
and then in addition pay a gasoline tax of 3 cents on the gallon,
Thus the people, both of Maryland and Virginia, and everywhere
else in the United States, are now paying over twice as much
taxes on automobiles as are the people of the District of Colum-
bia. Yet the Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia sought
by their bill to permit a $15,000 Rolls-Royce limounsine to escape
all taxation except a nominal fee of a pitiful little 1 besides the
gasoline tax, and to permit the owner of 500 valuable taxicabs,
running on the streets day and night, to escape all taxation ex-
cept to pay a pitiful little $§1 on each car,

WHAT THE COMMISSIONERS HAD IN MIND.

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia knew that
under what was known as the outrageous half-and-half system
that prevailed here until ehanged in 1921 to the 6040 ratio
the whole pecple of the United States through the general
Treasury had paid half of all the general running expenses of
the District of Columbia, including all improvements of the
city, and are now permitting the nearly 500,000 citizens of
Washington to pay a ridiculously low tax rate of only $1.20 on
the $100, on both real and personal property, with a personal
property exemption of $1,000 free from all taxation, and . as-
sessed at about half of the real valuation, and a tax on in-
tangibles of only one-half of 1 per cenf, and that since the change
from the 50-50 system in 1921 the whole people from the Gov-
ernment's Treasury have been paying 40 per ceut of all of such
improvements and city expenses. And the commissioners knew
that through the many department supply bills passed by Con-
gress every year several million dollars more are spent on va-
rious local eivie mafters here in Washington for which
Washington people would have to provide, but for which the
Government has furnished the full 100 per cent. And the com-
missioners therefore reasoned among themselves about as fol-
lows: “We should worry! Why should we tax ourselves to
raise money? Have not we the Government Treasury here in
our midst, from which we have always gotten what we wanted?”
And they saw a fine opportunity to lower the expenses of Wash-
ington people very materially, by getting Congress to abolish all
property tax on their automobiles and reduce their registration
fees down to a nominal $1 per car. They knew that the Gov-
ernment had already provided the necessary money to pave
the hundreds of miles of streets and boulevards, the million-
dollar bridges acress the Potomae, the several bridges across
the Anacosta River, the numerous city street bridges in Wash-
ington, including the fine tiger bridge on Sixteenth Street, and
the *“million-dollar bridge” on Connecticut Avenue, and the
100,000 street lights all over the District of Columbia, the
traflic policing of such streets, and the street-cleaning, snow-
removing, and rainfall disposition, and that each year the
Government was continuing the appropriating of huge sums of
public money out of the Treasury for repairs, upkeep, main-
tenance, and replacement. So why should not the commissioners
make the effort to still forther lower their taxes and pass the
burden over on the waiting Government ?

The commissioners knew that if any Congressman or Sen-
ator dared to object, they had the Washington Post, owned by
Mr. Edward B. McLean, the Washington Herald, owned by

Mr. William Randolph Hearst, the Washington Star, controlled
by Mr. Theodore W. Noyes, the Washington Times, owned by
Mr. William Randolph Hearst, and the Washington News,
owned by the Scripps syndicate, besides the many other pub-
lications of local organizations in Washington, to center their
combined attacks upon such obstreperous Congressman or
Senator and punish him until he got himself back in line.
They could give him “the once over” by publishing ridicu-
lous news items about him. They could punish him by mis-
construing his every act and word. They could attack him
editorially. They could give him *the silent treatment” by
making no reference to any work performed by him in com-
mittees or in Congress, They could so influence the press
reporting agencles in the press gallery to punish him, and thus
hamstring the recalcitrant Congressman in his home State and
the counfies of his district through the censored news items
§ent to his home papers. And they knew that they could make
it very unpleasant for any Congressman who stood in the way of
their plan. And these tax-dodging commissioners thought that
they would be able to get away with it.
ACTION BY HOUSE COMMITTEE,

After due consideration, the House committee placed back
Into the bill the property tax the commissioners hiad left out.
But through the continued insistence of the acting chairman,
Mr. Ziaiaan, the committee by a compromise vote agreed
upon an amendment that exempted all motor vehicles from the
property tax up fo a valuation of $1,000, and by a vote of T
to 6 the amended bill was reported to the House for action.
This would have given the people of the Distriet of Columbia
a personal-property exemption of $1,000 from taxation, and
an additiona*)exempticn of another $1,000 on automobiles, with
the balance 0f the personal and real property taxed at the
rate of only $1.20 on the $100.

ACTION BY HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Upon consideration the House of Representatives, by prac-
tically a unanimons vote, turned down Acting Chairman
ZraLMAN's proposal, and decided that the property tax on
motor vehicles should remain. And in lien of the $1 per car
registration fee proposed by the commissioners, the House by
a decislve vote provided that there should be a registrdtion
fee of 15 cents per horsepower on moter vehicles, in llen
of the §3, $5, and $10 fees now charged. And the bill was
thus passed and sent to the Senate.

UPROAR BY WASHINGTON NEWSPAPERS AND PEOPLE.

That afternoon Mr. Hearst's Washington Times (February
12, 1924), at the top of the Washington page, in huge box-car
letters, carried the startling headline

D. C. reciprocity gas bill is dead,

and then in a subhead typed in letters over half an inch high
said : 3 .

Personal levy is cause. *

And as a reason for the bill becoming “ dead” within just
an hour after being passed by the House, the Times thus
proclaimed :

The 2-cent gasoline tax bill, establishing automobile reeciprocity
between the District and Maryland, is virtually in the serap heap,
so far as Its chances of passage at the present session of Congress
are concerned.

The action of the House in enacting the bill with the personal-
property tax Iucluded kills the measure in the Senate, according to
those in touch with the situation. The Senate will never accept
the bill in its present form,

But in the next column the Times disclosed the real secret
in the following statement:

When the commissioners first sent the gas tax bill to Congress
they proposed a 2-cent gas tax and a §1 registratlon or tag fee.
They asked for the eliminatlon of the personal-property tax om aute-
mobiles. * * =

But when the bill passed the llouse yesterday it was changed con-
giderably. The 2-rent tax was retained, the personal-property tax
continued, and an additional tax of 15 cents per horsepower included
as a substitute for the $1 fee,

MAY CUT STREETS BUDGET.

The House bill also provides that sll automobile taxes be used to
maintain the highway system of Washington. This will undounbtedly
at first meet with general approval. However, if this is done Congress
will probably withdraw its annual 40 per cent appropriation and tell
the District to raise all of the money it needs for streets through
automobile taxation and without the help of Congress. Congress now
pays about $600,000 as its part for street improvements, and it would
probably cease this payment if the bill in its present form is approved.
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And that same afternoon, February 12, 1924, following the
passage of tlie bill by the House, the Washington Star pre-
dicted that the people of Washington would kill the bill, earry-
ing the following in unusually large headlines:

FIGHT GAS TAX BILL IN SENATE AFTER TASSAGE BY HOUSE—MAY CUT
TAX FRATURES.

It is almost certain that the committee will decline to accept the
House bill and will report the measure in its original form, without
the personal property tax included.

As to the amendment offered by Representative CRAMTOR, of Michigan,
specifying that meney ralsed from automobiles be used for sireet
improvements, fear wa$ expressed at the District Bullding that it
would lead the Appropriations Committee of Congress to eliminate the
funds approprinted each year on the 60—40 basis for street work.

The current appropriation act carries a total of £1,448.300 for new
paving and maintenance of existing streets. If Congress continued to
make these regular allotments for streets on the 60-40 basis, and
also made automobile taxes available for street work, the engineer
department wonld have just iwice as much money with which to glve
Washington good highways.

But if, as some city officials fear, the gas tax bill in its present
form: wonld meraly lead to the elimination of street-paving funds from
the appropriation act, the District would be the loser, for the reason
{hat the Federal Government would thus be relieved of the 40 per
cent it now pays toward street improvements. For the current year
the Federal Government’s proportion of the $1,448.300 street appro-
priations is $379,320,

You will note that it was the fear that Congress would not
continue to furnish the $600,000 each year for the repair of
Washington streets, and also the faet that they were not re-
lieved of the property fax and registration fees that caused
the Washington commissioners to declare the bill ** dead.” And
note that the Times tried to make it appear that the registra-
tration fee of 15 cents per horsepower was an “ additional ” tax,
wlhen it was not, but was in lieu of the present $3, $5, and $10
registration fees, and on small cars would not amount to more
than the present law.

TIMES STAKTED 1TH ATTACK.

And in this same issue the Times made a dig under my belt
simply because 1 had contended that the people here shonld
pay a fair rate of taxation, just as all other peopleé in the
United States pay, and should not have their expenses paid by
the Treasury. It said:

The flat $1 reglstration fee eame under fire, and Congressman
BraxTox, of Texas, leader of the fight to increase the tax burden upon
the DMstrict motorists, proposed a fee of 82 cents per horsepower. Con-
gressman J. CHArLes Lintatcusm, of Maryland, had this cut to the
present rate of 15 cents,

BLANTON PLEASED,

As the last of these amendments was adopted, Congressman BLANTON
took occasion to thank the House, stating:
“ ] now think I ean vote for this bill; this is what we have been
trying to do ever since it came in committee.”

Now, what is there ahout this bill that is such a terrible
nightmare to the Washington people, commissioners, and news-
papers? Its registration fee of 15 cents per horsepower is very
small. The people of Maryland, around three gides of the Dis-
trict, pay a registration fee of 32 cents per horsepower, which
is more than double. The people of Virginia, on the other side
of the District, pay a State registration fee of 60 cents per
horsepower, which is four times as much as that provided in
the bill passed by the House, and in addition the Virginia
people living in cities pay a municipal registration fee.

What is there unreasonable about the property tax of $1.20
on the 100 left in the hill passed by the House that should
cause the ecommissioners, people, and newspapers of the Dis-
trict to throw spasms? That is the present tax. There is no
change. It is mevely left as it is now. Is it high? Why, the
people of Maryland are paying a property fax of $2.70 on the
$100, or double the District property tax. The people of Vir-
ginia are paying a State property tax of $1.50 per §100 on the
valuation of the car and, in :ddition, are paying a municipal
property tax. And, as said before, the people of Maryland are
paying a gasoline tax of 2 cents per gallon, and the people
of Virginia are paying a gasoline tax of 3 cents on the gallon.
Upon what meat have our favored people of Washington been
feeding, that they should not be ‘taxed as other people of the
United States are taxed? They have been petted anil pampered
and provided for so long out of the Public Treasury that they
are spoiled.

HEARAT'S PERSONAL TNTERESTS.

Willinm Randolph Hearst owns the Washington Herald

morning newspaper plant. He owns the Washington Times

evening newspaper plant. If he ¢an keep the tax rate in Wash-
ington at only $1.20 per $100 and have the Federal Treasury
pay all of the balance of the local expenses when people in all
other cities in the United States have to pay a total tax of at
least $2.75 on the $100, and some as high as $6, $7, and even $8
on the §100, it, of course, means quite a lot of tax money saved
for Mr, Hearst, and, in addition, he makes his two Washing-
ton newspapers extremely popular with the nearly 500,000
people of Washington, who want to pay just as little taxes as
possible,
HAS HIS TEXAS PAFPERE ATTACK ME.

So on February 13, 1924, one of Mr. Hearst's hirelings,
Hugh Nugent Fitzgerald, who makes his pen write the kind of
stuff he is told to put in his editorials, made a very unfair and
wholly unwarranted personal attack on me in a double-column-
wide editorial in the Austin American criticizing my stand on
this gasoline tax bill and bemeaning me personally. He
headed the article *Texas Tom on Deck” and begun by
saying:

Texas ToM BraxrToy is saising hell again in the national halls of
legislation—

and throughout his misleading article, written specially in an
attempt to belittle me, he continually refers to me as * Texas
Tom.,” A number of Austin citizens have sent me copies of
the attack, and assured me that even if Mr. Hearst and his
“hireling ” do advoecate the ridiculous tax rate of $1.20 on the
$100 here in Washington, with the Government paying the
balance of expenses, that the people of Austin who are posted
do not, and that because of just such unealled-for attacks as
the one Mr. Fitzgerald made on me, and the kind of yellow-
journal stuff he fills the American with, that many Austin
people are reading San Antonio, Dallas, and Houston papers to
escape It

And when not long ago an honest reporter, working for Mr.
Hearst here in Washington, fairly reported an address made
by me just as it occurred, it was handed back to him by one of
Mr. Hearst's editors and he was told to rewrite it and to “ jazz
it up,” and when it appeared in the paper it was so jazzed up.
that one who had been present would not have recognized it.
And with the exception of the Washington Star, which is one
of the best and fairest newspapers in the United States, all the
other Washington papers almost daily misquote, misinterpret,
misrepresent, and attack my position on all questions arising.
This is the penalty I have paid for several years and am still
paying for fighting here for a just rate of taxation in Wash-
ington. But I am willing fo pay the penalty, and I am going
to keep up the fight until there is a fair rate of taxation.

CONTINUEBD STREXUOUS EFFORT TO OMIT TAX.

The Washington Board of Trade and the various citizens'
organizations of Washington are now making an organized
fight against the bill to strike out the property tax and also
the 15 cents per horsepower registration fee. There has hardly
been an issue of any paper that has been free of propaganda
against such taxes. In reporting the proceedings before the
subcommittee of the Senate on this bill, the Times of February
23, 1924, said:

REPLIES TO BLANTON.

Answering heated statements by Congressman THOoMAS L. BLAXNTON,
of 'Lexas, who appeared before to-day's subcommitiee and urged incluo-
slon of the property tax, that this city enjoys the lowest tax rate of
any city in the United States, Chairman BALL reminded him that the
District must not be eriticized for this, inasmuch as Congress fixes the
rate and Is to blame,

Immediately after the subcommittee meeting the loeal representatives,
headed by Edward F. Colladay, president of the Washington Board of
Tride, held a closed conference in the Senate Office Building to thrash
out the merits of the substitute or compromise gasoline tax bill submit-
ted to them to-day by Chairman BaLL,

Those who appeared as members of the District citizens’ committee
at to-day’s subcommittee hearing follow :

Washington Automotive Association, Paul Lum, Stanley Horner, and
W. D. Guy; American Automobile Association, M. O. Eldridge, George
Ofut, and A. M. Loomis; Washington Board of Trade, Edward F. Col-
laday, W. P. Rayner ; Federation of Citizens’ Associations, Charles Baker,
W, 8. Torbett : National Motorists' Association, Jesse Suter; Merchants
and Manufactorers' Association, R. P. Andrews, Charles J. Columbus;
truck interests, I. B. Smoot ; and a representative of the Northeast Citi-
zens' Association.

CLIKGING T0 THE GOVERNMENT TEEASURY.

In passing this so-called gasoline tax bill the House of Repre-
sentatives provided that all registration fees, gasoline tax, and
property tax on automobiles in the District should constitute a
special fund to repair and maintain the streets of Washington.
But Washington people feared that it might be adequate to keep
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up the streefs, and that they wounld not get the $600,000 per year
from the Federal Government, which they have been enjoying
so0 long, paid inte their general funds. So in the Washington
Star of Febroary 24, 1924, Chairman Colladay, of the Board of
Trade, thus expressed his fears:

Fear that the special fund would be the entering wedge for Congress
to avoid contributing its ghare to the District was expressed by Edward
F. Colladay, chairman of the special committee and its spokesman.

* This plan of yours,” said Mr, Colladay, “is a new thing to me, and
I don't feel qualified to give our final opinion on it until all members of
the committee have been allowed to express their opinion in a conference
of the commiitee. I will say that I view with alarm any attempt on the
part of Congress to violate the fixed proportionate eontribution prineiple
which hag been laid down for the fiscal relationship between the Federal
Govermment and the District.”

And on February 25, 1924, the Washington Star, on its front
page, in large headlines, heralded the following:

DisTrICT OF COLUMBIA LEADERS BACK ORIGINAL GAs Tax BILL IN CON-
GRESS-—SPECIAL JOINT CIvic COMMITTER AGAINST ANY CHANGE IN
PRESENT 60-40 RATi0—EDITORIAL IN THE STAR IS READ TO MEET-
ING—REPRESENTATIVES OF BUSINESS AND MoTorRING BODIES GATHER
1N Boanp oF TrADE Roowm.

Decision to reject any propoesal for a gasoline tax for the District of
Columbia other than that originally proposed by the District Commis-
sloners was reached by the Joint gpecial civic committee at a meeting
this afternoon in the board of trade rooms. :

Following the reading of an editorial in the Evening Star touching
on all phases of the proposed gas tax, the committee took Immediate
actlon.

STAND BY PRESENT RATIO,

It was the consensns of opinion that no plan which violated the 60—40
fiscal relations plan between the District of Columbia and the Federal
Government sbould be accepted by citizens of Washington.

TrapE BoArp HITS BILLS—PREFERS NO RECIPROCITY TO PROPOSED
MEASURES,

* Better no automobile reciprocity between the District of Columbia and
#aryland at all than under the terms of the two pending bills or the
Ball substitute.

It was the contention of the committee that the passage of any such
meagures as those proposed would mark an entering wedge for the de-
gtruction of the 60-40 fiscal relationship between the District of Colum-
bia and the Federal Government.

The committee in a formal resolution announced its opposition to the
pending measures, and particularly on the substitute proposed by Sena-
tor BALL; said that it would prefer to have no reciprocity rather than
this substitute, because it is an infringement upon the principle of fixed
proportional cootribution between tbe Federal and District Gowern-
ments,

And on February 26, 1024, the Washington Times published
the following:

RecireociTY Bill Fices VET0o MovE—TRApE COMMITIER TO BEEE
DEATH OF ANY BUT ORIGINAL MEASURE.

The committee unanimously opposed the House reciprocity bill, the
Benate reciprocity bill, and the substitute bill which will be presented
to the Benate subecommitiee to-day by Senator BaLn. Approval of the
original bill drawn by the Distriet Commissioners was reiterated.

Infringement on the principle of the 60-40 agreement is seen in
EBenator BaLr's substitute bill, it was pointed out. The bill provides
all the money collected from the gasoline tax shall go exclusively to
the District and be appropriated at will of the District Commissioners
for traffic improvement.

“But why should the people of the District pay this whole
amount? " Edward F. Colladay, president of the Washington Board of
Trade, asked the committee, * when Congress is agreed to furnish 40
per cent of all our expenses? It is just another trick.”

* - - - - - -

BALL DETERMINED.

Senator BarL told the citizen representatives that he was greatly
disappointed with the attitude taken, and that he proposes to stand by
his substitute. He gaid he wonld place it before the Bensite District
Committee at the meeting to-morrow morning, and indicated he felt
certain that the committee would accept it. He expreseed his regrets
that the local citizens would not aecept his sgubstitute, because he felt
it was a fair bill and one which imposes no discrimination wpon mo-
torists here.

WASHINGTON FPEOFLE DECLARED BELFISH.
The Washington News for February 27, 1924, said:

Senator Epwanps, New Jersey, called attention to the difference
in the tax rate paid in Washington and otber cities. Here the basic

tax is $1.20, while in Baltimore, at a similar valuation, $3 is paid;
in New York, $5.40; in Jersey City, over $4, and in Chicago, $8.50,

BALL and Senator Jones, Washington, sald it would -be unfair not
to have a personal tax on autos.

BELFISH,

“It is truly a selfish proposition with District people,” Benator
WeLLer, Maryland, said. *“People here do not want to pay fair
taxes” 3

WASHINGTONIAKS UNWILLING TO PAY THEIR JUST EHARE,

The Washington Post for February 27, 19243 said:

SENATOR BALL REPLIES.

“1 am extremely sorry that the citizens of Washington have
taken this position,” Senator BaLu replied. “It is a position
that Congress can not suppert. It takes a stand that exempts
you from taxation. There is no excuse upon which a fair-
minded man can exempt you from this taxation that is paid in
other States,

* There is a lower tax rate here than in any comparable city.
Maryland and Virginia each pay personal-property taxes. Why
shouldn't you? One pays 2 cents a gallon gasoline tax and the
other 8 cents. The money so raised goes to the highway im-
provement. That provision is in my proposed substitute.

“On what ground can I, or anyone else, stand now? Wash-
ingtonians are not willing to pay their just share of taxes, as
evidenced by the decision of this committee. I can not go to
Congress now and say that the people here are willing to pay
their full share and that funds should be appropriated for im-
provement of the city when it ie evident that they are not.”

Senator BALL warned the civic and trade representatives that there
iz a growing belief in Congress that the taxpayers of the District
shonld comtribute more than 80 per cent for the maintenance of the
municipal government.,

ACTUATED BY PURELY SELFISH MOTIVE.
In addition to the above, the Washington Star for February
27, 1924, carried the following:
BALL SAYS TAXES LOW.

“1 am extremely porry,” replied Senator BaLL, * that the citi-
zens of Washington have taken this position. It is a position that
Congress can not support. It takes a stand that exempts you from
taxation. There is no excuse upon which a fairminded man can
exempt you from this taxation that is paid in other States.

“There 1s a lower tax rate here than in any comparable city.
Maryland and Virginia each pay personal taxes. Why shounldu'l
you? In these two States one pays 2 cents a gallon for gascline
tax and the other 8. * * * "

MUST PAY FAIR 'TAX,

In support of bis contention that his substitute bill, which carries the
2-cent tax on gasoline, §1 license fee, and the present personal-property
tax, was fair, Senator BaLL pointed out that the persomal-property tax
on gutomobiles pald in Baltimore is §3 a hundred, while here it is §1.20.
He insisted that the taxes paid on automoblles in Waghington are very
much lower than in Delaware, New York, Maryland, and other Btates,
He declared that the people of the District can not expect Washington
to become a really big city unless the people here are willing to pay
fair taxes.

Senator WELLER, of Maryland, said that the matter was of Interest to
the people of Maryland, who also want their reciprocity with the Dis-
trict in the matter of automobile licenses. He, too, argued that the
taxes paid on automobiles in the District, even under the proposed
gasoline tax law, would be much lower than in Maryland., Sensntor
CorrLAxD suggested that the tax on automobiles in New York was
higher #till than in Maryland ; that he paid, he thought, §5 a hundred
personal-property tax om automobiles there.

Benator WELLER declared that the people in the District in opposing
the gasoline tax bill, which would lead to reelprocity with Maryland,
were actuated by a purely selfish motive; that they did not want to
pay a fair tax.

COMMISSIONERS® BILL NATURALLY PREFERABLE TO CITIZENS.

Naturally the bill specially prepared by the commissioners,
which sought to abolish the $3, $5, and $10 registration fees
now paid and permit all cars from Rolls-Royces and Plerce-
Arrows down to pay merely a nominal fee of 31 each, and
which also sought to abolish all property tax on motor vehicles,
was preferred by Washington citizens, as such measure reduced
their taxes immensely. Very naturally they would make a
fight for the commissioners’ bill.

It was no worry of theirs that the Government would have to
pay a correspondingly greater amount in liguidating the bal-
ance of their expenses; and so the various citizens’ associa-
tions began to meet all over the city, and they sent their dele-
gates to the meeting of the Federation of Citizens' Associations
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to make a concentrated fight agninst the bill as passed by the

Honse and to have substituted for it the orlginal commissioners’ |

bill, The following is from the press report of such meeting:

Rexew OPPOSITION TO GAS TAX Biir—Crrizexs’ FeoeramoN Meumsenrs
Feig Ursgr orF DisTRicT oF COLUMBIA FYACAL ARDANIEMENT,

The Federntion of Cltlzens' Associations last night renewed its oppo-
gitlon to any gntomobile reciprocity leglslation exeept the bill ps origl-
nolly drafted by the District Commissioners.

The delegates adopted 8 resolutlon ealling the attention of all Wash-
ingtoniang to the dangers which the federatlon bellieves Ue in the sub-
stitite reciprocity mensure proposed by Senator DALL,

Most of the discussion centersd on thaf part of the Ball substitute
which provides thot npproximately n million dollars, to be raised by the
2-cent tax on gasoline, shall be made avalloble rs & special fund for
streot paving, lighting, and upkeep of bridges.

Willinm 8. Torbert and Jesse C. Buter told the delegates of the doeter-
mingd stand taken agalnst the Dall plan by a joint committee represent-
ing various elvie and trade organizations.

EXDANGERS TAX BASIS,

They emphasized the point thut the Ball measure endnngers the time.
honored system vnder which the Federal Government has contributed a
fixed proportion of the expenses of the Capltal Clty. o

Mr. Torbert stated that while the Ball messure stipulates that the

special gas-tox fund 15 not Witended to Interfers with fhe regular annoal |

approprintions, if tho commissloners were given a milllon dollars of

gna-tax money to spend on strects there would be no assurfnce that

Congress would contiaue to make the usual 6040 appropriations for

streat lmprovements,

AXD WABHINGTON CITIZENS WON—HO FAR.

The following excerpts are taken from the article appearing
on the first page of the Washington Star for March 12, 1024,
to wit:

QriGiNAL (GAs Tax Buon Gers Sexats Cosnirree 0. K.—Horss
Hecrproctry Mrpisrag Asespen 1o CoNrFoRM 70 COMMISSIONERS®
PLAN, :

The gasollne tax LHL virtnslly in the form recommended by the
Distrlet Commissioners, was ordered favorably reported to the Sepate
to«day by the Senate District Commitice.

The committes acted npon {he Tlouse biIl, amending it to conform
to the plan suggested by the commissloners.

OXT DOLLAR REJISTRATION FEB,

The bIN as reported nlso provides for a registration fee of $1 each
yonr for each motor vehicle operated in the District except for motor
velifcles propelled by steam or electricity.

The sctlon of the Sonnte committee to-day was a victory for tha
eltizens of the IMstriet, who have protested vigorously agalnst the In-
troduetion of the personal property tnx on putomebiles along with the
gusoline tux.

It will be voted from tlie last paragraph of the above article
that the representotion ia made that there was an attenipt to
add a personal-property tax on automoblles. This is not cor-
rect, for under the present law there is a personal-property
tax of $1.20 on the $100. The c¢ommissioners’ bill sought to
aholish this self-snme properiy tax, and the House of Repre-
sentatives refused to let them do it. And the commissioners
also sougzht by their bill to abolish the present registration fees
of $3, 85, and $10, and let all ears pay only a nowminal §1 each,
and the House of Representatives refused to let them do if.

It wns the comnissioners who were geeking to abolish
present tuxes now existing. It was not the House of Repre-
sentatives seeking to Increase taxes, Maryland proposed recl-
procity If a tax of 2 cents per gallon was imposed on gasoline.
By paylng such tax of 2 cents on gasoline the Distriet of
Columbin would galn reciprocity with Maryland and cease
having to pay registration and license fees in Maryland. The
House of Representatives declded by a decisive vote that
Washington people should pay such tax, especially in view of
the faet that Maryland pald 2 ceunts and Virginla pald 3 cents
per gullon on gasoline, and practically all other States had
a musoline tax in addition to thelr registrafion fees and
personal-property tax on aotomobiles, 1t {8 my purpose in
thls discussion to fully apprise the Members of tle House
and of fhe Sennte of the veul situution concerning taxation
uow existing in the District of Columbia, so that when this
bill is finally ugreed to in conference justice may Le dune to
thie people of the United Slates.

RECORD MUST BE KEPT STRAIGIT.
Mr. Theodore W, Noyes, editor of the Washington Star, in
Iis issue of February 24, 1624, used two whole columns and
8 half of puge 8 —not the editorial page—in trying to defend

the £1.20 on the £100 tax rate in Washington, D. €.  Likewise
in- his issue of February 26, 1024, Mr. Theodore W. Noyes
devoted parts of four eolumns of page 3 of said Washington
Star In another attempt to defend the £1.20 on the 8100 rate
of taxation liere In Washington; and he also devoted more
than a column of his editorinl puge In such defense. And In
his ifssue of February 20, 1924, Mr. Theodore W, Noyes de-
voted practically another column of his editorial page to this
tax defense, The fTact remains, howover, that the people of
the Distriet of Columbia are paying a tetal tax rate of only
$1.20 on the $100, with property assessed far below real value,
and that the Government is paying all of the balance of their
local city expenses, and has been doing it for years, when
there is not another eity, large or small, in the whole United
States with a tax rate nearly so low.
JUST HOW IT DENERITS MR XOYES.

Up to and Including the year 1022 property lere was sup-
posed to be assessed at two-thirds of actual value, Sinece 1022
it is supposed fo be nssessed at full value, Mr. Theodore W.
Noyes owns a fine residence at 1730 New Hampshire Avenuse
NW., on lot 183 in square 153, which for the last five yeirs
has been assessed as follows

Year—
1920 Al $51, 500
1921 + D00
1022 ; b4, 709
i EF AR RSN SR LS SE L LAle A B2, 060
1924 =EZ21 1 BR300

I am reéliably Informed that this property is easily worth
$125,000 and could not be hought for that sum., Mr. Noyes's
fine business property, khown as the Evening Star Bullding, at
the corner of Eleventh Strect and Penosylvania Avenue, has for
the last five years heen assessed at the following valuations;

§505, 226
550, (44

I am reliably informed thnt this property s worth about
£3.000,000, and that littlo less than that sum would buy it
since the substantinl fmprovements were made upon it in
1922-28. r

Very naturally Mr. Theodore W. Noyes is much interested In
keeping the tax rate down to $1.20 on the $100 and the assessed
valuation down as low as possible. for if he had to pay a rmte
of $2.40 or $4.80, as people In most clties are paying, it woull
mean just double or treble the amount of taxes he Is now
paying, and If his nssessment was rulsed to full value it would
wean just that much more.

WHAT 1T MEANS TO EDITOR M'LEAN,

Mr. Ddward B. McLean owns the Washington Post. THis
splendid business property, the Post Building, practically front-
ing on Pennsylvanin Avenue, Is sltunted In the central business
section of Washington., It is assessed far below real value,
And it means much to Mr, MeLean that Le hus fo pay a tax rate
of only $L20 on the $100, ditur McLean also owns a fine
residence in the heart of the city at 1500 I Street NW., which
is assomsed at only $600,604, and at the $1.20 rate pays a tax
of only £7,207, when thls property is easily worth double that
sum. Bditor MeLeun also owns a magnificent country estate,
“ Friendship,” on Wisconsin Avenue NW., which is assessed ut
only $492.044, aud, at the $1.20 rate, pays a tax of only $3,9015,
when such property is easily worth $1,000,000, Hence the low
tax rote means a great deal to Editor Edward B, MeLeun,

WITAT 1T MEANS TO WILLIAM RANDOLPIT HTEARST,

Mr. William Randolph IMearst owns the Washington Morning
Herald newspaper plant. He also owns the Washington Evening
Times newspaper plant. If these plants were assessed at thelr
real value, and if they pald the rafe of taxation that Mr. Hearst
pays In New York, Chicago, San Francisco, nnd other citles of
the United States where he owns papers, instead of the ridicu-
lous tax rate of $1.20 on the $100 that he pays here his taxes
in Washington wonld amount to severil times what he mow

AYS.
i NOW ASSESAKD FAR BELOW REAL YALUR.,

Tt me agnin call attention to varions pleces of property seat-
tered over Washington, sliowing that property here is under-
assessed,

I have secured from the Reat Commission, the offices of the
tax assessor and tax collector, and other relinble sources in
Washington the faects concerning the rendition of numerous
pleces of pr which prove conclusively that property in
the District of Columbia 18 assessed far below its value,
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The Bradford apariments is assessed at $229,407, and at $1.20
pays a tax of $2,752. The owner of this property claimed before
the Rent Commission that its value is $450,000.

Tudor Hall apartments is assessed at $206,653, and at $1.20
piys a tax of $£3,199. The owner of this property claimed be-
fore the Rent Commission that its value is $362,576.

The Argyle apartments is assessed at $207,437, and at
pays a tax of $2480. The owner of this property elaime
fore the Mtent Commission that its value is $344,000.

The Alabama apartments {s assessed at $210,870, and at $1.20
pays a tax of $2,638. The owner of this property claimed be-
fore the Rent Commission that its value is $£305,000.

The Imperial apartments is assessed at $207,500, and at $1.20
pays a tax of $2,490. The owner of this property claimed before
the Rent Commission that its value is $350,082,

The Pelham Courts aparfments is assessed at $192,760, and
at £1.20 pays a tax of $2,313. The owner of this property
clalmed before the Rent Commission that its value is $250,000.

The Riviera apartments is nssessed at $124,700, and at $1.20
pays a tax of 81406, The owner of this property claimed hefore
the Rent Commission that its value is $240,000.

The Earlington apartments is assessed at $151,793, and at
$1.20 pays n tax of $1,821. The owner of this property claimed
before the Rent Commission that its valoe is from $225,000 to
£240,000,

The Savoy apartments is assessed at $218,000, and at $§1.20
pays a tax of $2,616. The owner of this property claimed
before the Rent Commission that its value is $250.000.

The Lonsdale apartments is sassessed at $160,233, and at
£1.20 pays a tax of $1,922. The owner of this property clalmed
before the Hent Conunission that its value is $240,000.

The residence of Mr. E. F. Colladay at 3734 Northampton is
assessed at $14.3568, and at $§1.20 pays a tax of $172, when it is
rellably estimated to be worth far in excess of double that
sum. It Is to be expected that through the Washington Star
he would lead the fight for this system of low taxation in the
District, when the whole peaple of tlw United States pay the
balance of the expenses.

The magnificent residence of Mrs. Marshall Field on Six-
teenth Street NW. is assessed at $139,722, and pays a tax of
$1,676. It is reliably estimated to be worth double that
amount.

The magnificent Belmont residence at 1618 New Hampshire
Avenue is assessed at $472502, and at §1.20 pays a tax of
85,070, It Is rellably mtlumted to be worth double that sum.

The New Willard Hotel properties is assessed at $2,504,7035,
and at £1.20 pays a tax of $31,136. This Is the most valuuble
Joeation in Washington, and is reliably estimated to be worth
nearly double that sum,

The IRaleigh Hotel property is assessed at $1,072,200, and
at $1.20 pays a tax of $23.6066. It is reliably estimated to be
worth at least half a million dollars more than that sum,

Hotel Washington Is assessed at $1,951,005, and at $1.20
pays a tax of $23,419. It is reliably estimated to be worth
far in excess of that sum.

The magnificent, semicircular Wardman Park Hotel, cover-
Ing quite an area of ground and housing many wealthy families,
iz nssessed at $3,105,46, and at $1.20 pays a tax of only
£37.204, and I am reliably informed that you could not buy this
property for much under £5,000,000. The annual receipts paid
this fashionable family hotel by its patrons would astonish
any Member of this Congress.

The residence at 1835 Irving Street NW. is assessed at
$10,416, and at the $1.20 rate pays a tax of only $125, while
it could bhe sold at any time for as much as 322500, a simllar
residence In the same block having vecently sold Tor $25,000,

The residence at 3100 Sixteenth Street NW., which recently
sold for more than $40,000, is assessed at $15,181, and at $1.20
1iys a tax of 8182,

Garfinkle's department store is assesced at 8420975 and pays
n tax of $5,031. Woodward & Lothrop (whole hlock) depart-
ment store I8 assessed at $3, 468,838 and pays a tax of $41,626.
You ecould not purchase elther of these properties for double
the amount at which they are assessed.

The residence which I am renting at 19290 Kenyon Bireet N,
has recently sold for $11,750. It s assessed at $6,4806 and pays
a tax of $77.84.

A distinguished southern Senator told me recently that for
several years lhie hiad been trying to sell his residence in his
heme town for 87,000, and that he punys more taxes on it in
his home State than he pays on his residence In Washington,
which under any conditlon is worth $22500 but which could
be sold for $25,000.

The Meridian Mansion at 2400 Sixteenth Street NW. Is as-
gessed at $1,481,960, and at $1.20 per $100 pays a tax of only

1.20

$17,783. When this property was before the Itent Commission
for hearing its owner claimed that its real value was a little
less than £3,000,000, and admilted that its gross receipts from
its rentals aggregated $281,032.20 annually. When this prop-
erty was sold on January 13, 1928, the revenue stamps on the
deed, coupled with the trust therein assumed, Indicated that the
congsideration was $2,260,000. I have a statement signed by
Mr, E, Kirby Smith, who then bounght this property and now
owns it, in which he says:

The usual asscssment on property lg 60 per cent of ite valuation.
This property could not be replaced for less than $3,000,000 in addi-
tlon to the land. I have epent guite a fortune refurnishing and bulld-
ing over the place to make it attractive.

That comes from the owner himself. He admiis just what
I have been contending, that property is assessed far below its
real value in the District of Columbia.

In the Recorp for February 26, 1024, beginning on page 2044,
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Zisnamax] placed reports
of various sales of property and assessments given him hy
Tax Assessor Richards in an attempt to prove that property was
not underassessed. His list embraced only five sales made in
1923, notwithstanding that there were hundreds of sales of very
valuable pieces of property made in 10238, His list embraced
sales made in 1918, 1910, 1920, 1921, and 1922, as against the
present assessment. This, of course, was manifestly unfair,
for it is well known that property has been gradually going up
all the time, and is much higher now and in 1923 than it was in
the years he gave. But let me point out gome of the pieces of
property reported by him in such list. And at the same time
1 want it to be remembered that it is impossgible to get the real
value from the consideration shown in deeds, for a practice
has grown up here in the Distriet of Columbia of not stating
the real consideration in the deed. For instance, when the mag-
nificent Argonne Apartments on Columbia Road were sold on
November 10, 1923, fo Stacy M. Reed, the revenue stamps and
recitations in the deed Indicated that same was sold for
$1,730,000, plus acerued Interest due on one trust for $1,250,000
and another trust of $225.000, DBut who knows exactly how
muech interest was due. And then, later, when this property
was sold to O. A. Snow at quite an additional consideration, Mr.
William 8. Phillips, who arranged the sale to Mr. Suow, very
frankly told me that he had agreed with Mr. Snow to keep the
real consideration price secret, aithough he would say that the
amount of revenue stamps on the deed would indieate within
$£50,000 of the real consideration. Yet, this magnificent Argonne
Apartment property is assessed at only §1,528,1054, and at the
£1,20 per $100 rate pays a tax of only $18,277.

S0 it may be geen that you must have information other than
the bare recitations In a deed to ascertain what the real con-
sideration was when property s sold and what its real value is;
and Mr. Richards can not cite sales prices from considerations
stated In deeds to prove value. Dut even citing sales made in
years preceding 1923 did not prove his point, for many pieces of
guch property cited by Lim to Mr, ZinLMAN were underassessed,
aecording to his own figures.

Now let us exaniine some of the properties which the gentle-
man from Maryland has placed in the IRleconp as coming from
the assessor’s office In an attempt to prove that property is not
underassessed in the District. I gquote:

Tot 39 in square 220 at 1413 T Street NW. gold in August,
1922, for $165,000 and I8 assessed for $132,700, Thus, accord-
ing to his own statement, the owner of this property Is assess-
ing it at $32,300 less than its value, for all property here is
worth just as much now as it was in August, 1022,

He cites lots 8 and 9 K in square 223, at the southeast cor-
per of Fifteenth and New York Avenue NW., which in Decem-
ber, 1022, sold for $H00,000 and is assessed for $655.200, Thus,
according to his own statement, the owner of this property is
assessing it at $204,800 less than its value,

He cites lot 82 in square 247, at 1319 L Street NW., which
in April, 1922, sold for S45,000 and is assessed for $19,723.

Thus, according to lig own statement, the owner of this prop-
erty is assessing it at $25.277 less than its value, which shows
thut same is not assessed even at half value.

He cites lot 87 in square 247, being rear of 1347 Massachu-
getts Avenue NW., which even as far back ns December, 1920,
gold for $7.000, is assessed ut §4,825, which ig nssessed at less
tlian two-thirds of itg former value, which has greatly increased
ginee 1020,

He citos lots 805 and 807 in square 247, at 1349 L Rtreet

NW., which in April, 1920, sold for 85,006, and are nssessed for
£04,620. Thus the owner of this property is nssessing it at

§20,371 less than Its value, according to his own statemeni
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He cites lot 820 in square 247, at 1133 Fourteenth Street
NW., which in March, 1922, sold for $45,000, and is assessed
at $32,109. Thus, according to his own statoment, the owner
of this property is assessing it at $12,801 less than its value.

He cites lot 828 in square 247, at rear of 1318 Massachu-
setts Avenue NW., which in April, 1922, sold for $4,000, and is
assessed at $1,480, which is considerably less than half value.

He cites lot 830 in square 247, at rear of 1123 Fourteenth
Street NW., which in April, 1920, sold for $2,000, and is assessed
at 8775, or considerably less than half,

He cites lot 831 in square 247, In rear of 1314 Massachusetts
Avenue NW., which In October, 1920, sold for $10,000, and is
assessed at $35,255, or practieally at half valuation.

He cites lot 834 in square 247, at 1120 Thirteenth Street
NW., which in Mareh, 1922, sold for $18,000, and is assessed at
$11.541, which is Iess than two-thirds valuation. :

He cites lot N in square 247, at rear of 1110 Thirteenth
Street NW., which in June, 1922, sold for $9,500, and is as-
gessed at $3,405, or just a little more than one-third of its
yaluation.

He cites lot 27 in square 285, at 1227 I Street NW., which
in January, 1922, sold for $55,000, is assessed at 333,234, and
according to his own statement is underassessed $21,766 below
its value.

He cites lof 807 in square 248, being the Dewey Hotel, at
1330 L Street NW., which in January, 1919, sold for $200.000
(and now worth a great deal more), is assessed at $154,193, or
an underassessment of $45.807 less than its value,

He cites lot 37 in square 248, at 1316 L Street NW., which
in April, 1922, sold for $23.500, and is assessed at $14,273,
or an underassessment of $0,227 less than its valune.

He cites lot 38 in square 248, at 1314 L Street NW., which
in September, 1022, sold for $22,500, and assessed at $13,173,
or an underassessment of $9,327 less than its value.

IHe cites lot 17 in block 250, at 1336 I Street NW., which as
far back as April, 1920, =old for $250,000, and assessed at
$105,970, which is $54,030 less than its value was in 1920,
and it is worth considerably more at this time,

He cites lot 35 in square 250, at 1332 T Street NW., which
in April, 1921, sold for $300,000, and assessed at $237,316, or
an underassessment of $62,684 less than its value in 1921,
and it is worth mueh more now.

He cites lot 826 in sguare 250, at 832 Thirteenth Street NW.,,
which in September, 1922, sold for $22,500, and assessed at
$12,108, or an underassessment of $10.392 less than its value,

He cites lots 40 and 832 in sguare 253, at 1337-9 F Street
NW., which in August, 1922, sold for $209,000, and assessed
at $203,675, or an underassessment of $85,325 less than its
value,

He cites lot 803 in square 233, at 1307 F Street NW., which
in May, 1922, sold for $175,000, assessed at $138236, or an
underassessment of $36,764 less than its value,

He cites lot 35 in square 285, at 1219 I Street NW., which
in April, 1921, sold for $23,000, and assessed at §15,008, or
an underassessment of $7,902 less than its value.

He cites lot 47 In square 288, at 720 Thirteenth Street NW.,
whieh in April, 1922, sold for $260,000, and is assessed at
$215,170, or an underassessment of $44830 less than its value.

He cites lot 823 in square 288, at T40 Twelfth Street NW,,
whiech in April, 1820, sold for $100,000 and is assessed at
$60,050, or an underassessment of $39,050 less than its value.

1le cites lots 811 and 812 in square 289, at 612-614 Twelfth
Street NW., which in December, 1921, sold for $160,000, and
are assessed at $131,771, or an underassessment of $28,220 less
than their value.

He cites lot 813 in square 289, at 610 Twelfth Street NW.,
which in December, 1921, sold for $£90,000, and Is assessed at

37,238, or an underassessment of $22.762 less than its value.

He cites lot 821 in block 290, at 1210 F Street NW., which
in November, 1921, sold for $125,000, and is assessed at
$100,494, or an underassessment of $24506 less than its value.

He cites lot 39 in block 290, at the northeast corner of Thir-
teenth and E Streets NW., which, according to his own state-
ment, is underassessed $25,560 less than its value, according to
the cited sale in December, 1922,

He cites lot 10 in square 293, at 321-325 Thirteenth Street
W, which in September, 1921, sold for $41,500, and is assessed
for $17,968, or an underassessment of $23,582, showing that it
is assessed at much less than half valuation.

He cites lot 17 in square 319, at 733 Twelfth Street NW,,
which in April, 1821, sold for $35,000, and is assessed at
$17,955, or just about half valuation.

He cites lot 800 in square 319, at 1107 G Street NW., which
in Oectober, 1921, sold for $97,818, and is assessed at $64,045, or
an underassessment of $33,773 less than its value, ;

He’cites lot 801 in square 319, at 1109 G Street NW., which
in July, 1919, sold for $100,000 (probably worth double now),
and is assessed at $67.285, or an underassessment of $32,865
less than its value was back In 1919,

He cites lot 813 in square 319, at 723 Twelfth Street NwW.,
which in  March, 1922, sold for $60,000, and is assessed
atl$32,632, or an underassessment of $27,378 less than its
value,

He cites lot 814 in square 345, at the southwest corner of
Tenth and H Streets NW., which sold in December, 1921, for
596,000, and is assessed at $71,820, or an underassessment of
$24.171 less than its value.

According to his own statement, lots 18, 19, 818, and 819 in
square 347, which he cites as being sold in November, 1922,
are underassessed $44,642 less than their value.

He cites lot 20 in square 372, at 940 K Street NW., which in
May, 1921, sold for $10,500, is assessed for $4,8580, or at much
less than half of its valuation.

He cites lot 800 in square 372, at 903 New York Avenue NW.,
\rllleh as far back as April, 1919, sold for $50,000, is assessed at
$35,000, or $15,000 less than its value in 1919, which has
about doubled.

He cites lot 807 in square 372, at 923 Tenth Street NW.,
which in April, 1922, sold for $6,000, is assessed at $2,317, or a
little more than one-third of its value. :

_He cites lots 812 and 813 in square 373, at 939-941 I Street
NW., which in September, 1922, sold for $36,500, is nssessed at
$19,570, or an underassessment of $16,930 less than its value.

He cites lot 1 in square 373, at 945 I Street NW., which in
March, 1922, sold for $20,000, is assessed at $12,000, or an
underassessment of $7,000 less than its value.

He cites lot 804 in square 881, at 921 Louisiana Avenue,
which in October, 1920, sold for $55,000, and assessed at $43,043,
ci)r ;1; gndernssemmenr of $11,957 less than its value way back
n =1l

He cites lot 18 in square 382, at 931 B Street NW., which in
May, 1920, sold for $28,500, and assessed at $18,205, or an nnder-
assessment of $10,205 less than its 1920 value,

He cites lots 800 and 801 in square 429, at 700 Seventh and
707 G Street NW., which in Mareh, 1921, sold for £140,000, and
assessed at $50,000, or just a little more than one-third valua-
tion, and this property is worth far more now than in 1921.

He cites lot 823 in square 429, at 708 Seventh Street NW.,
which in December, 1921, sold for $78,000, and assessed at
$54,245, or an underassessment of $23,755 less than its value.

He cites lot C in square 429, at 728 Highth Street NW., which
in July 1921, sold for $20,000, and is assessed at $0,416, or less
than one-half of its valuation.

He cites lot 23 in square 431, at 400404 Seventh Street NW.,
which is assessed at an underassessment of 505,660 less than
it sold for In January, 1923, according to his own statement.

He cites lot 80T in square 431, at 432 Seventh Street NV,
which as far back ag November, 1020, sold for $100,000, and is
assessed at $56,100, or at $43,900 less than its value.

He cites lot 809 in square 433, at 623-625 H Street NW.,
which in May, 1920, sold for $25,000, and is assessed at $12,557,
or at just about half valuation.

He cites lot 826 in square 434, at 612 H Street NW., which in
April, 1022, sold for $14,500, and is assessed at $7,568, or just a
little more than half valuation,

He cites lot 42 In square 455, at 635 F* Street NW., which in
February, 1920, sold for $200,000, and is assessed at $126.,614,
or an underassessment of $73,386 less than its value.

He cites 1ot 36 in square 456, at 628630 F* Street NW., which
in July, 1919, sold for $00,000, and is assessed at $65.815, or
%131 lgnderﬂssessment of $24,185 less than its value way back in

He cited lot 827 In square 457, at 626 E Street NW., which in
May, 1922, sold for $29,000, and is assessed at $16.996, or an
underassessment of $12,004 less than its value.

He cited lot 13 in square 459, at 619 C Street and 628 Louisi-
ana Avenue, which in May, 1922, sold for $15,000, and is as-
sessed at $8,802, or a little more than half valuation.

He cited lot 804 in square 461, at 607 B Street and 604 Penn-
sylvania Avenue, which in April, 1922, sold for $26,000, and is
assessed at $18,357, or just a little over half valuation.

He cites lot 407 in square 289, at 1212 G Street NW., whieh in
February, 1923, sold for $115,000, and is assessed at $00,170, or
an underassessment of $15,830 less than value,

VALUATION AND ASSESSMENT SHOULD BRI FOR SAME YEAR.

You will note that in the data furnished by Tax Assessor
Richards to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ZtHLMAan] he
has cited sales of property during the years 1918, 1919, 1920,
and so forth, and then compared same with the assessment of
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such property for the present year. He should have given the
assessment for the year when the sale was made.

I cliallenge both Mr. Richards and Mr, ZraLuman to clte any
property or properties in the District of Columbia that were
assessed in 1918 for anything like the value they sold for in
1918, or that were assessed in 1919 for anything like the value
they sold for in 1919, or that were assessed in 1920 for any-
thing like the value they sold for in 1920, or that were assessed
in 1921 for anything like the value they sold for in 1921, or that
were assessed in 1922 for anything like the value they sold for
in 1922, or that were assessed in 1923 for anything like the value
they sold for in 1923. If he will ascertain the real considera-
tion value and not merely the camouflaged one expressed in the
deed, he will find that he can not give such a list. From the
House floor on January 30, 1924, I said:

And I have received an insolent mote through the mail, stating:

“ You needn’t to kick, for you Members of Congress and Senators
get the benefit of this tax rate of $1.20 on the $100, and it makes
that much less expense you have to pay out on your fine resi-
dences."”

1 do not own a residence here, If I did, 1 would be willing to
pay the same rate of taxation on it that citizens of other cities have
to pay. And all of you colleagues who are fortunate enough to own
property here iy the District of Columbia know full well that it is
not rendered at anything like its full value. And 1 challenge Assessor
Richards and Commissioner Rudolph to name the residence of one
Congressman or of one Senator that is assessed for as much as T5
per cent of its real value. They can not do it. And if they can not,
then will they contend that they permit Congressmen and Senators to
render their property under a lower system of assessment than they
do other people of the District? Surely they would not contend that,

I REPEAT THE CHALLENGE.

I again challenge Tax Assessor Richards to name the resi-
dence of even one Congressman or of one Senator here in
Washington that is now assessed for as much as 75 per cent
of its real value. He can not do it, and he knows it.

THE OLD SLOGAN HAS WORN THREADRARE,

Whenever a Membher of Congress seeks to change the unjust
system of allowing the people of Washington to pay the ridieu-
lous tax rate of only $1.20 on the $100, the newspapers and
citizeng’ associations immediately resort to their old battle cry:

That Washington is the Nation's Capital and must be made the
most beautiful elty In the world; that the Government should pay a
big part of the local ecity expenses because it owns so much property
here.

Washington is the Nation’s Capital and should be made the
most beautiful city in the world, and I will go just as far as
any other man through all legitimate and proper means to
make it the most beautiful city in the world. Before the Gov-
ernment built all of its fine institutions here Washington was
a mere village. Property here was of little value. It is because
of the fact that the United States has spent its millions here
that has caused some lots to jump in value from $100 to
$100,000. Every piece of property owned by the Government in
Washington is daily enjoyed by the people of Washington.

The local pay roll of the Government is a bonanza to the
merchants and business enterprises of Washington. The Gov-
ernment pays itz nearly 100,000 employees in Washington
their wages promptly every two weeks in new money that
has never been spent before. Chicago, or any other big city
in the United States, would gladly exempt the Government
from paying all taxes on its property to get it to move its
Capital to such city.

Because we wanut to make it the most beautiful city in the
world is no reason why the Government should pay for build-
ing million-dollar school buildings and employing 2,500 teachers
and buying the school books for the 70,000 school children of
the thousands of families living in Washington who have no
connection whatever with the Government except to bleed it
on all occasions and to grow rich on the Government pay rolls
expended here. Because we want to make Washington the
most beautiful city in the world is no reason why the Gov-
ernment should pay for the army of garbage gatherers, the
army of ash gatherers, the army of trash gatherers, the army
of street cleaners and sprinklers, the army of tree pruners
and sprayers, and the street lighting system for the several
hundred miles of private residences owned by rich tax dodgers
who have no connection whatever with the Government; nor
is It any reason why the Government should pay for their
water system, thelr sewer system, their police protection,
their fire protection, for playgrounds for their children, for
parks for their enjoyment, for their municipal golf grounds,
for thelr numerous public tennis courts, for their bathing

beaches, for their skating ponds, for their cricket grounds,
for their baseball and football grounds, for their horseback
riding paths, for paving the streets in front of their residences
and maintaining and keeping them in repair, for building their
million-dollar bridges, furnishing million-and-a-half-dollar mar-
ket houses, their municipal, trial, and appellate courts, their
jalls and houses of correction, their municipal hospitals, asy-
lums for their insane, speclal asylum schools for their deaf
and dumb, asylums for their orphans, a university for their
110,000 eolored people, their municipal libraries, thelr muniei-
pal community-center facilities, salaries of all their municipal
officers, employees, buildings, furnishings, equipments, sanitary
and health departments, and the hundreds of other things
that all other cities of the United States must furnish and
pay for themselves, but a very substantial part of which the
people of Washington have been getting out of the Federal.
Treasury for years.

The magnificent Capitol and its beautiful grounds are daily
enjoyed by Washingion people. The Congressional Library.
which cost $6,082,124, in addition to the sum of $585,000 paid
for its grounds, and for the upkeep of which Congress annually
spends a large sum of money, is daily enjoyed by the people of
Washington. The Government furnished and maintains the
magnificent Botanic Gardens here for the pleasure and enjoy-
ment of Washington people. The Government furnished and
maintains the wonderful Zoo Park with all of its interesting
animals for the instruction and smusement of Washington
children. The Government furnished and maintains the ex-
tensive and most beautiful Rock Creek Park, with its pictur-
esque pienic grounds, its miles of wonderful boulevards, its in-
compurable scenery, all for the pleasure of Washington people.
Congress has spent millions of dollars reclaiming and purchas-
ing the lands now embraced in the Potomae Parks and Speed-
way, daily used and enjoyed by Washington people, The Gov-
ernment has spent several million dollars bullding the various
bridges spanning the Potomac River, and huge sums for the
bridges spanning. the Anacostia River, and spent $1,000,000
building the beautiful “ Million Dollar Bridge " on Connecticut
Avenue. The Government has spent millions of dollars on the
Lincoln Memorial, grounds, and reflecting pools, the Washing-
ton Monument Grounds, Lincoln Park, on East Capital Street,
and the numerous beautiful little parks seattered all over the
city, all for the pleasure and benefit of Washington people.
Let me again repeat :

TAXATION SYSTEM HERE IS CRIME UPON WHOLE PEOPLE,

Prior to the fiseal year of 1915, when the Borland Act became
effective, all of the streets within the District of Columbia had
been paved upon the 50-50 basis, half the expense being paid
by the District and the other half by the Government of the
United States. The District auditor advises me that when
the Borland Act became effective fully 90 per cent of all the
streets within the old limits of the city of Washington had
already been paved, the Government of the United States pay-
ing for half of all of same. Under the Borland Act each abut-
ting property owner now pays for 20 feet and excess is paid
for by the District and Government 50-50 up to June 30, 1921,
and 60-40 since that date.

Congress made the following appropriations for repairs and
?Jain_tteuance of streets since the 60-40 plan became effective,
0 wit:

Flscal year 1921 - 8575, 000

Fiseal year 1922_ 575, 000
Fiscal year 1923 SELE -;Gi-:‘l:gl]
Fiscal year 1924 oo s i R = o e L LR LR T 550, 000

And the Government of the United States paid 40 per cent of
all of the above.

Congress made the following appropriations for repairs to
suburban streets and roads within the District, to wit:

Fiscal year 1921 it -= $250, 000
Fiscal §m 7V TR WA W e TR TR AL st oy 32;":3: 400
Fiscal year 1923__ = 225, 000
R s T b ST ST A SRS e DR 275, O
And the whole people of the United States paid 40 per cent

of same.
Congress made the following appropriations for the paving
and grading of streets:
Fiscal year
Fiscal year
Fiscal year 1923 e
Fiscal  year 192 e Sy 3
And the whole people paid 40 per cent of same,
Congress made the following appropriations for the construc-
tion and maintenance of sewers:

e S S S P AR e =438, 00
Tiscal year 1923_. AR A 502, 000
year 1924 600, 000




1924.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4307

And the whole people of the United States paid 40 per cent
of same.

Until the Borland amendment became effective in 1915, the
whole people paid 50 per cent of the expense of paving all the
streets and thoroughfares of Washington and of their repair
and maintenance, without abutting property owners paying
any part of same, and the 50-50 basis continued to 1921, the
Government paying 50 per cent, but since then only 40 per cent
of all of the above. Prior to 1915, to secure sewer service, the
owner was charged $1 per front foot, and never thereafter did
he have to pay anything additional. But since 1915 he is now
charged $1.50 per front foot, and thereafter he pays no annual
assessment whatever for such service. In other words, where
the owner's lot was 20 feet front he paid $20 before 1915 and
$30 since then, for service, and all of such expense of making
his excavations and furnishing him sewer connection for all
time thereafter without further charge, is borne by the Dis-
trict and Government, 50-50 before 1921 and 6040 since 1921,

For water connection the owner Is charged $2 per front foot,
which covers less than 66 per cent of the cost of making the

connection for him. And the charge thereafter is illustrated ]

as follows: The residence rented by me at 1029 Kenyon Street
INW. has 20 feet frontage, a basement, two stories, and an attic.
There are seven members in my family. I am charged $7.65
per annum. This i a lower water rate than any other city in
the whole United States enjoys.

And the District gets several extra millions annually from
the United States Treasury where the whole people pay the full
100 per cent. The Washington Times for Thursday, January
10, 1924, on page 2, in an article headed * District given $1.647,-
700,” mentioned the several local institutions here in the Dis-
trict which are given the sum of $1,647,700 direct out of the
Treasury concerning which there is no division of 6040, but
all is paid by the whole people, for said items are in the Inte-
rior Department appropriation bill, now before the House, all
of which comes out of the people's Treasury.

This system has prevailed here simply because the 437,000
people in Washington are organized with citizens' associations,
who will attempt to ruin any Congressman who fights the situ-
ation, and because the people of the United States do not know
about the situation. Whenever the people find it out they are
going to have it stopped.

What particular halo is there about the head of the rich tax
dodgers living in Washington that they should be permitted to
pay a total tax rate of only $1.20 on the $100, assessed at about
half valuation, while the people of every other city in the
United States have to pay all the way from $2.75 to $6.50, and
the balance of the loeal expenses of the people of Washingion
has to be borne by the whole people? Why should it be con-
tinued? Why should Washingion people be more favored than
all of the balance of the people in the cities of this Nation?

Yet, because so much of their expenses have been paid out
of the Treasury in the various supply bills that all of the
revenue resulting from their little tax of $1.20 on half valua-
tion has not all been used, because the Government was footing
the bills, an effort is now being made by the District Commis-
sioners to have such balanee of nearly $5,000,000 declared a
surplus to the credit of the District and they be permitted fo
spend same. It would be a crime against the whole people to
let them touch one dollar of same.

During the recess of Congress I wrote to the mayor of every
city of any size in the United States and asked them to advise
us of their local tax rate, of the charges for water, sewer, pav-
ing, and so forth, and what rate, in their judgment, they
thought Washington people should pay a8 a minimum. I want
to insert just a few in this report. The consensus of opinion
was that the rate here should be at least $2.50 per $100, and
there was a large per cent who were in favor of it being much
higher, and the rates for taxation ranged from $2.75 fo over
$6.50, and in all these cities the people were charged more for
water, sewer, and paving. :

Let me again quote a few excerpts from the letter sent me
by the mayor of the city of Peoria, T1L:

[City of Peoria, Ill. Mayor's office. Edward N. Woodruff, mayor.]

NoveMeer 1, 1923.
Hon. THoOMAS L., BLANTON,
" Representative, Washington, D, C.

Dean Sir: Answering your questionnaire of October 15 concerning
relative tax rates of the citles of Washington and Peoria:

The tax rates on each $100 taxable valuation levied against the real
and personal property of the citizens of Peoria for the year 1922 is
itemized as follows:

ILXV—272

City corporate tax, including library, tuberculosis, gar-
bage, and police and fire pension fund_ ______________ $1.04

Biraet anl e e e e e e .24
Behool distriet 2 O
Park district. gl S .41 599
D2
State .45 s
County._ AL EEX .00
County highway St ]
1.29
Total, all purposes N -~ 8.58

Unless there is a tremendous revenue derived from sources other than
from taxes, the rate of $1.20 for Washington is ridiculous. While I
have never had my attention called to this disparity, I am amazed that
the light has pot been let Into financlal affairs of the Capital City long
before this time,

You should be supported by every colleague in your effort to compe!
the citizens of Washington to do theirs, even ns every citizen outside
the District 1s doing his.

Wishing you success, I am,

Very truly yours, E. N. Wooprv¥¥, Mayor.

The foregoing statement from the mayor of Peoria, Ill, fairly
indicates the sentiment of the people over the United States. It
might be enlightening to quote from a few of the letters re-
ceived the tax rate of some of the cities over the United States
as certified to me by the mayor of such eities.

The tax rate pald by the people in Baltimore, Md., $3.27 on
the $100; in New Orleans, La., $3.164 on the $100; in Portland,
Oreg., $4.52 on the $100; in my birthplace, Houston, Tex,, $4.204
on the $100; in Ogden, Utah, $3.33 on the $100; in Cheyennse,
Wyo.. $3.75 on the $100; in Fort Smith, Ark., $3.32 on the $100;
in New Bedford, Mass., $3.13; in Burlington, Vt., $3.10 on the
$100; in Pittsburgh, Pa., $3.22 on the $100; in St. Louis, Mo,
which is a distinet political subdivision of the State, the city
tax is $2.43 on the $100; in Boston, Mass., $2.47 on the $100; in
Rochester, N. Y., $3.36 on the $100; in Portland, Me., $§3.40 on
the $100; in Boise City, Idaho, $4.20 on the $100; in Mobile,
Ala., $3.40 on the $100; in Detroit, Mich., $2.75 per $100; in
Duluth, Minn., $5.79 on the $100; in Atlanta, Ga., $3.10 on the
$100; in Kansas City, Mo., $2.93 on the $100; in Minneapolis,
Minn., $6.52 on the $100; in Salt Lake City, Utah, $3.18 on the
$100; in Oakland, Calif., $4.02 on the $100; in Austin, the capi-
tal of Texas, $3.54 on the $100; in Denver, Colo., $2.70 on the
$100; in Trenton, N. J., $3.22 on the $100; in Racine, Wis.,
$2.87 on the $100; in Nashville, Tenn., $2.80 on the $100; in
Charlottesville, Va., $2.85. And let me illustrate as the tax rate
runs generally over Texas: In Paris, Tex., §4.10 on the 3100; in
Port Arthur, Tex., $3.54 on the $100; in Tyler, Tex., $4.61 on
the $100: in Denison, Tex., $3.32 on the $100; in’ Waco, Tex,,
$3.63 on the $100; in Amarillo, Tex,, $3.55 on the $100: in
Temple, Tex., $3.15; in Wichita Falls, Tex., $5.05 on the $100;
in Beaumont, Tex,, $4.04

Mr. Edward F. Bryant, tax collector for San Franeisco, Calif.,
has sent me a sgtatement certifying that the following is the tax
rate paid by the eitizens in the following cities: In Seattle,
., $8.80 on the $100; Chicago, Ill, $8 on the $100; in Reno,
.. $7.38 on the $100; in New York, N. Y., $5.48 on the $100;
in Philadelphia, Pa. $6 on the $100; in Detroit, Mich., $4.48 on
the $100: in San Franciseo, Calif.,, $347 on the $100; in Los
Angeles, Calif., $3.89 on the $100.

What excuse have we to offer to our constituents back at
home who are paying the above fax rates for permitting by our
votes here the 437,000 people in Washington, D. €., to continue
paying the measly little pittance of only $1.20 on the $100,
based on a half to two-thirds valuation, when our constituents
have to pay all the balance of the expenses of this great city?

WASHINGTON PEOPLE NATURALLY THRIVE.

Why, of course, under such a system it is but natural that
the people of Washington should thrive and accumulate prop-
erty. When a man, whose fine residence fronts 30 feet on fome
fashionable street now has to pay only $45 to have sewer
connection, the Government paying 40 per cent of all the ex-
penses of excavation, connection, and wmaintenance, and he
having such service free thereafter until eternity; and he hav-
ing to pay only $60 for getting water connection, the Govern-
ment paying 40 per cent of all excavation, connection, and
maintenance, besides owning the main water conduit, and
the owner having to pay thereafter only a nominal amount
each year for water, it constitutes such a very desirable ar-
rangement with the Federal Treasury that the newspapers and
citizens' associations here fight for its continuance.

FROM POVERTY TO MULTIMILLIONAIRE.

When our now distinguished ecitizen, Mr. Harry Wardman,
left England and first came to Washington, he asked the
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hardware firm of Rudolph & West to credit him for a saw and
hammer, but they demanded the eash. Since then he has built
4,000 residences in Washington, some of the finest in the city,
and he has built 300 apartment houses, embracing the largest
now in the city, and he now owns more improved real estate
than any other man in Washington. While his own energies
and qualifications figure largely in his success, still what the
Government has done for Washington has made his wonderful
success possible.
WASHINGTON MUST PAY A REASONWELE TAX RATEH.

The people of Washington must become reconciled to having
their present ridiculons tax rate of $1.20 on the $100 raised
to a reasonable rate, proportionate with what the people of
other eities in the United States have to pay. The Govern-
ment must stop paying for their running expenses such as are
paid by the people of all other cities. The Congress must con-
tinue making this the most beautiful city in the whole world,
but the people living here and enjoying the most beautiful city
in the whole world must be willing to pay at least the mini-
mum that people pay in the city where there is the lowest tax
rate in the various States. They must do their part. They
can not afford to be tax dodgers. They can not afford to be
selfish, They can not afford to ask Congress to bear their ordi-
nary civie expenses. And when this so-called gasoline tax bill
is finally passed, it must contain a registration tax and prop-
erty tax reasonable and in proportion to what other people pay
elsewhere. Otherwise Congress will hear from the tax-burdened
Ameriean people in the 48 States of this Union.

A PARLTAMENTARY INQUIRY.
* Mr. O'CONNOR of Loulsiana. Mr. Speaker, o parliamentary
wuiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Loulsiana. I will say that if the Speaker
were in the chalr he would rule against me ; but for the purpose
of keeping the record clear 1 want to ask if the Chair can or
will entertain a motion to take from the Speaker's desk Senate
Resolution 72 and substitute it for House Resolution 191,
reported favorably by the Committee on Military Affairs and
now on the Private Calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertaln
that request at the present time.

ADJOURNMENT,

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 35
minates p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday, March 1T,
1924, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXI1V, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

403, A letter from the Director of the United States Veterans'
Bureaun, transmitting a statement showing, by location, salary
range and bureau designation of employees receiving an aggre-
gate annual salary of $2,000 and over as of March 1, 1924 for
central office, and as of February 1, 1924, for the field; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

404, A letter from the Becretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary
examination of Cowlitz River, Wash., with a view to preparing
plans and estimates of cost for the prevention and control of
floods (H. Doe. No. 225); to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors and ordered to be printed.

405. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary
examination of Niagara River, N. Y.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

408. A letter from the SBecretary of War, transmiitting a
draft of proposed legisiation *to validate an agreement be-
tween the Eecretary of War, acting on behalf of the United
States, and the Washington Gas Light Co.”; to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. SPROUL of 1llinois: Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads. H. R. 579, A bill providing for the appointment
of a superintendent and two assistant superintendents of de-
livary In certain post offices of the first class; with amend-

ments (Rept. No. 311). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Unlon.

Mr. SMITH: Commiitee on Irrigation and Reclamation.
S, 1631l. An act to authorize the deferring of payments of
reclamation charges; with an amendment (Rept. No. 312). Re-
rt;:reﬁim to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of

on,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Tnder clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid
Pensions was discharged from the consideration of the bill
(H. R. 4735) granting a pension to Charles E. Bowser, and
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under claunse 3 of Rule XXT1, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GREEN of Towa: A bill (H. R. 7959) to provide
adjusted compensation for veterans of the World War, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr., WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 7960) to authorize the
Secretary of Commerce to convey to the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania a certain tract of land under water in the Dela-
ware River no longer needed for lighthouse purposes; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commmerce.

By Mr. FREDERICKS: A bill (H. R. 7961) to establish 5
hydrographie station at Los Angeles, Calif.; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. LAMPERT : A bill (H. RR. 7962) to create and estab-
lish a commission, as an independent establishment of the Fed-
eral Government, to regulate rents in the District of Columbia;

. to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. IR. 7963) to increase pensions of
persons who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of
the United Btates during the Civil War, and of widows and
former widows of such persons, and Army nurses of said war;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JARRETT: A bill (H. R. 7964) relating to the salary
of the official court reporter of the United States Distriet
Court for the District of Hawaii; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BURTNESS: A bill (H. R. 7865) to require the
labeling of flour in interstate and foreign commerce, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign

By Mr. FOSTER : A bill (H. R. 7T966) to amend seetions 136
and 138 of the Judicial Code; to the Commiitiee on the Ju-
dieiary.

By Mr. ACKERMAN: Joint resolution (IL J. Res 215) to
facilitute the payment of personiil income taxes and to relieve
the Treasury Department of unnecessary time, expense, and
labor in connection with the collection of the 1923 pes-
sonal income taxes in 1924; to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. PORTER : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 216) authoriz-
ing appropriatiens for the payment of expenses of delegates to
represent the United States at the general asgembly of the
International Institute of Agrieulure, to be held at Rome in
May, 1924, and for the payment of the guotas of Hawaii, the
Philippines, Porto Rico, and the Virgin Islands for the support
of the institute for the calendar year 1924; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH : Resolution (H. Res. 223) for the considera-
tion of the bill (8. 1631) entitled “An aet to authorize the de-
ferring of payments of reclamation charges " ; 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. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 7867) to provide for an ex-
amination and survey of Bradfords Bay, Accomac County, Va.;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7968) for the relief of Chief Boatswain
John W. Stoakley (retired), United States Navy; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. COOK: A bill (H. R. 7968) for the relief of Henry
Oates; to the Committee on Claims, <

By Mr. FLEETWOOD: A hill (H. R. 7970) granting a

nsion to Laura Murdick; to the Committee on Invaiid

ensions,
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By Mr, HASTINGS: A bill (IL R. 7971) to make a preliml-
nary survey of the Arkansas River and its tributaries, Grand
River and Verdigriz River, 'in Oklahoma, with a view to the
conirol of their tlood; to the Committee on Flood Control.

By Mr. HUDDLESTON : A bill (H. R. T972) granting a pen-
sion to Fannie Jncobs: to the Committée on Pensions.

By Mr, JOST: A bill (H. R. 7973) for the relief of Lawson
W. Rush and Sallie A. Rush; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, LITTLE: A bill (H. .. 7974) granting a pension to
Albert N. Bell ; to the Commlittee on Pensions.

By Mr, McKENZIE: A bill (H. R, T075) granting a pension
to Sadie L. Treadwell; to the Committee on Invalld Penslons.

By Mr. McCKEOWN: A bill (H. R, 7978) to enroll Rosetta
MeCarty on the final roll of citizens of the Chickasaw Tribe of
Indians by blood; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

Also, o bill (H. R, 7977) to enroll Alfred Wilson on the final
roll of eitizens of the Creek or Muskogee Tribe of Indians by
bload : to the Committee on Indian Affalrs,

By Mr. MacGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 7078) granting a pen-
gion to Charles D Showermian; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MAJOR of Missouri: A bill (IL R. 7979) granting
a pension to Sarah J. Howell; to thie Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. It. 7980) grantiug an increase
of pension to Julla J. Ray; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

By Mr. NEWTON of Missourli: A bill (H. R. 7981) for the
rolief of Benjamin F. Green; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R, 7982) for the
rellef of J, It. P. Whitecotton ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Ity Mr. SNYDER : A bill (H. R. T083) for the relief of George
Q. Pratt; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 7084) granting a pension to
Alice Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. It. 7085) for the
relief of the estate of Mrs. O, F. Moore, deceased; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims,

By Mr. WATKINS: A bhill (H. I. 7980) granting an In-
erense of pensivn to George I, Higgins; to the Committee on
Pensious. :

Also, a bill (H. R. TO87) granting a pension to Gurrett Ma-
honey ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7988) granfing 4 pension to W. G. Muad-
den: to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a blll (EL R. 7089) granting a penslon to Dessle M.
Johuson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. T000) granting a pension to Fritz Stocker ;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 7991) granting a pension to Clara C.
Cox: to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Alzo, a bill (H. R. 7992) granting a pension to Joseph
Wilims;: to the Commlittee on Invalld Pensions.

By Mr. WILBON of Indinna; A bill (HL It 7993) granting
a pension to Renton Abbott; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC. .

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Qlerk’s desk and referred as follows:

1746, By the BPEAKERR (by request): Petition of users of
motor vehicles of Nattonal City., Calif., urging repeal of all
Rnruir war oxclge taxes; to the Committee on Ways and
Menns,

1747. By Mr. ALDRICH : Petition of Providence Beneficial
Asgnelntion, Providence, R. I, protesting against the passage
of the Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee on Immi-
geation and Naturalizntion.

1748, Also, petition of Sons of Jacob Lodge, No. 175, 1. O,
B. A., of Providence, . I, protesting against the passage of
the Johoson immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Natoralization,

1740, By Mr, CONNERY: DPetition of Massnchusetts Child
Labor Commitiee, indorsing Joint Resolution 184, granting
Power to Congress to legisinte child labor laws; to the Com-
miitee on the Judiclary.

- 1750, By Mr. COOK: Petition of Panl Morun and 55 citi-
zéns of Huntington, Imd., in support of the Brookliart-Hull
biL: to the Committee on Nuval Affnirs.

1751 By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition of Herbert W. MeKay
and the other rurnl earviers at Oroswell, Mich,, requesting
favorable getion on the Paige bill (H. R. 7018) : to the Com-
mitiee on the Post Office and Post Ronds,

1732, By Mr. FENN: Petition of the Hartford Grade Teach-
ers’ Qlub, of Hartford, Copn., favoring an amendment to the

pending immigration bill, In regard to the question of the
“divided family"; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization,

1753. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Kiwanis Club, of
Mendota, I11., opposing any change or amendmeént of the trans-
porfation act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

1754. Also, petitions of the Illinois State Teachers' Associa-
tion and sundry eitizens of Streator, 11, favoring the proposed
child labor amendment to the Constitution; to the Committee
on the Judiciary,

1755, Also, petitions of the Illinols Agricultural Assoclation,
the Mazon Farmers' Elevator Co., and sundry ecitizens of
Grundy and La Salle Counties, Ill,, favoring the McNary-
Haugen bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

1756. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of the Appalachian
Mountain Club, recommending favorable eonsideration of Housze
bill 3682, whieh carrles an approprintion for development of
ronds in national parks; te the Committee on Roads,

1757, Also, petition of Mnasgsachusetis Forestry Association,
recommending favorable conslderation of House bill 3682, which
carries an appropriation for development of roads in nationnl
parks;: to the Commiftee on the Public Lands.

1758, Also, petition of Roger Woleott Uamp, No. 23, Depart-
ment of Massachusetts, United Spanisli War Veterans, recom-
mending early and favorable consideration of House hill 5934 ;
to the Committee on Pensions,

1750, By Mr. GRAHAM of Peunnsylvania: Petitlon of the
board of trustees of the Hasiern State Penitentinry, Philadel-
phia, Pa., protesting against House bill 6205; to the Commlittes
on Labor,

1760. By Mr. KIESS; Petition of Council No. 104, Sons and
Daughters of Liberty, of Williamsport, Pa., favoring House bill
0540, known as the Johnson immigration bill; to the Committes
on Immigration and Naturalization.

17G61. By Mr. KING: Petition of Clark Mills Carr Camp,
No. 26, Spanish War Veterans, In support of Senate bill 5 and
House bill 5034 ; to thie Committee on Ponsions,

1762, By Mr. MORROW : Petition of Clovls (N, Mex.)
Kiwanis Club, favoring the continuation of the citlzens' mili-
tary tralning caumps a8 provided for in the mational defense
act of 1020 ; to the Committee on Milltary Affairs,

17063, By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: Petition of
members of the Sons of Jacob Lodge, No. 175, 1. 0. B, A, of
Providence, R. 1, opposing the Johnson immigration bill; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1764 Also, petition of the members of the Providence Bene-
ficial Association, opposing the Johmson immigration bill} to
the Committee on Inmigration and Naturalization,

1765. By Mr. O'SULLIVAN: Potition of 26 users of motor
vehicles in Conneeticut, requesting repeal of war-exeise taxes
on motor vehicles and reprir parts; to the Committee on Ways
and Means

1766. Also, petition of T6 United States citizens of Italinn
extraction, of Waterbury, Coun,, in opposition to the Johnson
immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration und Nutu-
ralization.

1767. By Mr. ROSENBLOOM: Petition of Radnici Naprey
Lodge, No. 249, 8. N. P, J., Farmington, W. Va., signed by Mr,
Matt Laus, president, and Mr, lgnati Dijanovie, secretary, pro-
testing ugainst provigions of the pending Immigration bill; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1768. By Mr. SITES: Petition of Divislon No, 414, Inter-
national Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Lebanon, Pa.,
asking that immedinte hearings be held on Howse Dhill 5836, a
bill to amend an act entitled “An act {0 promote the sufety of
employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling common
carriers engaged In interstite commerce to equip their loco-
motives with sufe and suitible boilers and appurtenances
thereto,” approved February 17, 1011, as amended March 4,
1515, and June 206, 1018, and that said bill be enacted into law
at the earliest possible date; to the Committee on Interstate
and Forelgn Commerce.

1709. By Mr. TINKHAM: Petition of the Affilinted Teelini-
eal Societies of Boston, favoring the Mellon plan of tax reduc-
tlon: to the Commlttee on Ways and Means,

1770. Also, petition of Bethian Class (300 meémbers). Tre-
mont Temple Baptist Church, Boston, Mns&, favoring an ap-
propriation to be used to prevent the activities of so-called
“Atlantie rum fleet " ; to the Committee on the Judictary.

1771, By Mr. WEFALD: Petition of Minnesotn Federntion
of Architectural and ngineering SBocieties, urging the refor-
estation of the State of Minnesotn, the preservition of the nit-
ural resourcves of the Stnte and the culurgement of the Su-
perior National Park; to the Committee on Agriculture.
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1772, Also, petifion of the Angns (Minn.) Commerecinl and
Community Club, urging the passage of the MeNary-Haugen
BN providing for the relief of agriculture; fo the Committee
on Agriculture,

1773, Also, petitlon of farmers mass meeting held at the
township of Sannes, Red Lalke County, Minn., urging the. re-
vislon of the FKsch-Cumming railroad act, the Fordoey;Ale-
Cumber tariff law, and other acts, so they will benefit the
farmers, and also urging tlie enactment Into law of the Norris-
Sinclair bill providing for the relief of agriculiture; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture,

1774. Also, petition of the Winger (Minn.) Local Counell of
the Minnesotn Wheat Growers' Association, urging the passage
of the MeNary-Haugen bill providing for the rellef of agricul-
ture; to the Commiitee an Agricnlture,

1778, Also, petition of the Minnesota Editorla! Assoclation,
urging the enactment into law of the MeNary-Haugen bill pre-
viding for the relief of agriculture; fo the Committes on Agri-
culture,

1776. Also, petition of the Exchange Club of the city of SL
T'aul, Miun., urging the passage of the upper Mississippi wild-
lire and fish refuoge act and the game refuge public sheoting
ground bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

T77. Also, petitlon of the Fosston (Minn,) Wheat Growers'
Asscefation, nrzing the passage of the MeNary-Haugen bill pro-
viling for the relief of agriculture; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

1778, Also, petition of the Fosston (Minn.) Dusiness 3Men's
Assoclation, urging the enactment into law of the MeNary-Hau-
gen bill providing for the relief of agriculture; to the Coms-
mittee on Agriculture,

1759, Also, petition of citizens of Gary, Minn., urging the
enactment into law of the Norbeck-DBurtness bill and the Alc-
Nary-Haugen biIL providing for the relief of agricmlture; to
the Commitiee on Agrienlture.

1780, Also, petition of the voters of Crooksten Township,
Minn., urging the enactment into law of the McNary-Haugen
Bill for the rellef of agriculture; to the Committee on Agri-
culinre,

1781. Also, petition of the Red River Valley Live Stock As
sociution, Crookston, Minn., urging the enactment into law of
the Norbeck-Burtness blll and the MeNary-Haugen bill provid-
ing for the rellet of agriculture; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1782, Alse, petition of 81 farmers of Yome Lake Township,
Mipn., urging the enactment of the MeNary-Hangen bill pro-
viding for the rellef of agriculture; to the Committee on Agri-
culinre.

1783. Also, petition of 25 farmers of Penningion Connty,
Minmn, urging the enactment of the AMeNary-Hangen bill pro-
viding for the relief of agriculture; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

1784, Also, petition of 25 farmers of Shelly Township, Minn.,
urging the pussage of the McNary-Haugen bill providing for
the relief of agrieulture; to the Committee on Agriculture.

1785 Also, petition of 23 farmers residing In Georgetown
Township, Olay County, Minn., urging the passage of the
MeNary-Haugen bill providing for the relief of agriculture;
to the Cominittee on Agrleuiture

1786. Also, petition of 24 farmers of Onstad Township, Mar-
sball County, Minn,, urging the passage of the MeNary-Haugen
bill providing for the relief of agriculture; to the Comniittee
on Agriculture.

1787, Also, petition of Minnesata School Board Asseciation,
urging the ennctment of the MeNary-Haogen bill providing for
the relief of agriculture; to the Committes on Agricnlture,

1788. Also, petition of the Grain Growers’ Couneil, No. B,
Climax, Minn, urging the passage of the MeNary-Haugen bill
providing for the relief of agriculture; to the Committee on
Agriculture,

1789, Also, petltion of the Ada (Minn) Parcnts and Teach-
ers’ Assoeiation, urging the adeption of Senate Resolution 44T,
which has for its purpose and furnishes a plan for the outlaw-
ing of war; to the Committee on Forelgn Affairs.

1700, Also, petition of the bhoard of governors of the Minne
sota Btate Agricultaral Secicty, urging the passage of the
amounts recommended by the Seeretary of Agriculture for the
control of unimal tuberculosis; to the Committee on Appreprin-
tions.

1791, Also, petitlon of the St. Paul (Minn.) Post, No. 6
Amerienn Leglon, urging the purchase by the United States of
the Oldroyd collection of Linevln relics; to the Committee on.
the Library.

1792, Also, petltion of the Kaleb I Lindquist Post, No. 4,
of the American Legion, Rosean, Minm., urging the passage
grr the soldlers' bonus bill; to the Committee on Ways and
Menana.

1703. Also, petition of the Greenbush (Minn,) Council, No. 8,
of the Minnesota Wheat Growers' Cooperative Marketing Asso-
clation, urging ‘the adoption of a duty on wheat and wheat
products Jmported into the United States; to the Commitiee on
Ways and Means,

1704. Also, petition of the civil service employees at War-
road, Minn., urging the adoption of the Lehlbach bill abolishing
the Personnel COlassification Board and teansferring its fune-
tions to the Civil Service Commission; to the Committee on
the Civil Service.

1793, Also, petition of the Genernl Federation of Women's
Clubs of the ecity of Minneapolis, Minn., urging the checking
of the drug and narcetic trude and the holding of a confer-
ence to be held in London or Paris or one of the capitals of
Europe; to the Committee on Foreign Affalre

1706. Also, petition of the Minunesota Live Stock DBreeders'
Assoclation, South St. Paul, Minn., urging the passage of an
appropriation by Congress of suflicient funds for the use of the
United States Bureau of Animal Industry to successfully sup-
press the foot-and-mouth disease which has recently broken out
in the vicinity of San Franclseo, Calif,; to the Commlittee on
Appropriations,

1797. Also, petition of the Crookston (Minn.) Associstion of
Publie Affnirs, indorsing the principle of a readjustment in the
classification and salaries of postal employees; to the Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1798, Also, petition of the Colored Voters' League of St Paul,
Minn., urging the passage of the Dyer antilynching bill; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

1700, Also, petition of the Kiwanis Club, Crookston, Minn.,
urging the enactment of the bill providing for the reclassiticn-
tion of postal employees and urging the enactment of the bills
providing for Increase in salaries of postal employees: to the
Commltéee on the Post Office and Post Roails.

1800. Also, petition of the Board of County Commissioners of
Malinomen County, Minn., urging the passage of the resolntion
Introduced by Senator King, of Utal, providing for an investl-
gation of the affairs of the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota: to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

1801. Also, petition of Minnesotn Federation of Architectural
and Engineering Societles;, urging the preservation and extens
slon of the parks In the ecity of Washington, D. (., through the
ereation of a capltal park commission; to the Committee on the
Distrlet of Columbia.

1802. By Mr. WINSLOW: Petitlon of residenta of fourth
Massachusetts distriet, re reduection of taxes: to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

SENATE.
Moxpay, March 17, 192}.
(Legislative day of Friday, March 1}, 182}.)

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ar. WapsworTH In the chair),
The Secretary will eall the roll.

The principal clerk enlled the roll, aml the following Sena-
tors answered to thelr names:

Adama Ernst Lodge Bhiekls
Ashurst Ferria MeCormick Bhipatead
Ball Fena McKelflar Bhortridge
I'nynrd Flefeher MeKinley Brudth

Fornh Frasier Mclean Rmoot
Hrandegen teorge Ichnriy Hpencer
Hrookhart Gerr Mayiield Btantield
Bronssard Goading Mosey Buephens
Biruen Finjn Neely Nwnnoson
Hursum Harrell Norrla Trommell
Cameron Hurris Oididie Hiulerwood
Capper Hrrrison Overman Worsworth
Caraway IHeflin Pepper Walsh, Mass,
Calt Hawell Phipps Warren -
Conzens Johnson, Minn, Pittman Watson
Curtis Jones, N. Mex. Rtulston Wallor

Dale Jones, \Wash, Ransdell Wiliis

Iial Kendriek Itewd, 174,

Diu Keyes Rohinson

Edge § T Sheppard

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-seven Senators haye
ing noswered to thelr names, there 18 a quorum present

MArcm 15,
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