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William E. Fuson, Ha.rtrllle. 
Earle W. Phillips, Henrietta. 
George S. Brown, Hornersville. 
George P. Mega:ffin, Hunnewell. 
Paul P. Brad1ey, Leeton. 
William A. Barris, Marionville. 
Leonard Ford, Morley. 
Elvin Lee, Mountain Grove. 
William ~,. Crigler, Nevada. 
Arthur S. Calame, Niangua. 
John F. Hamby, Noel. 
Thomas 0. Spillers, Otterville. 
Ruth E. McCormick, Reeds Spring. 
Evelyn S. Culp, Rocky Comfort. 
Nelle Whalen, Rushville. 
Milton Wilhelm, Seligman. 
Charles F. Hamrick, Stover. 
Junius M. Bryant, Strafford. 
James Z. Spearman, Tuscumbia. 
Leonard D. Fisher, Union Star. 
Isaac l\I. Galbraith, Walker. 
John Blac~ WashbUI'n. 
Edwin McKinley, Wheaton. 

NEBRASKA 
Alfred G. Taylor, Chappell. 

NEW YORK 

Richard Bullwinkle, Central Valley. 
Frederick l\1. Avery, Cold Water. 
George W. Mohlfeld, Cutchogue. 
Edward T. Sheffer, Shortsville . . 
William R. Crawford, Warsaw. 
'Villiam F. Raynor, West Hampton Beach. 

NORTH C.AROLIN.A 

Sam L. Franks, Franklin. 
Albert Z. Jarman, Richlands. 

OHIO 

French Crow, l\Iarion. 
Earl Augustine, Montpelier. 
Florence ~Iutchler, Rutland. 
George W. HUI·less, Waterville. 
William G. Hoffer, Willshire. 

OREGON 

Guy E. Tex, Central Point. 
Ethel N. Everson, Creswell. 
.Albert :M. Porter, Gaston. 
Elizabeth E. Johnson, Gresham. 
William G. Smith, Mill City. 
Carl A. Peterson, Orenco. 
John S. Sticha, Scio. 
Rever G. Allen, Silverton. 
William E. Tate, Wa. co. 

PENN SYLV A!'U.A 

John L. Chapman, Blue Ridge Summit. 
Charles N. Thompson, Buck Bill Falls. 
Elmer P. Richards, Easton. 
Frank B. Shenck, Landisville. 
Harry Zanders, l\lauch Chunk. 
Frederick W. Kiefhaber, l\IcYeytown. 
Wilberforce Schweyen, Mifflintown. 
Howard Weis , Northampton. 
Harry H. Carey, Plymouth. 
Robert E. Gammell, Tremont. 
Julius C. Gleason, Villanova. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Elizabeth D. Kirksey, Pickens. 
John S. McCall, Society Hill. 

TENNESSEE 

James S. Braswell, Murfreesboro. 
VERMONT 

George F. Flint, Chelsea. 
Carrie E. Sturtevant, East Fairfield. 
Garvin R. Magoon, Gilman. 
Marion J. Hall, South Ryegate. 
Lilla S. Hager, Wallingford. 

WASHINGTON 

Orris E. Marine, Colton. 
Frank R. Jones, Lacrosse. 
Adam L. Livingston, Mabton. 
Theo Hali, l\!edical Lake. 
Lucy F. Bushnell, Napavine. 

Wayne S. Kelsey, Opportunity. 
Ira G. Allen, Pullman. 
Laura P. Mcintyre, Skykomish. 
Thomas J. Smith, Spokane. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SATirnDAY, February 6, 19B6 

The Bouse met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered , 

the following prayer: 

We praise Thee, our Father in heaven, for Thou art the King 
of love whose goodness faileth never ! The sublime truth is 
with us: "Greater love hath no man than this." It glorifies 
all there iB in earth and sky and places supreme value upon 
the worth of man. We thank Thee that there is nothing to 

I separate us from this divine love and providential care. l\1ay 
we enjoy life at its best and give this life of joy to others. 
Forgive our failures and help us to an increasing ma tery 
over self. With unfaltering faith and courage endow us, and 
thus may we promote good and righteous government among all 
men. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

H. R. 622G 

1\fr. TOLLEY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to va
cate the proceedings on yesterday whereby the bill H. R. 6226 
was ordered engrossed, read a third time, and passed, and the 
amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
House adopted; that said amendment recommended by the Com
mittee of the Whole Bouse be considered as having been re
jected and that the following amendment adopted: 

Strike out the proviso and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
~< Prot:idecl, That no back pay, pensiDn, or allowance shall be held 

to have accrued prior to the passage of this act." 

That said bill be considered as having been ordered en
grossed, read a third time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider laid upon the table. 

l\Ir. Speaker, I might say that Mr. BLACK, who made the 
amendment, agrees with me on this, that this change agrees 
with the spirit of his amendment and it is entirely in accord 
therewith. I ask unanimous consent to vacate the proceedings 
on the bill referred to and make the correction as indicated . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Yor~ ask unani
mous consent to vacate proceedings on the bill referred to and 
make the correction as indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Correction of the RECoBn or 
the Journal, 1\Ir. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. It will be merely to vacate the proceedin~s 
taken yesterday. Is there objection? [After a pause.] '.rhe 
Chair hears none. 
PERMIJ3SION TO INTRODCCE RESOLUTION SIGI\ED RY MORE TH.AN O~E 

MEMBER 

~Ir. CLAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Congressmen KNUTSON, ANDRESEN, GOODWIN, and FuRLOW, and 
myself be allowed to introduce a resolution, as I under tand 
under the rules unanimous consent l1as to be granted for more 
than one Member to introduce a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unar:i
mous consent that several Members, including himself, have 
permission to introduce a resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, does this mean 
to introduce a resolution--

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, except by unani
mous consent, not more than one Member can introduce a bill 
or resolution. The gentleman fr·om )Iinnesota merely a ks that 
be be permitted to introduce a resolution in conjunction with 
four of his colleagues. 

Mr .. GARRETT of Tennessee. Of cour e, we had quite a lvLg 
consideration of that matter several years ago, as to whether 
more than one :Uember could attach his name to a bill or a 
resolution even by unanimous consent. :Mr. Speaker, may I 
venture to suggest to the gentleman that he withhold his re
quest for the time being, 1n order to look up the precedents 
which bave been made? 

Mr. CLAG"CE. I introduced yesterday the resoluticn, lJut 
the parliamentarian stated it would have to be done by unaPi· 
mous consent, as I understood; that it is against the rules to 
introduce it except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TILSO~. I hope the gentleman will withhold this, at 
least until Major STED.M.AN has concluded his remarks. I re-
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member on the occasion to which the gentleman referred we 
had quite a long parliamentary battle O\er this very thing, but 
it has been so many years ago it is rather hazy in my mind, 
and I would like to refresh my recollection. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the gentleman will per:nit 
me, bills are never introduced from the floor under our rules, 
but they are introduced from the basket. It seems to me It is 
a matter that the majority leader might think over very care
fully, whether even by unanimous consent we can change the 
precedents and introduce a resolution from the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Ohair's understanding is tllat the 
unanimous con ent is not to permit introduction from the floor, 
but merely to attach four signatures to a bill introduced rebu
larly tJuough the basket. 

Mr. CLAGUE. That is all. 
Mr. GARRETT of TennesRee. That is almost the same thing, 

without a difference. But I do not want to kick up a quarrel 
about it. 

Mr. TILSON. I hope my friend from ~linnes:ota [~Ir. 
CLAGUE] will withhold it until after the special order of the 
morning. 

.ADDRESS BY MR. STEDllA~ 

'!.'he SPEAKER. The Chair takes pleasure in announcing 
that, under an order adopted by the Hou e, the gentleman from 
North Carolina, l\Iajor STEDMAN, i~ recognized to aduress the 
House for 30 minutes. · [Applause, the Members rising.] 

l\Ir. STED:MAN. 1\Ir. Speake:r, the traveler from distant 
lands who has the good fortune to visit that section of Virginia 
located in Carroll and Patrick Counties and that section of 
North Carolina lying in Surry County will be greeted by a 
Yision of rare beauty, which ever charms and delights. Here 
nahu·e is arrayed in her mo t gorgeous apparel, inviting rest 
and repose. Dense foreF<ts cover the land.·cape. Here the mock
ing bird and thrush, undisturbed, make their home and fill the 
air with their morning song of happiness and contentment. 

In Patrick County, Ya., at a place called Laurel HilL not 
remote from the North Carolina. line, on February 6, 1833, was 
born Ua.j. Gen. J. E. B. Sh1art, com1pa.nder of the cayalry of 
the Army of Northern Virginia, and here he passed the days of 
his boyhood. 

His ancestry on both his father's and his mot;!Jer's side was 
distingui bed. His father, the Bon. Archibald Stuart, of 
Patrick County, Ya., was an officer in the United States Army 
during the War of 1812. He was a man of splendid ability. 
He h~d the confidence, respect, and affection of all the people 
amongst whom he lived. His mother, Elizabeth Letcher Pan
nill, was a woman of rare accomplish:q1ents. She was the center 
of attraction in the high ocial circles in which she moved. 

It is not my purpose to give in detail the great events which 
will ever be connected with his name and which cast a. halo of 
renown and glory uvon his life. It would be idle for me to 
attempt to do so in the brief pace of time to which I must 
resh·ict myself. Chancellor ville, Brandy Station, and Gettys· 
burg will ever recall the fields of his renown. 

Nor can I call to your attention all tho e great qualities 
which formed the basis of his character and which will 
forever perpetuate his fame. But my heart prompts me on 
this, his birthday, to expre s my admiration for a man whose 
memory I shall ever cherish, whose life was one of unsur
pa sed courage, of unexcelled heroism, of rare self-denial-a 
life without stain and without reproach. 

The era of 1861 was the mot glorious epoch in the history 
of the South. Dudng that period was given to the world 
many great names whose achievements haYe illumined the 
pages of history. To that li. t of immortal·, whose glory shall 
never fade, belongs Uaj. Gen. J. E. B. Stuart, of the Con
federate Army. He inherited from his ance ·tors high ideals. 
Moral power to an eminent degree was au element of char
acter made manife ·t during his entire life. The force of 
moral power during all ages has controlled the destiny of 
nation~ . From its influence comes a F<upreme sense of duty. 
1Vitbout it the legions of Lee would have struggled in vain 
for ·o long a time to roll back the tic!e of invasion across the 
bank. of the Potomac, and the marvelous campaigns of Stone
wall Jackson would have found no place upon the pages of 
hi. tory to gild fore\er with a romantic luster the beautiful 
valley of Virginia. Without it the great charge· at Chancel
Iorsville, led by Major General Stuart, would not have brought 
victory but only disaster and ruin. His mental activity was 
very marked as evinced by his great achievements. .A su
preme sense of duty was the cardinal trait of his character, 
and be was ever governed by its dictates. Be loved the 
truth and kept it inT"iolate. Ko obligation resting upon him 
was ever neglected. A promise made to his mother that he 
would never taste intoxicating drink · was kept faithfully to 
his death, and no soldier who followed his banner ever heard 

him utter an oath upon any battle field of hi renown. He 
had an abhorrence for hypocrisy and deceit. He was cast in 
the heroic mold and from the .lofty heights where such 
spirits are at holl!e looked down with scorn upon all that was 
base and mean. 

He had a passionate love for the beautiful region where he 
first saw the light, and during his most active campaigns often 
expressed the wish that he might return there and spend his 
day: in quiet when the strife of war was over. He was ever 
a friend to the weak and helple s. None ever appealed to him 
in yain if within his power to afford relief. Courage is of two 
types, physical and moral. He was the embodiment of both. 
His personal or physical courage made him indifferent to clan~ 
ger. rpon every battle field he sought the place where the 
strife wa most severe and was as calm amidst the storm of 
battle a · in the seclu. ion of Ws home. 

rpon the field of Boroclino, when Marshal Xey. almost alone 
and surrounded by thou:ands of Russians. saYed the army of 
France from annihilation, Xapoleon, in a burst of enthusiasm, 
said: 

Ile is the bravest man I ever aw . 

The Army of Northern Yirginia, the witness of his heroism, 
with one accord aid: 

Ko braver man tban :Uajor General Stuart e-rer walked upon any 
battle field of this Republic or any other land. 

At no time when the Army of Northern Yirginia was in peril 
was he absent from the territory where the danger was . up# 
posed to be. The only criticism, so far as I can learn, of hi.:J 
entire career when commanding the cavalry of the .Army of 
Northern Yirginia was hi~ abseuce on tbe fir t day's fight at 
Gettysburg. That criticism was unjust and without merit. 
He was absent under well-considered orders. 

Carl Schurz in his autobiography says: 
Neither General Lee nor General Meade desired to fight at Gettys· · 

burg; that General Lee wished the battle to be fought at Cashtown, and 
General ~feade wished It at Pipe Creek. 

Of course, I do not know what were General I.-ee's wi ·hes 
as to the place where the battle should be fought, l>ut I do 
know that General Stuart was guilty of no negligence and 
violated no order by his absence on the first clay's fight. 

As a military commander he had all the qualitie requi
site for succe::k'. As a commander of Cavall·y he had no 
superior, aud few eguals, if any, in either army. Geueral 
Sedgwick. an offieer of high repute in the Army of the United 
States, said: 

Stuat·t is the be t Cavalry officet· ever born in Xot·th America. 

During tile war between the States in the two campaigns 
most disa trous to the Federal Army-that of General l.lc 4 

Clellan in his unsuccessful attempt to captme Richmond, and 
that of General Pope-he contributed largely to the final 
re ult. He made the entire circuit of both armies and fur
nished information of the highest importance to Confederate 
headquarters. 

Many critics haYe pronounced the Battle of Chancellors
ville the mo~t brilliant of the many victories won by Gen. 
Robert E. Lee. 1\'h.en his inferiority in number" and the fact 
that the Federal troops were driven from their entrenchments 
are considered, the statement is probably correct. It has been 
called the tactical masterpiece of tile nineteenth century. 

This battlefield will ever be blended ~ith the name and 
fame of Maj. Gen. J. E. B. Stuart. When Gen. A. P. Hill 
was wounded, Gen. Stonewall Jackson. upon that field of his 
renown, gaye the last military order ever issued by him: 

Send for General Stuart. Tell General Stuurt to act upon his 
own judgment. I have implieit confidence in him. 

General Lee also sent a me sage to General Stuart to as· 
sume command. He had gone toward Ely's Ford. 'Vhen the 
message reached him, he rode rapidly to the scene of con4 

flict. 
The Battle of Chancellor'"' ville was brought on by the su

perior strategy of General Lee. but the re ·ult on that battle 
field was due largely to the daring and skill of ~Iajor General 
Stuart. He rode in front of the Confederate force . shouting 
and ·inging, '·Old Joe Hooker, will you come out of the wilder
ness?" 

There came hack the response, "\\~e will drive Old Joe 
Hooker out of the wildernes:' ... 

His heroic conduct created the wildest enthusiasm, and the 
cheers which greeted him could be heard above the rattle of 
musketry and the thunder of artillery. 

'The face of General Lee lighted up with a certainty of 
sucees. as he listened to the cheers, and he said : " General 
Stuart is there. No force can stop hi~. The battle is won~." 
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He has been likened by many to .Marshal Ney. Both had the 
same "plendid courage, but !13.I'shal Ney had not the moral 
force whieh was an element in the character of General Stuart. 

Mnrshal N"ey he. itated to assume responsibility in an emer
gency. General Stuart always was prompt to act when duty 
requiTed. Unlike Mar hal Ney, who had ri ked his life upon 
a hundred battle fields for the glory and honor of France, and 
who was tried by the Chamber of Peers under a i·oyal ordi
nance, found guilty of treason, and judicially murdered, Gen
eral Stuart had the respect arid confidence of his comrades 
<luring all the vicissitudes of the era which witne sed his great 
achievements. He had their unchanging love-a love as un-
el:fish as that gh·en to him by his comrades in the days of his 

boyhood. 
They haye erected to his memory in the city of Richmond a 

beautiful equestrian statue, upon which is engraved this well
de ·ened epitaph: 

STU .ART 

I've called his name, a statue stern and vast, 
It rests enthroned upon the mighty pa t, 
Fit plinth for him whose image in the mind 
Looms up as tba t of one by God designed. 
Fit plinth, in sooth ! The mighty past for him 
Whose simple name is Glory's synonym. 
E'en Fancy's self in ber enchanted sleep 
Can dream no future which may cease to keep 
IIis name in guard, like sentinel, and cry 
From Time's great bastions, "It shall never die!" 

His mo t enduring and noble t monument will be found in 
the hearts of the people of this great Republic, regardless of 
sections, from the Great Plains of the Korthwest to the Gulf of 
Mexico. He was mortally w-ounded at Yellow Ta-vern, about 

miles from the city of Richmond, State of Virginia, on the 
11th day of l\lay. 18G4, and on the next clay his mighty spirit 
went to a final resf, rejoicing in the triumph and faith of the 
Christian religion. 

His death· brought incere anu profound sorrow to the braYe 
in every land. He is buried in the city of Richmond amidst 
the people he loYed so well, in whose behalf he had displayed 
boundless activity and heroism unsnrpas ed. "\\hen his deuth 
was announced to Gen. Robert E. Lee that great commander 
said : " I can carcely think of him without weeping." 

Ararat Ri\er, upon whose banks he had played in his early 
days, to the melody of whose rippling, laughing waters he had 
so often li ·tened with joy and delight, will e\er sing hi requiem. 
His name will be respected and honored in e\ery land where 
patrioti m and moral heroism has a home. 

Fortunate is the Nation and exalted will be it destiny which 
can furni:"h to the world uch a model for emulation as that 
portrayed in the character of Maj. Gen. J. E. B. Stuart. [Ap
plause, the Members rising.] 

MESS.d..GE FROM THE PRE !DENT OF THE UNITED STATES 

A mes~age in writing from the Pre ident of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Repre entative. by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretarie., who also informed the House of 
Repre"' entati-ves that the President had, on February 4, ap
pro\ed bill of the following title : 

H. R. 7484. An act O'rantlng the consent of Congress to the 
State Highway Commi sion of Arkan,<::a to construct, main
tain, and operate a bridge across Red River near Fulton, Ark. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SE~ ATE 

A me sage from the Senate by Mr. Cra"Ven, one of its clerks, 
announced that the enate had passed bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the Hou"e of Representati\es was 
requested: 

S. 2586. An act granting the consent of Congres to the J. R. 
Buckwalter Lumber Co. to <'On. truct a bridge acros." Pearl 
River in the State of Mi.. is ippi. 

SEX ATE BILL REFERRED 

Senate bill of the following title wa ~ taken from the Speak
er's table and referred to its appropriate committee, as indi
ca ted below : 

S. 25 6. An act granting the con::;ent of Congress to the J. R. 
Buckwalter Lumber Oo. to con truct a bridge across Pearl 
River in the State of Mississippi ; to the Committee on inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Mr. O.A.:\1PBELL, from the Oommittee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that the committee examined and found truly enrolled 
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

S. 1423. An act to relinquish the title of the United States to 
the land in the donation claim of the heirs of J. B. Bauclreau, 
situated in the county of Jackson, State of Mississippi. 

CHIPPEWA TIDIA~"S OF MINNESOTA 

Mr. K~TUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for fi"Ve minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from l\1inne ota asks unani
mous con ent to proceed for five minute . Is there objection? 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texa.. Resernng the right to object, 
l\Ir .. Speaker, on what subject? 

Mr. KXUTSO~. I am about to submit a unanimous-con ent 
reque t, and I wish to explain it to the Hou e. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. KNUTSON. Ur. Speaker, I feel that I am almost com

mitting an act of desecration in taking the floor after the re
markable oration to which we baye just listened, and were 
it not for the fact that I wish to call the attention of the House 
to an emerO'ency which requires immediate action, I would not 
have the temerity to follow so eloquent a .. peaker and o be
lo"Ved a l\Iember as our good friend Major STEDMAN. 

:My friends, on the first day of this session I introduced the 
bill H. R. 183 to provide a $100 per capita payment to the 
Chippewa Indians of 1\Iinne:ota. This action was taken at the 
request of the Chippewas them elYes, and is the result of a 
very serious condition that exists among them. 

The Chippewas of Minnesota are in destitute circumstances 
and they must have relief. The Committee on Indian .Affairs 
Yery kindly reported this measure out of the committee . e-veral 
days ago, and this is the first opportunity that I ha-ve had to 
<:all it up; and in view of the great emergency which exist , I 
tru t that no Member will offer any objection. 

Let me ·ay for the benefit of the House that the money that 
it is propo ed to pay to the Chippewas belongs to them. They 
have with the Federal Trea ury a tribal fund of something like 
$5,000,000 or $6,000,000, a.nd it is for the purpo e of tiding them 
over a very critical period that I am asking at this time, ~lr. 
Speaker, unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill H. R. 183. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani
mous consent for the present con ideration of tbe bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clel'k read as follow .. : 
A bill (H. R. 183) prortding for a per capita payment of 100 to each 

enrolled member of the Chippewa Tribe of :\Iinne ota from the funds 
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United States 

Be it etwcted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 
hereby, authorized to withdraw from the Treasury of the "United States 
so much as may be necE.' ary of the principal fund on deposit to the 
credit of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, arising under 
section 7 of the act of January 14, 1889 (25 Stat. L. 642), entitled 
"An act for the rE.'lief and civlllzation of the Chippewa Indians in the 
State of ~Ilnnesotn," and to make therefrom a per capita payment or 
distribution of $100 to each enrolled member of the tribe, under such 
rules and regulation as the said Secretary may pre cribe: P~·ot'idcd1 
That before any payment is made hereunder the Chippewa Indians of 
llinne. ota shall, in such manner as may lle prescribed by the Secre
tary of the Interior, ratify the provi.~ions of thls act and accept same : 
Provided further, 'l·hat the money paid to the Indians as authorized 
herein shall not be ubject to any lien or cla1m of attorneys or other 
parties. 

Amend tbe title so as to Tead: "A bill pro-viding for a per 
.capita payment of $50 to each enrolled member of the Cllip
pewa Tribe of :Minnesota. from the funds tanding to tlleir credit 
in the Trea ury of the "'Cnitecl States." 

:llr. TILSO~. Mr. Speaker re ervin"' the right to object
and I shall not object-! wi h to Rtate that it is not u.·ual 
for unanimous-consent matters to be called up on ::my other day 
except on ~manimou. -con. ent day. It is a good rule to abide by, 
and the only de\iation from it sbould be in ca ·es of real emer
gency. The gentleman from Minnesota [l\Ir. K "UT ON] has 
presented a case of a real emergency where there seems to be 
suffering and where we are asked to allow tlle ·e Indians to 
u ·e_ orne of their own money. We must authorize it by apvro
priation, how-e-ver, before they can use it, as I uncler. tand the 
situation. 

Mr. BYRKS. Ha · the bill been favorably reported from the 
Committee on Indian .Affiar.·? 

l\Ir. TILSON. I so understand. 
Mr. KNUTSON. It was reported on Thursday. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Reserving tbe right to object, 

Mr. Speaker, may I aRk the gentleman from Minnesota ll\II'. 
KXU'l'SON] this que.tion? Thi · bill does not ay from what 
fund this money i. to be paitl, whether from the principal of 
the permanent fund or tlle iuterest thereof. From \YI1at 
funds i the payment to be made? 

Mr. KNuTSOX. It ii'i to be paid from money ~ to their 
cre<lit in the Federal Treasury. 
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Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Both intere t and principal 

are deposited in the Treasm·y to the credit of the Chippewas. 
But there is some considerable difference between the use 
that hould be made of them under the law. 

Mr. KNUTSON. The gentleman has been a member of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs for a number of years, and this 
bUI follows the language of previous bills. 

M:r. CARTER of Oklahoma. We have a treaty with the 
Chippewas by which certain uses can be made of the interest 
on the permanent fund, but which directs that the principal be 
held in the Treasury of the United States for 50 years after 
the adoption of that treaty in 1889, and that · it be divided 
among the members of the Chippewa Tribe then living and 
enrolled. 

Now, there is this contingency when you appropriate from 
the principal of the permanent fund: The personnel of the 
Chippewa Tribe may change considerably between now and 
the eA--piration of tho e 50 years, so that many of those now 
living will probably have died at the end of that 50-year 
period, and there will be some born that are not now living. 
As this money is divided among the Chippewas at this time, 
just to that extent is there a violation of the treaty, and 
just to that extent will the Federal Government be called 
upon to rectify that some time in the future by an appropria
tion-not from Chippewa funds but from Treasw·y funds. 

I do not expect to object to the bill, becau e the gentleman 
says it is a necessity and that the Chippewas are in dire need 
at this time. But I do not think the matter should be passed 
without calling this to the attention of the ~embers of the 
Hou·e. 

Mr. n-ruTSON'. There is no man on the floor of the House 
who knows more about Indian affairs than the gentleman from 
Oklahoma; and I wish to say to the House that the committee 
ha · reduced the amount called for in my- bill from $100 to $50. 

I have here in my band clippings from newspapers in Miune· 
sota calling attention to the urgency of the situation, and 1 
sincerely trust that no :uember on either sip.e of the aisle will 
object to the present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. 1\IoKEO\YN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KNUTSON. Yes. 
Mr. McKEOWN. I understand that a great many of these 

Indians are starving and that is the occa ion for the consid· 
erat:on of this bill at this time, and I will say to my colleague 
from Oklahoma (1\!r. CARTER] that the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
suggested to the Committee on Indians Affairs that after this 
payment was IQade they were going to initiate another policy 
that will take care of the situation. 

1\Ir. KNUTSON. I understand that is correct. 
Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. This is what should be done: 

The whole matter ought to be sent" to the court for appropriate 
adjudication, pending · which no further depletion of the fund 
should be permitted. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Let me say to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
that our committee has already reported a jurL'3dictional bill. 

1\Ir. CARTER of Oklahoma. If that is not done in the end, 
we are going to have big claims made on the Treasury by those 
who are born hereafter on account of these payments to those 
who are now living but who will be dead at the time payments 
are to be made under the treaty. 

~Ir. ·KNUTSON. As I say, the committee has reported a 
jurisdictional bill, and we hope for early consideration of it by 
the Hou e. 

The SPEAKER. I there objection? 
~Ir. J A.COBSTEIN. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to ob· 

ject, I would like to a ·k the majority leader if he regards this 
as emergency legislation? 

l\lr. TILSON. I do. The gentleman from Minnesota has 
con-vinced me, together with the action of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, which has carefully considered the matter-and 
I am prepared to accept their. judgment in the matter-that this 
is an emergency proposition. 

llr. JACOBSTEIN. I would like to ask the distinguished 
Member whether be would be willing to also include some coal 
legi~lation as being proper emergency legislation at this time. 
I consider that an emergency of greater importance than the 
matter now before the Hou ·e. Why does not the gentleman 
introduce legislation of that character? 

Mr . . KNUTSON. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
not gum up the cards by any suggestions of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, with the following committee amend

ment : On page 2, line 2, strike out " $100" and insert in lieu 
there f " 50," and amend the title. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time and pas •. ed. 

The title was amended to read as follows: '·A. bill providing 
for a per capita payment of $50 to each enrolled member of the 
Chjppewa Tribe of Minnesota from the funds standing to their 
credit in the Trea ury of the United States." 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill ¥vas passed 
was laid on the table. 

THE COAL SITUATION 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I a-sk unanimous 
consent to revi ' e and extend my remarks in the RECORD on t he 
coal question: · 

The -SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the RECO.&Ll 
on the coal question. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SOMERS of )~\ew York. Mr. Speaker, winter has come. 

Winter with its wind and its sleet and its cold. Hitherto na
ture has been kind to the East, forcing us to endure only a 
comparatively few days of severe weather. But yesterday 
morning New York awoke to find it elf wrapped in a blanket 
of snow and of ice. Ordinarily our city would pay little heed 
to this sort of storm, for we have learned to expect it at this 
time of the year. We have also learned to expect much more 
such weather in the next two months. Hence, it was that 
there arose from the lips of the people a cry of despair. For 
New York bas no coal. It is being denied coal by a small 
group of militant labor leaders and avaracious mine operator , 
whose differences are not only permitted but are encouraged 
by the willfulness of an indifferent administration. Our cit~ 
has its aged, its ill, and its infants, and it must have heat to 
keep the crape from their doors. 

·when the strike first threatened, the President, through his 
Secretary of Labor, repeatedly assured us in straightforward 
language the Federal Government would take drastic steps, if 
necessary, to prevent suffering on the part of tho ·e who were 
dependent on anthracite coal. Now, the strike ha gone on 
for more than five months. Men·, "\Vomen, and children have 
borne with remarkable patience the inevitable suffering, 
eagerly awaiting the fulfillment of the Pre ident's. promb;e. 
Are we to wait in vain? In the meantime being robbed by 
unscrupulous profiteering. 

We have been told the State of Penn ·ylvania must settle 
this problem, but Pennsylvania politicians have betrayed the 
people, fearing to offend the money interest on one hand and 
the labor interest on the other. On the former depends their 
nomination; on the lat~er their election. No mercy can ue 
expected there. Sub titutes for coal are in such demand that 
the price has gone far out of the reach of the poor. They 
can only shiver and suffer and die. 

After mtneRl:iing the obstinacy of both sides in the recent 
conferences, we have given up all hope for a settlement in this 
direction. w·e can only look now to the mercy of the Presi
dent of our country. We have continually beseeched him to 
bear our pleadings. So far there has been no response. 

The President could send the Army into the mines to
morrow. He could send coal into our homes in seven days. 
After the crisis is over, he coulcl argue his constitutional 
rights in as long a period as he pleased. What we want now 
is coal. Not constitutional camouflage. 

FffiST URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL 

:Mr. AKTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hou e resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8722, 
the urgent deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House · resolved itself into the Commitee 

of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
con ideration of the bill (H. R. 8722) making appropriations 
to supply urgent deficiencies in certain approp1iations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, and prior fiscal years, to pro
vide urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1926, and June 30, 1927, anu for other pur
poses, with Mr. 0HINDBLOM in the chair. 

The CHA.IRl\IAN. The House is in Committee of tlte ·whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further considera-
tion of the bill H. R. 8722, which the Clerk will report by 
title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR1\1A....ll{. When the commitee ro e on Thursday 

the bill was being read for amendment under the five-minute 
1·ule, and the Clerk will proceed "ith the reading of the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
In all, V7 ,265,821.84, which shall be credited, respectively, to the 

appropriation accounts above e.numerated. 

Mr. WILLIA:\.1 E. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move to sh'ike 
out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, having been born and raised 
on a farm until 20 years of age, I have a recollection of what 
the farm wa 35 years age. 

In that period there was always a urplus of grain on me 
farm. This surplus was carried by the farmer. 

In those days after the harvest the haymow was filled with 
hay, the granaries were filled with corn and other cereals, rmd 
the straw stack remained on the outside. 

The farmer went to town on Saturday, made his purchases 
for the necessitie of life. 

TllE'n he gradually sold from the granary and baylJ10W 
enou~ll to pay his bills. 

But inv-ariably at the end of the year thete was left a sur
plu~. Tlli · ·urplus was in the clear and he carried it over 
until the next year or to such time as the prices would show 
a reasonable profit. 

In thi way the farmer carried the surplus. This was the 
time of the reaper, the mower, and the self-binder. But since 
then the farming business has changed. To-day the farmer 
carries on hi. farming with impro\""ed utensils at a high auto
mobile speed, rai es better crop , increase production, plauts 
more land, and the re ult is a larger supply of products. 

But when the harvest time comes his indebtedness is so large 
that he find." it neces ary to sell the entire crop in order to 
rai -·e the money to pay the bills. What is the result? Market 
decline .. he ells at low prices, and plantg at high prices, and 
the result his profits are nil, and the farming occupation to-day 
is not a profitable propo ition. 

Regulation of production and rotation of crops in accordance 
"ifu instructions that might be sent out by the Agricultural 
Department would aid the farmer more than any other process. 
Can it be done? That is the question that always brings a 
negative answer. 

It would seem to me that if every State through the farm 
organization would work out this principle the farmer would 
soon ee ilie advantage of reducing production in accordance 
with the surplus of the previous year and in that way would 
regulate prices. However, this does not meet the approval of 
tho. e managing the legislation for farm relief. 

For the demand at this time seems to be to pass legislation 
to give the farmer immediate relief. What that will be is 
problematical. I belieY"e that an export company would be 
advantageou . 

Take corn as an example. Where will they export corn? 
There i no country in Europe that use corn to any extent, 
and . o corn will ha\e to be fed for pork and the pork exported 
in order to dispo e of this surplus in an export way. 

stopped from coming into this country or a regulation passed 
where all alcohol should be made of corn and cereals in this 
country, it would use up 20,000,000 bushels of grain per year. 
This would reduce the surplus to that extent. 

My judgment is that the farmer will be obliged to work out 
his own salvation to a large extent, but I think that ey-ery 
Congre. sman, regardless of his location, wants to help the 
farmer, providing something can be brought before them that 
would be sound legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
bas expired. 'Vitbout objection, the pro forma amendment will 
be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read a.s follows : 
For fees to special delivery mes~engers, fiscal year 1924, $213.06. 

Mr. BOYL.A..'{. Mr. Chairman, I mov-e to strike out the last 
word. 

1\fr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, in this morn
ing's paper appears this cablegram from London : 
STOCIU~GS FOR DONK»YS-TREY WILL BE WOR~ IN WOM~''S .A.NTIFLYI!ITFJ 

CRUSADE 

Loxoo::-;, February It-The silk-stocking fad is to be taken up by the 
donkey in Algeria. Mrs. F. K. SaJi, who has been carrying on humani
tarian work among the donkeys, mules, and camels in North Africa, is 
1n London to collect stockings for them. 

he says the animal In Algeria, especially the donkeys, suffer from 
fiybites on their leg , and she desires to obtain worn-out tockings which 
wlll be used to keep secure bandages on their legs. 

She has authority from the governors of Algeria, Tunis, and Morocco 
to seize any unfit animal for treatment. 

Mr. Cooirman, the Pre ldent in his mes. age to the Congress 
recently said that we should not be unmindful of the common 
obligations of humanity. To-day, in the city of New York and 
throughout the Eastern and Northern States, a snow fall en
compa ses the entire territory. It will take the city of New 
York at least 10 da .. s to dig itself out of the snow that has fallen 
there, and yet that city, together with other cities of the East 
and North, suffers from a lack of anthracite c.oal. Sub titutes 
have been used without proper effect. 

Dluminatlng gas has been used for heating purposes, causing 
the death of many of the residents of our city. Soft coal is 
being used a a substitute, blowing out the fronts of stoves in 
the homes and suffocating the residents of our city, and yet the 
Congress remains supine. Although the Pre ident tells us we 
owe an obligation to humanity, we do not make a olltary move 
to relie\e this situation. We will vote millions, even to the 
extent of $25,000,000, for the enforcement of a single law, but 
not a dollar will we spend or not a move will we make to help 
the suffering citizens of the North and East in our country. 
We are evidently proceeding under the plan that we will give 
millions and millions to keep a nation sober iu order that they 
may die sober, but let them die of cold or hunger or any other 
thing as long as they die sober. It is the verdict of the Ameri
can Congre"s that we will disregard the dictates of common 
humanity; far better that the soul in passing on to its Maker 
pass on, although starved, yet by all mean let it pass on sober. 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
COAST GUARD 

Getting back to the surplus proposition. I believe ov-er a 
})eriod of .fi.\e years there would be no surplus of any grain 
raised in the United States, if you could take the average. 
For illustration, we will start with the year 1S26, and we will 
say that there is a surplus of corn. The surplus of that year 
would be placed in elevators. The Government might loan 
money on that crop, on the elev-ator receipts. The farmer 
could get along for another year with the use of this money, 
and we will say that at the end of the next year, 1927, there 
was another surplus of corn for that year, and the same process 
could be carried on. But in Hl28 there might be a failure of Additional vessel : For additional motor boats and their equipment 
the corn crop, and the result would be that during that year and for five seaplanes and their equipment for the use of the Coa.st 
the surplus held over from the years 1926 and 1927 would be Guard in enforcing the laws of the United States, and in performiug 
sold. thG duties with which the Coast Guard is charged, to be constructed or 

The farmer would take the income and profits and pay off purcha eel in the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and for 
the original loan, and what would be left would be his, which repairs or alterations to or for equipping and placing in commis ion 
would necessarily be a profit, becau ·e by housing the surplus vessels or boats tran.o;;;fcrr~d from the Navy Department to the Trea ury 
the price would be regulated to the advantage of the farmer. Deprtment for the use of the Coa t Guard, $3,900,000, to remain 

llednced prices in transportation, in my judgment, is the a>ailable until December 31, 192G. 
mo~t feasible thing for the farmer at the present time. If Mr. IDLL of Maryland. 1\Ir. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
we should build a waterway from Lake Michigan to the Gulf amendment. 
of Mexico, it will reduce the price of transportation on grains Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of 
averaging from 5 to 7 cents. The result wonld be that order against the paragTaph. 
if a farmer raised 60 bushels of grain on an acre, and he The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman 
sa\ es 7 cents a bushel, he would sa¥e $4.20 an acre. Add from Xew York that no point of mder was reser¥ed against 
that to his profit on a hundred acres, and it would make this bill at the time of its Introduction in the House and its 
$420 that he could put in his profit. commitment to the Committee of the Whole House on the 

There are other things, such as corn sugar, that might use state of the Union. 
large quantities of the corn that the cane of southern coun- Mr. GRIFFIN. May I say a word on that, Mr. Chairman? 
trie have the advantage of at the present time. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had not stated his conclu:ion, 

The manufacture of alcohol in this counh·y to-day is about but the Chair will listen to the gentleman. 
80,000,000 gallons per yea1·. Thjs alcohol is mostly all made Mr. GRIFFIN. I am aware of tlJe fact that no point of 
of blackstrap coming from Cuba. If that blackstrap could be r or<ler was resened upon this bill, and it is perhaps the first 
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anti the only bill from the Committee on Appropriations upon 
which all points of order have not been reserved. It seems to 
be necessary, under the precedents of the House, that some
body should be alert enough upon the floor when an appro
priation bill is reported to rise in his place and say, "I reserre 
all points of order against this bill," in order to preserve the 
right of the 435 Members of this House to object to an ob"'"i
ously illegal, unlawful, and improper provision in an appro
priation bill. 

This bill contains an appropriation of $3,900,000 for the 
building or purchase of new ships. It is clearly new legisla
tion. If a na-val appropriation bill were submitted to the 
Hou~e containing an appropriation of $3,000,000 or more for 
the building of a destroyer, the peace advocates in this Hou e 
would ~·ir;e howling in their places and protest against it and 
re!';er"'"e all points of order. Whr is it when this bill comes in 
for the Treasury Department, appropriating $3,900,000 to build 
ves els for the Coast Guard to be u ed in the enforcement of 
prohibition, there is no mnn here sufficiently di-spassion.ate to 
get np in his place and forget his attitude upon the prohibition 
question and sny, "Here is a situation where the rule is being 
violated and an improper appropriation is being put upon a 
bUl, and I rel:lerve all points of order," no matter how he may 
think upon the merits of the question. 

1\lr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 
:\Ir. GRIFFIN. I yield. 
::\Ir. BYRNS. The gentleman bring an indictment against 

every ::uember of the House, becau ~e any l\Iember is privile~-ed 
to re~erve points of order on such a bill. The gentleman brings 
an indictment against every ~!ember for failure to reserve Rll 
points of order. The gentleman himself is a member of tte 
Committee on Appropriations and a l\Iember of this Hou~e. 
nnd the gentleman had the same priyilege and the sa111e oppor
tunity to make the point of order that any other :\!ember had 
to make a point of order against this bill. So the indictml'nt 
whi<:h the gentleman draws against the member ·hip of the 
Ilouse i an indictment against himself. 

1\Ir. GUIFFIN. The gentleman is only partially stating t.he 
facts. I am a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
but I was engaged in my subcommittee work. This bill was 
reported at 5 o'clock in the afternoon and there wert! not 20 
Members here in the H<JUse when the bill was reported. I 
doubt ·whether there was a member of the Committee on A.ppro
IJriations present when the bill was presented, and I cet:tair:ly 
acquit the gentleman from Tennes:-;ee of any indlfferenre 
about it, because I knmY if he had l.;een here he would probably 
have reserved his rights, as he clict on the 'Var Department 
blll which was reported day before yesterday. 

l\lr. DOWELL. :May I ask the gentleman how the bill could 
have been reported without a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations being present? 

l\Ir. WEF ALD. I would like the gentleman to al:w . get tx
cited over the item here that carries $149,250,000 for refund of 
taxes. That is murh larger than this item. 

l\Ir. GRIFF!~. I will allow the gentleman to exerci e his 
priYilege to get excited over that, but I want to call the attE>n
tion of the Ohair and the Members of the House to the lflct 
that we are governed by a precedent in this House that is 
unjust to the 435 Member of this body who are interested in 
all bills that come before them. 

l\Ir. DO.WELL. l\Ir. Chairman, I make the point of order the 
gentleman is not addressing himself to the po~t of order. ~he 
gentleman is simply trying to lecture somebody for somethmg 
which he himself failed to do. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. The gentleman should not interrupt me 
unle ·s the gentleman is recognized by the Chair or unless I 
yield to the gentleman. 

The CIIAIRl\IAN. The gentleman would not have to yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa in order that the gentleman from 
Iowa might make a point of order. The gentleman from Iowa 
makes the point of order that the gentleman from New York is 
not discussing his point of order. 

The Chair thinks that the gentleman has consumed more 
than a reasonable time in criticizing the rule rather than dis
cussing the rule itself. 

1\Ir. GRIFFIN. I know that the Chair is disposed to rule 
against me on my point of order. The point I want to make 
is this. I have a right to appeal--

Mr. DOWELL. l\Ir. Chairman, I insist on my point of order. 
If the gentleman from New York desires to discuss the point 
of order he has that privilege, but we ha>e listened long enough 
to him charging everything to other Members of the House in 
failing to perform a duty which he failed to perform himself. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Permit me to say that my object in discuss
ing this point of order to the extent it has gone is simply to 
call the attention of the House to the precedents unde~ which 

we are governed and which we can overrid~. I have u right, as 
the Chairman knows, to appeal from his decision a.nd take up 
the time of the House in discus ing the point of order and dis
posing of it. I do not want to do that, I am willing to abide by 
the decision of the Chair on this matter, but I want to put on 
record my protest against the method under which we are 
working by saying that the rights of Members are sacrificed by 
an apparent want of vigilance when appropriation bills 
come in. 

It is distinctly understood that the Appropriation-committee 
has no right to tack new legislation upon e.n appropriation 
bill or to provide appropriations for undertaki~gs not passed 
upon by legislation committees and duly enacted into law. 
When the Appropriation Committee was granted its e:rtensh'e 
powers it was with the distinct proviso that it should not tre~
pass upon the rights of the legislation committees. This alu
tary and eminently fair demarcation of duties may, it seems, 
if we are going to cling to hoary precedents, be utterly wiped 
out if through inDdvertence there is no one on the floor inter
ested enough in the subject to reserve all points of order when 
the bill is reported to the House. 

If the division of duties between the Appropriation Commit
tee and the legislation committees is desirable-and no one 
will deny that fact-then, whenever the Appropriation Com
mittee exceeds its powers, as I think has been done in this 
case, the right of the Members to object should not be destroyed 
by the mere accidental omi sion of some member of the com
mittee to make a technical objection when the bill is introduced. 
Such an omission can not make a thing right which is wrong 
from the beginning. It gives the committee the advantage, 
whereas the advantage, if any, should be reserved to the 
Members of the House. 

Mr. BYRNS. 1\lr. Chairman, I ask to proceed for three min
utes out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennes ee asks 
unanimous con ent to proceed for three minutes out of order. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\Ir. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to make this 

statement. As the gentleman from Kew York says, points of 
order are always reserved on appropriation bills when intro
duced. I do not think there is any Member of the House on 
either side that .can be charged with dereliction of duty in 
failing to reserve a point of order on this bill, nor can any 
charge be made against the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, who introduced it at the time he did. That is 
a privilege which belongs to every Member of the House, 
whether he is a member of the committee or not. It is the 
usual custom for members of the subcommittee to make that 
reserYation. 

The full Committee on Appropriations met in the morning 
and considered this bill very carefully, at which, I think, the 
gentleman from New York was present. Of course, eYery 
member of the committee understood when it was reported 
unanimously from the committee, without any point of order 
being made against it, that the bill would be introduced <lur
ing the afternoon. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BYRKS. Yes. 
l\Ir. GRIFFIN. Does not the gentleman remember that I 

raised the point of order against this item in committee? 
1\Ir. BYRNS. If the gentlc::man did, I withdraw my state

ment as to him. I had forgotten it; and, of course, I gladly 
accept the gentleman's statement. It was understood by every 
member' of the committee that the bill would be introduced 
that afternoon by the chairman of the committee. The House 
was busy that afternoon considering the Agricultural appro
priation bill, and the committee did not rise until about 5 
o'clock in the afternoon, a. the gentleman from New York 
states. The bill was introduced just before adjournment. I 
was absent from the House at that particular time, although 
I had been here all the afternoon. Other members of the com
mittee were in a similar situation and were not on the floor. 

1\lr. GRIFFIN. And the gentleman remembers that two of 
the subcommittees were meeting in their rooms. 

Mr. BYRNS. Yes. The fact is I was not on the floor at 
the time, and other members of the subcommittee were not 
on the floor at the time it was introduced. Therefore, not being 
advised of the hour it was to be reported, I was not here 
to make a point of order. Personally I am in favor of this 
particular provision and would di like to see it go out on a 
point of order but if I had been here I would have made the 
reservation, if others had not, so as to preserve the rights of 
all the members. I want to say, in addition, that I do not 
think the gentleman from N-ew York has lost any r;ghts, be
cause the Coast Guard has already spent quite a sum of money 
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in building a fleet, and I am clearly of the opinion that this 
particular paragraph would not be subject to a point of order 
if the gentleman had the right to make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of order pending, the Chair 
will say that when he was asked to preside as chairman on 
this bill he was aware that no points of order had been re
served ~gainst the bill. While being generally faniiliar with 
the rule now involved, he proceeded to study the precedents 
and to further advise himself as to the philosophy and reason
ing underlying the rule. It is some time since the rule has 
been invoked because, ordinarily, points of order are reserved 
on all appropriation bills. 

It sl10uld be clearly stateu first, that the right to make a 
point of order in Committee of the Whole is not inherent; 
the Committee of the Whole is a creature of the House ; the 
Committee of the Whole has no power, no authority, except 
as granted by the House. As a matter of fact, each time a 
resolution is passed to go into Committee of the Whole or into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
there is a new organization of such committee. The House 
before the Committee of the Whole begins consideration of 
any bill, has an opportunity to pass upon points of order 
relating to such a bill. Points of order may be made or, 
without objection, may be reserved to a bill before it is com
mitted to the Committee of the Whole, or to Committee of 
the Whole Hou. e on the state of the Union, for consideration. 
If the House desires that the Committee of the Whole shall 
consider points of order, that result is usually accomplished by 
the House permitting the reservation of points of order to 
be made, and then the Committee of the Whole gets juris
diction to consider pOints of order. Otherwise, the theory and 

• philosophy is that the House, having committed a bill to the 
Committee of the 'Vhole House for its consideration, desires 
the committee to consider the whole bill and does not desire 
that the committee shall strike out any portion of the bill on 
points of order. 

"When portions of a bill are struck out in the Committee 
of the Whole on points of order, the Committee of the Whole 
does not report tho e portions of the bill back to the House ; 
1t does not even report its action upon those portions of 
the bill, but its report relates only to matters which have been 
considered in the committee and to the amendments that 
have been adopted. Then the House has the opportunity to 
act upon the amendments which haTe been adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The Chair believes that the rule is a wholesome one. The 
Ohair does not feel that it is subject to the criticism offered by 
one of the gentlemen in debate. No rights are lost. Anyone 
who objects to a paragraph in a bill which can not be made 
subject to a point of order may make a motion to strike out 
such paragraph in the bill, and a vote .can be had in Com
mittee of the Whole and subsequently in the House upon a 
motion to strike out the paragraph of the bill to which objec
tion is made. In fact, the House, upon failing to order the 
previous question, may itself proceed to consider the report of 
the Committee of tQe Whole. The Chair is perfectly clear as 
to the rule and will add that, in the consideration of legislative 
bills, no question of order arises except as to the jurisdiction 
of the committee reporting the bill, and under specific rules 
and the precedents questions of jurisdiction in respect to a 
legislative bill must be raised before consideration of the bill 
has begun, exc·ept in the case of an appropriation on a legis
lative bill, to which, under a special rule, objection may be 
made at any time. The precedents are to the effect fuat the 
rule relating to the reservation of the points of order relates 
only to appropriation bills, and in the opinion of the Chair the 
reason for those rulings is that questiuns of order can not 
ordinal'ily be raised in the consideration of bills, except in the 
case of appropriation bills. 

In view of the statements made in debate, the Ohair has 
thought it proper to make this general statement with reference 
to the philosophy and effect of the rule. No point of order 
haYing been raised to the point of order made by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. GRIFFIN], the Chair feels that under 
the decisions he must decline to entertain the point of order 
made by the gentleman from New York, because it relates to a 
paragraph in an appropriation bill, as to which bill no rese!:
vation of points of order was made. 

The Chair will add that the precedents sustaining this rul
ing will be found in paragraph 816, under section 2 of Rule 
XXI in the House Manual, and in Hinds' Precedents, Volume V, 
pages 955--959, sections 6921-6925. 

In section 6921, Volume V, of Hinds' Precedents, occurs the 
following: 

Points of order are usually reserved when appropriation bUls are 
referred to the Committee of the Whole in order that portions tn vio
lation of rule may be eliminated by raising points of order in com
mittee. 

The CommJttee of the Whole must report in its entirety a blll com
mJtted to it unless the House by a reservation of points of order 
sanctions the striking out of portions against order. 

On July 11, 1884, the House was considering the river and 
harbor appropriation bill in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, when Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, made a 
point of order against a particular paragraph on the ground 
that the Committee on Ri-rers and Harbors had no jurisdiction 
of the subject, and so forth. 

The point was then raised that this point might not be made, 
stnce points of order had not been resened on the bill when it 
was committed to the Committee of the Whole. Mr. Joseph G. 
Cannon, of llllnois, referred to this paragraph of the Manual 
and Digest: 

In case of ru1 appropriation reported by the Committee on Appro
priation.s in con1llct with rule 21, clause 3, and committed with the 
blll, it is not competent for the Committee of the Whole or its Chair
man to rule it out of order, because the House having committed the 
bill (of course, it is otherwise where the point was reserved before 
commitment) are presumed to have received as in order the report in 
its entirety. 

In deciding the question of order Mr. Wellborn, of Texas, 
Chairman, said : 

The Chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union is asked to withhold from the consideration of the committee 
a particular clause in an original bill on the ground that the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, reporting the bill to the House, did not 
have jurisdiction over the subject matter of the particular clause. In 
the view which the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole takes of 
the question it is not necessary to decide whether the CommJttee on 
Rivers and Harbors has jurisdiction o>er the subject matter of this 
particular clause or not. Whether it originally posse sed that juris
diction, it is not necessary for the Chair to decide in the view which 
he takes of this question, hence the Chair will not take the time to 
express any opinion in reference to it. 

The view of the Chair is this : The action of the House in submit
ting this blll to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for consideration does not leave it within the province of the 
Chair to pass upon the question of original jurisdiction in the ColD
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. The bill has been committed to the 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consideration, and· the 
Chairman of this committee belleves that be is but executing the order 
of the House when he decides that the bill shall be considered. Th~ 

committal of the bill to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, tho Chair thinks, was not n submission to the 
committee of the question whether or not the bill should be con
sidered, but an express direction to the committee to consider the bill. 
To hold that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole on a 
point of order could go back and inquire into assorted inegularlties 
and errors In the stages ol the bill which preceded its reference to 
the Committee of the Whole would be either to clothe the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole with power to review and reverse the order 
of the House in the matter of the reference, or place the House in the 
anomalous position of having expressly directed the Committee of the 
Whole to do a particular thing and at the same time left the com
mittee to determine whether the thing directed should be done or not. 

The point of order raised by the gentleman from Indiana is o>er
ruled. 

On appeal the decision of the Chair was sustained by a vote 
of 103 to 63. 

Other decisions in Hinds' Precedents are to the same effed. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk rend as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. HILL of Maryland: Page 37, line 14, 
strike out the figures " $3,900,000 " and insert in lieu thereof the 
figures " 14,994,000." 

1\Ir. HILL of Maryland. l\1r. Chah·man, it is not often that 
I am able to approach this committee with the calm assurance 
that I possess at the present time, th~t my suggestion on pend
ing legislation will be unanimously adopted ; but I know to-day 
that such gentlemen as the gentlel,llan from Georgia [Mr. 
UPSHAW] will eagerly support this amendment which I propose, 
and I feel doubly confident in this assurance because I have 
here upon this table before me a splendid statement from that 
veteran temperance reformer, Rev. Sam Small, with whom I 
know the gentleman from Georgia is in entire agreement, and 
which I shall later call to the attention of the House. 
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This Hem is for additional vessels for the Coast Guard. It J For every expenditure t•equislte for and Incident to the authorized 

appropriates $3,900,000. In view of the statements made in the work of the Coast Guard, as follows: 
hearings, in view of the far-flung coast line of the United For pay and allowances prescribed by law for commissioned officers, 
States, and in new of the existing situation on the question, cadets and cadet engineers, warrant officers, petty officers, and other 
that sum of money is gressly inadequate. enlisted men, active and retired, temporary cooks, and surfruen, substi-

In studying these hearings I have been con~lnced of the fact tute surfm·en, and one civilian instructor, fiscal year 1!:126, ~1,235,000; 
that this matter of coast defense from rum smuggling has not For pay and allowances prescribed by law for commissioned officers, 
been approached from the theory of policy and armament. We cadets and cadet engineers, warrant officers, petty officers, and other 
mu t har-e sufficient armament to carry out the declared policy enlisted men, active and retired, temporary cooks, and surfmen, substi
of thi House. [Applause.] And I hope the gentleman from tute surfmen, and one civillan instructor, rations or commutation 
Georgia [~1r. UPSHAW] will continue to applaud du.dng the 1·est thereof for cadets, cadet engineers, petty officers, and other enlisted 
of my discourse. men, fiscal year 1927, $1,218,141; 

l\Ir. "CPSHAW. I shall, as long as the gentleman keeps dry For rations or commutation thereof for petty officers and other 
and reasonable. enlisted men, fiscal year 1926, $100,000 : 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I shall; and I am going to cite Rev. For fuel and water for vessels, stations, and houses of refuge for 
Sam Small to the gentleman from Georgia. the fiscal years that follow: 

Therefore. having made a careful analysis of the coast line For 1926, $20,000: 
of the United States, I propose to this House not a haphazard For 1927, $336,206; 
appropriation for 35 ~essels, 125 fe~t long, with a cruising For outfits, ship chandlery, and engineers' store , fiscal year 1927, 
radius of a certain few miles for the defense of the coast, but $102,700 ; 
I am propo.Jng to you that we adequately protect the coast. For carrying out the pt'ovislons of the act of June 4, Hl20, for 
Do not take a haphazard request for 35 vessels. the fiscal years that follow: 

Figure out what the policy of the Nation is, figure out what For 1926, $10,000; 
the necessary atmament is, and then reconcile policy and For 1927, $3,0{)0; 
armament. I wish to read first from the hearings on page 542, For mileage and expenses allowed by law for officers, and actual 
and I think it is valuable that the House hear this. Admiral traveling expenses, per diem in lieu of subsistence not exceeding $4, 
Billard, who has charge of the policy and armament of the for other persons travel1ng on duty under orders from the Treasury
Coast Guard, is being questioned by the chairman of the Com- ·Department, including transportation of enlisted men and applicants 
mittee on Apprcpriatlons: for enlistment, with subsistence and transfers en route, or cash in 

The CHAIR:u:ax. I think you told the committee when you were here lieu thereof: expenses of recruiting; rent of rendezvous and expense 
before that the vessels you then had you thought were adequate to of maintaining the same; advertising for and obtaining men and 
meet the existing needs of the service. What has happened since that apprentice seamen, for the fiscal ~-eat·s that follow: 
time to change your mind about it? For 1926, $20,000 ; 

Admiral BILLARD. I do not recall telling the comrolttee that. For 1927, $12,000 i 
The CHA.IR:U:A~. Well, when we gave you the additional boats I For coastal communication lines and facilities and their malnte-

thlnk that statement was very comprehensively made. . nance, fiscal year 1926, $30,000 ; 
Admiral BILL--\.RD. When you gave us the additional boats, some year For draft animals and' their maintenance, fiscal year 1926, $4,000; 

and a half ago, I ·toid you that I hoped that they would be adequate, For contingent expenses, including communication service, sub-
but when I was last before you I recall making no such statement. sistence of shipwrecked persons succored by the Coast Guard; care, 

The CHAIR:U:A~. Of course, I made a mistake in saying that it was transportation, and burial of deceased officers and enlisted men, in
when you were here last. What I meant to say was that you made eluding those who ~e in Go,·ernment hospitals; wharfage; towage, 
the statement when we were giving you the boats. It was then that freight; storage; repairs to station apparatus; advertising; surveys; 
the statement was made. medals; labor; newspapers and periodicals for statistical purposes; 

Admiral BILLARD. Yes, sir. and all other necessary expenses which are not included under any 
The CHAlRlUX. Now, then, I ask you what has changed the situa- other heading, for the fiscal years that follow: 

tlon to require these additional vessels? For 1926, $10,000; 
Admiral .BILLARD. Simply a better knowledge of the problem as it has For 1927, 20,000; 

del"eloped. For repairs to Coast Guard vt>ssels and boats for the fiscal years 
that follow: 

l\ly colleagues. a better knowledge of the problem as it has 
developed is evident in the splendid statement of the Rev. Saru For 1926• $500,000: 
Small, which I shall offer you in a few minutes: For 1927, $143,410: 

The CHAIRMAN. What bas your better knowledge of the problem 
disclosed 1 

Admiral BILLARD, It bas disclosed the fact that the equipment we 
now have, while it can guard very satlsfactorlly certain sections of 
the coast, is not adequate to guard the entire coast. 

'fhe CHAIRM:AN. Do you mean the whole coast? 
Admiral BILLABD. Yes, sir; the coast where smuggling takes place .• 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from ~Iaryland 
has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIR:\IAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr: HILL of Maryland. l\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen of the 

committee, this pending bill-H. R. 8722-makes appropria
tions, first, to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropria
tion for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926; second, to pro
vide urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1926; and, third, to provide urgent supple
mental appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927. 

The whole of the proposed added Coast Guard appropriation 
is as follows : 

COAST GU.A..RD 

Additional vessels: For additional motor boats and their equipment 
and for five seaplanes and their equipment for the use of the Coast 
Guard in enforcing the laws of the United States, and in performing 
the duties with which the Coast Guard is charged, to be constructed 
or purchased in the discretion of the Scereta.ry of the Tt·ea.sury, and 
for repairs or alterations to or for equipping and placing in commis
sion vessels or boats transferred from the Navy Depat·tment to the 
Treasury Department for the use of the Coast Guard, $3,900,000. to 
remain available untll December 31, 1926 • . 

Total, exclusive of additional Yessels, for the fiscal years that 
follow: 

For 1926, $1,929,000: 
For 1927, $1,835,457. 
Office of the commandant: For additional personal services fn the 

District of Columbia in accordance with " the classification act of 
1923," for the fiscal years that follow: 

For 1926, $1,650; 
For 1927, $6,750. 

Damage claims: To pay claims for damages to or losses of privately 
owned property adjusted and determined by the Treasury Depart
ment, under the provisions of the act entitled "An net to provide a 
method for the settlement of claims arising against the Government 
of the United States in sums not exceeding $1,000 in any one case," 
approved December 28, 19:?2, as fully set forth in House Document 
No. 153, Sixty-ninth Congress, $1,634.96. 

The Appropriations Committee advi~es me that the coRt 
of attempting to enforce the Y olstead Act is as follows for tll.e 
years 1926 and 1927: 

1926 
Coast Guard : 

Regular act------------------------------------- $10. 500. 000 
This bilL--------------------------------------- 1, 932, 000 

Total-----------------------~--------------- 12,432,000 
Prohibition Unit------------------------------------ 11,000,000 
Department of Justice (estimated at one-third of total 

appropriation for the department)------------------ 8, 000, 000 

Total---------------------------------------- 31,432,000 

To this should be added amounts for Customs Service devoted 
to prohibition activities and other miscellaneous expenses not 
definitely determinable. These would bring the total to around 
$32,000,000. 
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1927 -

Coast Guard : · 
Regular bill--------------------------~--------- $12,700,000 
This bUt-

New equipmenL------------------------------ 8, 900, 000 
Operatmg expenses-------------------------- 1, 842, 000 

Total---------------------------------- }8,442,000 
Prohibition Unit------------------------------------ 0,635,000 
Department of Justice (one-third total)______________ 8, 000,000 

Total---------------------------------------- 37,077,000 

Adding Customs Service expenses and other miscellaneous 
would bring total to ·about $37,500,000. 

This makes for 1926, $32,000,000; for 1927, $37,500,000. Ap
proximate total for two years, $69,500,000. And there will be 
more later. 

I thank the acting chairman of the committee for these :figures 
of the Coast Guard this yea1·, the appropriation last year, 
the appropriation for prohibition enforcement this year, and 
the appropriation for prohibition enforcement last year. 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. With plea ure. 
1\ir. BYRNS. Of course, the gentleman is aware that if 

such a large increase, as proposed, is made that there ought 
to be a great many millions of dollars to provide the per
sonnel to man the vessels and the supplies and fuel necessary 
during the year. Does the gentleman pro!)ose to follow this 
with a sub~equent amendment? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. If this is adopted, it has been 
e timated by the Coast Guard it will cost to run each one of 
the 1,666 added boats at least $100,000 a year for each boat. 
So that will make necessary the difference between--

Mr. BYRNS. Let me ask the gentleman who offers the 
amendment and says he propo. ed to follow that with an 
amendment, Is the gentleman sincerely in favor of appro
priating $114,000,000 in this deficiency bill in addition--

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am against all futile waste of 
money, because it is futile. But, if yon appropriate anything, 
I should be glad to see a proper appropriation made. 

Mr. BYRNS. Is the gentleman really for his amendment? 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am for attempting to enforce all 

laws. If some laws are unenfoTcible, they should be repealed 
or modified; if, however, you propose to appropriate $7,000,000 
more for Coast Guard, do it with some degree of common 
sense I am against throwing good money after bad. If you 
gentlemen are sincerely for what you call "law enforcement," 
you will vote for my proposed amendment. 

Mr. SPEAKS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will. 
Mr. SPEAKS. I want to inquire why the gentleman thinks 

it necessary to make such a very large increase of appropria
tion for Coast Guard purposes in view of Admiral Billard's 
statement that "there has been a Vei'Y great diminution of 
smuggling, notably on the North Atlantic seaboard." He fur
ther says: 

I am satisfied that smuggling along the shores of Long Island has 
been greatly curtailed, and that there is comparatively little at this 
time. Undoubtedly there is some. Occasionally a launch will get by 
the Coast Guard line, but I am satisfied that the amount of smuggling 
there has been greatly reduced. 

In view of that statement, why does the gentleman think it 
is necessary to enlarge the appropriation to such extent? 

Mr. fiLL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman I 
would not have offered it except for the fact that Admiral 
Billard is asking for this increase of thirty-five 125-foot boats 
and asking a total of $7,674,491.96, and states: 

The equipment we now have, while it can guard very satisfactorily 
certain sections of the coast, is not adequate to guard the entire coast. 

If we guard part of the coast, why not all? 
Now, I desire to ask permission to put in a section of the 

report of the committee under the heading of "Coast Guard." 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 

The Chair hears none. 
The extract is as follows : 

COAST GUARD 

The Coast Guard is given th i sum of $7,674,491.96, practically all oi 
wblch is due to the increased and onerous duties which have been 
placed upon the service in connection with the prevention of the smug
gling of liquor and combating the activities of the "rum runner." In 
1924 additional vessels and personnel were granted the service to en
gage in the work on a larger scale than bad theretofore been po sible 
wlth the fteet which the Coast Guard bad operated for many years in 
the discharge of its normal functions. The extent to which the service 
would have to go in carrying out the new duties devolving upon 1t 

could not be fo?eseen, and vessel and -personnel requlrements had to be 
estimated without any previous experience as a guide in coming to a 
determination of the needs. 'rhls• experience has now been had, and 
as a result of it two factors bring this appropriation before the Con
gress. First, in estimating personnel and other operating expenses 
for the vessels which were appropriated for 1n 1924 it has been found 
that the total personnel was inadequate tor the complements which 
should be provided for the various classes of boats and to maintain a 
proper reserve of men in training. Second, the activities of the Coast 
Guard have driven the smuggling vessels farther out from our coast 
lines and sca.ttered them over a wider area. The vessels heretofore 
granted, while suitable for the purposes for which they were asked, 
have pro>ed inadequate 1n number properly to protect the vast coast 
line of the Bnited States and have not a cruising radius or seaworthi
.ness sufficient to take them the distances out to sea which are now 
required. The amounts carried 1n the b1ll are divided 1nto three 
parts-$3,900,000 for the acquisition of additional vessels ; $1,842,207 
for the maintenance, repair, and operation of these vessels during the 
portion of the fiscal year 1927 that they will be 1n comml sion; and 
1,932,284.96 for the fiscal year 1926 to provide for the additional per

sonnel and maintenance expenses of the- present fleet. 
The $3,900,000 for additional vesst>ls provides $600,000 for the 

reconditioning and equipment of five 1,000-ton destroyers to be trans
ferred from the Navy Department, $3,150,000 foJ; the acquisition of 
thirty-five 125-foot ofrshore patrol boats, and $150,000 for five sea
planes. 

The amount ot $1,842,207 for operation for the fiscal year 1927 pro
vides for 80 warrant officers and 803 enlisted men and the necessary 
maintenance and repair funds for operating the vessels above pro>ided 
for during that portion of the year it will be possible to have them in 
commission. 

Mr. BYRNS. Will tb'e gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BYRNS. I understand the gentleman's position from his 

statement as made a moment ago is that in his opinion the 
$3,900,000 being appropriated here is a waste of money. In 
other words that it is a useless appropriation. 

Now, I understand the gentleman's position to be this, that 
in support of the Coolidge program for economy he is willing 
to appropriate $110,000,000 more than is appropriated here 
for the same purpose for which $3,900,000 is appropriated? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am glad the gentleman asked that 
question, because every appropriation that is made that is 
inefficient, useless, and not successful is a waste of money. 
Now, the position I take is that if you are going to appro
priate $7,000,000 more for the Coast Guard, let us not do it 
in a slipshod fashion and--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BILL of Maryland. May I have :five additional min

utes? 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pau e.] 

The Chair hears none. 
Mr. fiLL of Maryland. I take great pleasure in de>elop

ing the theory on which I have propo ed this meJ.'itoriou~:~ 
amendment. We have in the United State 5,720 miles of 
seacoast on the Atlantic side. We have 10,740 miles on the 
Pacific side. That gives us a total coast mileage, exclusive 
of 8,000 miles in Alaska, of 16,660 miles. I understand the 

·volstead Act is not violated in Ala~ka! Now this bill pro
vides for thirty-five 125-foot offshore destroyer boats cost
ing $3,150,000. One of those boats costs $90,000. We have 
16,660 miles of coast on the Atlantic and Pacific. Now, one 
of thes·e boats can only patrol and protect 10 miles on these 
waters with certainty and therefore 1,666 boats are needed 
SUld would cost $149,940,000. My amendment provides 10 
per cent of this. Now, gentlemen, I plead with you if we 
are going to make an honest and sincere attempt to carry out 
the policy which has been declared by this Congress, do it 
systematically. Do it in a way that will redound to our 
glory as busines men. I have only two more things to say, 
and I will conclude. General Wood told the Committee on 
l\1illtary Affairs of this House in 1916 that it would take a 
million and a half m'en to bold the line running from Boston 
south. We really need one boat to each 10 miles. This would 
cost $149,740,000, but I am only now proposing 10 per cent 
of this to test your sincerity for "law enforcement." If you 
vote to increase the appropriation to $14,974,000, we can 
then go the rest of the way. Of course, there wlll aL'!!o be 
the cost of operating these new boats. 

I am dealing to-day with the interior problem only of en~ 
forcing the Yolstead Act, because Admiral Billard, on page 543 
of the bearings, demands an air servicE' and estimates the 
cost of aircraft to start the prog1·ess of aviation at five planes, 
at $30,000 apiece. 
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I wish to incorporate tn my remarks a very pertinent state

ment on the subject of prohibition enforcement by the Rev. 
Sam Small. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks by the inclusion of 
the statement or article referred to. Is there objection? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes: 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I have always assumed, of course, that 

tbe gentleman's nationality is American. 
Mr. BILL of 1\laryland. I ·have always assumed it, too. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I think the gentleman to-day is masqu(\r

ading in the garb of a Greek, because he is bringing gifts here. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BILL of Maryland. The gentleman must remember that 
old clas ·ic story from the Gesta Romanorum, to the effect 
that they found honey in the skull of a dead lion. If I offer 
you honey, take it, no matter where its co~p.es from. [IJaughter.] 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Chairman, let us have the article 
read. 

Mr. HILL of 1\laryland. I will ask to have it read in my 
time. 

Mr. MURPHY. How long is it? 
1\Ir. IDLL of Maryland. It is brief, considering its value nnd 

authority. 
Mr. MURPHY. I object to that. 
Mt·. HILL of l\Iaryland. I hope the gentleman will not ob

ject. Here is a statement by an intimate friend and disciple 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UPSHAW]. 

Ml.·. MURPHY. I suggest that the gentleman put it in the 
RECORD. Do not read it here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland with-
draw his request for the reading of the article? • 

Mr. BILL of Maryland. Yes. I ask unanimous consent that 
it be placed in the RECORD. 
, The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Maryland. 
There was no objection. 
Following is the article referred to : 

[From the Sun, .Baltimore, Sunday, November 29, 1925] 

SAM SMALL SAYS PROHl:siTlON Is GREAT DISAPPOINTMEN'l'-EVANG»LIST 

ADMITS DRY LEADERS REALIZE A~ENDMENT WAS ENACTED BEFORE 

ProPLEl WERI!l FULLY PREPARED TO ENFORCE IT 

(By the Rev. Sam Small, veteran temperance lecturer and evangelist) 
WASHINGTON, Nov. 28.-I am not satisfied with national prohibi

tion " as is." 
It is not the prohibition that I have publicly contended for during 

80 years, from 1885 to 1920. 
It ts not the prohibition that I have shed my body's blood for · on 

eight occasions during. those years. 
The present status of prohibition under the eighteenth amendment 

and the Volstead Act, after over five years of so-called national en
forcement, is a bitter disappointment of the faith that led to their 
enactment. 
. Fresh from attendance upon the biennial national convention of 
the Anti-Saloon League of America and from hearing the expressed 
views of antisaloon leaders, governors and ex·governors of States, 
Senators and Representatives in the Congress, active officials of the 
Federal Prohibition Unit, bishops of churches, judges, and prosecuting 
attorneys, editors of great newspapers, and women of reform organiza
tions, I am deeply impressed by the continuity of the question : " Will 
prohibition prohibit? " 

WHAT IS THE PROBLEM? 

The problem as presented now by the prohibition leaders is how to 
obliterate the tratnc in and use of alcoholic intoxicating liquors, "root 
and branch," as they put it, from the daily business and habits of 
the American people. All of the advocates of that IXJlicy frankly 
admit that it is one of the largest contracts ever undertaken by a 
J~elf-determining nation through the agencies of civil government. 
trhey hold that the presence of the prohibition amendment 1n the 
Constitution of the Re.public, affirmed as properly there by the Su
preme Court of the Nation, is conclusive evidence that a majority of 
the people wish that prohibition I>Qlicy exploited to its fullest limits. 

But the holding of this latest " crisis convention " 1n Chicago this 
month ln advance of the convening of Congress in December was to 
advertise how far the enforcement of the prohibition law has tailed 
up to date to seeure desired etrect, to locate responsibility for the 
failure, and then to propose agreed-u~on remedies for the unsatisfac
tory condition. 

TOO EARLY AND TOO EXPANSIVE 

Conferences between those concerned in the convention's objectives 
rev aled that some of them are coming to realize that proba~l1 national 
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prohibition was brought into Jaw and action before the people were 
fully prepared to enlorce it. One of the outstanding l~aders of the 
cause on the fioor of the Congress said so much to this writer at the 
com-ention and explained the l'easons that have brought hlm to that 
conclusion. 

The prohibition pollcy was 'vinning its way by State adoptions in 
all sections of the Union. Thirty-two States by constitutional amend
ments or legislative action had provided for state-wide prohibition 
before the eighteenth amendment was submitted to the States. One 
other State, Kentucky, adopted tbe state-wide policy while the amE>nd
ment was yet pending and unratified. 

But there were 15 States, among them those of the largest popula
tion, that had not adopted the policy, and some of them had but 
recently rejected it by large popular majorities. Hence the belief still 
prevails with many prohibitionists that the blanket national policy 
was applied too soon. The answer of the more ardent prohibitionists 
is to point to the ratification of the amendment by the legislatures of 
45 of the 48 States within the short period o:t 13 month . Also that 
among the ratifying States were the largest in population, such a New 
York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and "111inois. Only New Jer t>Y Connecticut 
and Rhode Island failed to ratify, and New Jersey has· ~ince done so~ 
It is upon tbut record that radical prohibitionists stand and, with the
difficulty of amending the Federal Constitution back of them, declare
with every sense of certainty that the amendment wlll not be repealed 
within any calculable time. 

TOO INTENSIYE POLICY 

I have found some most sincere believers in the prohibition polic:r 
who yet think the steps taken by the antisaloon people iu framing 
the amendment and in legislating to enforce it were beyond the original 
objectives for which the leagu~ was formed and supported. 

The name "Anti-Saloon League" was clearly indicative of the work 
lt was organized to accomplish. That was to suppress the legalized~ 
licensed dramshop. It was generally denounced as the ource of drink 
evils and the generator of crime, poverty, and a host of social evils. 
It was constantly in the public eye and its products constantly in the 
courts, the prisons, and the poorhom;es. 

For over a hundred years of our national history legislative skill and 
social wisdom bad been taxed to find sate and tolenble restrictions 
that could be imposed on tho e institutions, and without satisfaction. 
Promoting, multiplying, and magnetizing saloons became the joint 
enterprise of liquor profiteers and liquor politicians. They jeered at 
every sentiment of national sobriety and bludgeoned every demand for
social safety and decency. To save their existence and business they 
fought the antisalo.on proposition with every weapon and bittNness, 
and eventually forced the religious and temper·ance people to fight for
drastic national prohibition. 

INSTANCES OF LIQUOR FOLLY 

The earliest proposals to amend the Federal Constitution and estab
lish a national prohibition policy-such as those by Blair, Plumb, 
Bailon, and others in the seventies and eighties-dealt almost exclu
sively with ardent spirits, with distilled liquors, native and foreign, 
and would not have affected fermented beverages of ordinary type. 
The movements of that day aimed at " hard liquors." Indeed, they 
were then disposed to agree with the earlier view of Thomas Jefferson 
that mild brews would be a panacea against fiery liquors. But the 
friends of the liquor trade fought tho.'le propositions with as much 
vehement bitterness as they now do the Volstead Act itself. 

It should be remembered that when Congressman Richmond Pearson 
Hobson presented his famous prohibition amendment in 1914 he was 
hilariously ridiculed in and outside of Congress by publici ts and press 
for restricting prohibition to the " sale " phases of the liquor traffic. 
The wording of his proposed amendment was: 

" The sale, manufacture for sale, transportation for sale, importation 
for sale of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes in the ·united 
States and all territory subject to the jurisdiction thereof, and exporta• 
tion thereof, are forever prohibited." 

Such eminent opponents as Congressmen 1\Iann, Undct•wood, Henry, 
Gallivan, Carlin, and a score of others derided the repetitions '"' for 
sale " in the resolution and declared there could be no gennine pro
hibition upon those terms ; that it really would set up a " free liquor " 
regime, because It would leave everyone free to distill and brew his 
own liquors, and that under this Hobson plan there would be universal 
drunkenness without regulations or restraints. 

WHAT HOBSOX PLEDGED 

In reply to the savage attacks made upon his proposition Congress
man Hobson replied that he and those whom he represented did not be
lieve the Federal Government should be empowered to go further than to 
control and prohibit "the commercial features of the liquor traffic." 
"The people have the right," he said, "to determine what manner 
of manufacturers and commerce they will permit within the Nation, 
but there are ancient and unalienable nature rights which they may 
not deny and prohibit." 

·When he was challenged to name tbose indefensible rights Hobson 
said: 
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" The object or forbidding the sale Is to a vold even a ~plcl.on of 

·any desire to impose sumptuary legislaUon upon the American people 
or to inTade the rlghts of the individual 11nd tho home ... 

On the fioor of the House of Rep:resenrntlves he again declared: 
" I want my collea.gues to understand from the start, and so tar 

as we can have them the American people, that there 1s no desire, no 
1 t nt on the part of U1is resolution, to invade either the individual 
rl"'ht or Inherent liberties of the citizen or to climb over the wall 
th.,at c1vllizatlon-part1cularly the Anglo-Saxon civilization-has built 
around the home." 

Because it was pronounced ·"a free whisky mea ure" the Hobson 
re;<olut1on failed to carry ln Congre~s. It was the tenor or the critl
ci m laun~hed agalnst 1t tbat forced the prohibitionists to frame the 
Shl:'ppard-Weub amend.ment in t11e comprehensi"re terms it now carries 
in the Constitution. 

Tl10se are the facts of history wh!ch explain why the Anti-Saloon 
Le1~u changed its plan of campaign from a cru ade agaln3t the saloon 
to a drive against every phase of legalized beverage ltquor commerce. 

This writer, as on of the headline speakers of the amendment cam
paign, made thou. ands of speeches in chUl'ches and to other as~emblies, 
repe ting everywhere the assurances contained ln the quotations from 
IIohson. .All of us strenuously combated the charge that we sought 
to deny the individual citizen his right to have :md drink who.t be 
plea~d; we only dl.'nied that any man had nn inalienable right to run 
a barroom and conduct a commercial manufactory of drunkards. Such 
was onr main argument, and with it we won millions of voters to sup
port the proposition of decomroercializlng the drink traffic. 

THE PREOICTW llRSULTS 

Ou the other hand, the opponents of nntionnl prohibition predl~ted 
that our succe~s would r-emove all re-gulatory re trictlons upon the 
traffic. that moon~hining, bootlegging. and smuggling would be enor
mously incl'l:'a ed, and that the transfer of police power from the 

., ~t<'ltes to the Federal Government would tremendously increase the 
m~hani- m and expense or enforciqg all antiliquor laws. 

All those predictions, st wllich we hooted, have come true. 'Ihe 
con>ention at Chicago was a great wholesale complaint against just 
those evil r·esults. 

one present there ventured to deny that moonshine stills and 
bootl~ggers cover the cou!ltry as the locusts did the land or Egypt. 
Whlle mo t of the States llave adopted enforcement acts in concur
rence with the VolstPad .\ct, neyertheless the authorities in charge 
of them have almost wholly looked to the Federal officers to detect, 
cha e, capture, and convict the vi'Jlators of the law. 

When that condition wa forecast in the debates over the amend
ment in Congress tbe reply or its friends was that the States, to 
prevent being overrun by .FI:'deral foreign spies, snoopers, and en!orce
mt>nt officers sent out from Washington, would be foremost in the 
u~e or their own officers and in securing to themselve3 the fines, for
feitures, and convictions from pr·ohibition enfor~ment. 

But all those local benefits have not bet>n experienced. On the 
contrary, the Federal forces have been planted all over the country 
and have sought, for either honest or dishonest purpoaes, to take 
entire cbarge of prohibition enforcement. 'l'he consequence bas not 
only been a fioo<'l of official scandals, evidences of corruption, in
stances of unwarranted outrages upon private rights, but the demon
stration that the Yolsteud Act is practically unenforceable in its 
pre ·Pnt terms with nil the machiner.v possible for the Federal Gov
ernment to employ. H~>nce, the silly dl'mands we hear for mora 
drastic legislation and the use of. the armed forces of the ~ation. 

lOt) PEn C&;o>T PI:OH£BITIO:\IST 

I am a 100 per cent prohibitionist. I was wholeheartedly In the 
fight years before the pre; ent leauers got actively into it--even before 
some of them were born and eight years before the Anti-Saloon League 
wa founded by Dr. Howard Hyde Russell in Ohio. No man can dis
l'Onnt or deny my devotion to the cause and I wnnt now whllt I 
have wanted for those 40 years. That Is the abolition of the liquor 
saloon, and in ne-arly all the States that is now accompllshed. Sec
ondly, the suppres lou of the manufacture and transportation and 
importation of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes. 

Tllose two objectives constitute the heart and lungs of the 
etgbtt>entb amendment. Unfortunatl'ly, 1n my judgment. the Antl
Silloon Leaguer have gone far beyond tho e original objecti'fes and 
have used their intluPnce to enact laws that are designed to control 
every act rl.'lating to liquor, however private, personal, a.nd even 
permissible under tbe terma of the law. 

D£Fli'EllE~CE OB' TWO WORDS 

Wl1en the eighteenth amendment was being framed It was strenu
ously urged to use in tt the words "alcohollc liquors" rath~r than 
"intoxicating liquors," but on the rommittees of Congress who handled 
tht:> amendment there we1·e able lawyers and ex-judges who saw both 
the injustlc~ and the futility of attempting to outlaw every kind of 
liquor that contained any percentage of alcohol. They s11id 1n plain 
speech that the chief purpose 1u setting up national prohibition was 
and is to delegalize the maldng of and commer~ In liquors that ar& 
geuerally and necessarily "intoxlcatini ... 

ID other word&, at thnt tlma the wb()l avowed purpo~ or tbose who' 
were promoting the amendment was to put a r tiona! stamp ot 
tllegallty upon Ilquors of any kind th.at .are actually "intoxicating ... 
It was acknowledged that whether any particular liquor ls clussltlabl& 
as "intoxicating liquor'' ls a question ot fact, dependable upon con• 
vlnclng proof, and ts not a matter of oDfnion-not whether Wayne· 
Wheeler or Sam Small or any other person thinks it is "intoxicating." 
It i.if an issue to be determ1ned by expert definition, by cumulative 
human experienc.e, and. by the testlmonlas comlng from courts and' 
correctlve Institutions. 

LIGHJ' BilEK rSSU.H 

For Instance, the i s•Je has been presented in the House ()f Repr&4 
sentattvea by the introduction of 68 separate biUs to legnllze th~ 
manufacture and sale of 2.i5 per cent beer in BUch States as may elect ' 
to have it, on the ground that such beer is not an "1ntodcatlng 
llquor.H 

The proponl'nts of those bills say such beer is not " intoxicating" 
in fact and therefore should not be included in the prohibition of the 
eighteenth amendment. The opponents of those bi.Ils contend that snell 
beer is "intoxicating.'' But who knows positively, irrefutably, whetller 
it is so or not? 

I have, for fiye years, sought every av.nilable authority and evidence 
on that question-and yet I do not know whether or not 2.75 pee' 
cent ueer is necessarily and invariably "intoxicating." But I want

1 to know· the truth about it and am ready to welcome any 1nvestlg3.tton 
that will get thAt truth and establish it incontestabi(6 

THE VOLSTEAD D£C'l'UM 

I find all over the country men who are as pronounc d prohibttton
ists as myself who are anxious to have that question finally settled. 
They, llke myself, do not believe that the Volstead standard th t any 
liquot· with more than one-half of 1 per cent alcohol content must be 
accounted. "intoxicating" is either true or reasonable. It is the inser
tion of that drastic and Jrreduclhle minimum of alcohol content tb;\t 
has c4used millions of men in America to pronounce the standard a 
·• pa.lpa'Lle lie on its face" and h> resist, or condone those who do re~ 
ist, such a definition of an " intoxicating liquot·." 

The answer of the .Anti-Saloon ~aguers and dry ll'glslators is th:tb 
"the law does not ay that nny liquor with more than one-half or 1 
per cent of alcohol is in fact intoxicating," but they hold that ther~ 
mn, t be a base line of alcoholic content from which to project enforce
ment, and that one-half per cent alcohol content has been found t11 
State exp rlence to be the most a.scertainable and f asible standard for 
enforcement purposes. 

The reply made t«> that is the double one that whUP. one-half per cent 
may be feasible t'or taxation it is not iullubitable for intoxication, and, 
second, what a St1.1te establishes as a standard for itself is not to b~ 
genemlly accept~d as an incontestable standard. 

WHA.T IS THE WAY OGTf 

There were men who have been long in Anti-Saloon ~.as-ue ervtca 
and are yet, but who will not con ent to be per onally quoted and S() 

"get in bad" with their league leallers, who are puzzllng over "the 
way out" or the present conditions of law de.tla.nce, official derelictions 
and corruptions, and the broken hopes of those who brought prohibl· 
tion into the national policy. Incldl'ntal benefits to indlvtdunls, fam~ 
ilies, tndustt·ies, and morals they publish and emphasize, but the crim
inal lncrease-8, the perjuries, murderers, moral potsonin;; of otllclaLs, judi· 
cla.l truculencles, and social demorlllizations they do not attempt t() 
deny and deplore. 

rnless I have utterly lost all my half-century experiencE'S as a 
new<~p!lper man !lnd e\·angelist in gauging public sentiment, I can say 
with u~ty that tilt! tliscontented public, whether for or agalnst pro• 
bibition p t· to>, is anxious to have a thorough and honest investigation 
of the present status or prollibitlon and how to make lt enforcible 
and satisfying. 

Congress and the trlends or the eighteenth amendment should cea:se 
to camoullage actual contlitions and face them frankJy and fearlessly, 
l!leeking and applying whatever solution may be found. ru.Uonal and 
cons ti tu tlonal. 

LTYB> 011' APPROACH 

This quesli.>n of why prohibition is not being el'rectlvely enforced Is 
the most universal and acute issue being discussed by our American 
people and press. It is up to Congress to find out the answer and 
legislate upon the facts to the satisfaction or the people. 

CongL-css and the people know that both personal and p~rtlsan 
polltlt'B have honeyeombed and rotted the national enforc ment service 
from tbe hour that the Prohibition Unit was formed In the Treasury 
Department after the enactment of the Volstead law. I have inquired 
Into the operations of the unit in more than 20 States and found in all 
of them the agreement that l:tx enforcement and immunities for law
breakers are almost wholly out of the power of politicians to nominate · 
and control the en1'orcement officials. This is capable of irrefutable 
proof--but wlll Congr s dat-e to brinr lt to the surface and ctlre tile 
corrupting evil by d1vorclng prohibition. entoccement from aU political 
control ! 1 doul>t it. 
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AnotlH~t· thin~ that p~,..;;ons who want practical prollif>ttion, &nl! 

'W'llo o jobs, personal or political, nra not dependent upo-n the Anti
S loon League, would a k of Congress is n full and comprehensive in
ve tlaation of the 2.7~ beer proposition. What they want Congress to 
find out definitely and finally is whether that sort of beer is or 1& not 
"intoxicating" and deal with the subject accordingly. 

SCOFFS L:&.l.Gnl1S CIIARGI!l 
In plain words : 
rr such beer is intoxicating, keep lt under the a.mendment ban. 
If it is not intoxicating, let those States have it that want it, but 

rlgtdly prohibit them from exporting lt into other States that do not 
vawt it. 

The charge by the Anti-Sa1oon Leaguers that such action would be 
" a surrender to tho outlaws'" is pluperfect poppycock. 'l'he demand 
for 11 decision of this widely' mooted question is not influenced by what 
brewers, beersuckers, bootleggers, ol' bome politicians want. Their out
erie are negligible and, taken en bloc, would get no attention or r&
sponse from any type of prohibitionists. Certainly they do not alrect 
me. 

Tbe demand comes, in fact, from those who want that truthful and 
rea,·onable legislation that will make prohibition appeal to· the honesty, 
loyalty, and law-abiding splrlt ot tbe commonality of our American 
citizens. Until we can get that popular reaction, prohibition will be a 
d lu ion and a failure. 

URG!D THAT 1\l!RYLAND BE Dmnrn FROM U~I0:-1' 

'Twice in recent years has the nev. Dr. Samuel White Small attacked 
th " Ninfulness" of Maryland fozr fa1ling to follow the lead of other 
Commonwealths in the passage of legislation to back up the Volstead 
.Act. 

At the International Confetence on Christian Citizenship, held at 
Winona Lake, Ind., in 1023, Doctor Small introduced resolutions, which 
were pa~ed, urging that Maryland and N6W York be denied the right 
of representation in Congress until they had passed State prohibition 
enforcement laws. 

In an address at the convention of tbe American Anti-Saloon League 
at Chicago early this month he was even more vehement in his utter
ances.- on this toplc, according to newspaper reports of the proceedings. 
II accused .Maryland and New York of "aiding and abetting anarchy," 
and charged that both States were "working under the sha-dow of 
trca on," and that "Congress should read them out of the lJnion." 

EV ..iXGELIST NOW 75 YEARS OLD 

Doctor Small was born 1n Kno'Xv1lle, Tenn., July 3, 1851. He re
ceived his A. B. and A. 1\I. degrees at Emory and Henry College, the 
latter in 1887. lie was given the Ph. D. degree at Taylor University, 
Upland, Ind., in 1894, and the same year was accorded the degree of 
doctor of divinity at the Ohio Northern University. 

Sam Small's first occupation was as a stenographer and newspaper 
rf'porter. He later became secretary to Ex-President Andrew Johnson 
during his post-Presidential campaigns. lle was also omcfa.l reporter 
of the Georgia Constitutional Convention In 1877 and secretary to the 
American commission to the Pari~ Exposition in 1818. 

From then until the time he entered acttvely into evangellstlc work 
at Atlanta, Ga., September 15, 1885, Doctor Small had been variously 
a. committee reporter in the United States- Senate, founder of the Nor
folk Daily Pilot and the Daily Okfahomali, Oklahoma City. He went 
to Cuba as chaplain of th~ Thh·d United States- Yoluntt!er Engineers in 
the Span1 h-American War. 

0;-{CE SER\ED WITH SA I JO. "ES 

lie is a member of the National Reform Association, tlle Anti-Saloon 
~ague of ·America, th~ United Spanish War Veterans, the Masonic 
fraternity, Odd Fellows, Knights of Pythias, and Red Men. He has 
al o written seve1·a1 books, one of which was A Plea fo-r Prohibition. 

Doctor Small first gained national prominence as an evangelist ln 
his association with the late Rev. Sam Jones, by whom he was con
verted. The pair toured the cotmtry about 40 or 45 years ago- and 
bad large meetings wherever they went. Late-r Doctor Small stal'ted 
out as an evangelist on his own account, and there seem~ to have been 
a period when he "fell from grace." He was reconverted tn a great 
revival meeting held in Atlanta. on May 23, 1906, and since then has 
devoted much of his activities in the furtheranee of prohibition. 

1\Ir. HI!.L of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
thank the con:unittee for its courtesy and helpful suggestions on 
this great question. [Applause.] 

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes; I yield Yi'ith pleasure to my 

friend from 1\fa.ine. 
l\Ir. HERSEY. I did not e·xactly' under"tand the gentleman's 

];)osition. His position, as I understand, is that he is in favor 
of a large enforcement fund, larger than the committee recom
mendS', for the enforcemellt Qcf th~ Volstead law. Now if we 
should get 2.75 per cent beer, would not tb.o:t s&lvtr the· whole 
que. tion? 

Mr. HILL 6f Maryland. I am glad the ~entl~man n ked that 
que tion. I have a great affection for the gentleman, and I 
ha,..e a great affection also for the gentleman' State. When 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HERSKY] was still a young man 
my uncle, John Boynton Hill, was Speaker pro tempore of the 
Maine Legislature, and he partjcipated in that regrettable Neal 
Dow prohibition legislation in 1\laine. He later regretted it 
exceedingly, and abjured prohibition before he died. I hops 
that answers the gentleman's question. [Laugllter.} 

~Ir. HERSEY. It Is no answer at all. [Laughter.} 
.Mr. HILL of Maryland. My proposed amendment has noth· 

lug at all to do with the merits or demerits of the Volstead Act. 
My amendment solely dea.Ig with wliat is known as "law en .. 
forcement," meaning thereby enforcement of the Volstead Act. 

The Ooast Guard asks tor 35 more 125-foot patrol boats cost· 
ing about $90,000 each. 

PATROL BO!:-TS 

The CHAIRMA...~. How' do you estimate the cost of these patrol boats? 
Admiral DrLLABD. As I have told the committee, we have built and 

are building 13 of this same general type of boat, 100 feet long, upon 
the Lakes. The total cost of building and equipping those boats is 
slightly over $80,000 apiece. These boats we want to make a little 
longer. As a matter ot fact, I do not believe thut we can build a boat 
12;) feet long for $90,000, but we can probably bnild one 110 or 115 
feet long. 

Captain NEWM.\N. The speed of these boats 19 11.2 knots. That is 
something over 12 miles. 

The CHArRMAN. They are not very speedy, then? 
Admiral BILid.RD. No; but they have a large steaming radius and" 

ability to go way otrsllore . 
The CH.A.IRMAY. How many men woulu they carry? 
Admiral BILL..iRD. A crew ot two warrant officers and nlue enH:~tcd 

men. 
The CHAIRM.l.N. What is the motive power? 
Admiral BILLABD. Dfesel engines. 
The CHAIRMA:N. They will run economicatly7 
Adm1ral BILLARD. Yes, sir. 

Thirty-five added boats a~lttedly will not accomplish the 
desires of Admiral Billard. The Coast Guard will soon be 
back for more boats, and then for more airplane!:!. 

We have, on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, 16,660 miles of 
seacoast open to the rum runners. One boat for each 10 miles 
would mean stopping smuggling., though, of course, smuggled' 
liquor is only about 1 per cent of the illegal supply. One boat 
to every 10 miles would mean 1,666 boats. One thousand six 
hundred and six-six boats at $90,000 each· would cost $14~.-
940,000, exclusive of cost of operation. I am only asking now 
by my proposed amendment for 10 per cent of that su:m.. It 
you vote for that and show your sincerity for "law enforce
ment," we can then add the other 90 per cent of the cost of 
the boats and get, at least, a l'eal attempt to enforce the 
Volstead Act. No matter what your views may be on pr&hibi
tion ; no matter whether you are a " wet" or a. " dry'," here is 
a chance to vote for real enforcement of the Volstead Act, i1 
unything can enforce it,. which I very much doubt. [Applause.] 

1\lr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if I believed 
that the additional appropriation asked for in the amendment 
of the g.entleman from Maryla.nd [1\Ir. HILL] would bring about 
the enforcement and compliance of the prohibition act I would 
gladly E>-upport it. But I am satisfied that it can not and will 
not effectively do so, and for that reason I a.m opposed to it. 
I am willing to give to the department all the money they ask 
for, but I am not ready and willing to give them five tim~s 
as much as I believe they can uselessly spend, as they have been 
doing for several years. 

Mr. HILL of Mat·yiarrd. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\lr. S.ABATH. Ye:r. 
Mr. IDLL of Maryland. Would my colleague be in favor of 

guarding each 10 miles of coast? 
Mr. SABATH. Even with this sum you would not stop tha 

smuggling that Is going on, and for that reason I think it 
would be an unwise expenditure of money and placing an addi
tional burden upon the taxpayers of this country. 

Years ago I made the statement on thfs fiool", when the gen~ 
tlemen from Georgia and Michigan, Kentucky, and others 
a'Ssured the House that $1,000,000 or $2,000,000 would enable 
them to bring about the enforcement of the Volstead Act. I 
then stated that it was impossible. I pride myself on knowing 
the American people, and I know that neither the Volstead 
Act nor any other similar obnoxious law can be enforced, it 
mutters not h&w much money you spend, J.tnd it is for that 
rea-son that I a-m not in favor of continuing to waste annua1ty 
mlUions- of dollars- af the peo{}le's money. 



3462 CONGR.ESSIONAL R.ECOR.D-HOUSE FEBRUARY 6 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have not said a word on the 

question of prohibition for some time. I have voted, as the 
gentleman from Georgia [Yr. UPSHAw] knows, for all of the 
appropriation:. I was willing that we should try it in an en
dtavor to bring about enforcement, if it was possible, at the 
same time being satl fied that if strong, honest efforts were 
made anu it could not be enforced, that the people would 
demand its repeal. Not only I share this viewpoint but thou
sands upon thousands of hone. 't men and honest women who 
are not blinueu by preju<llce, men and women in this country, 
hundreds of prominent organizations, doctors, lawyers, men 
from all walks of life recognize the condition that now exists 
and are coming to the conclusion that the law can not be 
enforced, as the law instead of being beneficial is detrimental 
to the welfare of this Nation. Therefore I feel that it is 
high time that sensible men from every section of the country 
should realize that fact. I feel that most of you gentlemen ru·e 
sensible men, men of standing, and a majority of you arc 
men of conra~e ; and I can not see for the life of me why you 
can not commence to realize the intolerable conditions that 
to-day ex:i~t. Perhaps you have not the time to investigate 
and exl:lmine the conditions; but we have evidence from men of 
tanding, men of reputation, men who believe in temperance 

and are sincere advocates of temperance, who from day to day 
. report to their organizations and make statements, that pro

hibition has failed, that it can not be enforced, and that 
·modification is absolutely necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. SABATH. :May I har-e five minutes more? I may not 
u~ee it all. 

The CH.A.JR)lAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
1\ir. SABATH. They, after a careful investigation, tell you 

that the Volstead Act can not be enforced, and they make 
recommen<latlons of what they believe would be wholesome and 
beneficial, that would save thousands upon thousands of young 
girls and young men of .America. 

Mr. :MURPHY. ~!r. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. SABA.TH. Yes; for a question. 
Mr. MURPHY. I challenge the gentleman's statement that 

be makes, that our young girls are any worse to-day than they 
ever were. That statement has been made by men of your 
type so many times that I am tired of hearing it. The girl of 
to-day is as good as she ever was. If she happens to go wrong 
she is unfortunate, and it is not because of conditions as 
they are. 

Mr. SABATH. As to that, I will say that my reputation is 
just as good as that of the gentleman to whom I yielded, 
and I am often as provoked and nearly as much excited as 
be is when I read the. e reports about the flask parties in 
our colleges, schools, and universities. Nor have I stated that 
they are bad. I have stated that I believe the modification of 
the Volstead Act would save thousands of our young people 
who now con ider it smart to secure and carry a flask to 
parties, and openly are showing o:tr by drinking high per cent 
alcohol containing partly distilled, yes, in many instances 
poisonous stuff, not only they but I believe the majority of men 
and women who never have taken any hard liquor do so, as 
resentment against a law which deprives them of their per
sonal liberty, a right and privilege which every true American 
citizen cherishes and believes in. 'Vhy, Mr. Chairman, I know 
of hundreds, yes, thousands, of American homes that before the 
advent of the prohibition act would not allow any alcoholic 
beverages in their home, but who are -now serving cocktails, 
gin, and other strong alcoholic drinks, and what I have ob
served a majority of you have, and you know it is true, but 
you dislike to admit it, hoping against hope that the increased 
use of this kind of dope may be some day arrested. But I say, 
no; it can not be done; it matters not whether the entire Army 
and Navy be utilized to enforce this obnoxious law. 

Reliable men and women after a thorough investigation 
reported that there are hundreds of thousands of homes from 
the highest to the lowest where alcoholic beverages are being 
concocted which are not only harmful but poisonous. Now, I 
know whereof I speak, and I am not speaking only from the 
investigations and things I have seen myself; I am stating 
and giving to the House the information that has been broad
casted within the last six months. Doctor Empringham, at one 
time superintendent of the Antisaloon League of New York, 

· recently stated before a meeting of the Episcopal clergy of New 
York that prohibition had increased drinking among young 
people, discouraged the consumption of wine and beer, and 
increased the demand for distilled liquors, which to-day are 

mostly poisonous. But a week ago Mrs. Angela Kaufman, 
founder and president of the International Narcotic Crusade 
made this statement: ' 

I bate to admit it, prohibition has incr.eased the use or narcoticSt 
more than any other oue thing in the country. 

Now comes the statement from one of the leaders of the
Big Brothers and Big Sisters' Federation, Mrs. Sidney C. Borg, 
of New York: 

When the law was first enacted I was strongly in favor of it, but 
since I have seen l1ow lt ha~ broken down the morale or the young 
my opinion has changed. I have found the moral standards of the. 
youth with whom I have come into contact have declined because of it. 
There is open defiance of 1t among the young people on every hand. 

I believe that by a modification of the Volstead Act permit
ting the sale or the manufacture of a beer of about 3 per cent 
and light wines that we will eliminate the evils that now exist. 

Mr. HUDSON and Mr. BARKLEY rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield; and if so, tC) 

whom? 
Mr. SABATH. I will yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 
1\lr. HUDSON. I would like to have the gentleman explain 

to me what the alcoholic content of light wines would be. 
l\Ir. SABATH. Well, I will say to the gentleman that I am 

not an expert on wine. But I know that an alcoholic content 
of about 3% or 4 per cent in beer makes a good, palatable, and 
whole orne drink, and is not intoxicating. 

Mr. HUDSON. The gentleman was speaking about light 
wines. . 

Mr. SABATH. And I believe that if we were to permit the 
manufacture and sale of that kind of a beverage the people 
will not demand the ha1·der drinks, which contain 75 or 80 
per cent alcohol. I v.ill now yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I was wondering whether when the gentle
man refers to light wines be means light in content or light in 
color. 

Mr. SABATH. Light in content; but, of course, the color 
in itself would not make much difference to anyone ; the 
gentleman might know this. [Laughter:] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
bas again expired. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous conF:ent to 
proceed for another five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent to proceed for an additional five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
l\Ir. SABATH. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. SCHAFER. Did not the sovereign voters of the great 

State of Illinois several years ago, in a referendum vote, indi
cate by an exceedingly large majority that those voters were in 
favor of the modification of the Volstead Act by permitting the 
manufacture and sale of light beer arid wine? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes; they did that by a vote of about 4 to 1. 
and I think if a vote were to be taken to-day it would be 10 
to 1; not only in my State, but I believe that in a majority of 
the States the result would be the same as in Illinois. 

Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SABATH. I yield. -
Mr. HUDSON. What was the percentage of that vote to the 

total vote in the State of Illinois? 
Mr. SABATH. I think the vote that was cast was about 6(} 

per cent. · 
Mr. HUDSON. No; it was less tha~ 25 per cent, was it not?-
Mr. SABATH. No; the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. MURPHY. Will the gentleman yield'? 
Mr. SABATH. I will yield for a question, but not for a 

tirade and play to the gallery. 
l\Ir. MURPHY. The gentleman has just answered the gen

tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SonAFER] and given figures as to 
the vote in Illinois. If conditions are as the gentleman sars 
they are, and considering the orderly manner in which this 
law was put into the Constitution, could not the same orderly 
method be used, if conditions are as the gentleman states them 
to be, in taking it out of the Constitution? If conditions are 
as the gentleman says they are, why does be not start a move
ment in each and every one of the States to take it out of the 
Constitution? 

Mr. SABATH. Oh, CongTess must act first; the State can 
not act first; Congress would have to pass a resolution first, 
if I am not mistaken, and I do not think the House is ready 
to act now. But what I believe is this, and I am bringing this 
to the attention of the House, hoping it will receive that con-
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sitleration to which tt te entitle4. I firmly believe that lf the 
House, in an orderly way, would amend the Volstead Act which 
lt has the power to do, that we would eliminate a great deal 
of the evil which now exists. . 

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield? 
llr. SABATII. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. UPSHAW. The gentleman said that a movement like 

that must begin in Congress, a repeal ot the eighteenth_ amend
ment. Does the gentleman believe Oongress would ever have 
acted on the eighteenth amendment if there had not been a 
ground swell from great and dry America which brought tt on? 

Mr. SABA.TH. Ob, the gentleman kno-ws as well as I know 
)low that amendment or the resolutio.Q was brought in; how 
it was forced through the House, and how little the people of 
America knew what was transpiring, or how far-reaching the 
act would be under the amendment. 

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield _further? 
Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. UPSHAW. I want to ask the gentleman if there was 

not as much agitation, as much referendum, and as much 
general national attention given to the eighteenth amendment 
when we were bringing it to the Congress, as there was with 
regard to· the sixteenth, seventeenth, or nineteenth amend
ments. 

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman knows that the eighteenth 
amendment was passed during the war hysteria. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland will 
state it. 

Mr. IDLL of Maryland. In great deference I suggest that 
we are not discussing prohibition but a question as to bow 
many boats we need to each square mlle of territory along 
the coasts. There is nothing in this about prohibition. This 
is ordinary law enforcement. 

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman from Georgia knows that 
the American people did not know anything about the resolu
tion to amend the Constitution; that there was very little pub
licity ; and that they had no expectation the Congress would 
act at that time. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 

has expired. 
Mr. BLANTON. MJ.·. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman 

have one more minute. I want to ask the gentleman a ques
tion. I ask unanimous consent that the· gentleman may have 
two additional minutes. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob
ject, I am not going to object to the request for this additional 
time, but I hope the gentlemen will finish the debate on this 
general subject and let us get on with the blll. 

Th CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
-mous, consent that the time of the gentleman from Illinois be 
extended two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BLAN'.rON. ~ow, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois 

if this is not the fact: Wbe)l the Congress submitted this 
-amendment to the States, 4ri out of 48 States of this Union 
'promptly ratified it? 

Mr. SABATH. The legislatures of 45 of the States. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; the legislatures, who are the direct 

represe-ntatives of the people. 
Mr. SABATH. Yes; but the American people did not do so. 

They did not secure n.n opportunity to vote ori the proposition 
and the gentleman knows this. If the gentleman believes in 
referendum and if he believes that the American people should 
have a voice in such an important matter, why not give them 
the opportunity and the right to vote on 1t? I am ready and I 
am willing to abide by the vote of a majority o:f the American 
people o.n this or any other proposition that is of such great 
importance to the Nation. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARKLEY, llr. CRISP, and Mr. SUMMERS of Wash
ington rose. 

Mr. SABATH. Give me a little more time and I will _yield 
to all of you gentlemen. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Does the gentleman want 
to submit the other 18 amendments to a vote of the peo
ple? They have never come before the people any more than 
this one. Would the gentleman want to submit all of them 
1n that way? 

Mr. SABATH; Well, they are not in question to-day, but 
tbe eighteenth amendment is. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield. 
Mr: CRISP. I would like to ask the gentleman if his State 

feels on this q_uestion as he represents it. to feel, why not let 
his State petition the Congress to amend the Constitution by 
eliminating the eighteenth amendment. The gentleman is in
accurate when he says that Congress alone has the power to 
initiate proposed a.mendrilents to the Constitution. 

Mr: SABATH. But nothing can be done without an act o:t 
Congress; Is not that right? 

Mr. CRISP. No. 
Mr. SA.BATH. They can petition. 
Mr. CRISP. The Constitution can be amended by Congress 

by a two-thirds vote or upon petition by the legislatures of 
two-thirds of the States of the Union. 

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman's own statement bears me 
out in what I have stated and therefore be himself was inac
curate and not I. [Applause.] 

The OHAIRM.AN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has again expired. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I have no de
sire to take up your time in an endeavor to make what you 
might term a dry speech. I have great admiration for the 
gentleman who has just left the floor, 1\!r. SAB.ATH, of Chi- · 
cago. I could not sit here and let Ws statement go unchal· 
lenged. I could not help 1 t. 

Those who are advocating the nullification of the eighteenth 
amendment have been flaunting the chru·ge publicly everywhere 
that the children of America are being debauched by reason of 
the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, and I have taken the floor just for the purpose of 
challenging that statement and of saying that the motherhood of 
this country is being maligned as it was never maligned before 
by that contemptible kind of villification-tbat our young girl
hood and womanhood is not as clean, wholesome, and sweet as 
it was in the days of our mothers. [Applause.] Of all the 
contemptible arguments that have been put forth to try to 
justify the changing of this law, that of all is the lowest down. 
There is no place in hell quite deep enough for it. [Applause.] 1 

'l'alk about law enforcement I My friend the gentleman from 
Maryland, who constantly advocates nullification of the Con
_stitution and the return of legalized liquor traffic, is truly 
representing his district and State. He lives on that politically. 
lll:;; habits ru·e the habits of a gentleman-! am speaking per
sonally now-but he romes to this floor and advocates that 
which has debauched from the very beginning to the present 
day the manhood of this great land. [Applause.] 

Ur. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MURPHY. Yes; I yield, gladly. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am advocating only an increase 

tn this appropriation from $3,000,000 to $14,000,000 for law 
enforcement. 

Mr. MURPHY. The gentleman Is not sincere and never was 
sincere in his argument for hls side of this question. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. IDLL of l\Iaryland. I dq not think gentlemen who -rote 
against it are sincere. Admiral Billard ays he needs one boat 
for every 10 miles along the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, and 
you are only giving him 35 boats when be says he needs 1,665. 
If you are sincere, you will vote for this amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY. The time has come when men like you in 
this country should not say the time bus come for law enforce
ment, but the time is here when decent men should observe 
the law. [Applause.] 

That time will come to you gentlemen who are in favor of 
nullifying the Constitution of the United States. The 
eighteenth amendment was not put there in a day, and some 
of you folks who are anxious to debauch the manhood of our 
country seem to forget that it took 60 years to get the 
eighteenth amendment placed in the Constitution. It was not 
put there overnight, it was not slipped in as you so often say 
"whlle the boys were over there." [Applause.] Why men, 
we live in the most prosperous country that God's sun 
shines upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
has expired. 

Mr. MURPHY. I ask for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MURPHY. What has made us pro ·perous? Why, any 

thinking man knows the thing that has made us prosperous 
is because the man who toils with his hands is not spending 
his surplus for alcohol, but is buying homes and autos for 
the enjoyment of his entire family-thus giving work to b11ild
ers of every craft. [Applau. e.] 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. MURPHY. Yes. 
Mr. SOMERS of New York.. Did the war have anytblng to 

do with that prosperity? 
l\Ir. MURPHY. A little bit; yes: 
1\Ir. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MURPHY. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. SCHAFER. Did not the American Federation of Labor 

come out in favor of a modification of the Volstead Act? 
:\Ir. MURPllY. No; I deny that statement. One great 

labor organization to-day, I think in the current issue pub
lished in their paper, says that they are against the modifica
tion of the Volstead law. I refer you to the enginemen who 
op<>rate the locomotives that pull you through the country in 
safety l\hile you sleep. 

Mr. SCHAFER. I have the honor of belonging to a labor 
orgll.llization, the Railroad Brotherhood. I asked 1f the Ameri
can Federation of Labor has not gone on record in favor of 
a modifieation of the "Volstead Act. 

Ir. MURPHY. But, thank God, the Federation ot Labor 
doP. not represent all the people ot America. [Applause.] 

Mr. UPSHAW. William Green is dry. 
l\11·. MURPHY. Yes, and be is from my State. 
Mr. LEAVITT. Will lhe gentleman yield? 
Mr. 1\IURPHY. I yielu. 
l\Ir. LEA.. VIIT. Is it not true that Secretary Hoover has 

said that one cause of the prOSIJerity of the Nation has been 
prohibition? 

Mr. MURPHY. Ab'"'olutely. I tell you I know what I am 
talking about from per;:~onal experience. I came up from the 
street to my seat in thi Honse where I can look you gentle~ 
men in the eye and talk to yon about the chances that can come 
to an American if he leaves this damnable stuff alone. [Ap~ 
plan e.] Gentlemen talk about labor unions; I belong to a 
labor union and hat"e a union card. 

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. 1\'ill the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. MURPilY. Yes. 
Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Is it not true that the Rev. Dr. James 

Ernpringham of the EpLcopal Church convention indorses a 
modification of the Voh:tead Act? 

Mr. MURPHY. I have no quarrel with any denomination, 
but I want to say to you that the record does not show any
where who that gentleman is. [Applam;e.] 

Mr. BLAKTO~. Wlll the gentleman y1eld? 
Mr. MlRPHY. YeR. 
Mr. BLAKTO~. And it does not represent the sentiment of 

our rol1ea~:mes in this llom::e. 
Mr. MURPHY. It does not. 
Mr. SPEAKS. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. l\ffiRPHY. I will. 
Mr. SPE~KS. I hold in my hand a copy or the Columbn9 

(Ohto) Evening Dispatch, acroRs the entire top of the front 
page of which are these glaring headlines, which, with the 
statement following, will answer the gentleman from Michigan 
r:~lr. SosxowsKr] : 

Bishop Reese rPpucliatos t emperance report; charges not recogulzed 
ns from church. Doctor Swel't, Episcopalian minister also upholds the 
lnw. Columbus Episcopal Church leader points to prohibition's sue· 
CE':"Sl'S. 

The article says : 
Episcopal Church leaders 1n Columbus, Thursday, refused to consider 

seriously the charges of inequallty in the administration of the Yol
stead Act and flagrant violation as brought by Rev. Dr. James Empring
.baru, national secretary or the Church Temperance Society, 1n his pur
ported surYey of conditions throughout the country. 

Tl~at 1t was the expre·slon of a voluntary organization and can not 
ln any sense be considered an official voice of the church was em
phasized by Bishop T. I. llcese of the Episcopal Church; Rev. S. I!l. 
s~·ect, rector of St. Paul's Episcopal Church; and Rev. B. H. Iteln
beimer, l'xecutive secretary of the Episcopal diocese of Southern Ohio. 

The Church TemperancE' Society, Bis}!op Reese explalned, wns a 
purely voluntary organizutlon, formed long before tlle enactment or 
tbe eighteenth amendment, aud is classified in church directories under 
the heading of "Organizations for social nmelioration a.nd advance." 
It;~ membership list is \Cry small, it is said, the organization having 
experienced a dwindling ot power since prohibition, as its main ob
j~ctve in the promulgation of Us work was the teaching of temperance 
in opposition to the stand of the Anti-Saloon League for complete pro
bil.Mion. 

REPUDIATES SOC£ETl 
Reverend Reinheimer estimated the society's membership at ap

proximately 5,000. It is not helleved that there is any branch of the 
organization or members in this city or in Ohio. 

Bishop Reese refuses to become embroiled hr the generalities o! 
Reverend Empringham's findings, declaring that it dld not have the lm-

prtmatul" of the cbnrch and did not reflect the church's stand or tht 
majority of Its membel'8. 

"I believe in the enforcement ot the Volstead law," Blab.op Reese 
declared, " and I practice tt, largely as 11 means t(}ward training futuro 
citizens.'' 

Following thts statement by Bishop Reese is set forth thEf 
views of Right Rev . . Charles P. Anderson, of the Chicago 
dlocese: 

CHrCAGO, February 4.-The attitude of the Church Temperance s~ 
clety ln seeltlng modification of the national prohlbltion law ls not re
flected in the ~plscopal Church ln Chicago and surroundings, tn th41 
beliel of the Right Rev. Chn.rles P. Anderson, bishop of the Chicago 
111ocese. 

"The Church Temperance Society ot the Episcopal Church Is one of 
only small membership, and has no oftlclal connocUon with the church.'' 
Bishop AndeTson said. 

" I am not acquainted with the Rev. Dr. James Empringham, its 
superintendent. and to my knowledge there are no member.il of thaC 
society in Chicago." 

:Mr. MURPHY. Thank God for Ohio. [~pplause.] Now. 
my . friend from Ill1no1s told you how they voted in Illinois. 
Let me tell you how Ohio voted when they had a chance to ex~· 
press how they felt. They voted 190,000 majority for a sobe~ 
Ohio and America. That is the kind ()f people we have ir( 
Ohi~ who believe in the Constitution of the United State.'3. 

The CHAIR:\1A...~. The time of the gentleman from Ohio hart 
eypired. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, may I have five minutes
more? 

Mr. KNUTSON. Reserving the right to object----
:Mr. MURPHY. You wet gentlemen have had days and day~ 

to talk about this, now we want a minute or two. 
Mr. KNUTSON. I was going to suggest that the gentleman 

have 10 minutes more. [Laughter.] 
l\lr. MURPHY. Good, thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request o! tha 

gentleman from Ohio? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BARKJ .. EY. I want to ask my friend if the referendum' 

to which he refers was not taken after the soldlers were dis· 
charged, got back home, and participated in the vote? 

Mr. MURPHY. I am very glad the gentleman asked that 
question. That is true. The soldiers voted for upholding the 
law and voted right ; they knew the curse and you know lt; 
if you want to deal with it fairly and look it squarely in the 
face. They talk about tbere being more booze now than bo-o 
fore prohibition. That ia such a ridiculous statement that I 
wonder, with the intelligence of this House, that they have 
listened to it as long as they have without rebuking the 
statement. 

Mr. HUDSON. And does the gentleman recall that Mlchi~ 
gan had a referendum vote upo.n this and went 270,000 dry? 

Mr. MURPHY. That is the kind of folks we have in the 
Central West, and we are proud of them. Yes, and that vote 
was had after the soldiers were home. We believe in th1,f 
~overnment, we b~lieve in its Constitution, and we believe, noti 
m Jaw enforcement-! have a contempt for a citizen who hag 
to be forced to observe the law-we believe in law observance. 

l\lr. LEAVITT. And is it not true that the vote referred. 
to as a referendum in Illinois followed a statement sent ou~ 
by the Anti-Saloon League requesting their followers not ta 
vote in that election because it was a question put ln a mis
leading way. 

Mr. MURPHY. That ls quite true. 
:Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the genU~ 

man yield? 
1\Ir. MURPHY. Ye..;;. 
Mr. lliLL of Maryland. I have listened with a great dea\ 

of interest to what my colleague has said, but I have been 
unable so far to find out whether the gentleman favors mt.: 
amendment, which proposes raising this amount from $3.~ 
900,000 to $14,994,000, with which to adequately enforce tha 
law. Is the gentleman for this amendment to properly ellt' 
force the law? 

Mr. 1\IURPIIY. Let me answer tl1e gentleman's question1 
If I bad the direction of the spend1ng of the amount o:&; 
money that the gentleman suggests as a total necessary t~ 
enforce the law, I would use it in trying to educate fellows 
like him. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. BLA...~TON. Does not the gentleman from Ohio know 
that an amendment that comes from the gentleman from Mary~ 
land is wet, ipso facto? 

Mr. MURPHY. Absolutely. [Applause.] 
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1\Ir. UPSHA. W. Mr. Chairman, the day of miracles has not 

passed. Whenever the gentleman from Maryland, the Hon. 
J onN PHILIP HILL, and the gentleman frem Georgia, who~ I 
hope, has won the reputation of being dry not only in precept 
but in practice, are found voting on the same side of a 
question the prohibition millenium must be near at hand. 
[Laughter.] 

1\Ir. BARKLEY. :Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. UPSHAW. Yes. 
1\Ir. BARKLEY. Has the gentleman forgotten what hap

pened to the Trojans when they let that wooden horse in? 
[Laughter.] 

l\Ir. UPSHAW. l\Ir. Chairman, I believe in the old-fashioned 
Bible that teaches that sometimes the Lord maketh the wrath 
of man to praise him. I am not responsible for the " wet ,. 
1\Ir. HILL getting on the side of the "dry" 1\Ir. UPBHA w. I 
have contended from the beginning that we have played at 
the matter of guarding our coast against the pirate liquor ships 
of foreign lands. [Applause.] I indorse the blll of the gentle
man from Kansas [1\Ir. AYRES] invoking an old constitutional 
law concerning slavery which would make a pirate of every 
ship from a foreign land that got clearance papers to a friendly 
nation and then came here roosting out yonder on rnm r(}W 
like the very cormorants of hell to violate our Constitution, 
defying the flag of a friendly nation, while debauching the citi
zenship of this country. I said on this floor three years ag(} 
that I was in favor of calling out the Navy, every vessel if 
necessary, to say to these devlllsh foreign ships, "If you defy 
our Constitution and our flag, you go to the bottom (}f the sea." 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I am willing to admit that I am afraid of 
Grt>eks bearing gifts, especially when they come from Balti
more. [Laughter.] I am ·willing to admit that the past of 
the gentleman from 1\Iaryland [Mr. HILL] lays him under suspi
cion. I am willing to admit that he, deep down in his S(}ul, 
wants to use this before the wet galleries of Baltimore in order 
to increase his majority; but I am in favor of feeding· him out 
of his own spoon. I am in favor of foll(}wing Admiral Bil
lard's suggestion that we bottle up the whole American coast, 
saying to these pirates' liquor ships, "You shall not enter one 
foot of American territory." [Applause.] 

Enemy ships did not enter when we were at war with a 
foreign nation. Who ever heard of German vessels landing 
on American soil after the war began? The Government was a 
unit in its purpose with a militant conscience and kept all 
enemy ships from touching American shores. And I want not 
a mere gesture to foreign lands; I want the strong fiSt of Ameri
can manhood and the majesty of American law to say to other 
lands: "We have outlawed intoxicating liquors, and you sl::.all 
not flaunt our constitutional law." Let nobody talk about the 
cost. The few little millions that this would cost are not 
to be considered beside the countless millions that have been 
saved. We saw crocodile tears shed on this floor a few wePks 
ago about the cost of enfordng thi law. I remind the Wl;ts, 
whose motives may not be commendable in this matter, that 
tho cost of $2,500,000,000 as the bar bill alone was laid every 
year at the door of the saloon. That was the annual ine,Jme 
of the saloons in this country, and what is a paltry little 
$7,000,000 or $14,000,000 beside that? [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

1\Ir. UPSHAW. llr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. UPSHAW. 'Vhat are these paltry sums, I say, compared 

with the majesty of our Constitution? When an alien country 
offered insult to the American flag we threw nearly $30,000,-
000,000 at the feet of the Goddess of Liberty. We dedicated 
it in prodigal loyalty to the triumph of American ideals and 
the safety of American homes. [Applause.] And I want the 
word to go out far and wide that the American Nation is no 
longer playing with this law, that we shut the doors of America 
to every liquor pirate that tries to challenge the supremacy of 
the American Constitution and the American flag. 

1\Ir. KNUTSON. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. UPSHAW. Yes. 
Mr. KNUTSON. I am in accord with inuch t!lat the gentle

man say8. Does the gentleman think that hanging is too good 
for those who operate on rum row? 

Mr. UPSHAW. I have already advocated sending them to the 
bottom of the sea. 

Howe-ver, I would like to give them tim~ to pray, because, 
God knows, they are not fit to die. Take this la.st word, and I 
speak sel"iously. I indorse what the gentleman from Ohio· [Mr. 
1\IunPHY] has so eloquently said about the influence of A~erican 

motherhood on the youth of to-da.y. And fhat Is one r~a.c;on for 
my voting to put an American patrol boat on every 10 mile~ of 
our prohibition shores. Let the word g(} out the world around 
that .American shores are protected and pirate liquor ships will 
stop their impudent and devilish business. 

Again I declare that the fact that the" wet" gentleman from 
Maryland who proposed this wholesome amendment shall not 
make me refuse to vote for the ample Coast Guard protection 
which I have advocated for years. 

I do nof propose to allow any " blooming wet" to beat me 
trying to enforce our prohibition law. 

Listen, gentlemen of this Congress, that beautiful flag above 
the Speaker's chair has never dipped its colors to any defiant 
foreign foe, and, God help us, that :flag that has been made 
stainless before the eyes of the watching wotld shall not now 
lower its- majesty and glory one inch to rum runners from 
abroad or bootleggers, liars, and cowards at home. [Applause.] 

1\!r. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
three words. 1\Ir. Chairman, gentlewomen, and gentlemen ot 
the House, I am one of those who believe that the Volstead 
law should be ID(}dified. I shall not vote for this amendment. 
In my judgment there are some classed " wets" and there are 
some classed " drys" who do more harm to the cause which 
they are supposed to be cha.mpioning than any possible good 
they may do. I wish to call attention to the fact that the 
Americdn Federation of Labor indicated its position in favor 
of modification of the Yolstead Act during the hearings before · 
the Judiciary Committee during the first session or the Sixty- 1 

eighth Congress. A 1\Iember who has spoken a few minutes 
ago tells of his holding a labor-union card. In the same breatl1 
he casts reflections on the American Federation of Labor's 
indorsement of modification. 

MT. COOPER of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. SCHAFER. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Will the gentleman tell the Hou.-.e 

where the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers stand? [Ap· 
plause.] 

1\Ir. SCIIAFER I will tell you at a later date·; but I wlll 
say the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of which I am 
also a member, has not anywhere near as large a membership 
as the American Federation of Labor. 

1\lr. COOPER of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield further? 
l\1r. SCHAFER. As soon as I finish the statement I wouhl 

be glad to yield. I am a labor man who belie-res the A.merican 
Federation of Labor has rendered valuable service to the labor
ing people of the United States as well as to the Nation. There 
are some men who when campaigning for public office exhibit 
their union labor card and say to the workers: " Here is my 
card; I belong to this labor organization." But their votes 
in different legislative bodies do not square with the legisla.tivo 
program of organized labor. 

1\lr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. SCHAFER. Not now. 
1\Ir. BARKLEY. It may be too late. 
:Mr. SCHAFER. ·with reference to the Illlnoi.'J referendum 

brought to the attention of the House during the addresB u. 
few minutes ago by our distinguished colleague, Mr. SaBATH, 
an antimodification Member interjected and stated that th.tt 
antimodifi.cationists sent out word to their friends not to voto 
on the referendum, and in substance that the referendum voto 
was no criterion as to the wishes of the voters of the State 
of Illinois. The question as submitted on the ballot was, 
" Shall the existing State and Feueral laws be modifiep. so as 
to permit the manufacture, sale, and transportation of beer 
(containing less than 4 per cent by volume of alcohol) an<l 
light wines for home consumption? " The question was voted 
on by the people on November 7, 1922, with the following re
sults: Yes 1,065,242 and no 512,111, a majority for beer and 
light wines of 5331131. 

Now, let us see whether the vote is a criterion of the will 
of the Illinois voters. In this vote the interest was so in
tense thftt 92 per cent of the highest legislative vote was cast 
on this modification ballot, and the vote of Cook County alone 
reached 95 per cent of the highest legislative vote cast and 
91 per cent of the vote for the head of the ticket . .. I have 
in my office a petition signed by over 4,000 dirt farmers ot 
Wisconsin asking for a modification of the Volstead Act--

The OHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has eX})ir d. 
Mr. SCHAFER. May I have fi-ve minutes more? 
The OHAIR~. Is there objection 7 
Mr. BLANTON. Reserving tbe right to object, I shall not 

if the gentleman will answer the question put by our dlstin· 
guished colleague fr(}m Ohio whether or not his locomotive 
engineers and firemen are fo-r prohibition; l! not, I will object. 

Mr. SCHAFER. I will llll8wer- that question. 

--
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Mr. BLANTON. Then the gentleman is against his organJ- Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, will t.he gentleman yield? 
zation? [Applause.] ~Ir. SCHAFER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the Mr. GRIFFIN. I suggest that the gentleman also ask the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? [After a pause.] The Chair gentleman from Georgia to read the minority opinion of the 
hears none. Supreme Court of tl.!~ United States, which was a 5 by 4 opin-

Mr. SPEAKS. Will the gentlema:q yield? ion, on the Volstead Act. 
Mr. SCHAFER. Just a minute tmtil I handle this man Mr. SCHAFER. Yes. I kindly request the gentleman from 

[Mr. BLANTON]. [Laughter.] In reference to his reservation Georgia to read that opinion. 
to object, my distinguished colleague from Texas said he Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
would object if I did not answer the question.• In view of Mr. SCIIAFER. Yes. 
the fact I take very little time on the floor of this House and 1\Ir. UPSHAW. I submit to the gentleman, in reply to the 
the gentleman takes here hours and hours, and the gentleman suggestion of .the gen~lem~n from New York [Mr. GRIFFIN], 
extends in the RECORD page after page, I think it is somewhat that the questiOn of mmortty does not enter into the decisions 
extTaordinary for him to threaten to object if I did not of the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court ls the last word to 
an wer a question. every loyal American. 

Now, in answer to the quegtlon, I will state that I am a Mr. SCHAFER. But I submit to the gentleman this: Does 
member in good standing of the Brotherhood of Locomotive he think that if a great man who sits on the bench in the 
Firemen and Enginemen, as well as of the Brotherhood of Loco- Supr.eme Court reaches an opinion that we could have more 
motive Engineers, and up to this time I have not received a than one-half of 1 per cent without violating the eighteenth 
communication, a regularly authenticated communication, fi•om amendment, he should be charged with undermining the Con
either of those great labor organizations to indicate that they stitution and not being loyal to the eighteenth amendment 1 
are working at cross purposes with the stand of the American l\lr. UPSHAW. The Supreme Cow't of the United States 
Federation of Labor. According to my observation, the brother- rendered a decision that the American Congres was competent 
hoods are working in harmony with the American Federation to interpret the eighteenth amendment, which outlawed the 
of Labor on legislation, and if the gentleman will furnish me liquor traffic. 
with an authentic document showing that they have a1_1peared Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman fl'om Georgia use every 
against modification-- effort to provide that a modification bill may be brought before 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. If the gentlema:o will yield, I can this House. so that the Members may have an opportunity to 
give him that information in a moment. cast their vote so that the sovereign voters of their districts 

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes; I yield. may have an opportunity to observe the gentleman's vote? 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Is it not a fact that in 1914 at the Mr. UPSHAW. "The gentleman from Georgia" is il. <'On-

triennial convention of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- stitutional American, and he will not stand for any law pas ed 
neers, held at Cleveland, Ohio, and again in 1918, they took by this llouse which--
this position, and the resolution passed that convention unani- 1\Ir. SCHAFER. Then the gentleman holds to the belief and 
mously pledging the organization in its best efforts to support would have us infer that the Justices of the Supreme t:ourt 
State and Federal prohibition of the liquor traffic? who held that more than one-half of 1 per cent alcohol was not 

Mr. SCHAFER. I admit your statement; but I will say this, in violation of the eighteenth amendment are un-Americ:m? 
that that resolution did not consider the attitude of this organi- l\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
zation on a question that was not then on the statute books. for a question? 
There is a good deal of question as to whether one-half of 1 per Mr. UPSHAw. I did not fini ·h. 
cent of alcohol is the highest amount of alcoholic content not to Mr. BLANTON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
be intoxicating. Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a voint of ordel'. 

Mr. COOPIDR of Ohio. If you were a member of that organi- Mr. SABATH. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
zation at that time--the delegates representing you voted for Tl1e CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will suspend until the Chair 
State prollibition of the liquor traffic. restores order. 

M..r. SCHAFER. Well, State prohibition is not the Volstead 
Act. [Applause.] People have differences of opinion as to MI·. BA.RKLEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
whether one-half of 1 per cent is the maximum per cent not Mr. BLANTON. ::Ur. Chail'man, you can not take a g£-ntle-

man off the floor by a parliamentary inquiry. 
to be intoxicating. I wish you would bring the question before The CHAIRMAN. The flentleman from Kentucky fl\Ir. 
the next c·on-rention of the brotherhood for a -rote, the same ~ 
resolution as passed by the American Federation of Labor in BARKU.;Y] rises to propound a parliamentary iuqulry. 

Mr. BLANTON. Under the rules, Mr. Chairman--
favor of mo<lification subsequent to the enactment of the The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman wait a minute? DoPs 
Volstead law. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. It was the A...merican Federation of th~ gentleman from Wisconsin yield to a parliumental'~' hi.-
Labor that took the attitude you speak of, was it not? (JUiry? 

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes, sir. Mr. SCHAFER I certainly do. 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. You will sta»d by the declaration of The ('HAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield for a parlia-

an organized convention like the Brotherhood of Engineers, mentary inquiry? 
will you not? Ur. SCHAFER. Certainly I yield. 

Mr. SCHAFER. 'l'he Volstead Act was not a law at that Mr. BARKLEY. I de ire to ask whether it would be in 
time, and they could not, of course, indorse a question or act order to offer a resolution inviting Jack Dempsey to participate 
upon a question that was not written then on the statute in this contest upon the floor? [Laughter.] 
books. It is ridiculous for tlle gentleman to bring that indorse- Mr. BLANTO~. Will tbe gentleman now yield to me? 
ment of prohibition up here as an argument to indicate the .M:r. SCHAFER. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
brotherhood's stand against modification. Mr. BLANTON . . The gentleman from Wisconsin has con-

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from \Vis- -vi.nced eYery Congressman in this House that hi statement is 
cousin bus el.:pired. correct; that there are some wet speakers who make wet 

Mr. SCHAFER. l\lr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. speeches and hurt their cau e. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks Mr. SCHAFER. Well, I would like to state to the gentleman 

unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there from Texas that I do not make it a test for any Member of the 
objection? House on tbe que tion of whether be is a wet or a dry. If a 

There was no objection. man is with his constituents nine hundred aud ninety-nine times 
Mr. UPSHAw. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? on economic and political questions and if! again t them on one 
Mt·. SCHAFER Yes. question, be it modification or antimodification of the Vol teRd 
l\lr. UPSHA ,V, The gentleman says that the Volstead law 

1 
Act, I do not .believe in making that a tes.t of ~he M~mber. In 

was not then before the people. Does not the gentleman know · a representative Government I do no~ be~eve lll testrng a man 
that the Volstead law was made mandatory by the passage of on one vote, as our ardent dry orgamzahons do. 
the eighteenth amendment, and that the Volstead law is simply ' . 'Ihe CHA!RM~. The time of the gentleman from Wi con
the eighteenth amendment in action, and that the eighteenth sm bns agam expired. 
amendment had been declared constitutional by the Supreme Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I a k unanimous consent 
Court of the United States? to re,'ise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. SCHAFER. In reply to that I suggest that my distin- The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemRn from Wisconsin a ks 
guisbed colleague go and get a copy of the eighteenth amend- unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the 
ment and read the language over very carefully, and show RECORD. Is there objection? 
me where the eighteenth amendment. says that more than m~e- Mr. SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman, resenTing the right to object, 
half of 1 per cent of alcohol is intoxicating. [Applause.] I want to ask the gentleman one question. 
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Tlle CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that a request for 

the right to 1·evise and extend remarks does not extend the 
gentleman's time for debate. The gentleman's time for de
bate bas been exhausted and the question is: Is there ob• 
jection? 

l\lr. SPEAKS. l!r. bairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman's time be extended one minute in order 
that I may ask him a question. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani
mous consent that the time of the ~entleman from Wiscon
sin be extended one minute. Is there objection? 

Ml'. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, re~rving the right to ob
ject, I want to say that the committee desires to finish this 
bill this afternoon. I shall not object to the request of the 
geuUeman from Ohio, but will object to any more requests 
for e:}o.:tensions of ·time. [Applau e.] 

The CHAIRUAX Is there objection? 
There was no olJjection. 
Mr. SPEAKS. In view of the fact that there bas been 

m01·e or less humor in the whole :::;ituation here I want to 
ask the gentleman from Wiljconsin a question in all serious
ne . As a member of the locomotive engineer organiza
tion, and as a man who runs a locomotive engine, would 

When our Oopstltutlon was framed, Je:fferson, Patrick Henry, 
and many of the greatest Americans in the thirteen Colonies 
objected, and the instrument was finally only adopted in their 
respective States upon the understanding that at the very first 
meeting of the Congress the 10 amendments protecting the 
fundamental rights of liberty embodied in our Bill of Rights 
should be inserted. 

These 10 amendments were intended to enlarge human lib
erty, to protect the citizen in his right to practice his religion, 
to secure a free press, to guarantee the rights of property, the 
right to bear arms, and to conserve the sovereignty of the re
spective States. They all enlarged human liberty, extended 
human rights, but the eighteenth amendment is the only amend
ment in the history of the United States that is intended to. 
and does, curtail and diminish human liberty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent t() 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAlRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Take the fifth amendment to the Constitu

tion and read what it says: 
the g·entleman advocate modifiration of the Yolstead law as That no person shall be deprived of Ute, Uberty, or property wlth-
fi means of better assuring the safety of. the millions of out due process of law. 
people who utilize the railroads of the country for traveling 
purposes? Is not liberty of importance to the individual even though 

:..Ur. SCHAFER. In answering that I wish to state that it may extend to so trifling a matter as his apparel or his diet~ 
the consumption of a gla .. s of 2%, per cent beer following a The eighteenth amendment is simply a sumptuary law en
har<l trip on a railroad or before going out would not jeopar- grafted out of place in the Constitution of the United States. 
dize the life or the limb of the engine employees or the Gentlemen assall those of us opposing this particular constitu
general public. There are many way where you could pro- tional amendment and classify us with the so-called "Wets." 
ted the ]iyes of the workers and the general public by enact- That is only resorting to the childish practice of "calling 
ing legislation beneficial to these people, which the great names." 
brotherhoods have repeatedly asked Congress to enact. I do not feel that I should be put in a category of those en-

'r1le CHAlRMA-.1\1. The time of the gentleman from Wis- com·aging nullification. I am a firm believer in temperance. 
con~in has again expired. All time ba expired. but I do not believe in total abstinence, nor in forcing it upon 

The CHAIR~IA~. The question i. on the amendment any human being. 
offPred by the gentleman from )larylan<l. 1\lr. BOX. Will the gentleman yteld? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, may the amend- Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes. 
ment be again reported? l\Ir. BOX. Does the gentlema:Q understand that be has a 

The amendment walS again reported. right to attack the Constitution of the United States us to the 
The question was taken ; and on a (livision ( <lernanded by validity of an amendment which has been put there by the 

Mr. HILL of ~Iaryland) there were-ayes 8, noes 110. solemn action of the people and the Supreme Court of the 
The amendment wa-s rejected. · United States? , 
'l'he Clerk read as follows: 1\Ir. GRIFFIN. The first amendment to the Constitution ac-

. . . . . cords to every citizen freedom of speech and the right to protest 
For every ~pendtture requi~>~te"fo.r and mcHlent to the authorized against any law under which he feels he is aggrieved. When 

work of the Coast Guard, as fo 10 8 
· I I arise here in this House or anywhere else and attack this 

.Mr. GRIFJI'IN. Mr. Cllairman, I move to strike. out the last amendment I do so ~der the authority and protection of the 
two words. Constitution of the United State . 

When t.he Trea ury bill was under consideration I called Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
attention to the fact tllat the Coast Guartl bad an appropria- Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes. 
tion of $12,717,804 to be devoted exclusively in the enforce- Mr. BLANTON. The fifth amendment, which the gentleman 
ment of prohibition, in addition to the regular appropriation read, says "except by due process of law." Does not the 
of $10,635,685, making a total of $23-,3()3,489 for next year. gentleman consider. the eighteenth amendment and the statute 
Lfvt year the Prohibition Bureau received $11,000,000 as its pflssed by Congress to be due process of law? 
spe"ific allo"\lance, which was increased lJy a further appro- l\Ir. GRIFFIN. No; I do not. 
priation of .$9,649,257 for the prohibition activities of the l\Ir. BLANTON. What could be more "a due process of 
Coast Guard. Now comes this deficiency appropriation of law" ? 
$7,738,291.00--making the total appropriation $28,407,548.96 for Mr. GRIFFIN. "Due process of law" means the law of the 
tbe enforcement of prohibition for 1926. land. The highest law of the land is that embodied in the Bill 

You know a deficiency bill is a compassionate bill. It is one of Rights protecting the citizen against invasions of his liberty 
that takes compa . ion upon the various bureaus and provides and neither the Congress, the Supreme· Court of the United 
tllem with additional funds which they were not able to get States, nor even a majority of the people of the United States 
in the ordinary cour e of business negotiation with the Bud~t have the right, although they may arrogate the power, to de
Bureau o-r a bard-boiled committee. For instance, take this pl'i"ve a minority of the sacred guaranties of the Constitution. 
provision in the deficiency bill of ~3.~00,000 for the building of Those guaranties were put into the Constitution by virtue of a 
new ships to be u ed by the Coast Guard. sacred compact entered into by the thirteen Colonies upon their 

I believe in being fair about tbes~ things. If anybody were adoption of the Federal organic law. It was under such a com
to bring on the floor of this House under any other appropria- pact that the smallest States in the Union were forever guaran
tion bill a proposal for the construction of a new warship for teed the right to have a representation of two Senators in the 
t~e Navy, it would baYe a mighty slim chance. Why show United States Senate. 
thi. favoritism to this particular actiyity of the Federal Gov- lf an amendment were adopted, changing 'that system o! 
ernment? representation, as uming that it could be adopted by a major-

! <lo not disguise my sentiments in any way upon tllis pro- ity of the people of the United States, would that not be a 
hibition-enforcement proposition. I am against the eighteenth breach of faith? Is it any less, then, a breach of good fa1tli. 
amendment upon the ground that its avowed object is to cur- to nullify the original compact cf the citizen with the Ft'<l
tail human rights. As students of American history and of eral Go\ernment and with the other States of the Union by 
the origin of this Government, I ask you to give the subject repealing the protective clauses of the Bill of Rights, which 
just for a few moments yom· dispassionate consideration. a sm·e the citizen the guaranties of perp~tual freedom? 

The eighteenth amendment, or so-called prohibition amend- Tyranny by the majority is no easier to bear than tyranny 
ment, in my opinion, hi a blemish ~pon the magnificent instru- imposed by kings, aristocracies, or pr~vy councils. It is true, 
ment of government created by the founders of this Nation. It it bears the semblance of conforming to the principles o! 
is a :tlareback to medievalism in the evolution of public opinion. democracy. But tbo ... e_ pt!nciples liave their limitations, as the 
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founders of om· Republic fully understood. Why dtd they put 
in our tJonstitution the Blll of Rigllts? For no other reason 
than to protect minorities. 

White flour made into cake or bread is unwholesome and 
positively injurious. Perhaps !t has done more harm to the 
race than alcoholic beverages. With the poorer classes bread 
is truly the staff of life. They -are the ones who suffer most. 
Many children grow to manhood suffering from malnutrition, 
impoverished blood, and depleted nerve power through an un
balanced diet, chiefly composed of white bread. Its damage 
to youth is almost inealculable, unquestionably greater than 
tlw.t inflicted upon tlle constitution of older folks through in
dulgence in alcohol. 

Suppose, now, the knowledge of this truth became suffi
ciently general to incite the formation of an "antiwhite-flour 
league,H and it were backed by the wealth of the country and 
fortified by the support of religious organizations. And sup
poRe they sought to engraft upon our Constitution another pro
h ibition amendment couched in the following language: 

The manufacture and sale of white ftour for the making of bread 
and cake is prohibited. 

nate patrons are dangerously Impaired. Three drlnks of this 
stutr a aay at 75 cents a "throw .. waste enough of the workers' 
earnings to keep the whole family well supplied with whol«r 
some meat, bread, and vegetables. 

I am awed and perplexed by the persistence of the prohl· 
bltlon fanaticism. Its disciples are mad blind to all the signs 
and evidences of the utter fallnre of their propaganda. 

There is not a city, town, or village in our land where this 
clandestine drinking and these blind tigers do not exist. And 
they always will exist, until the American people return to 
sanity and abolish the eighteenth amendment. 

The decadence of youth-the ruin of morality-the wild 
orgy of murder, rapine, robbery that has followed the wake ot 
prohibition seems to- have no other effect than to stir them up 
to a wild rage for the wasting of millions of dollars for a 
futile, though more drastic enforcement. They have com
pletely lost heads. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York hu.s again expired. 

Mr. GRIFl'IN. I ask for two minutes more. 
The OHA.IRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

What would happen to such a proposal? I believe that Mr. GRIF'FIN. Gentlemen talk here about the vote In Ohl01 
white flour is a greater menace to health than alcoholic bever- of 180,000 majority, but there were 300,000 who voted against 
ages ever were, or e'el' can be, and I never eat it. Yet I it, and so it is throughout every State in the Union. It a vote 
would not support snell an amendment to our organic law. were taken i.n our State to-day a tremendous majority would 
- Tho ·e who believe that it is the duty of the Government be roiled up against the Volstead law. 
to protect the people fTom harmful beverages would logically Mr. MURPHY. Will the gentleman yield? 

- be bOlmd to protect the people from harmful foods; but would Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes. 
they ever accept such an amendment? They would laugh at Mr. MURPHY. I am sure the gentleman wants to be fair 
the idea. in his statement, and he understands tlMlt the statement he 

What is the dift'erE>nce? Or, in the slang or the day, 41 Where made about the vote in Ohio was inaccurate. 
· ts the catch?" There is no difference whatever in principle. , Mr. GRIFFIN. I am talking about the vote-! understand 
The "catch," or the solution of the puzzle, is in the difference it was 180,000 majority, but there were 800,000 that dld not 
in point of v'iew. The antHiquor mind has infected itself with want it. 
a moral fervor based on a revulsion against drunkenness and Mr. MuRPHY. The vote was 500,000 and some odd for 
a hatred of "saloons," whtch they consider the source of un- it--
told evil. In tllat I believe they were right. The saloon Mr. GRIFFI~. And 300,000 against it. 
Rhould be doomed, and so long as the reformers confined their Mr. MURPHY. We belieTe in that sort of government d() 
efforts to the ·abolition of that evll, there is hardly a respect- we not? ' 
able man or woman who would not indorse and support their Mr. GRIFFIN .. We, in N'ew York, do not. The Constltu. 
efforts. tion of the United States was Intended to protect the minority 

They soon changed, howevet•, from opposition to the saloon States in their ftmdamentai rights and liberty. · 
to opposition to the things sold in the saloon. That was funda- The OIIAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
mentally wrong. The patronage of the saloon was limited and York has again expired. 
growing less every day. In many sections of New York City, The Olerk read as follows: 
for instance, saloon after saloon went out of existence because 
of waning patronage. Beer, wine, and whisky were sold in 
groceries for family needs. Beer or wine was served at the 
famlly table. Handled in this way overindulgence or drunken
ness was exceedingly rare. The bottle of whisky was 1n the 
medicine chest for emergencies. That- was the regimen that 
was completely upset by the sudden transition to absolute 
prohibition. 

The result has been the establishment of home brewing and 
the introducti{)n of the liquor still in the home. These are 
grE:'ater evils than that sought to be corrected. Families in 

BATTLE l!'IELDS COMMISSION, P.l!Tl'PlRSBURG, VA. 

F?r payment to Col. James Anderson. Springfield, Mass., $965.22, 
and to Capt. Carter R. Bishop, Richmond, Va., $lS20, as compensa
tion and reimbursement for expenses incurred as members of the 
commission authorized by the act entitled "An act to provide for th& 
l.nBpectlon of the battle fields of the siege of Petersburg, Va.," ap
proved February 11, 1925, ftscal year 1926 J tn all, $1,48fS.22. 

1\!r. DREWRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follqwing amend· 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
which drunkenness was an utter stranger, accustomed to beer Page 44, ll.ne 7, strike out the word .. lUchmond .. and insert the 
and wines., were suddenly deprived of what they considered an word "Petersburg." 
essential part of their household table supplies. 

They did the only thing that remained for them to do. They 
made their own. The ancient household recipes were revived, 
and elderberry wine, raisin wine, and other ancient concoctions 
having the necessary fiavor or "kick" were restored to the 
family larder. In such homes, and they are legion, the old 
status has been to some extent restored, but with this unfor
tunate consequence-that the shadow of hypocrisy and the 
gnawing consciousness of law violation disturb the peace of 
mind. This is the great wrong o:t such a tyranny of suppres
sion. Decent, law-abiding people should not be subjected to 
such a hardship. 

Then there is another consequence affecting the younger 
generation. Wha.t is their reaction to the disclosures thus 
made to them in the bosom of their own family? A perusal of 
the publlc press, with its daily recitals of immorality among the 
yotmg, is the answer. 

Then there is the saloon that was sought to be wiped out. 
Has that been accomplished? Yes; but in name only. The 
old-time corner saloon of the cities has changed the sign over 
over its door: "Ales, wines, and whiskies," and the bottles of 
rye and bouroon in its windows have been replaced by others 
bea11ng the labels of ginger ale, sarsaparilla, and other liquids 
ot stomach-destroying or of "belly wash" variety. Inside the 
swinging door the initiated can still get the stronger drink, 
but of such a vici\>us, unwholesome· character, and at such 
exorb~tant prices, that the hea,lth ~nd pockets of the unfot'tu-

Mr. DREWRY. Mr:-. Chairman, in offering this amendment I 
would like to address myself a few moments to the Honse in 
explanation of the item in this bill to which the amendment is 
offered. This morning we heard the beautiful tribute paid by 
our colleague, l\Iajor STEDMAN, to General Stuart of the Con
federate Army, and it seems appropriate that this opportunity 
should arise which permits me to pay a tribute to a soldier of 
the Army of the Potomac. The story is an echo of days gone 
by-with posl:.ibly an appeal to sentiment, if you please to catl 
it so. It will not, however, hurt the l\Iembers of this Honse to 
refrain a few moments from the necessary, but unromantic, task 
of spending the people's money to listen to a little sentiment. 

Thirty years ago, on the 19th of Ja;nuary, the old soldiers of 
Lee and Jackson in Petersburg were celebrating, as was thelr 
annual custom, General Lee's bjrthday with a banquet. On 
that day all business is suspended in Petersburg, and the peol)le 
of the clty vie In honoring the old Confederate soldiers. It is 
their day-the city is theirs. As it happened-and I have al
ways thought it was providential-an old soldier from 1\Iassa
chusetts, who fought with Grant in a,ttacldng Petersburg, was 
In town for the purpose of revisiting the scenes of Ws fighting 
life. He met the old soldiers in their gray uniforms, told them 
who he was, and they fraternized like brothers, a<J brave men 
always will. Dravery is not a matter of the color of the uni
form. He was in·rited to the banquet for that night and 
accepted. When he was called o~ for a speech he gave it to 
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them straight from the shoulder, or f:lS one of the old soldiers 
snid, "He gave us Johnnies hell." I;le made no apologies for 
hi. course in dolng his duty in trying to capture the city, nor 
did he criticize his opponents for holding a d.i.fferent opinion. 
'Yllen he finished his speech he was cheered to the echo. One 
entlm dast in gray moved that the "Yank" be made an honor
arv and associate member of the cnmp. He was elected unanJ... 
mously and, so far as I know, is the only Federal soldier who 
holds the honor of being a member Qf a camp of Confederate 
veterans. And at thl point I may also say that he has never 
missed a meeting of this camp of Confederate soldiers in Peters
burg at the annual celebration of Lee's birthday since he has 
been elected. 

He went back to Soring1ield, Mass., and persuaded his city 
to extend an invitati;,n to the Confederate soldiers to visit it. 
The invitation was accepted, and the old Confederate soldiers 
from Petersburg were received with such generosity and cour
tesv and hospitality tbat a counterinvitation was extended to 
th~ Grand Army of the Republic in Springfield to visit Peters
burg. Various courtesies have been extended between the two 
cities since. Petersburg looks on Springfield as a. kindly neigh
bor and for a stranger to say that he i::; from Springfield is the 
ope~ sesame in Petersburg. Springfi~ld i a name that is 
synonymous with courtesy and hospitality. Nothing co~d h.ave 
been more appropriate than that Mas a.chusetts and 'irgmia 
should have renewed old friendships. From the baginning of 
the history of the States they have clasped lmnds in a common 
cause. Only once have they di agreed, and thE>n they fought it 
out like brothers and brave rue.n. Patrick Henry's prophecy 
that the next gale from the K ortb would bring a clash of re
sounding arms was answered by the men of Massacllusetts 
almost as soon as he uttered it. George Wa hington. if I 
remember correctly. wa made commander in ebief of the forces 
of the United StateH under tlle old elm in Cambridge. It is 
true Adams and Jefferson at times disagreed, but their dls
agreement was always a matter of. mental conclusion ~d ~ot 
one of patriotism. John Mar hall rnterpreted the Con titution 
and ·webster uphelt.l it. So it was theu not unseemly that a 
citizen of Mas achusetts hould collie to Yirginia. and be 
received with open arms. . 

James Ander~on, of Sprlngfieltl. 11u ~s., is a well beloved m 
Peter burg as he is in llis own hollle tow·u-maybe more so, for 

•prophets are sometimes ignored in their own country. We call 
him " Colonel " in Pete1·sum·g. It never occurred to me to as
certain whether he was l.ire-retted on the field of aetiou, but I 
know that he has bee.n brevetted in the hearts and affections of 
our people. In the South we like to give titles to those we lo\"e, 
and " colonel " is a term of affection and rC:>spect for those we 
wi8h to dignify. Many a man ·has the soubriquet who never 
wore an officer's epaulets. Every man, woman, and child in 
Petersburg knows" Colonel Jim," as we call him. He posseo es 
the kindly difl"nity and open heart to his fellow man, and manly 
courage with~ hi friend3 and foes that entitle him to the desig
nation. In my humble oviuion he has done more to heal the 
wounds arising out of that fratricidal conflict of the sixties 
than any man now alive. 1.'he final word might be aid of him, 
"He loves his fellow ma,u." 

w·hen this commis ion was appointed to suney the batrle 
fields around Petersburg he was put on the commission. Not
withstandlng that the appropriation was not carried at that ses
sion of Congress with tlle authorization, yet he cnme down in 
Ws own car from Massachusetts, nt his own expense, and spent 
a good part of the summer in carrying on the work of the com
mission. This item of the bill is to repay him for the expenses 
advanced by him in this behalf. 

He lies now on a bed of sickness in a hospital in his native 
city, and I felt that I wanted, as u spokesman of the people of 
Petersburg, to lay on th~ pages of this journal a tribute to 
this soldier of the ll'ederal Army, who has done all that lay 
within his power to bring about a united country. After all, 
gentlemen, I know of no higher praise that can be a warded a 
man than to say that for 30 years be labored to promote the 
harmonious union of his country. 

The CHAIRMA...~. Tlle question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Olerk read as follows: 

NATIO~AL HOllE FOR DUBBLF.D VOLU~TSl!IR 80LDlE~B 

Korthwestern Branch, Milwaukee, Wis. : For reps.lrlng maln roadway 
through the reservation, approxlmately one and one-fourth miles in 
lengtb, U7,500, to continue av:illa.ble until June $0, 1D21. 

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I offor the toll~wing a~end.
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows t 
Amendment otrered by Mr. BCJ!AB'F.R 1 Page H, llne lB, after the 

comma after the word "length," strike out "$17,500," and ln~crt in 
lieu thereot u $25,000'." 

.Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to congratulate tbe 
committee on recommending an appropriation to repair the 
main road at the National Military Home for Disabled Volun
teer Soldiers, northwestern brancll, in the city of Milwaukee. 
I call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to the fact 
that the Budget has authorized $25,000 to be appropriated for 
the repair of thls road. The hearings on the War De-part
ment appropriation bill, page 902, reveal the fact that esti
mates have been obtained by the Board· of Managers and .that 
the Board of Managers feel that the amount of $25,000 is nec
essary properly to repair the road. I think that my amendment 
is fair. It merely provides the amount estimated by the Board 
of Managers and what the Budget has recommended as neces
sat·y. There ru.·e thousands of disabled veterans of all wars 
who are residents at this national home. I feel that sufficient 
funds should be appropriated to keep the main roads within 
the confines of the home in proper shape to add to the comfort 
of our disabled veterans and especially to the comfort of those 
who must travel this road in ambulances. 

At the last se sion I offered an amendment to the appropri
ation covering the home to provide for the repair of these roads 
which failed of enactment. I am glad the distinguished chair
man of this subcommittee made a personal vi.Fit to · the north
western branch and hru~ made recommemlatlon properly to 
repair the roads. 

1\Ir. Al~THONY. 1\Ir. Chairman, the committee felt that 
:17,u00 was sufficient to make the repairs indicated to thifl 
road. The first estimate presented about a year ago to the 
committee was that $10,000 would do the work. It is true 
that the Budget at:ks for $25,000 this year. I personally looked 
at this road la. t November. The road is in bad shape and needa 
repair, l..mt there is aml)le material, macadam, in the road now. 
All it needs is a tarna resurfacing, and the committed believes 
$17.500 i sufficient for the purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

'l'he question was taken; and ou a division (demanded by Mr. 
ScHAFT<~) there were-ares 4, noes 48. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk re umed and concluded the reading of the bill 
Mr. BEGG. l\1r. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. Mr. Chairman and Members of the committee, it is 
unfortunate that our distinguished Chairman of the Commit
tee on Appropriations [Mr. MADDEN] is prevented from being 
pre··ent here to-day to defend this appropriation. I have been 
asked to make a brief statement on it, and I refer to the 
amendment which was offered in the bill and succ·essfully 
ofl'ered, making an appropriation · of $374,462.02 as an in
terest payment to the Omaha Indians. Now, I think in the 
discussion the other <lay there wa.a one vital point that was 
not cleal'ly brought out. The Court of Claims bru~ very 
rightly stated as a judgment $122,000, in round numbers, is 
the principal sum due ihe Omaha Indians. Then they started 
to find a judgment for interest charge at 5 per cent, which 
would be a total of $374,000--

.Mr. RA..NKIN. Mr. Cbairman, I make the point of order 
that debate on this amendment hai; been exhausted. The 
amendment passed under the five-minute rule, and the gen
tleman is out of ordet·. 

l\Ir. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. BEGG. The only thing I think it is necessary to say 
on this point of order is I moved to strike out the lust word 
1n the bill and under that motion to strike out the la.st word 
in the bill I think I am permitted to discuss any phase of that 
bill which I desire to. 

Mr. R.A.n'XIN. -I make the point of order that the lac;t 
word in the bill is " 1926." The gentleman is not permitted 
under his motion to go back and discuss the entire bill, 
which has been repeatedly held by both the Speaker and the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. SNELL. After the generous discussion on this blU 
this afternoon it seems to me rather far-fetched to raise 
that techni<!allty at this stage o:t the game. I appreciate the 
gentleman has the right to make the point of order. 

Mr. RAJ..~KIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from .New 
:York 1a one ot the la.at .men on earth who should attempt tG 
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lecture me on the ethics of the Bouse. I have a right to 
make this point of order at any time, and I submit this is 
the time to make it. The amendment to which the gentleman 
refers has been debated and passed by the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union several days ago, 
and it is not in order to go back now and discuss it under· a 
motion to strike out the last word. 

l\Ir. BYRNS. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to allow 
me to ask the gentleman from New York a question? With· 
out discussing the merits or the demerits of this particular 
amendment, I desire to ask the gentleman if in all his expe
rience here be has heard of a case where an amendment has 
been passed that has been discussed at length and finally 
.adopted and placed in' the bill that when the reading of the 
bill bas been concluded and the committee is ready to rise, 
I repeat, has the gentleman ever hear~ of such a thing as 
making a five-minute speech on a motion to strike out the 
last word? . 

Mr. SNELL. There has been a general discussion on the 
whole bill this afternoon. I appreciate the gentleman has a 
right to make the point of order-! am· not discussing that
but I think he ought to be a little more liberal as long as 
we had general discussion of the ·bill this afternoon. 

Mr. BARKLEY. And this discussion is on something we 
have already pa.ssed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
was to strike out the word "1926" and debate will have to be 
confined to the subject of str1k1ng out that word. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I offer a motion to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bll). 

Mr. R.ANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
:first amendment, then. The gentleman can not swap horses in 
the middle of the stream. 

1\Ir. BEGG. 1\Ir. Oh'atrman, I submit I have a right to make 
that motion. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman has been recognized for five 
minutes on the other proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's recognition to this point 
has been on the first amendment. 

Mr. BEGG. I am making a new motion. I am asking a 11ew 
recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment made by the gentleman from Ohio w111 be withdr&wn. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I object 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the pro forma amend

ment of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BEGG. Now, Mr. Chairman and members of the Com

mittee, as I started to say a moment ago, I think there is one 
point that ought to be---

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the gentleman 
is not in order. I renew my point of order. 

Mr. BEGG. I refuse to be interrupted unless the gentleman 
is going to do it in accordance with parliamentary law. 

Mr. RANKIN. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman must confine · his remarks to the proposed 
amendment. 

Mr. BEGG. I harve not had a chance yet. I did not get 
more than four words out of my mouth. 

Mr. RA~"XIN. Oh, yes. The gentleman started out to make 
the same speech. 

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman presumes to know what I am 
going to say. 

Mr. RANKIN. He said he was going on to discuss the 
proposition he started out with. I make the point of order 
that he must confine his remarks to the amendment. 

Mr. BEGG. Well, members of the committee, I _think the 
procedure so far is perhaps more effective in getting before 
the membership of this House what I wanted to get before it 
than if I had been pel'mitted to talk three or four minutes. 

What I wanted to point out was this: The Court of Claims 
found a decision on the principal sum for $122,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Ohairman, I renew the point of order. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

that under a motion to strike out the enacting clause the 
gentleman can only discuss what appears in the bill -under the 
enacting clause, not what it will be when it is adopted by the 
Bouse. 

Mr. BEGG. A motion to strike out is in order at any time, 
and we are now in the committee, and all amendments adopted 
by the committee are part of the di.scussion that the person 
offering to strike out the enacting clause is entitled to discuss. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is not a part ot the bill untU it comes 
before the House. 

Mr. BEGG. It is a part of the bill up to the present time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair will say that ln his view the 

motion to strike out the enacting clause brings before the 
committee the entire bill. The motion can be made at any 
time before the committee concludes consideration of the bill, 
and when it is made it relates, as the Ohair thinks, to every
thing contained in the bill. There is a ruling in Hinds, Vol
ume V, section 5386, page 177, where the question was l'aised 
whether certain remarks were in order on a motion to strike 
out the enacting clause. Th~ Ohair will read: 

6336. On a motion to strike out the enactll\1 clause a Member may 
debate the merits of the bill but must confine himself to Its pro· 
visions . 

On July 1, 1841, the House was in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union considering a bill "to appropriate the pro
ceeds of the sale of the public lands and to grant preemption rights," 
the pending motion being to strike out the enacting clause of the bill, 
on which extended debate had taken place. 

While Mr. Aaron V. Brown, of Tennessee, had the floor, Mr. Christo
pher Mo1·gan, of New York, asked if they were to be detained "by dis
cussing everything under the heavens." The gentleman's remarks bad 
no reference to the subject under consideration. 

The Chairman (Mr. Lawrence, of Pennsylvania) stated that the ques
tion then pending was on strik.tng out the enacting clause of the bill, 
and the gentleman had a right tG go into the whole merits of it, but th& 
gentleman must confine himself to the provisions of the bUI. 

That is the only precedent that the Chair has been able to find 
at the present moment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. My point of order is not based on the con
tention that the gentleman can not make his motion to strike 
out the enacting clause, but that the amendment is not a part 
of the blll within the meaning of that decision, and does not 
become a part of it until t!lat amendment is approved by the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. In reply the Chair will say that the only 
action of the committee will be to report the -blll to the House 
with the amendments, with the recommendation that the amend
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. That 
will include a recommendation by the Committee of the Whole 
that the so-called Howard amendment be agreed to. The motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] will prevent that action 
being taken if his motion prevails. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. And also any other provisions of it. 
The CIIAIRMAN. That is for the committee to determine. 

. Of course the striking out of the enacting clause wlll defeat 
the whole bill. But the Chair does not feel that he can con
sider the merits as to the effect of the motion or upon the 
point of order. The gentleman from Ohio is discussing the 
reasons for and the effects of his motion. The Chair is con
strained to overrule the point of order. 

Mr. BEGG. Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman on 
the minority side will permit me to proceed for about two 
minutes, because that is about the length of time I wanted to 
consume. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman has already made that state
ment in his speech heretofore. 

Mr. BEGG. The Court of Claims found there was due the 
Omaha Indians, in round figures, $122,000. Then the court 
started to render a decision which contained a finding that 
there was an interest charge due of $37 4,000, when the attofney 
for · the Government called the attention of the court to the fact 
that the court was without jurisdiction to make a finding for 
au interest charge. 

Now, here is the point I want the House to keep clearly in 
mlnd : If there had not been a carrying up of that case by the 
claimants to the Supreme Court of the United States, there 
would have been an element of doubt as to whether or not they 
were entitled to the interest. But, as so often happens, a 
claimant is dissatisfied with the decision ; he carries his case 
up and the lower court's finding is sustained. 

Now, the case was carried to the Supreme Court of the 
United States by the claimants and the Supreme Court of the 
United States affirmed the finding of the Court of Claims, 
to wit, that they were not entitled to an interest charge. I 
want the House to have that information and I want to call 
the attention of the House to another fact. There seemed to 
be some alarp! about the fact that the Appropriations Com
mittee was usm-plng its authority in not appropriating, because 
we had passed "' law specifically authorizing it. However, all 
that law did was to make this money available, so as not to 
make it subject to a point of order if the Appropriations Com
mittee found it to be due. In their investigations they find
or they must have found-that it was not due, else they would · 
have brought in a provision carrying the app~oprlation. 

Mr. BYRNS. Wlli Ule gentle~an. yield? 



I 

1926 - CONGRESSIONAL R.ECORD-- HOUSE 3471 
Mr. BEGG. Yes. 
Mr. BYRNS. 'l'he gentleman said the higher court affirmed 

the judgment of the lower court, holding that there was no 
interest due. Does not the gentleman know that the lower 
court, in its original finding, held they were entitled to interest 
and it was only disallowed because the attorney tor the Gov
ernment called their attention to the fact that they were with
out jurisdiction to allow interest. 

Mr. BEGG. I made that statement ver:r clearly. 
MI'. BYRNS. I did not so understand the gentleman. 
Mr. BEGG. Yes; and I will make it plain so that the gen

tleman will understand, because there aPe no dollars in it for 
me either way. I said that the Court of Claims found $122,000 
due as principal and started to allow $374,000 as interest, when 
the attorney for the Government called their attention to the 
fact that they had no jurisdiction to find any inter~st due. 
Then they carried the case to the Supreme Court, and accord
ing to the gentleman's own committee report it appears: 

The modified decision of the Court of Claims rendering judgment 1n 
favor of the Indians in the sum of $122,295.81 and eliminating any 
provision for interest was rendered on June 10, 1918. 

On appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States that court 
affirmed the judgment of the Court of Claims as to the disallowance of 
interest. 

Mr. BYRNS. Certainly. 
Mr. BEGG. That is exactly what I said. 
Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. And there is a statute which :for

bids the payment of interest. 
Mr. BEGG. The gentleman from Kansas calls my attention 

to another fact, that there is even a statute prohibiting the 
payment of interest. I give the House that information on the 
gentleman's statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
bas expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
gentleman have two more minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may proceed 
for two additional minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I object. I think it is time 
we voted on this bill. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio be given two more minutes in 
order that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER] may 
ask him a question. 

The OH.AIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may proceed for 
two additional minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I underiitood the gentleman 

from Ohio, when reading a moment ago, to say that the Su
preme _Court in its opinion affirmed the modified judgment 
of the lower court? 

Mr. BEGG. Does the gentleman want the exact language? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, the gentleman himself 

read "modified judgment." 
Mr. BEGG. No; I did not. I said affirmed the judgment 

of the Court of Claims as to the disallowance of interest. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But the original judgment of 

the court below, as I understand, was that the claimants 
should have principal and interest. 

Mr. BEGG. No; the gentleman is in error. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And then the counsel for the 

Government called the attention of the court to the fact that 
the statute forbade the granting of interest; thereupon they 
modified their original judgment, and then the claimants took 
the case to the Supreme Court. Only a few moments ago did 
not the gentleman himself read the words " modifled judg
ment, in what he read? Please read what the gentleman 
read a few moments ago. 

Mr. BEGG. I will do that, but before doing so I want to 
read the statute with reference to an interest charge. Now, 
mind you, this interest, as attempted to be · allowed in the 
original judgment, was all prior to the rendering of the judg
ment, and the statute reads: 

No interest shall be allowed on any claim up to the time of the 
rendition of judgment thereon by the Court of Claims, unless upon 
a contract expressly stipulating for the payment of interest. 

Now, there was no contract and there was no judgment. 
The Court of Claims started to render a judgment when their 
attention was called to the fact that they had no jurisdiction 
to do so. The case was carried to the Supreme Court by the 
claimants and the Supreme Court reaffirmed the ~ding of 
the Court of Claims as to the disallowance of ~terest. Now, 

then, on what ground can we override that kind of a decision? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio· 

has again expired. 
Mr. HOW .ARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 

motion. [Applause.] 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I know you 

are all anxious to go home. You are anxious to get through 
with this bill to-night, and I am going to detain you only a 
little bit; just long enough to say that I am surprised at the 
action of my friend, the gentleman from Ohio, in injecting an 
argument here so out of place, it seems to me, and not in har
mony with the well-settled procedure of the House. 

I have no argument to make on the legal phase ot this ques
tion. I could not make an argument in five minutes ; that 
would not be possible. I only want to say to you, gentlemen, 
that we have discussed this matter for more than a year now, 
off and on. Practically every Member of this House is entirely 
familiar with the situation. Either it is right or it is wrong 
for this House now to pass judgment favorably upon a former 
action by the House, by the Senate, and with the approval of 
our President. One of two procedures is right, and one must 
be wrong. I am of opinion it will be the right and the fair 
thing for us now to say to these Indians that the Congress, 
having passed their bill authorizing this appropriation, the 
President having approved it, the Budget Bureau having esti
mated for it, the hour has arrived now when we ought to close 
the discussion and say to them that their money will be paid. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOWARD. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska. 
Mr! SIMMONS. Tl!e statement was made by the gentleman 

from Ohio that the bill authorizing this payment did not direct 
the payment, but that it contained a proviso, if the Appropria
tions Committee found it due. I have here the bill which is 
in the regular form authorizing the appropriation of a specific 
amount, with no proviso giving the Committee on Appropria
tions the authority that the gentleman from Ohio states; and 
may I ask the gentleman further this question? 

The gentleman from Ohio read the statute, saying that inter
est was not authorized, was not this authority on the part of 
Congress directly authorizing this payment passed years after 
the general statute to which the gentleman referred, and does it 
not necessarily supersede it? 

Mr. HOWARD. Oh, yes. 
Mr. BROWNING. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. HOW A.RD. I will. 
Mr. BROWNING. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a 

fact that the statute expressly provided that the Court of 
Claims should not render a judgment for interest; and was not 
that the only thing the Supreme Court decided? · 

Mr. HOWARD. I so understood it. 
Mr. BROWNING. And the fact is this Congress in exercis

ing its judgment said that this interest should be allowed, and 
passed an authorizing act to that effect. 

Mr . . HOW .ARD. That is the situation exactly. 
l\fr. BROWNING. .And directing the Appropriations Com

mittee or this Congress to make this appropriation? 
Mr. HOWARD. That is it. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. And if your claim should be dis

allowed we would be disregarding the action of a former Con
gress. 

Mr. HOWARD. That is right. I do not think we will.. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that on a motion to 

strike out the enacting clause only two speeches may be made, 
one for and one against. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to strike out the enacting clause of the: 
bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committe& 

do now rise and report the bill to the House with sundry 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments be
agreed to and the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. CHINDBLOM, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Unlon, reported that 
that committee, having had under consideration H. R. 8722,. 
the deficiency appropriation bill, bad directed liim to report 
the same to the House with sundry amendments, with th& 
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that 
the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and all amendments thereto to final passage. 

The pre·dous question was ordered. 
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The- SPE~\KEn. Is a s~parate- vote demanded on any a:m~nd· 

m~t? 
Mr. A!\"TRONY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a separate vote on 

the !Ioward amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Are there any other amendment:. on which 

a separ ate vote is demanded? If not the Chair will put them 
In gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment on which 

a separate vote i3 demanded, which the Clerk will report. 
The merk read as foTiows: 
r~e 25. after line ~. insert: "To pay the Omaha Tribe ot Indle.ns 

of • ·ebra ska, in acc<>rd:lnce with the net of CongTess 11.pproved Febru· 
ary 9, 1923, estimated for by the Budget Bureau and forwarded to the 
House of llepresentati~es by the Pre3ident and printed in House Docu· 
men t No. 61 i, Sixty-elghtb. Congress, second ses~ion, the sum ot 
J;H 4, 4G5.02. 

The SPEAKER. The question ls on the amendment offered 
bv the gentleman from Nebra.. ka. 
·The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

HowARD and Mr. OLDI'IELD) there were-ayes 101. noes 92. 
Mr. A.NTHO ... JY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays;. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
'l'he question wns. taken ; and the1·e were-yeas 181, nays 108, 

answered" present " 2. not voting HO, as follows: 

Abrrnptby 
Allgood 
Anur en 
.Arnotd 
Auf der lleido 
P.acon 
Rnii PY' 
Bankhead 
Bar!dey 
Beck 
Rell 
B rger 
Black, Tex. 
Bland 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Boies 
Row ling 
Rox 
noylan 
llraod, Ga. 
Rt'if{g-S 
Bl'Owne 
llt·owning 
Ru chanan 
Bulwtnkle 
Rnrdick 
Bu ·by 
Hyrns 
( 'antield 
Cannon 
( 'arter, Okla. 
Chapman 
Christopherson 
Cleary 
Collier 
('olton 
Connally, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Ct•1sp 
Cro e.r 
Crowther 
Davis 
Deal 
Denison 
lJickinson, Iowa 

Ackerman 
Adkins 
Aldrich 
Allen 
.Andrew 
Anthony 
Arentz 
Bachmann 
Barbour 
Beers 

~~~,es 
Bowman 
Brigham 
nrltten 
Br·omm 
Burtness 
Burton 
Butler 
Campbell 
CM.lme-rs 
Chindl>lom 
Clague 
('ole 
C!oopet, OhiG 
Coyle 
Crumpacker 

[Roll No. 29] 
YEAS-181 

Dicklnc;on. Mo. 
Dough t oo. 
Dowell 
nrewry 
Driver 
Edwards 
Esllek 
Mn.ns 
Fau~:~t 
Fisher 
Fletch r 
Frea.r 
Fulmer 
Garbel" 
Gardner. Ind. 
Garner, TP.x. 
na que 

-GiMon 
Gifford 
C.:oldRborough 
Goodwin 
Green, ll'la. 
Oreenwood 
Hriffin 
Hadley 
Ha mmer 
IIare
HarriS()Il 
Hawes 
Rill, Al3.. 
Hill, Wash. 
Houston 
IIownrd 
Huddl ston 
Hudson 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Johnson, 'feL 
Kemp 
Kerr 
Kincheloe 
Knutson 
Kopp 
Kurtz 
Kvale 
Lankford 

Larsen Sandl in. 
Lazaro Sch:a.fer 
t.ea rltt Sears, Fht. 
Littl9 Searil , Nebr. 
Lowrey Shallenberger 
Lozier Simmons 
Lyon ~iucllll.r 
McCHntlc Sinnott 
1\fcDutn~ Smith 
McKeown Smithwick: 
McLaughlin, Nebr. Spea.lt!J 
McMillan SpearUI'"' 
McRernolda stengatr 
McSwaln Btedmnn 
M.cSweenq Stevenson 
Major Swanlii 
Manlove Swing 
Mansfleld Taylor, Tf'nn. 
Mnpes Tay}{)r, \\'. Va. 
Mead Temple 
Montague Thomas 
Mooney 1'i!Iman 
Moore, Ky. •rimberlake 
Moore, Va. Underwood 
Morehead Upshaw 
Morrow Vane 
Nelson, Mo. "'\Tmson, Ga. 
N{'l~n. Wis. Vinson, KT. 
Norton Voigt 
O'Connell.. R. L Wari'en 
O'Connor, La. Weavm-
Oldtleld Wetald 
Oliver, N.Y. White\ Kana. 
rarks White.uead 
Peery WhtttinJ:t;oll 
Quf u Wlllfams, Te.r. 
Rag&n Williamson 
Rainey Wilson, La.. 
Rankfn Wilson, Miss. 
Rathbone Winter 
Rayburn Woodl'!lif 
Roge-r WoodrOJn 
Romjue Wurzbach 
Rubey 
Rutherford 
Sande-rs, Te~. 

NAYS-108 

Cutry ll'win 
Hav.-nport James 
Eaton Johnson, Ill. 
Elliott .Johnl'loo, Ind. 
Ellis Ketcham 
Est.erly Lehlbach. 
Falrcillld Letts 
Fi h MacGregor 
I<itzgerald, Roy G. Magee, N.Y. 
I1'ltzgerald, W. T. Magt>e, Pa. 
Foss Magrady 
Free Martin, Mass. 
French l\llller 
Frothingham Montgomery 
F urlow Morgan 
O&r mon Morpby 
Hall, Ind. Neliron. Me. 
Uall, N. Dak. Newton, Minn. 
Hardy Patterson 
Hawl~y PbilHps 
Her ey Pu rneU 
Hlc.key Ri>eee 
lltn, ~IJ. P.eerl, N. Y. 
Hoell. fi()wbottolil 
Hogg- Saoo fil, N.Y. 
Hooper Seger 
Hull, Willlam U:. Shreve 

Snell 
Sosn~wakl 
Sproul, llL 
Mpmot, KaniJ. 
Stalker 
Stephen~J 
Strong, Kans. 
Strother 
Summer!'.~ Wash. 
Taylor, .N. J. 
Thatcher 
TiltJon 
Tinkham 
Tolley 
Treadway 
Updil• 
Var 
Vincut, Mich. 
Wainwright 
Wason 
Watn:>s 
WatMn 
Wheeler 
W.bJte, Ma. 
WoJtrtOQ 
Wood 
Wyant 

ANSWEC.IDD "I'R8SENT "-2 

Mclt'add n Mct!l.ughUn, Mlcll. 
NOT VOTI.NG-140 

Almon FuHer J,aGuardla. 
Appleby Funk Lampert 
As.weU · • Gallivan Lanham 
AyYes Gambrill Lea. CaUf. 
Bacltarach Uarrett, 'l'enn. Lealherwo d 
Beedy Uarrett, 'l'eL I .ee, Oa. 
Btxler Gilbert J,indsay 
Black1 N.Y. Glynn Lineberger 
Brana, Ohlo Golder LlnthlC'Ulll 
Carew Graham J.uce 
tarpen ter Green; Iowa. AlcLood 
Ca:r!iB Grlest Madden 
Carter, Callf. Hale Martin, La. 
Celler liastirrgg Menges 
Collins Haugen M{'rrltt 
Connery Hayden Mlchaels()n 
Connolly, ra. Holaday Michener 
Corning Hnl1. Morton D. Milligan 
Cox J acobstein Mllls 
Cramton J etr rs Moore, Ohio 
Cullen Jenkins Morin 
Darrow Johllson, Ky. Newton, Mo. 
Davey .lohns~n, S.Dak. O'Connell~N. Y. 
Dempsey J ohnson, Wash. O'Connor, N.Y. 
Dickstein Jon-es Oliver, Ala. 
Dominick Kahu Parker 
Douglass Kearns Pea\'ey 
Doyle Keller Perh"in.i 
Drane Kelly Perlmau 
Dyet· Kendall Por-ter 
Fe11n Kietner Pou 
Flaherty Kiess Prall 
lrort Kindred Pratt 
Fredericks King Quayle 
ll'reelllliln Kun:a Ihmseyer 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced 1 
On this vote : 

Ranatey 
n eed, Art. 
Reld, Ill. 
R~bin..so~ Jowa 
Robsto.u, K,y. 
Rouse 
Ho.batb 
Hchneider 
Scott 
Somers, N.Y. 
Stobbs 
~trong, Pll. 
Sullivan 
~umners, Tex. 
Swartz 
Sweet 
::5woope 
1'aber 
Taylor, Col~. 
Tllayer 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tincher 
Tucker 
Tydings 
Underhill 
Vestal 
Walters 
Weller 
We-lsh 
William~ m. 
Wingo 
Wright 
Yates 
Zilllrua.n 

Mr. Wingo (tor) with Mr. McFadden. (against). 
Mr. Somers o-r :New :York (for) witll Mr. Appleby (agatnst). 
Mr. Peavey (for) with Mr. Kiefner (against). 
1\Ir. Weller (for) with Mr. Madden .(against}. 
Mr. Hayden (for) with Ml'. Luce (against). 
Ur. O'Connell of New York (for) with Mr. Funk (against). · 
Mr. Carss (for) witll Mr. Reid of Illinot. (against). 
Mr. Schneider (for) with Mr. Connolly o{ Pennsyiva.nl& (aga.lnst}. 
Mr. Kindred (for) with Mr. Orlest (against). 
1\lr. Garrett of Texas (tor) wltb Mr. Williams of Illinote (apinst). 
Mr. Prall (for) with 1\Ir. Swoope (against). 
lk Hastino-s (for) with lllr. Golder (against). 
Mr. Celler {for) with Mr. Strong of Pennsylvania (against). 
Mr. Aswell (for) with 1\Ir. Darrow (a~ain.rt). 
Mr. Carew (for) with l\Ir. Pratt (agamst). 
Mr. Lampert (for) with Mr. lfenn (against). 
Mr. O'Connor ot New York (for) with Mr. Carter ot Calltornta. 

(against). 
Mr. Doyle (for) with Mr. Graham (against). 
Mr. Sullivan (for) wtth Mr. 1\ewton of Missouri (against). 
Mr. Lindsa1 (for) with Mr. Fuller (agatnst). 
Mr. Kunz (for) with .Mr. Ke-ndall (against). 
Mr. Quayle (for) with Mr. McLeod (against). 
Mr. Lee of Georaia (for) with Mr. Kless (against). 
Mr. Dickstein (for) with Mr. Oliver of Alabama. (agalnat}. 
Mr. Rlack of New York (for) with Mr. Bixler (against). 
.Mr. Martin of Louisiana (for) with Mr. Mills (against). 
Mr. Reed of Arkansns (tor) with Mr. Porter (against), 
Mr. 1\lllllgan (for) with Mr. Mo1·ln (against). 
Mr. Sabath (for) with Mr. ltansley (against). 
Mr. Wright (for) wltli Mr. Sweet (agaiifst)·. 
1\Jr. Corning (for) with Mr. Ba~harach (against). 
Mr. Dougla s (for) wfth Mr. Welsh taga1nst). 
Mr. Drane· (for) with Mr. Taber (against:). 

General pairs : 
Mr. Merritt with !\Jr. Unthtcum. 
Mr. Freeman with Mr. Pou. 
l\Ir. Hale with Mr. Almon. 
Mr. Perkin.c; with Mr. Sumners of T~?xas. 
Mr. Johnson of Soutb Dakota w1tli 1\f.r. Ayres. 
~1r. eott with Mr. "Colllns. 
1\Ir. Keams with Mr. Johnson of Kentucky. 
Mr. Dyer with Mr Cullen. 
1\ft·. I,ineberger with Mr. Lea of Cnllfomlll. 
Mt·. Michener "'ith Mr. Taylor of Colocado. 
Mr. Walters with Mr. Dominick. 
Mt·. Thompson with Mr. Cox. 
1\Ir. Ziblman with Mr. Tucker. 
Mt·. 'fhayer with Mr; Gallivan, 
Mr. Yates with Mr. Tydings. 
M.r. Tin~hffi" wtth Mr. Garrett of Tennessee. 
Mr. Michaelson with M:r. Lanham. 
Mr. Brand o! Oblo with Mr. Jp.frer8. 
Mr. Cramton with Mr. Gambt·ill. 
Mr. Johnson of Washington with Mr. Jones. 
Mr. Kelly wltb Mr. Gilbert. 
1\fr. McLaughlin of Mlcblgan W1th Mr. Davey. 
Mr. Moore of Ollio with Mr. JacobBteio. 
Mr. Parker with Mr. LaGuardia. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded? 
The SPIUAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 
Mr. JONES. I was not ln the hall when my name wa& caned. 
The result of the vote was announced as abllve recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question i~ on the engrossmellt and 

thlrd reading of the bill. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed ami read a third time, 

WRS read the third tlmeJ. and passed. • 
On motion of Mr. A..~THONY, a motion to reconsider the vote 

wh~reby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED BT.A.TZS 

A. message in writing from the President of. the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Latta, one of hb secretaries, who also informed the Bouse 
of Representatives that the President had approved blll of 
the following title : 

H. n. 7484. An act granting the conseat of Congress to the 
State Highway Commisdon of Arkansas to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across Red River near Fulton, Ark. 

ITALIAN DEBT SETTLEME~T 

Mr. LAI\'KFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
e"!rtend my remarks 1l'l the RECoRD on the Italian debt settle-
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia aiks unanl
moug consent to extend his remarks in the REcoP.D on theital1an 
debt ettlement. I there obje(!tion? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LANKFORD. 1\lr. Speaker and gentlemen of the com

mittee, to my mind the Italian del>t settlement plan as here 
p:ropo ·ed provides an outright gift to Italy and a vicio.llS rob
bery of the American poop:le. I know that many who support 
thi:i plan are hone t in their convictions, but the re ult of their 
support is just as harmful, ne-rertheles . 

Many say that Italy is bankrupt and unable to pay. All 
mu.~t admit that she has wonderful resources, and that while 
she has not some of the minerals, and so forth, of o.ther coun
trie~, that her soil is fertile, ofttimes producing more than an 
equal acreage in this country. I 

Information from the division of statistical and historical 
research, Bureau of Agricultural Economics, relating to the 
production of wheat, rye, barley, oats, and corn in the United 
Stnte and Italy for the year 1!>25, discloses that-

The a-.erage yfeld of wheat 1n Italy wa.s 20.6' bushels per acre. whlla 
tn the Unffw States it was 12.8 bushels; the avera~e yield of rye ln 
Italy was 21.5 bu hels per acre, while in the United Stutes 1t was 11.9 
bush~ls; the average yield (}f barley 1n Italy wa.s 22.3 bushcls per 
acre. and in the United States it was 26.4 bushels; tbe average yield 
or oats In Italy was 3U.2 bushels t;1er acre, while fn the Unit~d StateS" 
Jt was Sl3.3 bushels per acre; and the a.verage yield of corn in Italy was 
21.1 bushel!f per acre, wllfle it was 2S.lS bushelS' In the Unfted States. 

Among the 89 wheat-pt."oducing countries. of the. world Italy 
usually stands about eighteenth. The a\erage yield per acre 
of wlleat and ry.e in Italy for the year 1925 was about twice as 
great as in the United Sta.tes for the same year. The average 
yieTa of oats per acre Is about 6 bushels greater in Italy than 
1n the United States for the year 1925, and that ot corn and 
barley is about the same. The soil of Italy can not be said to. 
be "sten!e '' or nonproductive. 

Italy is producing more now than she produced before the 
wa:r and will continue to produce more and: more as the years 
go by. 

Italy :ir one of tll.e world po.wers. All admft that she has at 
least twenty-two billions of nathmal wealth an<! many contend 
that her national wealth p.ro.bab.Jy is even twice that mnount. 
But admit tbnt her national wealth is at the lowest tig'llr& 
stated, then it nattnally follows that it will increase. The 
national wealth of the United States ~:V is nearly twenty 
times as great as. it was: just;. after the. Civil War. 

One great mistake that some :make is 1n figuring Italy's 
ability to pay as of the present and then making. none of. the 
debt pn.yable at the present. We ought to figure on her ability 
to pay as of the date the paying is to be done. She ;r;a•oposes 
to pay so little at the present until we can easUy dtsr~!>lt.rd 
tbe present payments. They will be. negligiNe. · 

But is Italy so poverty stricken? She hu approximatelt 
119',000 square mfles 1n Europe and numerou'S colonia:l posses .. 
slons. No natioo occuples' a mor& favorable IJ<)Sitfon on the 
Medrtaranean Sea, and she is- mistress of thtt AdYlatle Sea. 
S.he Ms. p.racti<:aly a natural moliOpOlf of sulphur; Sicily 1& 
aow producing 17 per cent of the world"s supply. 

Italr has a won.derttu climate, and her tourist trade is ve-ry 
ftluable. 
' Th:en again she is to r~elve an enm-mous Indemnity fro-m 
<kt'many. 

l\.b. Winston, Assistant Seaetury (}f too Treft.sllry, sayg tnat. 
ItalY received from Germany last year tfie- equivalent of 
$16,000,000; that. sh6- wtll g~ abOitlt. twenty mJIIIon- each year 
tor tbe. ne:rt few years, and tben the: anltual amount will get 

larger. Italy wlll get as indemnity from Germany during the 
next 40 years much more than enough to pay all the debt 
commission has agreed to accept 1n: full settlement of. oot 
whole debt, and yet. dnrlng the first Sl years of thls' time she 
will pay only about one-fourteenth of what she is to pay u:J. 
She will get enough out of Germany to pay us nearly all she 
owed, and she will get enough out of <krmany to pay us sev
eral times the amount the Debt Oommlsslon says we ought to 
accept. She 1s to get all her money from Germany in 40 years, 
and we are asked to glve he1: 64: years on what is- due us, 
and we are asked to let her have this large amount of money 
practically without interest. 

If we had n(}t gotten into the war and had not let Italy have 
our money, to-day Italy would be paying indemnity to OM-· 
many instead of Germany paying it to her. Italy ought to ~alf 
us what she owes us, with a reasonable interest. 

But if. Italy was poverty stricken she coold pay us several 
times what she 1s offering from the money she is to get :ITem 
Germany as- indemnity. The argument, though~ that Italy t<J 
poverty stricken falls through on every point. She has all tba 
railroads she needs, has one of the best shipping lnterems in 
the whole world, and exports ·mneh farm products. 

We are simply asked to give Italy a present. We are a.sl.ted 
to do more by Italy than we are asked to do by any other
country. Even Belgium is to pay much more per dollar loaned 
than Italy. Belgium, which stood the thickest in the war, is 
oiferfng to do her part nobly. Belgium suffered more in the 
war than any other countey', and the war was not h£Sr fight, 
either. It happened to take place on Belgian teTrltory. Bel· 
glum could have told the Germans to maxch through and atta.dc. 
France and Belgium would not have s~ered so severely, but 
she dld not do this ; she held back the German army nntil the 
rest of the world could get ready for the war. 

We are asked ta discriminate not only against our country 
but also against that brave little people in Belgium who unto 
the- rolling down of the curtain of eternity will challange the 
admiration of the world in their stand against the powerfuiiy 
trained troops- and fresh ones of the Kaiser in the early war 
days. Hlst&rians now and hereafter wm record their work as 
a miracle that saved Europe and the world from the ravages
of a war-mad king. 

It seems that around the pence table it was unde-rstood that 
the Umted States was tO' eancel the prearmistice debt of Bel
gium, but now we are asking her to pay interest about farrr
times as greRt as that charged Italy. Why this great discrlmf
nation, and why against Qur own people and against poor, 
brave, her6ic, -glorious Belgium? 

To my mind there is simply no defense- to the- Itrulan settre
ment plan. as now advocated. 

Some say we should oo genero-us Witlr Italy because of the-
part she played in the war. What about the part Belgium 
played? What about the nart we took fn the war7 

Some gentlemen seem to have fOTgotten our sacrftlcesc fn the 
war. We drafted-, chle11y from farms and facto.ries. m.or~ than 
4,000.000 Am.et1can sona. They defended not only this- Natio:n
btlt the homes and armies of the allied nations. In addftfon 
to thls, we- gave- nearly $00,000,000,000 of our national wealth; 
$20,000,000'~ of this amo.nnt went dlreet as: a loan to &nr 
ames:. In order to raise thiS" mo-ney we Issued GoveTnment 
bonds and sold t~m to almost every American family a~d 
taxed ev-eryone to the llmtt oC his- financial capacity. Thou
sands of our sons were killed and mmtons were maimed O't 
diseased. Tiuf war is stnl costing America bfllfon& of dollars 
annuall1, and neitllet the present not' the s~eedfng generat:Wn 
will live to see this- e-normous debt paid. We have not onl:r 
been just, but we ha.v& ~n generous to-. the allied nations. We
hR'\'"9' not only loan~d them money, btlt we have' eontribufed 
generously of our sub8tance- tcJ them in the hour ()f need. 
Amenea: getfJ uothtng from the wat• e-xcept disease, debt, and 
death~ o.ur allies. do get.reparaoons from Germany. 

The armistfee. was signed lll()Te than seven years- ago. '.Pbe
allied indebtedness has not yet been tnnded, and in no case httv&
we extended, or- propo~d to ertend, the day :for final pa~t 
to 1~ than 6Z years neatly 70 years from conclusion (}f ~ 
war. The bonds which we issued and sold to l"aise tlie mone1 
loaned to our' allies. have nof yet been paid, and w~ art1 oow 
taxing our- c1tizel11f almost beyond tOO. point ot endmanca to 
pay th6 luterest on ouY domestic indeb-tedness tnrnrred by 
rea!fon ot: tb~ war, 

Every citizen and individual in this. Nation must pt.ty his- ol" 
he! vart by direct tneome m' tbroogh the medittm of an ex
Ol!bitant tariff'. Nc; one can eseape. Wltlrl::a the nert :few yean. 
the bOnds: W& sold IJIU8t. be; paid. Who wm pay most of'~ 
irutebtedl!eD.- Obviously, maey or the :mm~ boys who defended 

I 
\_ 
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the allied armies. When will they collect the loans made to the 
Allies? If at all, 1t will be some 30 or 40 years later. What 
ot;.4er obligation ha.s America to discharge? 

Some gentlemen contend, and the press has ~o s-tated, that 
under the proposed settlement the full amount of the American 
debt and interest will be collected ; they do not say how much 
interest wm be collected. Let us see if this statement is in 
point of fact accurate. Senator BURJ;ON, a distinguished 
Member of this House and one of the ablest men on the Debt 
Funding Commission, speaking of the Italian debt settlement 
in comparison with the British settlement, said: 

That seems a nry great conceseton; and it te, for If we calculate 
the present worth at 4%, per cent we obtain only 25 per cent, or 
'583,000,000, on a debt which was ertginnlly $1,648,000,000. (See 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 1634.) 

Senator BURTON admits that if the terms of the settlement 
offered are accepted, that we will obtain only about 215 per 
cent of the debt, and that is a fact. Gentlemen who contend 
otherwise should remembel· that we are funding a debt com
posed of both principal and interest. There is no fundamental 
difl'erence between the cancellation of interest and the cancel
lation of principal. Wby should gentlemen thus quibble, except 
to camouflage this eno:r.mous gift of the American citizens' 
money? 

What 1s the difference between a dollar of principal and a 
dollar of interest? When we begin to figure on paying interest 
or of giving it away tt at first seems a trivial matter, but for 
f:1 long term of years the interest is much bigger than the 
principal. It is said, well, we are willing to practically give 
'Italy the interest and a very long term of years, but we are 
to save the principal. Wbat a wonderful saving we are about 
to make. This is economy, is it? 

Reminds me of the railroad company which went into re
ceivership and lost all their line of road ; all their rolling stock, 
including passenger coaches and locomotives, and all other 
property of every description, but saved one cowcatcher. 

The debt commi~sion in this matter 1s about to succeed as 
well as the city fire department which went to a fire on a 
near-by farm and lost the home, all outhouses, and the farmer's 

'barn and all his supplies, but saved the well. 
Let uS' see about the proposition. Italy owes Ufil much more 

, than $2,000,000,000, but let us jjgure on $2,000,000,000 for a few. 
p1inutes. Let us see how much interest we are about t<? give 
away. This money belongs to the people of the UBited States, 
and many of tlle farmers would be glad to borrow 1t at 6 per 
cent. Italy to begin with is to pay no interest for the first five 
years. Well, 6 per cent for five years compounded Qr paid 
annually amounts to at least 84 per cent of tbe principal. 
Thirty-four per cent of $2,000,000,000 is $68o-,ooo,ooo. This, 
divided into 435 shares, so as to let each Member get a share, 
would build in each congressional district in the United States 
81 post-office buildings costing '50,000 each. 

Some economy and some liberality with a foreign nation. 
It 1s urged that we can not afford to even enter upon a _program 
to build one building in each congressional district within rhe 
next five years, and yet it is proposed to give Italy enough to 
build 81 post-office buildings i,n each dlstri~t durin~ the next 
five years, and yet this liberality to Italy willllave just begun 
at the end of the five year~. It also seems thf!t the miserly 
attitude toward the cities which are entitled to Federal build
ings will have just bego..n also. 

But let us :figure a little more. In many sections of the 
country the farmers pay ~ per cent for money. Just to see 
how important 1s the matter of l.nterest for a 64-year period 
let us see what $2,000,000,000 will amount to in 6i years at 
8 per cent compounded annually or paid annually. The farm
ers generally have to pay or compm,lild it quarterly. 

Money at 8 per cent compound interest doubles In every 8 
years, then $2,000,000,000 in 8 years .becomes $4,000,000,000, 
and so on until at the end of 64 years $2,000,000,000 of prin
cipal 1s $512,000,000,000, or an addition of $510,000,000,000 on 
account of interest. The interest on a sum of money at 8 
;per cent per annum compounded for 64 years is 255 times as 
large as the principal. 

The interest on this Italian debt {lt 8 per cent compounded 
for 64 years w1ll produce an amotmt sufficient to build nearly 
300 congressional libraries in each congressional district, as 
expensive as the one here, Which Is Qne of the most expensive 
and beautl:tul bulldings in the worl(t. 

This interest thus calculated would at the end of 64 years 
be large enough to build a fine CO\ll'thouse or post-office build
ing for about every eight people in the whole United States. 
And yet 1t 1s urged that we are going to save the principal 
eve:Q though we practically lose the interest. 

I get so tired ot people :tl<XVling about saving a few dollars 
which should ~ spent fo.,: the improvement of the country, and 
t}len so gladly make such splendid gifts of the people's money 
lor an1 purpose sponsored by the big rich, or the international 
bankers, or some foreign country which happens to be able to 
exert some sinister influence h~re in America. Nearly every 
fellow who is supporting the Italian debt steal, the record will 
show, voted to cut off the garden seed from the farmers a.nd 
little children and to deprive the little girls of America ot 1\. 
few flowers. Some economist! l\Iost of these same people are 
anxious to not build any Federal buildings in tbe country cities 
and a great many of them are bitterly opposed to any sort of 
avpropriations for good roads. E<!Onomy is a wonderful thing 
when it is worked overtime on the poor so as to be in position 
to give millions and billions to foreign nations and to inter
na ~ional bankers . 

Lets figure just a little more on what the United States will 
lose on this Italian proposition even with the United States 
borrowing money under the most favorable· circumstances. Oh 
my, for a term of years, interest is of so much more importance 
than the principal. We could easlly propose to Italy to give 
her all the princip~l at the end of eight ;years provided she pa.id 
us interest ai\Dually at 8 per cent. This trade would be many 
times better than what we are asked to accept. 1 

Let us see wh~t Ur. Mellon, tbe Secretary of the Treasury, 
has to say about the matter of ll)terest o~ thl~ Italian de})t, 
We quote from the testimony of Secretary Mellon before the 
Ways and Means Committee: 

From the United States standpoint, therefore, the question · ot 
whether a parttenlar settlement represeJ:llts a reduction in the debt 
depends on whether the interest charged over the entire period of tb~ 
agreement Is less than the averaie •st to us 6f money during that 
period. The fiexiblllty in debt s~tUements ls found 1n the lntel'est rato 
to _be Clbargeu. 

We submit t!lat this statemep.t clearly sets forth the fact that 
whether a debt be paid <,iepends oh whether th~ interest charge 
over the entire period is less than that which we pay out in 
interest charge for a llke sum during the same period. 

So that there can be no misunderstanding of tne inter-est rate 
charged Italy under this blll, we at this point insert in full . 
that portion of the b1ll whicll designates the rates of interest tQ . 
be charged. It is found fu lines 1 to 12, inclusive, on page 3 of 
the bill, and is set forth as follows : 

The bonds to be ll!l!Ued shall bear no Interest untll June HS, 1930, 
and thereafter shall bear interest at the rate of one-eighth of 1 per 
cent per annum from June Hi, 1930, to June ll'S, 194:0 ; at the rate of 
oue-fourth of 1 per cent per annum from June 15, 1940, to June 1l'S, 
1950; at the rate of one-half of 1 per ~ent per annum from June 15, 
1950, to June ll'S, 1960; at the rate of three-fourths of 1 per cent per 
annum from June 15, 1960, to June 1.11. 1970; at the rate of 1 per cent 
per annum from June HS, 1970, to June 15, 1980; an<l at the rate of 
.2 per cent per annqm after June 15, 1980, all payable semiannually on 
June ll'S ana December 15 of e11ch year. 

We have heretofore called to you:r epeclflc attention ln the 
portion of the debt settlement inserted l,lerein that t)lere was 
no interest paid tQ this Government until June lo, 1930. Now, 
when the debt begins to bea.r interest we are astonished to find 
that the rate of intere~t upon th~ obligation is next tQ nothing. 
Kindly keep in mJnd the statement made by the distinguished 
Secretary of the Treasury, above quoted, that-
the question of whether a particular settlement represents a reduction 
In the debt depends on whether the Interest charge over the entire 
period of the a~eement is less than the average cost to ua of money 
during that period. 

At this time, we repeat. the average interest rate paid by us 
upon our indebtedness Is 4.1 per c~nt per annum, and, ac;cord· 
ing to the gentleman b~st qualified to know, Mr. Mellon, Sec1·e· 
tary of the Treasury, the ~verage annual interest rate paid by 
Italy under Uris bill is forty-two one-hun~dths of 1 per cent. 
What a vast ditrerence the positio:tt of the decimal point makes. 
The present interest rate of this Government is practically ten 
times the average rate under this funding agJ:eement We 
wonder if the people of this c.ountry appxeciate just what tb~ 
position ctf t.h~t decimal point means to them in dollars an4 
cents. Even should the cost of money to us through this same 
period be lowered to 3 or 3lh per cent, still tl\e rate of interest 
which we would be compelled to pay would be between seven 
and elgnt times as much as we would be receiving from Italy. 

We w1ll compare the amount of interest which this Govern· 
ment would pay upon $100 at the present rate at which Rhe 
borrows money, 4.1 per cent for the period . of 62 years, with 
the amount of interest she would receive from Italy for tlle 
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same amount over the ~arne period of time at the 3rverage an
nual rate prescribed by this bill. We find that during this 
period America would pay out in interest $254.20 for her lo~m 
nnd would only receive the sum of $27.30 from her debtor, 
Italy. We pay out almost ten times as much as we would 
receive. 

But some will say that we will be able to secure mo:Qey at a 
lesser rate in the future. That, of c<mrse, is problematical, but 
a ume we could get it through this period of 62 years at the 
average annual rate of 3 per cent per annum. A loan of $100 
for this period would cost us in interest $186, us against the 
sum of 27.30 which Italy would pay on a loan of like amount. 

But let us get d·own to interest talk that the people back 
home as well a. myself are personally acquainted with. We 
will take the 6 per cent rate-that is the least rate upon which 
we can procure money from long-term loan companies. Over 
thi period of 62 years interest on $100 at 6 per cent am,ounts 
to 8372, as compared to the sum of $27.30 which is paid by 
Italy for a like amount for a like period. 

We submit a table showing the amount in interest that will 
be paid under this bill for a loan of $100 during the first 35 
rears of the plan: 

Period Annual inrerest percentage 

1925-1930. _ __ _ ___ ____ o _______________________________________ _ 
193{)-1940 ____________ One-eighth of 1 per cen.L-----------~---
194{)-195(}____________ One-fourth of 1 per cent_ ______________ __ 
1950-1960 ____________ One-hall of 1 per cent __________________ __ 

Annual Total in
interest terest for 
money period 

0 
$0.12~ 

.25 

.50 

Q 
$1.25 
2.50 
5.00 

Thus we find that under the proposed plan Italy during the 
next 35 years would pay us approxim~tely $8.75 for the use of 
$100 for that period, wherea at 3 per cent it would cost us 
105, at 4.1 per cent it \Tould cost us : 143.50, and at 6 per cent 

it would cost u $210. 
We wonder if the American people realize how exceedingly 

generou this Government desires to be to Italy-at their 
expense. 

As heretofore stated, the amount of the Italian debt as of 
June 15, 1925, wa · 2,042,000,000. Considering the rate of inter
e t at 4% per cent per annum, the pre. ent value of the p_ay
ment'3 made through the 62-year period, or, in other words, the 
present value of the settlement, is $538,000,000; and with a S 
per cent intere t charge the present value of the settlement is 
$791,000,000. In other words, we have expended money from 
our Treasury a. of the date of the settlement in the urn of 

2.042,000,000, and this obligation as of that date, upon the 
same rate of interest which we h_ave paid since we secured this 
money for Italy, L'3 worth $538,000,000, or 1,504,000,000 less 
than we ha\e invested in it. If the 3 per cent basis be used, 
v\ith the present \alue of the settlement being $791,000,000, it 
i.· easily seen that we are $1,251,000,000 in the hole. In other 
word:., if we were to square the books as of the date of the 
debt ~ettlement, either by the payme~t of the present value of 
the ettlement by Italy or by the negotiation and assignment of 
the present value of the debt agreeme1;1t, we would lose between 
one and one-qu~uter to one and one-half billion dollars. Of 
course, whatever intere t we would pay upon this sum would be 
an additional lo . 

Another angle at which this loss may be \iewed is contained 
in the views of the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee 
[1\lr. HuLL], page 44 of report, in this language: 

I am impelled to the conclusion, however, that the proposed settle
ment i not a reasonable settlement, bnt is more in the nature of a 
cancellation. The amount of this debt, with interest under the 62-year 
plan of payment, would, I am told, aggregate near ~5,500,000,000. The 
amount of the proposed settlement is $2,042,000,000 plus interest of 
$365,577,000 to be paid during 62 years, or a total of $2,400,000,000 
in round figures. This shows a scaling under the 62-year payment 
plan of near 3,000,000,000, or, when compared with the terms of the 
Briti h settlement of near $2,500,000,000. 

The American people were felicitat.ed by the distinguished 
leader of the majority, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
TILSON], near the adjournment of Congress for the holidays, as 
a result of the reduction of the Federal tax bUI·den of-the peo
ple in the ..;urn of $325 000,000. It occurs to me that this debt 
ettlement having been made on November 14, 1925; making 

this gift to Italy in the sum of $3,000,000,000, it might have 
been well to have included Italy in the words of felicitation, 
because their gift was practically ten times that which ha been 
be. towed upon the American people. Divide $3,000,000,000 by 
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62 and you will find that you will get practically $50,000,000, 
which 1;epresents the annual gift of this country to Italy in the 
event that this settlement shall be ratified. Fifty million dol
lars per rear, or more than a hun(lred and thirty-five thousand 
dollars per day, a gift out of the pockets of the American 
people. 

Is it any wonder that at the consummation of the Italian
American debt settlement the dictator of Italy, Premier 
Mussolini, wired Count Volpi, the Minister of Finance of Italy · 
and chairman of the royal war-debt commission, in part as ' 
follows: 

I desire to express my full appreciation of the settlement reached, 
which represents a happy conciliation of interests as well as the 
aclrnowledgment of the justice of our case and of our real capabilities. 

Please convey to the members of the .Amerkan commission the ex
pression of my gratification, voicing the sentiments of the Italian 
people. 

The above quotation is taken from the statement giY"en to the 
p1·ess at the time of the signing of the debt agreement, which is 
filed as Exhibit 73 in the hearings upon this bill before the 
Ways and Means Committee. 

Little wonder is it that Premier llussolini and the Italian 
people were pleased. They recognized the fact to be that 
during the next 32 years they will not pay-without adding 
any interest charge-the postarmistice debt, amounting to 
$616,000,000-rnoney which our people loaned Italy after th~ 
last gun had ceased firing, and which sum we as citizens of 
America must pay; in other words, during the first 32 years 
this agreement will run they will not pay us one-fourth of 
their obligation. 

Two stock arguments of those who favor the proposed Italian 
debt settlement are that Italy is not able to pay and that we 
should be generous. 

It seems that no one can reasonably contend that Italy is 
not now able to pay and also that she will never within 62 
years become able to pay. In fact, she is able to begin paying 
reasonable annual amounts at this time. The indemnity she is 
to receive from Germany would enable her to do this e\en if 
she was in bad financial condition otherwise. 

She is appropriating huge urns of money for military ptrr
poses and naval purpose at this \ery time. Her present army 
appropriation is for $72,000,000 and .her naval appropriation is 
for $35,000,000. 

She is entering upon a huge military policy. Here is a 
recent .clipping from the Washington Post: 

ROl\IE CII.Al\IBER \OTES TO STREXGTHE~ ARMY 

RoME, January 29 (by A. P.) .-After Premier Mussolini had made 
a peech in which he declared that the armed forces of the nation 
must be maintained with the highest efficiency and that Italy wanted 
peace, but that peace would be more secure if backed by the sword, 
the Chamber of Deputies to-night adopted the clauses of the bill for 
reorganization of the army. 

The premier announced that 76 regiments are to be stationed in 
the chief cities of the provinces, " regardless of prayers in the cathe
drals and processions in the streets, all of which will be useless." 

He said also that 11 extra regiments are to be stationed "at fitting 
places." 

Certainly, IWy could begin paying us now. The great trou
ble is that she bas found out that she .can easil¥ get a large 
part of her debt canceled. 

How can anyone ever justify himself with the Ametican 
people in canceling a very large part of the Italian debt on 
the theory that Italy is bankrupt. How can anyone justify 
restricting the consideration of Italy's ability to pay to the 
present when so small a part of this debt is to be paid in our 
lifetime or even in the lifetime of most of our children. Her 
prospectiY"e ability to pay hould enter into the consideration, 
e pecially in new of the great length of time ~t is given. 

We have been more than generous with. all the Allies. Italy 
could not complain if we gave her no discount on her debt. 
Here we are about to give her a sum of money several times 
larger than is the sum of money borrowed. Of course, we 
do not give this to her all at one time but we give her a large 
sum of money every year and we propDse to perfect an arrange
ment whereby our. children and our children's children will be 
!living her large sums of money e-very year and every day 
thereof years and years after we shall have passed off this 
stage of action. 

It is not right. So much has been said about giving away 
none of the principal. The g1·eat trouble is, though, that the 
thing which it is propo ed to cancel here is much greater than 
the principal. The interest on any sum of money for a long 
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term of years fs much greater than the principal, even as a 
great forest which grew from one acorn 1B must greater tnan 
the seed from which it spraq.g. 

The interest on this debt for. 64 years at 8 per cent, payable 
annually, as I have shown, is two hundred and fifty-five times 
as large as the principal. I can scarcely believe the figures 
after I have gone over them time and agalJ:l. At() per cent for 
this term of years the interest is more than tlllrty tlmes as 
great as the principal. .My, what a difference a slight differ
ence in the rate makes. 

The settlement becomes shocking when one stops to figure 
on it ju t a little. Experts tell us that the present worth of 
what Italy is to pay us is $791,000,000, and this can be easily 
verified by a little use of a lead pencil and the application of 
a simple rule of percentage which we learned when we were 
school children. I have gone a little further and figured just 
a little more, and I invite those that may be intere ted to verify 
my statement by a little application of the rules of percentage. 

Here is what I find. If Italy had paid us 8 per cent per year 
from the close of the war to date, she would have paid us by 
this good moment nearly twice as much as our debt commis
sion are now offering to accept in full settlement. If she had 
paid us only ~ per cent per annum from the time she got the 
money until this tim{', and the debt commission was now pro
posing to cancel the whole blamed principal, the proposition 
would not be as absurd as the one here proposed, for the present 
proposition will not get this much out of the affair. 

If the debt commission had brought in here a proposition 
that Italy pay 8 per cent per annum on what she owes for 
a little over four years and that then the whole debt would 
be canceled, it would have been a much better proposition than 
the one which we are asked to swallow. 

Yet it is said that the principal is saved. Yes; it is saved 
for Italy. It is saved so that very little of it will ever be 
seen by us or our children. 

What caused this great scram"Qle of those who are now 
clamoring for this gift to be made to Italy. A little while 
ago many statements were given out that there would be no 
cancellation of any part of the foreign debts, and especially 
was it made clear that, by all means, the pl'incipal would not 
be canceled, either in whole or in part. The cry was, Save 
the principal, even if you give away 5 or 10 times the amount 
of the principal in interest. 

The Italian proposition is many times more favorable than 
the British settlement, and yet here is what the Republicans 
declared to be the policy of their party in 1924, as expressed in 
their platform: 

We have steadfastly refused to consider the cancellation of foreign 
debts. • • • Our position has been based on the conviction that 
a moral obligation, such as was incurred, should not be disregarded. 
\Ye stand for settlement with all debtor countries similar in character 
with our debt agreement with Great Britain. 

Senator BURTo~, who was the.Q on the debt commission, 
delivered the keynote speech at the Republican Convention 
and was very positive in his declarations that there would be 
no cancellation of the principal of these debts. My colleague 
from Georgia [Mr. CRISP) was not on the debt commjssion at 
that time, but he was -very pronounced in his views in speeches 
here in Congress and assured the people that he opposed any 
settlement, except along the line of the British settlement. 

I can easily see how a man can get wrong occasionally, for 
we all do this. I feel that the Democrats who favor this bill 
are, as a general rule, mistaken honestly. 

The thing that puzzles me, though, is how the country c-an 
believe that many of the Republicans who vote for this thing 
and who always vote for the corporate interests are ever for 
the farmers or the laboring people, even though they make 
many protestations of lo-ve for the common folks during cam
paign year. They only yell for the common folks during 
campaign year, and then vote for the big interests during their 
service in Congress. 

:Kearly every man who voted to stop the free-seed item of only 
a few thousand dollars voted in a few days to spend many 
times that amount in building a bridge across the Potomac 
River, when there are already three bridges in and near Wac;:h~ 
ington, and yet these people shout economy when they have 
taken a package of gardel! seed from the farmers of the Nation 
and from their wives and have made the little children uu<ler· 
stand that for the sake of economy if they want flower s8ed 
they must buy them. Oh, what economy! These economists 
voted the railroads large amounts of cash and yet voted the ex
service men no money but only a cheap form of death ben~fit 
They furnished the railroads money so that they could live; 

they said to th~ ex-service men, " Live if you can ; we will 
guarantee your folks a little money when you die." 

These same economists become very much wrought up wl'len 
there is an effort to appropriate a little money to pay for the 
printing of a. few books on diseases of horses and cattle, and in 
their anguish of spirit they cry out to their friends to pl~ase 
help them save the great economy program. They know that 
this little appropriation will help the farmers and must know 
that this is probably the' only thing this Congress will do for 
the farmerst and yet there is more real agony in the camp of 
the so-callea economist than there has been over any bill at 
this session. 

These same economists in name know that the amount given 
to Italy each day under the proposed settlement is nearly large 
enough to print all the books on diseases of horses and on dis
eases of cattle which will be printed for three years under the 
item for this purpose as carried in the Agricultural appro
priation bill, and yet they complain bitterly over gi-ving this 
small amount to the farmers for just a day and a few hours, 
and gladly vote to give it to Italy not for one day out of three 
;rears but for every day in the year and for a lJeriod of years 
to last until our cblldren and our children's children will be 
in the grave or tottering with old age. Some economy I 

They say that Italy is poor and needy. What about the 
poor old fathers and motllers of this country and their children? 
Are not they needy? 

They say Italy helped in the war. What about the poor old 
fathers and mothers of the farm and their boys and girls? 
Did not they help in the war, too, and did not they suffer all 
the terrors of that horrible conflict? '!'hey say let us be gener
ous with Italy. Why not be generous with our own people, 
and why not be generous with that father who lost his sons 
or with that mother who is widowed and left without a son to 
help her as a result of that war? 

'.rhere is another very interesting angle to this Italian debt 
proposition. The approval of this debt settlement means for 
the Members voting here to pass on the respective rights of 
the common folks who, through the Government, have loaned 
money to the Italian Government, and the rights of the inter
national bankers of the country to whom Italy is now heavily 
ind{'bted. There is involved, I repeat, in this bill the rights of 
the common people and the rights of the big rich. This is 
true in so many of the matters coming up here. 

It is difficult, though, in many to trace out the respective 
rights of each and equally hard to ascertain just how each 
is to be ei!ected. This bill is not so hard in this respect, for 
in this bill the same country owes the international bankers 
and also owes the United States, which 1s all of us. 

First, let us ee just bow much is owed, and to whom it is 
owed, and also how cheap is the Italian Government to get off 
in its dealings with the money of the immensely rich. 

We are told in the hearings that the Italian Government 
owes J.P. Morgan & Co., of New York, the sum of $100,000,000; 
that $50,000,000 of this is a renewal of an old loan and that the 
balance is in the nature of a new loan. We are reliably in
formed that Hal:--' is to pay this firm of international bankers 
the sum of $0,000,000 as commission and between 7 and 8 per 
cent as interest. Thus Italy will actually get as a new loan 
$33,500,000 and will pay for it during the first ;vear of the loan 
the commission and one year's interest, amounting to $7,500,000 
on the whole item, or $3,750,000 on the new item. In other 
words, Italy will pay the international bankers over 85 per 
cent for the new lofu"l. for one year, and during this same year 
she will not puy the common people a blamed cent. Neither 
will Italy for the first five years pay any interest, and, further
more, she will practically pay no interest for the 64 years the 
loan of the United States is to run. 

Some !Jill, is not it, with no interest on our money and 
fabulous interest on the loans made by the big bankers. But, 
they say, we have sa-ved the principal. Blamed if I know 
whether they are talking about saving the principal of the debt 
or about saving the principle of helping the big rich at the 
expense of the poor of the country. 

There is only one way to figure that Italy is not paying the 
Morgan interest an outrageous interest or charge, and that is 
to figure that Italy not only got the money from J. P. Morgan 
& Co. but to understand that Italy also secured another very 
valuable asset, to wit, the help of the international bankers in 
putting over this outrageous steal about to be perpetrated on 
the American people. If the influence of the big rich put this 
thing over, then Italy is being well repaid for all the money 
she has agreed to pay the J. P. Mor~n & Co. combine. 

I wish that the farmers of the Nation could borrow money 
as easily as we are loaning it to Italy. Just think of a loan 
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to the farmers for five years without interest then at a rate 
which never averages as much as 1 per cent, and just think of 
a loan for 64 years. Just think of a loan to the farmers on 
the basis of the farmers paying a stnall interest for four or 
five years and then for the entire debt to be canceled. This 
is what we are about to do for Italy. 

· The farmers can not expect this kind of treatment, for they 
are the ones that are being forced to do this gift stunt to 
Italy. I have about decided that the farmers will not get any 
help from the Government of a substantial nature, for the 
Government is all the time making the farmers help those that 
do not need any help and who already are rich beyond our 
ability to comprehend. 

That is a harsh statement, and I wish that it was possible 
for me to say the contrary and be honest with myself and with 
the people of my district and of the country. 

I am very sorry that there are not more Members here who 
at heart are for the farmers of the Nation. Too many are for 
the farmers only in name. They are not for the farmers when 
voting time comes if they, the Members, are voting. They are 
only for the farmers at voting time when the farmers are to 
do the voting. 

I hope that I will live to see the day when the friends of the 
farmers will get together and stay together until the farmers 
get a square deal. If the friends of the farmers and of the 
common folks were together at this time, we could defeat not 
only this Italian outrage but we could put through a program 
for the farmers of the Nation. When a measure comes up 
here which is in the interest of the farmers and the common 
people the friends of the farmers are scattered, and in the 
end the cause is lost. Some of the farmers' friends are Demo
crats. Some are not. Some of them are Republicans, and some 
are not. There is not sufficient organization. Some of the 
farmers' friends in the Republican camp will respond to the 
Republican whip and vote contrary to their conviction in order 
to be called regular in their party ranks. Some in the Demo
cratic Party will do the same thing. We need men here who 
are for the farmers first, last, and all the time. 

We may rest assured of one thing, and that is the friends 
of the corporate interest stand together all the time, it mat
ters not whether they are Democrats or Republicans, and it 
matters not how many whips are cracked over their backs. 
They are loyal to the big rich and can not be swerved from the 
service of their masters. 

Another reason for the present Italian debt settlement going 
through is that the press of the country are practically all 
lined up with whatever is called for by \"Vall Street. This is 
especially true with the press of the North and New England. 
Then again occasionally some paper, even in the South, which 
claims to be Democratic will be found barking along for the 
gang with the Wall Street interests. 

There are too many people who claim to be for the common 
people who prove by their stand that they are with the other 
crowd. 

Much has been sa.id in this debate about being magnanimous 
and being generous. It all depends on whom one is to be mag
nanimous and generous with in his or her dealings. 

People who cry out loudest for the Oongress to be mag
nanimous with the corporate interests and with foreign gov
ernments are not at all concerned about our being generous 
with the common folks or with the farmers of the country. 

I feel that we should extend generosity to our home people 
rather than to the peoples of other countries. We have many 
millions of farmers who are blanketed with millions and mil· 
lions of mortgages. Many of these farmers are losing their 
homes simply because they can not pay the interest on these 
mortgages, and yet we are giving Italy enough to pay off all 
the mortgages in a few years. But if some one even suggested 
making the farmers of the Nation a gift large enough to pay 
off all their mortgages they would be criticized as a demag'ogue 
and worse than that would be called crazy and sent to St. Eliza. 
beths asylum for the insane if the Wall Street influence could 
have its way in putting its enemies out of the way. 

Yet we are letting the farmers lose their homes as a result 
of just such legislation as that I am criticizing ; and while he 
can not pay his taxes and interest, the Congress is making gen
erous gifts to the peoples of foreign countries. 

But why talk longer about the matter? I do want to call' 
the attention of Congress and the country, though, to the 
splendid essay written by the late-lamented Senator Tom 
Watson, of Georgia, in which he so beautifully pictured the 
greatness of the farmers of the Nation and the utter depend
ence of the rest of the country on the farmers. After describ
ing in h~ inimitable way a beautifully sunny spring day in 
9eorgia, Senator Watson said: 

On such a <lay, such a cloudless, radiant, ftower-sweetene" day, the 
horseman slackens the rein as be rides through lanes and qulet fields, 
and he <lares to dream that the children of God once loved each other. 

On such a day one may dream that the tlme might come when they 
would do so again. 

Rein in the stop, here on this high bill. Look North, look East, 
where the sun rises, look South, look West, where the sun sets-on all 
sldes the steady mule, the steadr plowman, and the cblldren dropping 
corn. 

Close the eye a moment and look at the picture fancy paints. Every 
field in Georgia is there. every field in the South is there. And in 
each the figures are the same--the steady mule and the steady man 
and the pattering feet of the children dropping corn. 

In these furrows lies the food of the Republic ; on these :fields depend 
life and health and happiness. 

Halt those ch1ldren and see bow the cheek of · the world would 
blanche at the thought of famine. 

Paralyze that plowman, and see bow national bankruptcy would 
shatter every city in the Union. 

Dropping corn I A simple thing, you say. 
And yet, as th<>se white seeds rattle down to the sod and bide away 

for a season, it needs no peculiar strength of fancy to see a Jacob's 
ladder crowded with ascending blessings. 

Scornfully the railroad king would glance at these small teams in 
each small field ; yet check those corn droppers, and his cars would rot 
on the road and rust would devour the engines in the roundhouse. The 
banker would ride th.augh those fields thinking only of his hoarded 
millions, nor would be ever startle himself with the thought that his 
millions would melt away in mist, were those· tiny bands never more 
~o be found dropping corn. The bondholder, proud in all the security 
of the untaxed receiver of other people's taxes, would see in these 
fields merely the industry from which he gathers tribute; it would 
never dawn on his mind that without the opening of those furrows 
and the hurrying army of children dropping corn his bond would not 
be worth the paper it is written on. 

Great is the might of this Repu~lic !-great in its schools, churches, 
courts, legislatures; great in its towns and cities; great in its . com
merce; great in its manufactures: great in its colossal wealth. 

But sweep from under it all these worn antl wasted fields, st:J.·ike 
into idleness or death the plowman, his wife and hls child, and what 
becomes of the gorgeous structure whose foundation is his fi eld~? 

Halt the food growers, and what becomes of your gold and its 
" intrinsic value " ? 

How much of your gold can you ent? 
How many of your diamonds will answer the need of a loaf? 
But enough. 
It is time to ride down the htll. The tinkle of the cowbell follows 

the sinking sun-both on the way home. 
So, with many an unspoken thought, I ride homewar-d, thinking of 

those who plant the corn. 
And bard, indeed, would be the heart that knowing what these people 

do and bear and suffer, yet would not fashion this prayer to the favored 
of the Republic: " 0 rulers, lawmakers, soldiers, judges, bankers, mer
chants, editors, lawyers, doctors, preachers, bondholders! Be not so 
unmindful of the toil antl misery of thosP. who feed you ! " 

CLAIMS BY MEXICO FOR OCCUPATION OF VERA CRUZ (S. DOC. NO. 4!)) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following rues age 
from the President of the United States, which was read and, 
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 
To the Congress of the United. States: 

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State re
questing the submission anew to the present Congress of the 
matter of the claims arising out of the occupation of Vera 
Cruz, Mexico, by American forces in 1914, which formed the 
subject of a report made by the Secretary of State to the 
President on February 4, 1924, and my message to the Congress 
dated February 7, 1924, which comprise Senate Document No. 
33, Sixty-eighth Congress, first session, copies of which are fur
nished for the convenient information of the Congress. 

I renew my recommendation, originally made by President 
Harding, that in order to effect a settlement of these claims 
the Congress as an act of grace and without reference to the 
legal liability of the United States in the premises, authorize 
an appropriation in the sum of $45,518.69, and I bring the mat
ter anew to the attention of the present Congress, in the hope 
that the action recommended may receive favorable considera
tion. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
THE WmTE HousE, Febntary 6, 1926. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 

The SPEAKER. On yesterday the Chair referred a mes
sage of the President r'elating to the expenditur:s of the con~ 
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\t~gent fJlll<l in the Stat~ ;Department t.~ the Committee on 
· 1 Foreign .Affalrs. Re il? fidvised j:hat t~e ~recedents ~or ref~r

enco a-re to the CommiJtee on ;E):x:pen<;tifuies in the State De
rpartment. Witho~t objectiOJ?, i£ wrn b~ r'efefred to the Com
mittee on E:xpen tures in the State Department. 

There was no o jection. . 
LEAVE OF .ABSENCE. 

;By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as 
fo}.lowf.l; 

To Mx, M!cHE~ER (at the request of Mr .. hl.APEB), on ac-
count of illness. 

'l;o 1\lr . .A.Luo~, for to-day, on account of illness. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

And then, on motion of Mr. A -THO~Y (at 4 o'clock and 20 
minutes p. m.), the H(jluse adjourned until Monday, Feb
ruary 8, 1926, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

n;l.ittee hearings scheduled for February 8, 1926, as reported to 
the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

.APPROPBIATIO~S COMMITTEE 

(10.30 a. m.) 
Appropriations for independent offices ( l!bcommittee). 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE 

(10.30 a. m.) 
A bill, to provide for the construction of a bridge to replace 

th~ bridge known as Chain Bridge, located in the District of 
Columbia, and. for other pm·poses (H. R. 4006) ; Subcommittee 
on Streets, Highways, and Traffic. 

A bill to abolish capital punishment in the District of Co
lumbia (H. R. 340 and H. R. 4408) ; Subcommittee on Judiciary. 

FOREIGN .AFFAIR COMMITTEE 

( 10.15 a. m.) 
ll'or the acquisition or erection of American Government 

buildings and embassy, legation, and consular buildings, and 
for other purposes (H. R. 6771). 

ffiBIG.ATIO~ .AND RECL.AM.ATIO~ COMMITTEE 

(10 a.m.) 
To provide for the storage of the waters of the Pecos Ri-rer 

(H. R. 3862). 
MILITARY .AFF.AIBS COMMITTEE 

(11 a. m.) 
A bill to establish a national military park at and near Fred

ericksburg, Va., and to marlr and preserve historical points con
nected w~tll the Battles of Fredericksburg, Spottsylvania Court 
House, Wilderness, f:tnd Chancellorsville, including Salem 
Church, Va. (H. R. 6756) ; Subcommittee 6. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS COMMI'I'TEE 

(10 a. m.) 

Houston (Tex.) Ship Channel. 
(10.30 a. m.) 

For the purchase of the Cape Cod Canal property, and for 
other purposes (H. R. 8392). 

POST OFFICES .Al'"D POST ROADS COMMITTEE 

(10 a.m.) . 

To regulate the manufacture, printing, and ale of envelopes 
with postage stamps embossed thereon ( :8:. R. 4478 and other 
similar bills). 

JUDICI.ABY COMMITTEE 

(10 a, m.) 
Bills for changes ip. vqrious judicial districts, place and time 

of court sessions, and related subjects. 

REPORTS OF COl\Il\liTTEJilS 0~ PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLtrT10NS 

Und~r S.:l~Q.S~ 2 qf Ru1e XII~, 
Mr. DlHVEll~: Committee on the T~rritm;i_es. !!. ~· 6573. A 

bill t9 ~;tend 5-e time for th~ completion of the AlJlska ~thra
cite n.a.iJ.road ?·' apd for other purwses ; without ~p:tendment 
(Rept. No. h ) . lteferred to the Committee of the Whole 
House <)P.. th~ ~4tte of the Union. 

Mr. GMHA.M: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 81.28. A 
bill to pun,{~h counterfeiting of GovernmeJlt tr~nsportatlon re
quests; with amendments (Rept. No. 212). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITJJ'EES 0~ PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause ~ of Rule XIII, 
.Mr. MOll.ROW: Committee on Claims. H. R. 537. A bill 

for the relief of A. D. Ewing; without amen<.lment (Rept. No. 
213). Referred to the Committee of the Whole IIous . 

Mr. KELLER: Committee on Claims. H. R. 1731. A bill 
for the relief of John W. King; with amendments (Rept. No. 
214). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: Committee on Claims. H. R. 2011. 
A bill for the relief of William D. McKeefrey ; without amend
ment (Uept. No. 215). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 058. A 
bill for the r~lief of Harry Coyentry ; with an amendment 
(Rept No. 216). Refeued to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

"llr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 3376. A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner: with
out amendment (Rept. No. 217). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the con ideration of the following bills, which were re
ferred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 712) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 
H. Elliott ; Committee on Pension discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5268) granting a pension to James L. Smith; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clan e 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and re.,;olutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By :\lr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 988) to amend an act of 

February 11, 192-!, entitled "An act to equip the United States 
penitentiru·y, Leavenworth, Kans., fo1· the manufacture of snp;
plies for the use of the Government, for the compensation 6f 
prisoners for their labor, and for other purposes"; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLOO~!: A bill (H. R. 8989) amending subc:hapter 5 
of the Code of Law of the District of Columbia, as amended to 
June 7, 1924, relating to offenses against public policy; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN (by request of the Commis ioners of the 
Di trict of Columbia) : A bill (H. R. 8900) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to regulate the hei()'ht of buildings in the Dis
trict of Columbia," approved June 1, 1910, as amended by an 
act of Congress approved December 30, 1010; to the Committee 
on the Di trict of Columbia. 

By :Mr. WOODRUM: A bill (R R. 8901) to establish a per
manent status for the United States .Army Band, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8992) for the purcha e of 
a site apd the erection of a public building at Aurora, Ind. ; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8993) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Batesville, Ind.; to the Com
mittee on Publi~ Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8994) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Franklin, Ind. ; to the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8005) for the erection of a public building 
in Greensburg, State of Indiana, and appropriating money 
therefor ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UPSHAW: A bill (H. R. 8990) authorizing the pur
chase of a s~te and the erection thereon of a national home for 
soldiers and sailors of all wars; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GREEN ·of Iowa (by reque t) : A bill (H. R. 8997) 
to amend sections 2804 and 3402 of the Revl eel Statute ; to 
the Committee on Ways and ~eans. 

Also (b~ request), a bill (H. R. 8998) to establish in th~ 
Treasury Department a bureau of customs and a bureau of 
prohibition, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
W~ys and Means. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8999) to amend the act of 
February 28, 1916, creating a Bureau of Efficiency; the act of 
March 4, 1923, creating a Personnel Classification Board; and 
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tlie ~ct. of Septe~'b'r~ 7, 1916, Pl'e~tbjg ttie Up.ited .State~ E.lll
ployeesl Compensation Comin!Sslon J to the C!o~Hee on the 
Civil Servi~e 

By M~. ItAGON: A qill (H. R. 9000) providing fo~ a mine 
res<;ue sb,ti?n and eqUi.J?ment at Spadra, .Ark.; to the Com
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. MEAD: 4 bill (H. R 9001) to amend the national 
prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9002) to awend the national prohibition 
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A1c3o, a bill (H. R. 9003) to reduce night work in the Postal 
Service · to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, 'a bill (H. R. 9004) to reduce night work in the Pqstal 
Service · to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 

By M~·.' SINNOTT (by departmental request): A bill (H. R. 
9005) to empower certain officers, agents, inspectors, or em
ployees of the Department of the Interior to administer and 
take oaths, affirmations, and affidavits in certain case , and for 
other purposes; to the Committee o~ the Public Lands. 

Also (by departmental request), a bill (H. R. 9006) for the 
disposition of certain coastal lands in Alabama, Florida, and 
Mississippi, and the adjustment of claims arising from erro
neous surveys; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 9007) granting the consent 
of Congress to Harry E. Bovay to construct, maintain, an<l 
operate bridges across the Missi sippi and Ohio Rivers at 
Cairo, TIL; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 900 ) to validate payments 
for commutation of quarters, heat, light, and of rental allow
ance on account of dependents; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9009) to pro-vide 
for the acquisition of a site and the construction thereon of a 
fi1·eproof office building or buildings for the House of Repre
sentati-ves; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WURZBACH: .A bill (H. R. 9010) for the develop
ment of the training plant for the . Air en·tce of the United 
State Army at San Antonio, Tex.; to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 9011) for additional construction and for 
impro-vements at Fort Sam Houston, Tex. ; to the Committee 
on ::\Iilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. KNUTSO~: Resolution (H. Res. 122) calling upon 
the United· States Tariff Commission to immediately report to 
the President of the United States its findings in the butter 
investigation; to the Committee on Ways and ::\leans. 

By Mr. CLAGUE: Resolution (H. Res. 123) calling upon the 
United State Tariff CommLsion to immediately report to the 
Pre ident of the United States its findings in the butter inyes
tigation; to the Committee on Ways ~nd 1\leans. 

By Mr. ANDRESEN: Resolution (H. Res. 124) calling upon 
the United State Tariff Commission to immediately report to 
the President of the United States its findings in the butter 
investigation; to the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By Mr. GOODWIN: Resolution (H. Res. 125) calling 11pon 
the United States Tariff Commission to immediately report to 
the Pre ident of the Unjted States its findings in the butter in
ve tigation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FURLOW: Resolution (H. Res. 126) calling upon the 
United States Tariff Commission to immediately report to the 
President of the United States its findings in the butter inves
tigation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WATRES: Resolution (H. Reb. 127) requesting the 
Secretary of Labor to meet with the representati-ves of the 
United Mine Workers and the anthracite operators' representa
th·es for the purpose of tendering his sm·vices as mediator ; to 
the Committee on Interstate and F01·eign Commerce. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule LUI, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred af:l follows : 
By Mr. ACK.EJRMAN: A bill (H. R. 9012) granting a pen

sion to Anna F. Gourlay ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By l\Ir. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 9013) granting a pension to 

Bernice McLaughlin; to the Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9014)_ grant

ing a pension to Ada Laxson; to the Committee on rnvalid. 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 9015) granting an mcreas~ 
of pension to Mary A. Koerper ; to the Committee o~ ~v~ld 
Pensions. 

B}' Mr. HUDSPETH: A bil1 .(H. R. 901.6) granting a pen
siQ~ to Ah~ .Aggerm~Ip:\ · to th~ CoiD.lpittee on Pensions. 

By :M:r~ JlNS: A. bib (Ii. R. 9oi7) grantlng an increase 
of pension o ~artha A. Mcintire; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensio~. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 9018) granting an in
crease of penslott to i!artha L. E. Bromberg ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. !\lOONEY: A bill (H. R. 9019) for the relief of 
Ail!ng R. ~aish i to the Co~ttee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Kentuck'"Y: A bill (H. R. 0020) granting 
a.n incre4se of pension to Susah J. Hendrick; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9021) granting an increase 
of pension to Cathrine Martin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

.A.Lc3o, a bill (H. R. 9022) granting a pension to Jennie W. 
1\IcDanield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9023) granting an increase of pension to 
1\lary l\L Fisher; to the Committee on In-valid Pensions .. 

By 1\Ir. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 9024) granting an i.ncrease 
of pension to Eliza Tobin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

·Also, a bill (H. R. 9025) granting an increase of penston to 
Mary E. Fenton Pulver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ~Ir. THURSTON: A bill (H. R. 9026) granting an in
crease of pension to Mary J. :Moore; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 9027) granting an increa e of pen ion to 
Annie E. Gris om ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.• WHITE of Maine: .A bill (H. R. 9028) granting an 
increase of pension to Eliza l\1. Sawyer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 9029) granting a pension to Alice R. 
-nTalter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. ;R. 9030) for· the retirement as 
ensign of Hampton Mitchell; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WYA(,.T (by reque t) : A bill (H. R. 9031) for the 
relief of Sheindel, l\Iorrio::, Zechari, and Frieda Clateman; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9032) to change the name 
of the trustees of St. J o ephs Male Orphans Asylum and amend 
the act incorporating the same; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

"Cnder clau e 1 of Rule :x...-..nr, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk' desk and referred as follows: 

5 . By Mr. BARBOUR: Resolution of the Fish and Game 
Commis!-'ion of California urging the refiooding of Lower 
Klamath I1ake; to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla
mation. 

5 9. By Mr. W. T. FITZGERALD: Petition of Union Coun
cil . No. 21, Daughters of America, Union City, Ind., request
ing enactment of Hou._·e bills 344 and 5583, providing for the 
naturalization and deportation and registration of aliens;· to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

590. By :Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of E. J. Reavey, legisla
tiye agent, Boston Lodge, No. 97, Brotherhood of Railway 
Trainmen, Brockton, Mass., prote ting against proposed amend
ments to the Federal employees liability act; to the Com
mittee on the Civil Service. 

591. Also, petition of F . .A. Symonds, :Uas achusetts legisla
tiYe representative, the Locomotile Firemen of l\Iassachu etts, 
protesting against propo ed amendments to the Federal em
ployees liability act; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

592. By l\Ir. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the 
American Enameled Brick & Tile Co. (Inc.), New York City, 
N. Y., favoring the passage of the Blanton bill, H. R. 3811; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

593. Also, petition of the National Preserver Association 
(Inc.), opposing the passage of Senate bill 481 and House 
bill 39, which would permit the use or sale of corn sugar 
(dextrose) under the modified n~me " sugar " ; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

594. Also, petition of the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America, favoring the passage of a law charging the Inter
~tate Commerce Commission with the regulation of motor ve
hi9ies wh~n en~aged in Jnte.rstate commerce; to the Com
~ttee pp Inter~~te a;nd Fo:rei~n Commerce. 

595. By Mr. SWING I Petition of the Riverside Chamber of 
Commerce, opposing the ant;t-Federal aid for highways move
ment; to th~ Com!!!i.ttee on Roads. 
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596. Also, petltton of the Laguna B~ach Chamber of Com

merce, urging continuance of Federal-aid highway appropria
tion from Oong1·ess and increase in California allotment' to 
the Committee on Roads. 

597. Also, petition of the California State .Automobile Asso
ciation, supporting continuation of Federal-aid appropriation 
for interstate highways; to the Committee on Roads. 

598 . .Also, petition of Charter No. 30, Hotel Greeters of 
America, emphatically disapproving of the disallowance or dis
continuance by the United States of America of the appro
priation for good roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

599 . .Also, petition of the Board of Snpervi ors of Riverside 
County, Calif., requesting further appropriations for Federal 
highway aid; to the Committee on Roads. 

600 . .AI o, petition of the Western States C<mnty Officials 
Association, urging continuation of the granting of Federal aid 
to the States in highway building; to the Committee on Roads. 

• 

601. Also, petition 9{ the Riverside Chamber of Commerce, 
urging continuation of the present policy of the Federal Govern
ment in extending aid to the States for the building of high
ways ; to the Committee on Roads. 

602. Also, petition of the Redlands Chamber of Commerce, 
urging continuation of the present plan and ~li<!V of Federal 
aid in cooperation with States in building public roads; to the 
Committee on Roads. 

603 . .Also, petition of the motor Carriers' Association of the 
State of California, unanimously indorsing the Fed~ral-aid 
road plan and asking for an increased appropriation of the 
Federal aid from the present Congress; to the Committee on 
Roads. 

604 . .Also, petition of the Orange Community Chamber of 
Commerce, urging continued Federal appropriations for ade
quate highway transportation facillties; to the Committee an 
Roads . 
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