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William B. Fuson, Hartyille.
Earle W. Phillips, Henrletta.
George 8. Brown, Hornersville,
George P. Megafin, Hunnewell.
Paul P. Bradley, Leeton.
William A. Barris, Marionville.
Leonard Ford, Morley.
Elvin Lee, Mountain Grove.
William F. Crigler, Nevada.
Arthur 8. Calame, Niangua.
John F. Hamby, Noel.
Thomas O. 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,
Isaaec M. Galbraith, Walker.
John Black, Washburn.
Edwin McKinley, Wheaton.
NEBREASKA
Alfred G. Taylor, Chappell.
NEW YORK

Richard Bullwinkle, Central Valley.

Frederick M. Avery, Cold Water.

George W. Mohlfeld, Cutchogue,

Edward T. Sheffer, Shortsville,

William R. Crawford, Warsaw.

William F. Raynor, West Hampton Beach.
NORTH CAROLINA

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

French Crow, Marion.

Earl Augustine, Montpelier.

Florence Mutchler, Rutland.

George W. Hurless, Waterville.

William G. Hoffer, Willshire.
OREGON

Guy H. Tex, Central Point,

Ethel N. Everson, Creswell.

Albert M. Porter, Gaston.

Klizabeth E. Johnson, Gresham.

William G. Smith, Mill City.

Carl A. Peterson, Orenco.

John 8. Sticha, Scio.

Rever G. Allen, Silverton.

William E. Tate, Wasco.
PENNSYLVANIA

John L. Chapman, Blue Ridge Summit.
Charles N. Thompson, Buck Hill Falls,
Elmer P. Richards, Easton.
Frank H. Shenck, Landisville.
Harry Zanders, Mauch Chunk.
Frederick W. Kiefhaber, McVeytown,
Wilberforce Schweyen, Mifflintown.
Howard Weiss, Northampton.
Harry H. Carey, Plymouth.
Hobert E. Gammell, Tremont.
Julius C, Gleason, Villanova.
SOUTH CAROLINA
Elizabeth D. Kirksey, Pickens.
John 8. McCall, Society Hill.
TENNESSEE
James 8. Braswell, Muarfreesboro.
VERMONT
George F. Flint, Chelsea.
Carrie H. Sturtevant, East Fairfleld.
Garvin R. Magoon, Gilman.
Marion J. Hall, SBouth Ryegate.
Lilla 8. Hager, Wallingford.
WASHINGTON
Orris E. Marine, Colton.
Frank R. Jones, Lacrosse.
Adam I, Livingston, Mabton,
Theo Hali, Medical Lake.
Lucy F, Bushnell, Napavine.
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Wayne 8. Kelsey, Opportunity.
Ira G. Allen, Pullman.

Laura P. McIntyre, Skykomish,
Thomas J. Smith, Spokane.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SarTuroay, February 6, 1926

The House 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 is in earth and sky and places supreme value upon
the worth of man. We thank Thee that there is nothing to
separate us from this divine love and providential eare. May
we enjoy life at its best and glve this life of joy to others.
Forgive our failures and help us to an increasing mastery
over self. With unfaltering faith and eourage 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. 8220

Mr. TOLLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous 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 House be considered as having been re-
jected and that the following amendment adopted :

Strike out the proviso and insert in lien thereof the following:
“ Provided, That no back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held
to have acerued prior to the passage of this act.”

That sald 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.

Mr. Speaker, I might say that Mr. Brack, who made the
amendment, agrees with me on this, that this change agrees
with the spirit of his amendment and if 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 York asks unani-
mous consent to vacate proceedings on the bill referred to and
méke the correction as indicated. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRHETT of Tennessee. Correction of the Recorp or
the Journal, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEHAKER. It will be merely to vacate the proceedings
taken yesterday. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 'The
Chair hears none.

PERMISBION TO INTRODUCE RESOLUTION BIGNED BY MORE THAN ONE
MEMBER 5

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
Congressmen KNUTSON, ANDRESEN, Goopwin, and Furtow, and
myself be allowed to introduce a resolution, as 1 understand
under the rules unanimous consent has to be granted for more
than one Member to introduce a resolution.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani-
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 from Minnesota merely asks that
he be permitted to introduce a resolution in conjunction with
four of his colleagues,

Mr., GARRETT of Tennessee. Of course, we had quite a long
congideration of that matter several years ago, as to whether
more than ene Member 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 withheld his re-
quest for the time being, in order to look up the precedents
which have been made?

Mr, CLAGUE. I introdnced yesterday the resoluticn, but
the parliamentarian stated it would have to be done by unani-
mous consent, as I understood ; that it Is agalnst the rules to
introduce it except by unanimous consent.

Mr. TILSON. I hope the gentleman will withhold this, at
least until Major SteEpmaN has concluded his remarks. 1 re-
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member on the occasion to which the gentleman referred we
had quite a long parliamentary battle over 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 permit
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 Chair's understanding s that the
mnanimous consent is not to permit introduction from the floor,
but merely to attach four signatures to a bill introduced regu-
larly through the basket.

Mr. CLAGURE. That is all

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. 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 Minnesota [Mr.
Cracgue] will withhold it until after the special order of the
morning.

ADDRESS BY MR. STEDMAN

The SPEAKER. The Chair takes pleasure in aunouncing
that, under an order adopted by the House, the gentleman from
North Carolina, Major SteEpMAN, is recognized to address the
House for 30 minutes. - [Applause, the Members rising.]

Mr. STEDMAN. Mr, Speaker, 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
vision of rare beauty, which ever charms and delights. Here
nature is arrayed in her most gorgeous apparel, inviting rest
and repose. Dense forests cover the landscape. Here the mock-
ing bird and thrush, undisturbed, make their home and fill the
alr with their morning song of happiness and contentment.

In Patrick County, Va., at a plice called Laurel Hill. not
remote from the North Cavolina line, on February 6, 1823, was
born Maj. Gen. J. E. B. Stuart, commander of the cavalry of
the Army of Northern Virginia, and here he passed the days of
hiz boyhood.

His ancestry on both his father’s and his mother's side was
distinguished. His father, the Hon. Archibald Stuart, of
Patrick County, Va., was an officer in the United States Army
during the War of 1812, He was a man of splendid ability.
He had the confidence, respect, and affection of all the people
amongst whom he lived. His mother, Elizabeth Letcher Pan-
nill, was a woman of rare accomplishments. She was the center
of attraction in the high social 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 upon his life. It would be idle for me to
attempt to do so in the brief space of time to which I must
restrict myself, Chancellorsville, Brandy Station, and Gettys-
burg will ever recall the fields of his renowm.

Nor can I call to your attention all those 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 express my admiration for a man whose
memory I shall ever cherish, whose life was one of unsur-
passed courage, of unexcelled heroism, of rare self-denial—a
life without stain and without reproach.

The era ef 1861 was the most glorious epoch In the history
of the South. During that period was given to the world
many great names whose achievements have illumined the
pages of history. To that list of immortals, whose glory shall
never fade, belongs Maj. Gen. J. E. B. Stuart, of the Con-
federate Army. He inherited from his ancestors high ideals.
Moral power to an eminent degree was an element of char-
acter made manifest during his entire life. The force of
moral power during all ages has controlled the destiny of
nations, From its influence comes a supreme sense of duty.
Withont it the legions of Lee would have struggled in vain
for so long a time to roll back the tide of invasion across the
banks of the Potomae, and the marvelous campaigns of Stone-
wall Jackson would have found mno place upon the pages of
history to gild forever with a romantic luster the beautiful
valley of Virginia, Without it the great charge at Chancel-
lorsville, led by Major General Stuart, would not have brought
victory but only disaster and ruiln. 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 he was ever governed by ifs dictates. He loved the
truth and kept it inviolate. No obligation resting upon him
was ever neglected. A promise made to his mother that he
would never taste intoxicating drinks was kept faithfully to
his death, and no soldier who followed his banner ever heard
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him utter an oath upon any battle field of his 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 howe 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 actlve campaigns often
expressed the wish that he might return there and spend his
days in quiet when the strife of war was over. He was ever
a friend to the weak and helpless. None ever appealed to him
in vain 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 dan-
ger. Upon every bafttle field he sought the place where the
strife was most severe and was as calm amidst the storm of
battle as in the seclusion of his home.

Upon the field of Borodine, when Marshal Ney, almost alone
and surrounded by thousands of Russians, saved the army of
France from annihilation, Napeleon, in a burst of enthusiasm,
said:

He is the bravest man I ever saw.

The Army of Northern Virginia, the witness of his heroism,
with one accord said:

No braver man than Major General Stuart ever walked upon any
battle field of this Republic or any other land.

At no time when the Army of Northern Virginia was in peril
was he absent from the territory where the danger was sup-
posed to be. The only criticism, so far as I can learn, of hia
entire career when commanding the cavalry of the Army of
Northern Virginia was his absence on tbe first 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-
Imrg; that General Lee wished the battle to be fought at Cashtown, and
General Meade wished it at Pipe Creek.

Of course, I do not know what were General Lee's wishes
as to the place where the battle shonld be fought, but 1 do
know that General Stuart was guilty of no negligence and
violated no order by his absence on the first day’s fight.

As a military commander he had all the qualities requi-
site for success. As a commander of Cavalry he had no
superior, and few equals, if any, in either army. General
Sedgwick, an officer of high repute in the Army of the United
States, sald:

Stuart is the best Cavalry officer ever born in North America,

During the war between the States in the two campaigns
mest disastrous to the Federal Army—that of General Me-
Clellan in his unsuccessful attempt to capture Richmond, and
that of General Pope—he contributed Iargely to the final
result. He made the entire circuit of both armies and fur-
nished information of the highest importance to Confederate
headquarters,

Many crities have pronounced the Battle of Chancellors-
ville the most brilliant of the many victories won by Gen.
Robert E. Lee. When his inferiority in numbers 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 masferpiece of the nineteenth century.

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

Send for General Stuart. Tell General Stuart to act upon his
own judgment, 1 have implicit confidence in him.

General Lee also sent a message to General Stuart to as-
sume command. He had gone toward Ely's Ford. When the
message reached him, he rode rapidly to the scene of con-
lict.

The Battle of Chancellorsville was breught on by the su-
perior strategy of General Lee, but the resnlt on that battle
fleld was due largely to the daring and skill of Major General
Stuart. He rode in front of the Confederate forces, shouting
and singing, “ 0ld Joe Hooker, will you come out of the wilder-
ness?"

There came back the response,
Hooker out of the wilderness,”

His heroic conduct created the wildest enthusiasm, and the
cheers which greefed 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
success as he listened to the cheers, and he said: “ General
Stuart is there. No force can stop him. The battle is won.”

“We will drive Old Joe




He has been likened by many to Marshal Ney. Both had the
same splendid ¢ourage, but Marshal Ney had not the moral
force which was an element in the character of General Stuart.

Marshal Ney hesitated to assume responsibility in an emer-
gency. General Stuart always was prompt to act when duty
required. Unlike Marshal Ney, who had risked 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 royal ordi-
nance, found gnilty of treason, and judicially murdered, Gen-
eral Stuart had the respect and confidence of his comrades
during all the vicissitudes of the era which wiinessed his great
achievements. He had their unchanging love—a love as un-
gelfish as that given to him by his comrades in the days of his
boyhood.

They have erected to his memory in the e¢ity of Richmond a
beautiful equestrian statue, upon which is engraved this well-
deserved epitaph:

BTUART
TI've called Lis name, a statue stern and vast,
It rests enthroned upon the mighty past,
Fit plinth for him whose image in the mind
Looms up as that of one by God designed.
¥it plinth, in sooth! The mighty past for him
Whoese simple pame is Glory's synonym.
E'en Fancy's sell in ber enchanted sleep
Can dream no future which may cease to keep
His name in guard, like sentinel, and ery
From Time's great bastions, * It shall never die!™

His most enduring and noblest monument will be found in
the hearts of the people of this great Republic, regardless of
sections, from the Great Plains of the Northwest to the Gulf of
Mexico. He was mortally wounded at Yellow Tavern, about
8 miles from the eity of Richmond, State of Virginia, on the
11th day of May, 1864, and on the next day his mighty spirit
went to a final rest, rejoicing in the trinmph and faith of the
Christian religion.

His death’ brought sincere and profound sorrow to the brave
in every land. He is buried in the city of Richmond amidst
the people he loved so well, in whose behalf he had displayed
boundless activity and heroism umsurpassed. When his death
was announced to Gen. Robert B. Lee that great commander
gaid: “1 ean scarcely think of him without weeping.”

Ararat River, npon whose banks he had played in his early
days, to the melody of whose rippling, laughing waters he had
g0 often listened with joy and delight, will ever sing his requiem.
His name will be respected and honored in every land where
patriotism and moral herolsm has a home,

Fortunate is the Nation and exalted will be its destiny which
can furnish to the world such a model for emulation as that
portrayed in the character of Maj. Gen. J. E. B. Stuart. [Ap-
plaunse, the Mémbers rising.]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

A message in writing from the President of the United States
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr,
Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of
Representatives that the President had, on February 4, ap-
proved bill of the following title:

H. R. 7484. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State Highway Commission of Arkansas to construct, main-
tain, and operate a bridge across Red River near Fulton, Ark.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title,
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was
requested :

8. 258G. An act granting the consent of Congress to the J. R.
Buckwalter Lumber Co. to construct a bridge across DPearl
River in the State of Mississippl.

SENATE BILL REFERRED

Senate bill of the following title was taken from the Speak-

er’s table and referred to its appropriate committee, as indi-

cated below :

8. 2586, An act granting the consent of Congress to the J. R.
Buckwalter Lumber Co. to construct a bridge across Pearl
River in the State of Mississippi; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce,

ENROLLED BILL BIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that the committee examined and found truly enrolled
bill of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same:

8. 1423. An act to relinguish the title of the United States to
the land in the donation claim of the heirg of J. B. Baudreau,
sltuated in the county of Jackson, State of Mississippi.
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CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks nnani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Reserving the right to object,
Mr. Speaker, on what subject?

AMr. KNUTSON. I am about to submit a unanimous-consent
request, and I wish to explain it to the House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. 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 have just listened, and were
it not for the fact that I wish to call the attention of the Honse
to an emergency which reguires immediate action, I would not
have the temerity to follow so eloguent a speaker and so be-
loved a Member 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 Minnesota. This action was taken at fhe
request of the Chippewas themselves, 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
very kindly reported this measure out of the committee several
days ago, and this is the first opportunity that I have had to
call it up; and in view of the great emergency which exists, I
trust that no Member will offer any objection.

Let me say for the benefit of the House that the money that
it is proposed to pay to the Chippewas belongs to them. They
have with the Federal Treasury a tribal fund of something like
$5,000,000 or $6,000,000, and it I8 for the purpose of tiding them
over a very critical period that I am asking at this time, M,
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 consideration of the bill, which the
Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H, R, 183) providing for a per capita payment of $100 to each
enrolled member of the Chippewa Tribe of Minnesota from the funds
standing to their credit In the Treasury of the United States
BRe it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is

hereby, anthorized to withdraw from the Treasury of the United States

so much as may be necessary of the principal fund on deposit to the
credit of the Chippewa Indians In the State of Minnesota, arising under
sectlon 7 of the act of January 14, 1889 (25 Stat. L. 642), entitled

“An act for the rellef and civillzation of the Chippewa Indlans in the

Btate of Minnesota,” and to make therefrom a per capita payment or

distribution of $100 to each enrolled member of the tribe, under such

rules and regulations as the sald Secretary may prescribe: Provided,

That before any payment lg made bherennder the Chippewa Indlans of

Minnesota shall, in such manner as may be prescribed by the Becre-

tary of the Interior, ratify the provisions of this act and accept same:

Provided further, That the money puid to the Indians as authorized

herein ghall not be subject to any lien or clalm of attorneys or other

parties.

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill providing for a per

-capita payment of $50 to each enrolled member of the Chip-

pewa Tribe of Minnesota from the funds standing to their credit
in the Treasury of the United States.”

AMr. TILBON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object—
and I shall not object—I wish to state that it is not usual
for unanimouns-congent matters to be ealled up on any other day
except on unanimous-consent day. It is 2 good rule to abide by,
and the only deviation from it shonld be in cases of real emer-
gency. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Kxurson] has
presented a case of a real emergency where there seems to be
suffering and where we are asked to allow these Indians to
use some of their own money. We must anthorize it by appro-
priation, however, before they can nse it, as I understand the
situation.

Mr. BYRNS. Has the biil been favorably reported from the
Committee on Indian Affiars?

Mr. TILSON. I so understand.

Mr. EKNUTSON. It was reported on Thursday.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Reserving the right to ohject,
Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Kxursox] this question? This bill does not say from what
fund this money is to be paid, whether from the principal of
the permanent fund or the interest thereof. From what
funds is the payment to be made?

Mr, ENUTSON. It is to be paid from moneys to their
credit in the Federal Treasury.
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Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Both interest and principal
are deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the Chippewas.
But there is some considerable difference between the use
that should be made of them under the law.

Mr. KENUTSON. The gentleman has been a member of the
Committee on Indian Affairs for a number of years, and this
bill follows the langunage of previous bills.

Mr. 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 prinelpal 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 expiration of those 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 Treasury funds.

I do not expect to object to the bill, because 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
withont calling this to the attention of the Members of the
House.

Mr. KNUTSON. 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
has reduced the amount called for in my bill from $100 to $50.

I have here in my hand clippings from newspapers in Minne-
sota calling attention to the urgency of the situation, and I
sincerely trust that no Member on either side of the aisle will
object to the present conslderation of this bill.

Mr. MoKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EKNUTSON. Yes.

Mr. McKEOWN. I understand that a great many of these
Indians are starving and that is the occasion for the consid-
eration of this bill at this time, and I will say to my colleague
from Oklahoma [Mr. CarTer] that the Burean of Indian Affairs
suggested to the Committee on Indians Affalrs that after this
payment was made they were going to initiate another policy
that will take care of the situation.

Mr. KNUTSON. 1 understand that is correct.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. This is what should be done:
The whole matter ought to be sent to the courts for appropriate
adjudication, pending which no further depletion of the fund
should be permitted.

Mr. ENUTSON. Let me say to the gentleman from Oklahoma
that onr commitiee has already reported a jurisdictional bill.

Mr. 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 fo be made under the treaty.

Mr. KNUTSON. As I say, the committee has reported a
jurisdictional bill, and we hope for early consideration of it by
the IHouse.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
jeet, T would like to ask the majority leader if he regards thisg
as emergency legislation?

Mr, TILSON, I do. The gentleman from Minnesota has
convinced 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.

Mr, JACOBSTEIN. I would like to ask the distingnished
Member whether he would be willing to also include some coal
legislation as being proper emergency legislation at this time.
I consider that an emergency of greater importance than the
matter now before the House, 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 lien
thereof “ 850,” and amend the title.

The committee amendment was agreed to,
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time and passed.

The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill providing
for a per capita payment of $50 to each enrolled member of the
Chippewa Tribe of Minnesota from the funds standing to their
credit in the Treasury of the United States.”

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

THE COAL SITTATION

Mr. SOMERS of New York, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons
consent to revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp on the
coal question,

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr. Speaker, winter has come,
Winter with its wind and its sleet and its cold. Hitherto na-
ture has been kind fo the East, forcing us to endure only a
comparatively few days of severe weather. But yesterday
morning New York awoke to find itself 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 has no coal. It is being denied coal by a small
group of militant labor leaders and avaraclous mine operators,
whose differences are not only permitted but are encouraged
by the willfulness of an indifferent administration. Our citw
has its aged, its ill, and its infants, and it must have heat to
keep the erape 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 those who were
dependent on anthracite coal. Now, the strike has gone on
for more than five months. Men, women, and children have
borne with remarkable -patience the inevitable suffering,
eagerly awaiting the fulfillment of the President's, promise.
Are we to wait in vain? In the meantime being robbed by
unscrupulous profiteering. '

We lLave been told the State of Pennsylvania 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 latfer their election. No mercy can be
expected there. Substitutes 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 witnessing the obstinacy of both sides In the recent
conferences, we have given up all hope for a settlement in this
direction. We can only look now to the merey of the Presi-
dent of our country. We have continually beseeched him to
hear 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 could argue his constitutional
rights in as long a period as he pleased. What we want now
is coal. Not constitutional camouflage,

FIRST URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
jtself into the Committee of the Whole Hounse on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. . 8722,
the nrgent deficiency bill

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Commitee
of the Whole House on the state of the Unlon for the further
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8722) making appropriations
to supply urgent deflciencies in certain appropriations for the
fiseal year ending June 30, 1926, and prior fiscal years, to pro-
vide urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiseal years
ending June 30, 1926, and June 30, 1927, and for other pur-
poses, with Mr. CarxpeLox in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House Is in Committee of the 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 CHAIRMAN. When the commitee rose on Thursday
the bill was being read for amendment under the five-minute
rule, and the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill.
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The Clerk read as follows:

In all, $07,265,821.84, which shall be eredited, respectively, to the
appropriation accounts above enumerated,

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
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 was 35 years age,

In that period there was always a surplus of grain on the
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, and
the straw stack remained on the outside,

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

Then he gradually sold from the granary and haymow
enocugh to pay his bills.

But invariably at the end of the year there was left a sur-
plus., This surplus was in the clear and he carried it over
until the next year or to such time gs the prices would show
a reasonable profit.

In this 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 his farming with improved utensils at a high auato-
mobile speed, raises better crops, inereases production, plauts
more land, and the result is a larger supply of produets.

But when the harvest time comes his indebtedness is so large
that he finds it necessary to sell the entire crop in order to
raise the money to pay the bills. What is the result? Market
declines, he sells at low prices, and plants at high prices, and
the result his profits are nil, and the farming occupation to-<lay
is not a profitable proposition.

Regulation of production and rotation of crops in accordance
with 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 quesﬁion 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 wonld
soon see the advantage of reducing production in accordance
with the surplus of the previous year and in that way would
reguliate prices. However, this does not meet the approval of
those 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. T believe that an export company would be
advantageons. -

Take corn as an example. Where will they export corn?
There is no counfry in Europe that uses corn to any extent,
and so corn will have to be fed for pork and the pork exported
in order to dispose of this surplus in an export way. :

Getting back to the surplus proposition. I believe over a
period of five years there would be no surplus of any grain
ralsed in the United States, if you could take the average.
For {llustration, we will gtart with the year 1926, 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 ecrop, on the elevator receipts. The farmer
conld 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 1928 there might be a failure of
the corn crop, and the result would be that during that year
the surplus held over from the years 1926 and 1927 would be
sold.

The farmer wonld take the income and profits and pay off
the original loan, and what would be left would be his, which
would necessarily be a profit, becanse by housing the surplus
the price would be regulated to the advantage of the farmer.

Reduced prices in transportation, in my judgment, is the
most feasible thing for the farmer at the present time. It
we should build a waterway from Lake Michigan to the Gulf
of Mexico, it will reduce the price of transportation on grains
averaging from 5 to T cents. The result would be that
if a farmer raised 60 bushels of grain on an aecre, and he
saves T cents a bushel, he would save $4.20 an acre. Add
that to his profit on a hundred acres, and it would make
$420 that he could put in his profit,

There are other things, such as corn sugar, that might use
large quantities of the corn that the cane of southern coun-
tries have the advantage of at the present time.

The manufacture of aleohol in this eountry to-day is about
80,000,000 gallons per year, This alcohol is mostly all made
of blackstrap coming from Cuba. If that blackstrap could be
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stopped from coming into this country or a regulation passed
where all aleohol 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 ount
his own salvation to a large extent, but I think that every
Congressman, regardless of his lecation, 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
has expired. Without objection, the pro forma amendment will
be withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

For fees to special delivery messengers, fiseal year 1924, $213.06.

M(i. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
wor

Mr, Chalrman and gentlemen of the committee, in this morn-
ing's paper appears this cablegram from London:

BTOCEINGS FOR DONKBYS—THEY WILL BE WORN IN WOMAN’S ANTIFLYDITE
CRUSADE

Loxpox, February 5.—The silk-stocking fad is to be taken up by the
donkeys In Algeria. Mrs. F. K. Bali, who has been earrving on humani-
tarian work among the donkeys, mules, and camels in North Afriea, I8
in London to collect stockings for them.

She says the animals In Algeria, especially the donkeys, suffer from
fiybites on their legs, and zhe desires to obtaln worn-out stockings which
will be used to keep secure bandages on their legs.

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

Mr. Chairman, the President in his message 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-
compasses the entire territory. It will take the city of New
York at least 10 days to dig itself ont 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 coal. Substitutes
have been used without proper effect.

Hluminating gas has been used for heating purposes, causing
the death of many of the residents of our city. Soft coal is
being nsed as a substitute, blowing out the fronts of stoves in
the homes and suffocating the residents of our city, and yet the
Congress remains suplne. Although the President tells us we
owe an obligation to humanity, we do not make a golltary move
fo relieve this sitmation. We will vote millions, even to the
extent of §25,000,000, for the enforcement of a single law, but
not & dellar will we spend or not & move will we make to help
the suffering citizens of the North and Bast in our country.
We are evidently proceeding under the plan that we will give
millions and millions to keep a nation sober in 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 verdiet of the Ameri-
can Congress 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 means 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

Addltlonal wessels: For additional motor boats and their squipment
and for five seaplanes and their equipment for the uwse of the Coast
Guard In enforcing the laws of the TUnited States, and in performiug
the dutles with whieh the Coast Guard is charged, to be constructed or
purchased in the discretion of the Seeretary of the Treasury, and for
repairg or alterations to or for equipping and placing in ecommission
vessels or boats transferred from the Navy Department to the Treasury
Department for the use of the Coast Guard, $£3,900,000, to remain
available until Décember 31, 1926,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. My, Chairman, I desire to offer an
amendment.

Mr. GRIFFIN. My, Chairman, I desire to make a point of
order against the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will say to the gentleman
from New York that no point of order was reserved against
this bill at the time of its Introduction in the House and its
commitment to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr, GRIFFIN. May I say a word on that, Mr, Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chalr bad not stated his conclusion,
but the Chair will listen to the gentleman.

Mr. GRIFFIN. I am aware of the fact that no point of
order was reserved upon this bill, and It is perhaps the first
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and 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 reserve
all points of order against this bill,” in order to preserve the
right of the 435 Members of this House to object to an obvi-
ously illegal, unlawful, and improper provision in an appro-
priation bill,

This bill contains an appropriation of $3,800,000 for the
building or purchase of new ships. It is clearly new legisla-
tlon. If a naval appropriation bill were submitted to the
House containing an appropriation of $3,000,000 or more for
the building of a destroyer, the peace advocates in this House
would rise howling in their places and protest against it and
reserve all points of order. Why is it when this bill comes in
for the Treasury Department, appropriating $3,900,600 to build
vessels for the Coast Guard to be used in the enforcement of
prohibition, there is no man here sufficiently dispassionate fo
get up in his place and forget his attitude upon the prohiblition
question and say, “ Here is a sitnation where the rule is being
violated and an improper appropriation is being put upon a
bill, and I reserve all points of order,” no matter how he may
think upon the merits of the question.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. I yleld.

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman brings an indictment against
every Member of the House, because any Member is privileged
to reserve points of order on such a bill. The gentleman brings
an indictment against every Member for failure to reserve all
points of order, The gentleman himself is a member of the
Committee on Appropriations and a Member of this House,
nnd the gentleman had the same privilege and the same oppor-
tunity to make the point of order that any other Member had
to make a point of order against this bill. So the indictment
which the gentleman draws against the membership of the
House is an indietment against himself.

Mr. GRIFFIN. The gentleman is only partially stating the
facts, 1 am a member of the Committee on Appropriations,
but I was engaged in my subcommittee work: This bill was
reported at 6 o'clock in the afternoon and there were not 20
Members here in the House when the bill was reporfed. I
doubt whether there was a member of the Committee on Appro-
priations present when the bill was presented, and I certainly
acquit the gentleman from Tennessee of any indifference
about it, because I know if he had been here he would probably
have reserved his rights, as he did on the War Department
bill, which was reported day before yesterday.

Mr. DOWELL. May I ask the gentleman how the bill coald
have been reported withont a member of the Committee on
Appropriations being present?

Mr. WEFALD. I would like thé gentleman to also get ex-
eited over the item here that carries $149,250,000 for refund of
taxes. That is much larger than this item.

Mr. GRIFFIN. I will allow the gentleman to exercise his
privilege to get excited over that, but I want to call the atten-
tion of the Chair and the Members of the House to the fact
that we are governed by a precedent in this Fonse that is
unjust to the 435 Members of this body who are interested in
all bills that come before them.

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order the
gentleman is not addressing hlmself to the point of order. The
gentleman is simply trying to lecture somebody for something
which he himself failed to do.

Mr. GRIFFIN. The gentleman should not inferrupt me
unless the gentleman is recognized by the Chair or unless I
yield to the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman would not have to yield
to the gentleman from Iowa in order that the gentleman from
JTowa 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.

Mr. GRIFFIN. 1 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. AMr. Chairman, I insist on my polnt of order.
If the gentleman from New York desires to discnss the point
of order he has that privilege, but we have 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 fo the extent it has gone is simply to
call the attention of the House to the precedents under which
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we are governed and which we ean override. I have a right, as
the Chairman knows, to appeal from his decision and take up
the time of the House in discussing the point of order and dis-
posing of it. T 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 vigllance when appropriation bills
come In.

It is distinctly understood that the Appropriation Committee
has no right to tack new legislation upon an appropriation
bill or to provide appropriations for undertakizgs not passed
upon by legislation committees and duly enacted into law.
When the Appropriation Committee was granted its extensive
powers 1t was with the distinct proviso that it should not tres-
pass upon the rights of the legislation committees. This salu-
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 inadvertence 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
I}J: the mere accidental omission 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, i{f any, should be reserved to the
Members of the House. ;

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

Thg CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks
unanimous consent to proeeed for three minutes out of order.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to make this
statement. As the gentleman from New 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
reservation.

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, every
member of the committee understood when it was reparte&
unanimously from the committee, without any point of order
being made against it, that the bill would be introduced dur-
ing the afternoon.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNS. Yes.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Does not the gentleman remember that I
raised the point of order against this item in committee?

Mr. BYRNS. If the gentleman 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, as the genileman from New York
states. The bill was introduced just before adjournment, I
was absent from the House at that particular time, althongh
I had been here all the afternoon. Other members of the com-
mittee were in a similar situation and were not on the floor.

Mr. 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 dislike 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 New York has lost any rights, be-
cause the Coast Guard has already spent quite a sum of money
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in building a fleet, and T 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 against the bill. While being generally familiar 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 should be clearly stated 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 House on the state of the Union, for consideration.
If the House desires that the Committee of the Whole shall
conslder 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 fo consider points of order. Otherwise, the theory and
philosophy is that the House, having committed a bill to the
Committee of the Whole House for its consideration, desires
the committee to consider the whole bill and does not desire
that the commiitee shall sirike out any portion of the bill on
points of order.

When portions of a bill are struck ont in the Committee
of the Whole on points of order, the Committee of the Whole
does not report those portions of the bill back to the House;
it 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 have been adopted in the
Committee of the Whole.

The Chair believes that the rule is a wholesome one. The
Chair 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 subseguently in the House upon a
motion teo 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 the 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, except in the case of an appropriation on a legis-
Jative bill, to which, under a special rule, objection may be
made at any time. The precedents are to the effect that 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 questions of order can not
ordinarily be raised in the consideration of bills, except in the
case of appropriation bills.

In view of the statements made in debate, the Chair has
thought it proper to make this general statement with reference
to the philosophy and effect of the rule. No point of order
baving been raised to the point of order made by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Grirriy], 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 reser-
vation of peints 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 955-950, sections 6921-6925.

In section 6921, Volume V, of Hinds' Precedents, occurs the
following :
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Points of order are usnally reserved when appropriation bills are
referred to the Committee of the Whole in order that portions in vie-
lation of rule may be eliminated by raising points of order in com-
mittee.

The Committee of the Whole must report in its entirety a bill com-
mitted to it unless the House by & reservation of points of order
sanctions the striking out of portions against erder.

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 Unlon, when Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, made a
point of order against a particular paragraph on the ground
that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had no jurisdiction
of the subject, and so forth.

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

In case of an appropriation reported by the Committee on Appro-
priations In conflict with rule 21, clause 3, and committed with the
bill, it is not competent for the Committee of the Whole or its Chalr-
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 guestion 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 committes
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 jurisdictlon over the subject matter of the particular clause. TIn
the view which the Chalrman of the Committee of the Whole takes of
the question it s not necessary to decide whether the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors has jurisdictlon over the subject matter of this
particular clause or mot. Whether 1t originally possessed that juris-
diction, It is not necessary for the Chair to declde in the view which
he takeg of this guestion, hence the Chair willl not take the time to
express any opinion in reference to if.

The view of the Chalr is this: The action of the House in submit-
ting this bill to the Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the
Unlon for consideration does not leave It within the province of the
Chalr to pass upon the gquestion of original jurlsdictlon in the Com-
miftee on Rivers and Harbors. The bill has been committed to the
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consideration, and the
Chalrman of this committee belleves that he Is but executing the order
of the Hounse when he decides that the bill shall be considered. The
committal of the bill to the Commitiee of the Whole House on the
state of the Unifon, the Chair thinks, was not a submission to the
committee of the question whether or not the bill should be con-
sldered, but an express direction to the committee to consider the bill
To hold that the Chalrman of the Committee of the Whole on a
point of order could go back and inquire into assorted Irregularities
and errors in the stages of the bill which precedéd 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 Committea of the
Whole to do a particular thing and at the same time left the com-
mittee to determlne whether the thing directed should be done or not,

The point of order ralsed by the gentleman from Indiana s over-
ruled.,

On appeal the decision of the Chalr was sustalned by a vote
of 103 to 63,

Other decisions in Hinds' Precedents are to the same effect.

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. HiLr of Maryland: Page 87, line 14,
strike out the fizures " £3,800,000" and insert in lien thereof the
fignres * §14,994,000."

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, it is not often that
I am able to approach this committee with the calm assurance
that I possess at the present time, that my suggestion on pend-
ing legislation will be unanimously adopted ; but I know to-day
that such gentlemen as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Upsmaw] will eagerly support this amendment which I propose,
and I feel doubly confident in this assnrance 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 gentieman from Georgia is in entire agreement, and
which I shall later call to the attention of the House.
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This item is for additional vessels for the Coast Guard. It
appropriates $3.900,000. In view of the statements made in the
hearings, in view of the far-lung coast line of the United
States, and in view of the existing situation on the question,
that sum of money is gressly inadequate.

In studying these hearings I have been convinced of the fact
that this matter of coast defense from rum smuggling has not
been approached from the theory of policy and armament. We
must have suflicient armament to carry out the declared policy
of this House. [Applause.] And I hope the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Upsmaw] will continue to applaud during the rest
of my discourse.

Mr. UPSHAW. I shall, as long as the gentleman keeps dry
and reasonable.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I shall; and I am going to clie Rev.
Sam Small to the gentleman from Georgia.

Therefore, having made a careful analysis of the coast line
of the United States, I propose ‘to this House not a haphazard
appropriation for 35 vessels, 125 feet long, with a cruising
radius of a certain few miles for the defense of the coast, but
I am proposing to you that we adequately protect the coast.
Do not take a haphazard request for 35 vessels.

Figure out what the policy of the Nation is, figure out what
the necessary armament i, and then reconcile policy and
armament. I wish to read first from the hearings on page 542,
and I think it is valuable that the House hear this. Admiral
Blillard, who has charge of the policy and armament of the
Coast Guard, is being questioned by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations:

The CHAmRMAN, 1 think you told the commlttee when you were here
before that the vessels you then had you thought were adequate to
meet the existing needs of the service. What has bappened since that
time to change your mind about it?

Admiral Biuarp, T do not recall telling the comnritiee that.

The CHAIRMAN, Well, when we gave you the additional boats I
think that statement was very comprehensively made.

Admiral Birrarp. When you gave us the additional boats, some year
and a half ago, I toid you that I hoped that they would be adeguate,
but when I was last before you I recall making no such statement.

The CHAmRMAN. Of course, I made a mistake In saying that 1t was
when you were here last. What I meant to say was that you made
the statement when we were giving you the boats. It was then that
the statement was made.

Admiral BiLoarp, Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Now, then, I ask you what has changed the situa-
tlon to require these additional vessels?

Admiral Binrarp, Simply a better knowledge of the problem as it has
developed.

My colleagnes, a better knowledge of the problem as it has
developed is evident in the splendid statement of the Rev. Sam
Bmall, which I shall offer you in a few minutes:

The CHAIRMAN. What has your better knowledge of the problem
disclosed ?

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

The CHARMAN. Do you mean the whole coast?

Admiral Brorarp., Yes, sir; the coast where smuggling takes place.

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

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

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, this pending bill—H. R. 8722 makes appropria-
tions, first, to supply urgent deflciencies In certain appropria-
tions for the fiscal year ending June 80, 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 GUARD

Addltional vessels: For additional motor boats and their equipment
and for five seaplanes and thelr 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 Sceretary of the Treasury, and
for repairs or alterations to or for equipping and placing in commis-
sion vessels or Dboats transferred from the Navy Department to the
Treasury Department for the use of the Coast Guard, $3,900,000, to
remain available until December 31, 1028, .
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For every expendlture requisite for and Incldent to the authorized
work of the Coast Guard, as follows:

For pay and allowances prescribed by law for commissioned officers,
cadets and ecadet engineers, warrant officers, petty officers, and other
enlisted men, active and retired, temporary cooks, and surfmen, substi-
tute surfmen, and one civilian Instructor, fiscal year 1926, $1,235,000:

For pay and allowances prescribed by law for commissioned officers,
cadets and cadet engineers, warrant officers, petty officers, and other
enlisted men, active and retired, temporary cooks, and surfmen, substi-
tute surfmen, and one eivillan instructor, rations or commutation
thereof for cadets, cadet engineers, petty officers, and other enlisted
men, fiscal year 1927, $1,218,141;

For rations or commutatlon thercof for petty officers and other
enlisted men, fiscal year 1028, §100,000;

For fuel and water for vessels, statlons, and houses of refuge for
the fiscal years that follow:

For 1926, £20,000;

For 1927, $336,208;

For outfits, ship chandlery, and engineers’ stores, flacal year 1927,
$102,700;

For carrying out the provisions of the act of June 4, 1920, for
the flscal years that follow:

For 1926, $10,000;

For 1927, §3,000;

For mileage and expenses allowed by law for officers, and actual
traveling expenses, per diem in lien of subsistence not exceeding $4,
for other persons travellng on duty under orders from the Treasury

‘Department, including transportation of enlisted men and applicants

for enlistment, with subsistence and transfers en route, or cash In
lien thereof; expenses of recrulting; rent of rendezvous and expense
of maintaining the same; advertising for and obtdining men and
apprentice seamen, for the fiscal years that follow :

For 1926, $20,000;

For 1027, £12,000;

For coastal communication lines and facllitles and thelr malinte-

'nauce, fiseal year 1926, $30,000;

For draft animals and”their maintenance, fiseal year 1926, $4,000;

For contingent expenses, including communication service, sub-
sistence of shipwrecked persons succored by the Coast Guard; care,
transportation, and burial of deceased officers and enlisted men, in-
cluding those who die in Government hospitals; wharfage; towage,
freight ; storage; repairs to station apparatus; advertising: surveys;
medals ; labor: newspapers and periodicals for statistical purposes;
and all other necessary expenses which are not included under any
other heading, for the fiscal years that follow:

For 1926, §10,000;

For 1927, §20,000;

For repairs to Coast Guard vessels and boats for the fiscal years
that follow :

For 1926, £500,000 ;

For 1927, $143410;

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

For 1926, $1,929,000;

For 1927, $1,835,457.

Office of the commandant: For additional personal services in the
District of Columbia in accordance with *the classification act of
1923, for the fiseal years that follow :

For 1926, $1,650;

For 1927, $8,750.

Damage claims: To pay clalms for d pes to or 1 of privately
owned property adjusted and determined by the Treasury Depart-
ment, under the provisions of the act entitled “An act to provide a
method for the settlement of clalms arising against the Government
of the United States in sums not exceeding $1,000 in any one case,”
approved December 28, 1922, as fully set forth in House Document
No. 158, Bixty-ninth Congress, $1,034.06,

The Appropriations Committee advises me that the cost
of attempting to enforce the Volstead Act is as follows for the
years 1926 and 1927:

1926

CcumE1 Guard :

egular act _

This bill__ £

Total- s -~ 12,432,000
Prohibition UBIt...oooroe o e 11, 000, 000
Department of Justice (estimated at one-third of total

appropriation for the department) _________________ 8, 000, 000
Total amia 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.




3458 CONGRESSIONAL

I (E: 1927
Coast Guard:
Regular bill $12. 700, 000
This bill—
New equipment 8, 000, 000
Operating expenses 1, B42 000
Total }3. 442 000
Prohibition Unit -- 10, 635, 000
Department of Justiee (one-third total) o ceeeeeeeene 8,000, 000
Total 37, 077, 000

Adding Custems Service expenses and other miseellaneous
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 year, 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 pleasure.

Mr. 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 propose to follow this
‘with a subsequent amendment?

Mr, HILL of Maryland. If this is adopted, it has been
estimated 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 proposed 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
mouey, beeause it is futile. But, if you 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 uneunforcible, 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 inguire why the gentleman thinks
it necessary to make such a very large incresise of appropria-
tion for Coast Guard purposes in view of Admiral Billard's
statement that “there has been a very great diminution of
smuggling, notably on the North Atlantic seaboard.” He fur-
ther says:

1 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. Occaslonally 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. HILL 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 totrl 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 exiract 1s as follows:

COAST GUARD
The Coast Guard is given thé sum of $7,674,491.90, practically all of
which is due to the increased and onmerons dutles which have been
placed upon the service in connection with the prevention of the smug-
gling of liguor and combating the activities of the “rum rumner.” In
1924 additional v 1s and per 1 were granted the service to en-

gage in the work on a larger scale than had theretofore been possible
with the fleet which the Coast Guard had operated for many years in
the dlscharge of its normal functions. The extent to which the service
would have to go in carrying out the new dutles devolving upon it

RECORD—HOUSE FEBRUARY 6

could not be foreseen, and vessel and personnel requirements had to be
estimated without any previous experience as a guide in coming to a
determination of the needs. This*experience has now been had, and
48 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 in 1924 it has been found
that the total personnel was inadequate for the complements which
should be provided for the varlous classes of boats and to maintain a
proper reserve of men in training. Becond, the activities of the Coast
Guard have driven the smuggling vessels farther out from our coast
lines and scattered them over a wider area, The vessels heretofore
granted, while suitable for the purposes for which they were asked,
have proved inadequate in number properly to protect the vast coast
line of the United Btates and have not a ernising radius or seaworthi-
ness sufficlent to take them the distances out to sea which are now
required. The amounts carried in the bl are divided into 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 in commission; and
$1,032,284.96 for the fiscal year 1926 to provide for the additional per-
sonnel and maintenance expenses of the present fleet,

The $35,900,000 for additional vessels 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 for the acquisition of
thirty-five 123-foot offshore patrol boats, and $150,000 for five sea-
planes.

The amount of $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 provided
for during that portion of the year It wlll be possible to have them in
commission.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I yleld 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 wuseless appropriation.

Now, 1 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 soccessful 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.

Mg. HILL of Maryland. May I have five additional min-
utes

The CHAIRMAN.
The Chair hears none.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I take great pleasure in develop-

ing the theory on which I have proposed this meritorious
amendment. We have in the United States 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 8000 miles in Alaska, of 16,660 miles. I understand the
"Volstead Act is not violated in Alaska! Now this bill pro-
vides for thirty-five 125-foot offshore destroyer boats cost-
ing $3,150,000. One of those boats costs $00,000. We have
16,660 miles of coast on the Atlantic and Pacific. Now, one
of these boats ean only patrol and protect 10 miles on these
waters with certainty and therefore 1,666 boats are needed
and 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 business men. I have only two more things to say,
and I will conclude. General Wood told the Committee on
Military Affdirs of this House in 1916 that it would take a
million and a half men to hold 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 will also be
the cost of operating these new boats.

I am dealing to-day with the interior problem only of en-
forcing the Volstead Act, because Admiral Billard, on page 548
of the hearings, demands an air service and estimates the
cost of aireraft to start the progress of aviation at five planes,

Is there objection? [After a pause.]

at $30,000 apiece.
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I wish to Incorporate in my remarks a very pertinent state-
ment on the subject of prohibition enforcement by the Rev.
Sam Small.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Marﬂand 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 yleld?
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have always assumed, of course, that
the gentleman’s nationality is American.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I ‘have always assumed it, too.
[Laughter.]

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think the gentleman to-day is masquer-
ading in the garb of a Greek, because he is bringing gifts here.
[Laughter.]

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The gentleman must remember that
old classic story from the Gesta Romanorum, to the effect
that they found honey in the skull of a dead lion. If I offer
yon honey, take it, no matter where its comes from. [Laughter.]

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

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will ask to have it read in my
time.

Mr. MURPHY. How long is it?

Mr, HILL of Maryland. It is brief, considering its value and
authority.

Mr. MURI’HY I object to that.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I hope the gentleman will not ob-
ject. Here is a statement by an intimate friend and disciple
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UrsHAW].

Mr. MURPHY. I suggest that the gentleman put it in the
Recorp. Do not read it here.

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

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. I ask unanimous consent that
it be placed in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the
genﬂemn from Maryland.

There was no objection.

Following is the article referred to:

[From the Sun, Baltimore, Sunday, November 20, 1925]

BaM SMALL BAYs PrOMIBITION I8 GREAT DISAPPOINTMENT—EVANGELIST
ApMITS DRY LRADERS REALIZE AMENDMENT WAS ENACTED BEFORE
ProrrLy WERE FULLY PREPARED To ENFORCE IT

(By the Rev, Sam Small, veteran temperance lecturer and evangelist)
WasHINGTON, Nov. 28— am not satisfled with national prohibl-

tion “as is"”

It iz not the prohibition that I have publicly contended for during
80 years, from 1885 to 1920.

It Is not the prohibition that I have shed my body's blood for on
eight occaslons 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-Baloon League of America and from hearing the expressed

views of antisaloon leaders, governors and ex-governors of Btates,

Benators and Representatives in the Congress, active officials of the

Federal Prohibition Unit, bishope 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 trafiic in and use of alcohellc intoxicating liguors, “ root
and branch,” as they put it, from the daily business and habits of
the American people. All of the advocates of that policy frankly
admit that it is one of the largest contracts ever undertaken by a
pelf-determining nation through the agencies of civil government.
T'hey hold that the presence of the prohibition amendment in the
Constitution of the Republic, affirmed as properly there by the Su-
preme Court of the Nation, is conclusive evidence that a majority of
the people wish that prohibition policy exploited to its fullest limits,

But the holding of this latest * crigis convention™ in Chicago this
month in advance of the convening of Congress in December was to
advertise how far the enforcement of the prohibition law has falled
up to date to secure desired effect, to locate responsibility for the
failure, and then to propose agreed-upon remedies for the unsatlsfac-

" tory condition,
TOO EARLY AND TOO EXPANSIVE

Conferences between those concerned in the convention's objectives
revealed that some of them are coming to realize that probably national
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prohibition was brought into law and action before the people were
fully prepared to enforce it. One of the outstanding leaders of the
cause on the floor of the Congress said so much fo this writer at the
convention and explained the reasons that have brought him to that
conclusion.

The prehibition polley was winning ite way by State adoptions in
all sections of the Union. Thirty-two States by constitutlonal amend-
ments or legislative action had provided for state-wide prohibition
before the ecighteenth amendment was submitted to the States. One
other State, Kentucky, adopted tbe state-wide policy while the amend-
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 Btates within the short period of 13 months. Also that
among the ratifying States were the largest in popnlation, such as New
York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and 1llinois. Only New Jersey, Connecticut,
and Rhode Island failed to ratify, and New Jersey has since done so,
It is upon that record that radieal prohibitionists stand and, with the
difficulty of amending the Federal Constitution back of them, declare
with every sense of ceriainty that the amendment will not be repealed
within any caleculable time,

TOO INTENSIVE POLICY

I have found some most sincere believers in the probibitlon poliey
who yet think the steps taken by the antisaloon people in framing
the amendment and in legislating to enforce it were heyond the original
objectives for which the league was formed and supported,

The name “Anti-Saloon League' was clearly indicative of the work
it was organized to accomplish, That was to suppress the legalized,
licensed dramshop. It was generally denounced as the source of drink
evils and the generator of crime, poverty, and a host of social evils.
It was constantly in the publie eye and its products constantly in the
courts, the prisons, and the poorhouses,

For over a hundred years of our national history legislative skill and
social wisdom had been taxed to find safe and tolerable restrictions
that could be imposed on those institutions, and without satisfaction.
Promoting, multiplying, and magnetizing saloons became the joint
enterprise of liguor profiteers and ligunor politiclans. 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 antisaloon propositlon with every weapon and bitterness,
and eventually forced the religious and temperance 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,
Ballon, and others in the seventies and eighties—dealt almost exelu-
sively with ardent spirits, with distilled liquors, native and foreigm,
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 & panacea against fiery liguors. But the
friends of the llquor trade fought those 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 publicists and press
for restricting prohibition to the “ sale” phases of the liquor traffic.
The wording of his proposed amendment was:

“The gale, manufacture for sale, transportation for sale, importation
for sale of infoxicating liquors for beverage purposes In the United
States and all territory subject to the jurisdiction thereof, and exporta-
tion thereof, are forever prohiblted.”

Such eminent opp ts as Congr Mann, Underwood, Henry,
Gallivan, Carlin, and a ecore of others derided the repetitions * for
gale " in the resolution and declared there could be no genunine pro-
hibition npon those terms; that it really would set up a “ free liquor ™
régime, because it would leave everyone free to distill and brew his
own liguors, and that under this Hobson plan there would be universal
drunkenness without regulations or restraints,

WHAT HOBSON PLEDGED

In reply to the savage attacks made upon his propoesition Congress-
man Hobson replied that be 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 liguor 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 be was challenged to name those indefensible rights Hobson
said:
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“The object of fortidding the sale I to aveid aven a suspleion of
any deslre to impose sumptuary legislation upon the American peoplo
or to invade the rights of the indlvidual and the home.”

On the floor of the House of Representatives he agiain declared:

“1 want my colieagues to understand from the start, and so far
as we can have them the American people, that there i3 no desire, no
intent on the part of this resolution, to invade either the individual
rights of Inherent liberties of the citizen or to climb over the wall
that civillzation—particularly the Anglo-Saxon civilization—has built
around the home.”

Becanse it was prosouoced *a free whisky measure” ths Hobson
resolution falled to earry in Congress, It was the tenor of the critl-
cisms launched against it that forced the prolibitionista to frame the
Sheppard-Webb amendment in the comprehensive terms it now carries
in the Constitution,

Those are the facts of history which explain why the Anti-Saloon
League changed its plan of campaign from a crusade against the galoon
to a drive against every phase of legalized beverage llquor commerce,

This writer, as one of the headline speakers of the amendment cam-
palzgn, made thousands of speecbes in churches and to other assemblies,
reépeating everywhere the assurances contained In the quotations from
Hohson. All of ns stremuously combated the charge that we sought
to deny the individual eitizen his right to bave and drink what he
pleased ; we only denfed that any man had an inallenable right to run
a barroom and conduct a commercial manufactory of drunkards, Suach
wias onr main argument, and with it we won millions of voters to sup-
port the proposition of decommercinlizing the drink traffic.

THE PREDICTED RESULTS

On the other hand, the opponents of national prohibition predi-ted
that our success would remove all regulatory restrictions upon the
traffic. that moonshining, bootlegging, and smuggilng would be enor-
mously increased, and that the transfer of police power from the
States to the Federal Government would tremendously locrease the
mechanism and expense of enforcing all antiliquor laws.

All those predictions, st which we hooted, have come true. The
convention at Chlcago was a great wholesale complaint against just
those evil results.

No one present there ventured to deny that moonshins stills and
bootleggers cover the couutry as the locusts did the land of Egypt.
While most of the States have adopted enforcement acts in concur-
rence with the Volstead Act, nevertheless the authorities in charge
of them have almost wholly Jooked to the Federal officers to detect,
chase, eapture, and convict the violators of the law.

When that condition was forecast in the debates over the amend-
ment in Congress the reply of its friends was that the States, fo
prevent being overrun by Federal foreign spies, snoopers, and enforce-
ment officers sent out from Washington, would be foremost In the
use of their own officers and In securing to themselves the fines, for-
feltures, and convictions from prohibition enforcement.

But all those local beneiits have not been experienced. On the
contrary, the Federni forces have been planted all over the country
and have sought, for either honest or dishoaest purposes, to take
entire charge of prohibition enforcement. The consequence has not

" ouly been a flood of official scandals, evidences of corruption, in-

stances of unwarranted outrages upon private righis, but the demon-
stration that the Volstead Act is practically unenforceable im iis
present terms with all the machinery posgible for the Federal Gov-
ernment to employ. Hence, the silly demands we hear for more
drastic legislation and the use of the armed forces of the Natlon.

100 PER CENT PROHIBITIONIST

I am a 100 per cent prohibitionist. I was wholeheartedly in the
fight years before the present leaders got actlvely Into It—even before
gome of them were born and eight years before the Antl-Saloon League
was founded by Dr. Howard Hyde Russell in Ohlio, No man can dis-
count or deny my devotion to the cause and I want now what I
have wanted for those 40 years. That is the abolition of the lguor
saloon, and in nearly all t(he States that is now accomplished. Sec-
ondly, the suppresslon of the manufacture and transportation and
importation of intoxicating lquors for beverage purposes.

Those two objectives constifuta {he heart and lungs of the
elghteenth amendment. Unfortunately, i my judgment, the Antl-
Saloon Leaguers have gome far beyond those original objectives and
have used their influence to enact laws that are designed to control
every act relating to liquor, however private, persoual, and even
permissible under the terms of the law.

DIFFERENCE OF TWO WORDS

When the elghteenth amendment was being framed It was stremn-
ougly urged te use in 1t the words “aleoholic liguors”™ rather than
* intoxicating liquors,” but on the committees of Congress who handled
the amendment there were able lawyers and ex-judges who saw both
the injustice and the futllity of attempting to outlaw every kind of
liguor that contained any percentage of alcohol. They said in plain
speech that the chlef purposs In setting up national prohibition was
and is to delegalize the making of and commerce in liguors that are
generally and necessarily * intoxlcating.”
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In other words, at that tims the whole avowed purpose of thoss who
were promoting the amendment was to pat & rational stamp of
illegality upon liquors of any kind that are actually “ intoxicating’
It was acknowledged that whether any particular liguor is clussifable
as “Intoxieating liguor" is a question of fact, dependable upon cone
vincing proof, and 1s not a matter of oplnion—not whether Wayne
Wheeler or 8am Small or any other person thinka It Is * Intoxlcating.”
It i3 an issue to be determined by expert definition, by cumulative,
human experience, and by the testimonles coming frem courts and
corrective institutions.

LIGHT BEER [SSU®

For instanece, the issuas has been presented in the Iouse of Repres
sentatives by the introduction of 58 separate bills to legallze the
manufacture and salo of 2.75 per eent beer in such States as may eloct
to have it, on the ground that such beer is not an “Intozicating
lquor.”

The proponents of thosa bills say such beer 13 not *latoxicating ™
in fact and therefore shonid not be included in the prohibition of the
eighteenth amendment. The opponents of those bllla contend that sucn
beer Is " intoxicating.” But who knows positively, {rrefutably, whether
it Is 80 or not?

I have, for iive years, sought every avallable authority and evidence
on that question—and yet I do not know whether or mot 2.75 per
cent beer is necessarfly and invarlably “intoxleating” But I waat
to know the truth about it and am ready to welcome any fnvestigation’
that will get that truth and establish it lncouteatahl&{

THE VOLSTEAD DICTUM

I find all over the country men who are as pronounnced prohibitton-
ists as myself who are anxious to have that gquestion fioally settied.
They, llke myself, do not believe that the Volstead standard that aoy
liquor with more than one-half of 1 per cent alcoho! content must be
accounted “intoxicating™ is either true or reasonable. It i3 the !{nser-
tion of that drastic and Irreducible minimum of aleohol content that
has cdused millions of men in America to pronounce the standard a
* palpable lie on its face" and to resist, or condons those who do re-
sist, such a definitlon of an * intoxicating liquor.”

The answer of the Anti-Saloon Leaguers and dry legislators is that
“the law does not say that any llguor with more than one-half of 1
per cent of aleohol is in fact Intoxicating,” but they hold that thers
must be a base line of alecoholic content from which to project enforce-
ment, and that one-half per cent alcohol content has been found la
State experience to be the most ascertainable and feasible standard for
enforcement purposes,

The reply made to that is the double one that whila one-halt per cent
may be feasible for taxation it is pot indubitable for intoxication, and,
second, what a State establishes as a standard for itself i{s not to bas
generally accepted as nn lncontestable standard,

WHAT I3 THE WAY OCT? |

There were men who have been long in Anti-S8aloon League servica
and are yet, but who will not consent to be personally quoted and so
“get in bed"™ with their league leaders, who are puzzling over “ the
way out " of the present condltions of law deflance, official derelictions
and corruptions, and the broken hepes of those who brought prohibis
tion foto the netional polley. Incidental benefits to indlviduals, fam-
ilies, Industries, and morala they publish and emphasize, but the crim-
inal Increases, the perjuries, murderers, moral poisoning of officials, judi-
clal truculencles, and social demoralizations they do not attempt te
deay and deplore.

Unless 1 have utterly lost all my halfcentury experiences as &
newspaper men and evangelist in gauglng public sentiment, I can say
with surety that the discontemted publie, whether for or agalnst pro-
hibition per se, is anxions to have a thorough and honeat investlgation
of the present status of prohibition and how to make It eaforeibla
and satisfying.

Congress and the friends of the elghteenth amendment should cezsa
to enmouflage actual conditions and face them frankly and fearlessly,
secking and applying whutever solution may be found ratioual and
constitutlonal,

LIND OF APPROACH

This question of why prohibition Is not belng effectively enforced Is
the most universal and acute lssne being discussed by our Amerlcan
people and press. It 1a up to Congress to find out the answer and
legislate upon the facts to the satlsfuction of the people.

Congress and the people know tbat both personal and partisan
politics have honeycombed and rotted the nattonal enforcement secvice
from the hour that the Prohibition Unit was formed In the Treasury
Department after the enactment of the Volstead law. I have {nquired
{nto the operations of the unit in mors than 20 States and found in all
of them the agreement that lax enforcement and immunities for law-
breakers are almost wholly out of the power of politicians to nominats
and control the enforcement officiala. This 1a capable of irrefutable
proof—but will Congress dare to bring Lt to the surfuce and cure the
corrupting evil by divorcisg prohibltion enforcement from all political
control? I doubt it
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Another thing that persons wlo want practleal prohibition, and
whosa jobs, personal or political, ars mnot dépendent upon ths Antl-
Saloon League, would ask of Congress is a full and comprehensive in-
vestigation of the 2,75 beer proposition, What they want Congress to
find out definitely and finally is whether that sort of beer is or is not
“ intoxicating " and deal with the subject accordingly.

BCOFFS LEAGUR'S CIIARGE

In plain words:

If such beer is intoxicating, keep It under the amendment ban,

If it is not intoxicating, let those States have It that want if, but
rigidly prohiblt them from exporting it Into other States that do not
want it .

The charge by the Anti-Saloon Leaguers that such action would be
“a surrender to the outlaws™ iz pluperfect poppycock. The demand
for m declslon of this widely mooted question is not inflienced by what
brewers, beersuckers, bootleggers, or booze politicians want. Their out-
cries are megligible and, taken en bloe, would get mo attention or re-
sponse from any type of prolibitionists. Certainly they do not affect
me.
The demand comes, in fact, from those who want that truthful and
reasonable legislation that will make prohibitiow appeal to the honesty,
leyalty, and law-abiding spirit of the commonality of our American
eitizens, Until we can get that popular reaction, prohibition will be a
delusion and a failure,

Un6ed THAT MARYLAND B DRIVEN FROM UxtoN

Twice in recent yearas has the Rev. Dr. Samuel White Small attacked
the * sinfulness ™ of Maryland for falling to follow the lead of other
Commonwealths In the passage of legislation to back up the Volstead
Act,

At the Internntlonal Conference on Christian Citizenship, held at
Winona Lake, Ind,, in 1023, Doctor Small introduced resolutions, which
wera pasged, urging that Maryland and New York he denied the right
of representation in Congress until they had passed State prohibition
enforcement laws.

In an address at the convention of the Amerfcan Anti-Saloon League
at Chlcago early this month he was even more vehement in his utter-
ances on thls tople, according to newspaper reports of the procecdings.
Ha accused Maryland and New York of “ aiding and abetting anarchy,"”
and charged that both States were “ working under the shadow of
treason,” and that * Congress should read them out of the Uniem."”

EVANGELIST NOW 75 YEARS OLD

Doctor Small was born In Knoxville, Tenn., July 8, 1851, He re-
ceived his A. B. and A. M. degrees at Emory and Henry College, the
Iatter in 1887, IHe was glven the Ph, D. degree at Taylor University,
Upland, Ind,, in 1894, and the same yedr was accorded the degree of
doctor of divinity at the Ohio Northern University.

Sam Small's first occupation was as a stenographer and newspaper
reporter. He later became secretary to Ex-President Andrew Johnson
during his post-Presidential campaigns, He was also officfal reporter
of the Georgia Constitutional Conventlon In 1877 and secretary to the
American commissfon to the Paris Exposition in 1878,

From then until the time he entered actively into evangellstic work
at Atlanta, Ga., September 15, 1885, Doctor Small had been variously
a committea reporter in the United States Senate, founder of the Nor-
folk Daily Pilot and the Dally Oklahoman, Oklahoma City. He went
to Cuba as chaplain of the Third United States Volunteer Engineers in
the Spanish-American War.

ONCRE SERVED WITH SAM JONES

Ile is a member of the National Reform Association, fhe Anti-Saloon
League of Americd, the United Spanish War Veterans, the Masonic
fraternity, Odd Fellows, Knights of Pythlas, and Red Men. He has
also written several books, one of which was A Plea for Prohibition.

Doctor Small first gained national prominence as an evangelist in
his association with the late Rev. S8am Jones, by whom he was con-
verted. The pair toured the country about 40 or 45 years ago and
had large meetings wherever they went. Later Doctor Small started
out as an evangellst on his own account, and there geems to have been
a period when he “ fell from grace.” He was reconverted in a great
revival meeting held In Atlanta on May 23, 1006, and since then has
devoted much of his activities in the furtherance of prohibition,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, T wonld like fo
thank the committee for its courtesy and helpful suggestions on
this great question. [Applause.]

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

AMr. HILL of Maryland. Yes; I yield with pleasure to my
friend from Maine.

_ Mr. HERSEY. I did not exactly understand the gentleman’s

position, His position, as I understand, is that Lie is in favor
of a large enforcement fund, larger than the committer recom-
mends, for the enforcement of the Volstead law. Now if we
should get 2.75 per cent beer, would pot that solve the wlhole
question? {
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Mr. HILL of Maryland. T am glad the genfloman asked that
question. I have a great affection for the gentleman, and I
have a great affection also for the gentleman’s State. When
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Hersey] was still a young man
my uncle, John Boynton Hill, was Speaker pro tempore of tha
Maine Legislature, and he participated in that regrettable Neal
Dow prohibition legislation in Maine, He later regretted it
exceedingly, and abjured prohibition before he dled. I hope
that answers the gentleman's question. [Launghter.}

Mr. HERSEY. It Is no answer at all. [Langhter.]

Mr. HILL of Maryland. My proposed amendment has noths
Ing at all to do with the merits or demerits of the Volstead Act.
My amendment solely deals with what is known as “law en-
forcement,” meaning thereby enforcement of the Volstead Act.

The Coast Guard asks for 35 more 125-foot patrol boats cost-
ing about $00,000 each.

PATROL BOATS

The CasrMAY, How do you estlmate the cost of theze patrol bonts?

Admiral Dinraerp. As T have told the committee, we have built and
are bullding 13 of this same general type of boat, 100 feet long, upon
the Lakes. The totsl cost of building and equipping fhose boats is
slightly over $80,000 aplece. These boats we want to make a littls
longer. As a matter of fact, I do not believe that we can bulld a boat
125 feet long for $00,000, but we can probably bulld one 110 or 115
feet long,

Captain Newsray. The speed of these boats i3 11.2 knots. That is
something over 12 miles.

The CHATRMAN. They are not very speedy, then?

Admiral Birrarp. No; but they have a large steaming radius and
abllity to go way offshore.

The CHAIRMAN, How many men would they carry?

Admiral BriLaps. A crew of two warrant officers and nfus enllsted
men.,

The CHAIRMAN., What is the motlve power?

Admiral Brirasp, Diesel engines,

The CHATRMAN. They will run economically?

Admiral Briraep. Yes, sir,

Thirty-five added boats admittedly will not aceomplish tha
desires of Admiral Billard. The Coast Guard will soon be
back for more boats, and then for more airplanes,

We have, on the Atlantie and Pacific coasts, 16,660 miles of
seacoast open to the rum runners. One boat for each 10 miles
wounld mean stopping smmuggling, though, of course, smuggled
liquor is only about 1 per cent of the illegal supply. One boat
to every 10 miles would mean 1,866 boats. Omne thousand six
hundred and six-six boats at $90,000 each would cost $149-
940,000, exclusive of cost of operation. I am only asking now
by my proposed amendment for 10 per cent of that sum. If
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 real attempt to enforce the
Volstead Act. No matter what your views may be on prohibi-
tion; no matter whether you are a “wet” or a “dry,” hera is
a chanee fo vote for real enforcement of the Volstead Act, if
anything can enforce it, which I very much doubt, [Applause.]

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if I believed
that the additional appropriation asked for in the amendment
of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hi.r] would bring about
the enforcement and compliance of the prohibition act I would
gladly support it. But I am satisfied that it can not and will
not effectively do so, and for that reason I am opposed to it.
I am wlilling to give to the department all the money they ask
for, but I am not ready and willing to give them five times
as much as I believe they can uselessly spend, as they have been
doing for several years.
yih;{c;:’ HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman

eld?

Mr. SABATH. Yes.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Would my colleagne be in favor of
guarding each 10 miles of ecoast?

Mr. SABATH. Even with this sum you would not stop the
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 this floor, when the gen-
tlemen from Georgia and Michigan, Kentucky, and others
assured 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 fmpossible. I pride wyself on knowing
the American people, and I know that neither the Volstead
Aet nor any other similar obnoxious law can be enforeed, it
matters not how much money you spend, and it is for that
reason that ¥ am not in favor of continning to waste annually
millions of doflars of thie people’s money,
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Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, T have not said a word on the
question of prohibition for some time. I have voted, as the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. UesHAw] knows, for all of the
appropriations, I was willing that we should try it in an en-
deavor to bring about enforcement, if it was possible, at the
game time being satisfied that if strong, honest efforts were
made and it could not be enforced, that the people would
demand its repeal. Not only I share this viewpoint but thon-
sands upon thousands of honest men and honest women who
are not blinded by prejudice, 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
ghould realize that fact. I feel that most of you gentlemen are
gensible men, men of standing, and a majority of you are
men of conrage; and I can not see for the life of me why you
ean not commnence to realize the intolerable conditions that
to-day exist. Perhaps you have not the time to Investigate
and examine the conditions ; but we have evidence from men of
standing, 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-
hibitlon 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 have five minutes more? I may not
use it all,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objeetion.

Mr. SABATH. They, after a careful investigation, tell you
that the Volstead Aect can not be enforced, and they make
recommendations 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. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
there?

Mr. SABATH. Yes; for a guestion.

Mr. MURPHY. I challenge the gentleman's statement that

he makes, that our young girls are any worse fo-day than they
ever were. That statement has been made by men of your
iype 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 repuntation is
just as good as that of the gentleman to whom I ylelded,
and I am often as provoked and nearly as much excited as
he is when I read these 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 consider it smart to secure and carry a flask to
parties, and openly are showing off by drinking high per cent
alcohol containing partly distilled, yes, in many instances
poisonons 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-
gonal liberty, a right and privilege which every frue American
citizen cherishes and believes in. Why, Mr. Chalrman, 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 majorlty 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 thorongh 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. Doector 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 liguors, which to-day are
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mostly poisonous. But a week ago Mrs. Angela Kanfman,
founder and president of the International Narcotic Crusade,
made this statement :

I hate to admit it, prohibition has inereased the use of narcotics
more than any other one thing in the country.

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

When the law was first enacted T was strongly in favor of it, but
gince I have seen how It has broken down the morale of the young
my opinion hag changed. I have found the moral standards of the
youth with whom I have come inte contact have declined because of it,
There is open deflance of it among the young people on every hand.

I believe that by a modification of the Volstead Act permit-
fing the sale or the manufacture of a beer of about 8 per cent
and light wines that we will eliminate the evils that now exist.

Mr. HUDSON and Mr. BAREKLEY rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield; and if so, to
whom?

Mr. SABATH. I will yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. HUDSON. I would like to have the gentleman explain
to me what the alcoholic content of light wines would be.

Mr. SABATH. Well, I will say to the gentleman that I am
not an expert on wine. But I know that an alcoholle content
of about 3% or 4 per cent in beer makes a good, palatable, and
wholesome drink, and is not intoxicating.

1Mr. 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 harder drinks, which contain 75 or 80
per cent alcohol. I will now yield to the gentleman from
Kentucky.

Mr. BARKLEY. I was wondering whether when the gentle-
malan refers to light wines he 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
has again expired.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for another five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The genileman 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 yleld to me?

Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr, SCHAFER. Did not the sovereign voters of the great
State of Illinols 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 and 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. 1 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 east was about 60
per cent.

Mr, HUDSON. No; it was less than 25 per cent, was it not?

Mr. SABATH. No; the gentleman s 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.

Mr. MURPHY. The gentleman has just answered the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ScuAFer] and given figures as to
the vote in Illinols. 1If conditions are as the gentleman says
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 he not start a move-
ment in each and every one of the States to take it out of th
Constitution? :

Mr. SABATH. Oh, Congress must act first; the States can
not act first; Congress would have to pass a resolution first,
if I am not mistoken, 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-

J—"
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gideration to which 1t is entitled. I firmly believe that If the
House, in an orderly way, would amend the Volstead Act which
ft has the power to do, that we would eliminate a great deal
of the evil which now exists.

Mr. UPSHAW. Will the gentleman yield?

My, SABATH. I yleld to the gentleman,

Mr. UPSHAW. The gentleman sald that a movement like
that must begin in Congress, a repeal of the eighteenth amend-
ment. Does the gentleman believe Congress would ever have
acted on the eighteenth amendment If there had not been a
ground swell from great and dry America which brought it on?

Mr. SABATH. Oh, the gentleman knows as well as I know
how that amendment or the resolution 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. UPRHAW. 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 elghteenth 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 hy

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

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland will
state it

Mr. HILL of Maryland. In great deference I suggest that
we are not discussing prohibition but a question as to how
many boats we need to each square mile 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.

The CHAIRMAN,
has expired.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, 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-
jeet, T 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 bill.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Now, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SABATH. I yleld to the gentleman.

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois
if this is not the fact: When the Congress submitted this
amendment to the States, 45 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
representatives of the people.

Mr. SABATH. Yes; but the American people did not do so.
They did not secure an opportunity to voté on the proposition
and the gentleman kunows 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 i1t? I am ready and I
am willing to abide by the vote of a majority of the American
people on this or any other proposition that is of such great
Amportance to the Nation. [Applause.]

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

Mr. BABATH. 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

Will the gentleman yield?
The time of the gentleman from Illinols

in that way?

Mr. SABATH. Well, they are not in question to-day,
the eighteenth amendment is. [Laughter and applause.
Will the gentleman yleld?

but
Mr. CRISP.
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Mr. SABATH. I yield.

Mr. CRISP. I would like to ask the gentleman if his State
feels on this question 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 amendments to the Constitution.

Mr. BABATH. But nothisg can be done without an act of
Congress ; is not that right?

Mr. CRISP. No.

Mr. SABATH. They can petition. r

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 1 have stated and therefore he himself was inac-
curate and not I. [Applause.]

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

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 1 have no de-
gire to take up your time in an endeavor to make what yon
might term a dry speech. 1 have great admiration for the
gentleman who has just left the floor, Mr. Sasath, of Chi-
cago. 1 could not sit here and let his statement go unchal-
lenged. I could not help it.

Those who are advocating the nullification of the eighteenth
amendment have been flaunting the charge 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 tlie 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—that 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.]

Talk about law enforcement! 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. e lives on that politically.
His habits are the habits of a gentleman—I am speaking per-
sonally now—but he comes to this floor and advoeates that
which has debauched from the very beginning to the present
day the manhood of this great land. [Applause.]

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURPHY. Yes; I yield, gladly.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am advocating only an increase
in 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 his slde of this question. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I do not think gentlemen who vote
against it are sincere, Admiral Billard says he needs one bhoat
for every 10 miles along the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, and
you are only glving him 35 boats wlen he says he needs 1,663.
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 has come for law enforce-
ment, but the time iz 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 anxlous 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 sllm)ed in as you so often zay

‘while 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 prosperous? Why, any
thinking man knows the thing that has made us prosperous
is because the man who tolls with Lis hands is not spending
his surplus for aleohol, but is buying homes and autos for
the enjoyment of his entire family—thus giving work to bmild-
ers of every craft. [Applause.]

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. MURPHY. Yes.

Mr. BSOMERS of New York. Did the war have anything to
do with that prosperity?

Mr. MURPHY. A little bit; yes.

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr. MURPHY. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. SCHAFER. DIid not the American Federation of Labor
come ont in favor of a modification of the Volstead Act?

Mr. MURPHY. 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
operate the locomotives that pull you through the country in
safety while you sleep.

Mr. SCHAFER. 1 have the honor of belonging to a labor
organization, the Railrond Brotherhood. I asked if the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor has not gone on record in favor of
a modifieation of the Volstead Act.

Mr. MURPHY. But, thank God, the Federation of Labor
does not represent all the people of America. [Applause.]

Mr. UPSHAW. Willlam Green ig dry.

Mr. MURPHY. Yes, and he is from my State.

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr, MURPHY. I yield.

Mr. LEAVITT. Is it not true that Secretary Hoover has
said that one canse of the prosperity of the Nation has been
prohibition?

Mr. MURPHY. Absolately. I tell you I know what I am
talking about from personal experience. I came up from the
street to my seat in this House where I can look you gentle-
men in the eye and talk to you about the chances that can come
to an American if he leaves this damnable stuff alone. [Ap-
planse,] Gentlemen talk about labor unions; I belong to a
lahor union and have a union card.

Mr. BOSNOWSKI., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURPHY, Yes.

Mr. SOSNOWSKI. Is it not true that the Rev. Dr. James
Fmpringham of the Episcopal Church convention Indorses a
modification of the Volstead 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. [Applause.]

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MURPHY. Yes.

Mr, BLANTON. And it does not represent the sentiment of
our colleagues in this IHouse.

Mr. MURPIIY. It does not.

Mr. SPEAKS. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MURPHY. I will

Mr. SPEAKS. I hold in my hand a copy of the Columbus
(Ohio) Evening Dispatch, across the entlre top of the front
page of which are these glaring headlines, which, with the
statement following, will answer the genfleman from Michigan
[Mr. SoRNOWSKI]:

Bishop Reese repudlates temperance report; charges not recognized
as from church. Doector Sweet, Episcopalian minister also upholds the
Inw, Columbus Episcopal Church leader points to prohibition's sue-
CPR8Ps.

The article says:

Fpiscopal Church leaders In Columbus, Thursday, refused to consider
sertously the charges of inequality In the administration of the YVol-
stoad Act and flagrant violation as brought by Rev. Dr. James Empring-
bam, national secrctary of the Church Temperance Boclety, in hls pur-
ported survey of condlitlons thronghout the country,

That It was the expresslon of a voluntary organization and can not
in any sense be considered an officlal volee of the church was em-
phasized by Bishop T. I. Recse of the Episcopal Church; Rev. 5. N.
Sweet, rector of St. Paul's Episcopal Church; and Rev. B. H. Reln-
helmer, execntive secretary of the Eplscopal dlocese of Southern Ohfo.

The Church Temperance Boclety, Bishop Reese explained, was a
purely voluntary organization, formed long before the enactment of
the elghteenth amendment, and is classified {n church directorles under
the headlng of ** Organizations for social amelioration and advance.”
Its membership lst is very small, it la sald, the organlzation having
experienced a dwindling of power since prohibltion, as 1ts main ob-
Jectve in the promulgation of its work waa the teaching of temperance
in opposition to the stand of the Anti-Saloon Teague for complete pro-
hibition,

REPUDIATES SOCIETY

Reverend Reinhelmer estimated the society’s membership at ap-
proximately 5,000, Tt la not helieved that there is any branch of the

organization or members In this clty or in Oblo.
Bishop Reese refuses to become embrolled In the generalitles of
Reverend Empringham's findings, declaring that it dld not have the lm-
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primatur of the church and did aot reflect the church's stand or the
majority of [ts members.

“I believe In the enforcement of the Volstead law,” Blshop Reess
declared, “and I practice it, largely as a means toward training future
citizens.”

Following this statement by Bishop Reese is set forth the
:Iilews of Right Rev. Charles P. Anderson, of the Chicago
00888

Carcaso, February 4—The attitnde of the Church Temperance So
clety 'in peeking modification of the patlonal prohibltion law is not re-
fiected in the Eplscopal Church In Chieago and surroundings, in thq
belief of the Right Rev. Charles P. Anderson, blshop of the Chicago
dlocese.

“The Church Temperance Boclety of the Episcopal Church i3 one of
only small membership, and has no official connection with the chureh,”
Bishop Anderson said.

“1 am not acquainted with the Rev, Dr. James Empringham, Its
superintendent, and to my kaowledge there are no members of thaf
soclety In Chicago.”

Mr. MURPHY. Thank God for Ohio. [Applause.] Now,
my friend from Illlnois told you how they voted in Illinols,
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 sobed
Ohio and America, That is the kind of people we have in
Ohio, who belleve in the Constitution of the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohlo hag
expired.

Mr. MURPHY.
maore?

Mr, KNUTSON. Reserving the right to object——

Mr. MURPHY. You wet gentlemen have had days and dayd
to talk about this, now we want a minute or two.

Mr, EKNUTSON. I was going to suggest that the gentlemaxn
have 10 minutes more. [Laughter.]

Mr. MURPHY. Good, thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of tha
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr, BARKLEY, I want te 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 13 true. The soldiers voted for upholding the
law and voted right; they knew the curse and you know it/
if you want to deal with it falrly and look it squarely In the
face. They talk about there belng more booze now than bos
fore prohibition. That is 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 tha
statement,

Mr. HUDSON. And does the gentleman recall that Michi~
gan had a referendum vote upon 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 vota
was had after the soldlers were home. We believe in thig
Government, we believe in its Constitution, and we belleve, nof
in law enforcement—I have a contempt for a citizen who has
to be forced to observe the law—we belleve in law observance,

Mr. LEAVITT. And ig it not true that the vote referred
to as a referendum in Illinois followed a statement sent ouf
by the Anti-SBaloon League requesting their followers not to
vote In that election because it was a question put in a mls
leading way.

Mr, MURPHY. That is quite true,

Mr. HILL of Maryland, Mr. Chalrman, will the gentla.
man yield?

Mr. MURPHY. Yes.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I have listened with a great deal
of Interest to what my colleagne has said, but I have been
unable so far to find out whether the gentleman favors my,
amendment, which proposes ralsing this amount from 833,
000,000 to $14,994,000, with which to adequately enforce tha
law. Is the gentleman for this amendment to properly ens
force the law?

Mr. MURPHY. Let me answer the gentleman's questio
If T had the direction of the spending of the amount o
money that the gentleman suggests as a total necessary to
enforee the Iaw, I would use it in trying to educate fellows
like him. [Laughter and applanse.}

Mr. BLANTON. Does not the gentleman from Ohio know,
that an amendment that comes from the gentleman from Marys
land 1s wet, ipso facto?

Mr. MURPHY. Absolutely. [Applauge.]

Mr. Chairman, may I have flve minuteg
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Mr. UPSIIAW. Mr. Chalrman, the day of miracles has not
passed. Whenever the gentleman from Maryland, the Hon.
Jouw Pmiute Hint, and the gentleman from Georgia, who, I
hope, has won the reputation of belng dry not only in precept
but in praetice, are found voting on the same slde of a
question the prohibition millenium must be near at hand.
[Langhter.]

Alr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UPSHAW. Yes.

AMr. BARKLEY. Has the gentleman forgotten what hap-
pened to the Trojans when they let that wooden horse In?
[Laughter.]

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I belleve 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”
Mr. Hirn getting on the side of the “dry” Mr. Ursmaw. 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 [Mr, Ayres] invoking an old constitntional
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 ram row
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 ago
that I was in favor of calling out the Navy, every vessel if
necessary, to say to these devilish foreign ships, “ If you defy
our Constitution and our flag, you go to the bottom of the sea.”
[Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I am willing to admit that I am afrald of
Greeks bearing gifts, especially when they come from Balti-
more. [Laughter.] I am willing to admit that the past of
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hirr] lays him under suspi-
clon. I am willing to admit that he, deep down in his soul,
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 following Admiral Bil-
lard’s suggestion that we bottle up the whole American coast,
saylng to these pirates’ liquor ships, “ You shall not enter one
foot of Ameriean 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 Ameriean shores. And I want not
a mere gesture to foreign lands; I want the strong fist of Ameri-
ecan manhood and the majesty of American law to say to other
lands: “ We have outlawed intoxieating liguors, and you shall
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 ecrocodile tears shed on this floor a few weeks
ago about the cost of enforcing this law. T remind the wuts,
whose motives may not be commendable in this matter, that
the 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 ineome
of the saloons in this country, and what is a paltry lictle
$7,000,000 or $14,000,000 beside that? [Applaunse.]

The CITAIBRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgla
has expired.

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes more,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. UPSHAW. 7What 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. [Applanse.] And I want the
word to go out far and wide that the Ameriean Nation is no
longer playing with this law, that we shut the doors of America
to every liquor pirate that trles to challenge the supremacy of
the American Constitution and the American flag.

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

Mr. UPSHAW. Yes

Mr. ENUTSON. I am in accord with much that the gentle-
man says. 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.

However, I would like to give them time to pray, becauvse,
God knows, they are not fit to die. Take this last word, and I
speak seriously. I indorse what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
MureHY] has so eloguently said about the influence of American
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motherhood on the youth of to-day. And that is one reason for
my voting to put an American patrol boat on every 10 miles of
our prohibition shores. Let the word go out the world around
that American shores are protected and pirate lignor 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 not 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 deflant
foreign foe, and, God help us, that flag that has been made
stainless before the eyes of the watching world shall not now
lower its majesty and glory one inch to rum runners from
abroad or bootleggers, liars, and cowards at home. [Applause.]

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
three words, Mr., Chairman, gentlewomen, and gentlemen of
the House, I am one of those who believe that the Volstead
law should be modified, I shall not vote for this amendment.
In my judgment there are some classed “ wefs” and there ara
some classed “drys” who do more harm to the canse which
they are supposed to be championing than any pessible good
they may do. I wish to call attention to the faet that the
Ameriefn Federation of Labor indicated its position in favor .
of modification of the Volstead Act during the hearings before
the Judiciary Committee during the first session of the Sixty-'
elghth Congress. A Member who has spoken a few minutes
ago tells of his holding a labor-union card. In the same breath
he casts reflections on the American Federation of Labor's
indorsement of modification.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes,

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Will the gentleman tell the House
where the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers stand? [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. SCHAFER. I will tell you at a later date; but I wiil
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,

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. SCHAFER. As soon as I finish the statement I would
be glad to yield. I am a labor man who believes the American
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 publie office exhibit
their union labor card and say to the workers: *“ Here is my
card; I belong to this labor organization.” But thelr votes
in different legislative bodies do not square with the legislativo
program of organized labor.

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BCHAFER. Not now.

Mr. BARKLEY. It may be too late.

Mr. SCHAFER., With reference to the Illinols referendum
brought to the attention of the House during the address a
few minutes ago by our distinguished colleague, Mr. SABATH,
an antimodification Member interjected and stated that the
antimodificationists sent out word to their friends not to vota
on the referendum, and in substance that the referendum vote
was no criterlon 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 Federal laws be modified so as
to permit the manufacture, sale, and transportation of beer
(containing less than 4 per cent by volume of aleohol) and
light wines for home consumption?"” The guestion 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 533,131.

Now, let us see whether the vote Is a criterion of the will
of the Illinois voters. In thls vote the interest was so in-
tense that 92 per cent of the highest legislative vote was cast
on this modification ballot, and the vote of Cook County alone
reached 93 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 of
Wisconsin asking for a wodification of the Volstead Act——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SCHAFER. May I have five minntes more?

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I shall not
if the gentleman will answer the question put by our distin-
guished colleague from Ohio whether or not his locomotive
engineers and firemen are for prohibition; if not, I will object,

Mr, SCHAFER. I will answer that question.

iy



Mr. BLANTON, Then the gentleman is against his organi-
zation? [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN.
gentleman from Wisconsin?
hears noue.

Mr. SPEAKS. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. SCHAFER. Just a minute until I handle this man
[Mr. Braxton]. [Laughter.] In reference to his reservation
to object, my distinguished colleague from Texas said he
would object if I did not answer the question® In view of
the fact I take very little time on the floor of this House and
the gentleman takes here hours and hours, and the gentleman
 extends in the REcorp page after page, I think it is somewhat
extraordinary for him to threaten to object if I did not
answer a question,

Now, in answer to the question, I will state that I am a
member in good standing of the Brotherheod of Locomotive
Firemen and Enginemen, as well as of the Brotherhood of Loco-
motive Engineers, and up fo this time I have not received a
communication, a regularly authenticated communieation, from
either of those great labor organizations to indicate that they
are working at cross purposes with the stand of the American
Federation of Labor. According to my observation, the brother-
hoods are working in harmony with the American Federation
of Labor on legislation, and if the gentleman will furnish me
with an authentic document showing that they have appeared
against modification—

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. If the gentleman will yield, I can
give him that information in a moment,

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes; I yield.

AMr. COOPER of Ohio. Is it not a fact that in 1914 at the
triennial convention of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi-
neers, held at Cleveland, Ohio, and again in 1918, they took
this position, and the resolution passed that convention unani-
mously pledging the organization in its best efforts to support
State and Federal prohibition of the liquor traflic?

Mr. SCHAFER. I admit your statement; but I will say this,
that that resolution did not consider the attitude of this organi-
zation on a question that was not then on the statute books.
There is a good deal of question as to whether one-half of 1 per
cent of alcohol is the highest amount of aleoholic content not to
be intoxicating.

Mr, COOPER of Ohlo, If you were a member of that organi-
zation at that time—the delegates representing you voted for
State prohibition of the liquor traffic,

Mr. SCHAFER. Well, State prohibition is not the Volstead
Act. [Applause.] People have differences of opinion as to
whether one-half of 1 per cent i& the maximum per cent not
to be intoxicating. I wish you would bring the question before
the next convention of the brotherhood for a vote, the same
resolution as passed by the American Federation of Labor in
favor of modification subsequent to the enactment of the
Volstead law.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. It was the American Federation of
Labor that took the attitude you speak of, was it not?

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes, sir. -

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. You will stand by the declaration of
an organized convention like the Brotherhood of Engineers,
will you not?

Mr. SCHAFER. The Volstead Act was not a law at that
time, and they could not, of course, indorse a question or act
upon & question that was not written then on the statute
books. It is ridieulons for the gentleman to bring that indorse-
ment ¢f prohibition up here as an argument to indicate the
brotherhood's stand against modification.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis-
consin has expired.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, T ask for flve minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

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

Mr, SCHAFER. Yes.

Mr, UPSHAW. The gentleman says that the Volstead law
was not then before the people. Dioes not the gentleman know
that the Volstead law was made mandatory by the passage of
the elghteentli amendment, and that the Volstead law is simply

Is there objection to the request of the
[After a pause.] The Chair

the eighteenth amendment in action, and that the eighteenth |

amendment had been declared constitutional by the Supreme
Court of the United States?

Mr. SCHAFER. In refily to that I suggest that my distin-
guished colleague go and get a copy of the eighteenth amend-
ment and read the language over very carefully, and show
me where the eighteenth amendment says that more than one-
half of 1 per cent of alcohol is intoxicating. [Applause.]
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Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chalrman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes.

Mr. GRIFFIN. I suggest that the gentleman also ask the
gentleman from Georgia to read the minority opinion of the
Supreme Court of the United States, which was a 5 by 4 opin-
ion, on the Volstead Act.

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes. I kindly request the gentleman from
Georgia to read that opinion.

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

Mr. BSCHAFER. Yes.

Mr, UPSHAW. I submit to the gentleman, in reply to the
suggestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. GrrFrIx],
that the guestion of minority does not enter into the decisions
of the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court is the last word to
every loyal American.

Mr. BCHAFER. But I submit to the gentleman this: Does
he think that if a great man who sits on the bench In the
Supreme Court reaches an opinion that we could have more
than one-half of 1 per cent without violating the eighteenth
amendment, he should be charged with undermining the Con-
stitution and not being loyal to the eighteenth amendment ?

Mr. UPSHAW. The Supreme Court of the United States
rendered a decision that the American Congress was competent
to interpret the eighteenth amendment, which outlawed the
liquor traffie.

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman from Georgia use every
effort to provide that a modification bill may be brought before
this House, so that the Members may have an opportunity to
cast their vote so that the sovereign voters of their districts
may have an opportunity to observe the gentleman's vote?

Mr. UPSHAW. “The gentleman from Georgia” is a con-
stitutional American, and he will not stand for any law passed
by this House which——

Mr. SCHAFER. Then the gentleman holds to the belief and
would have us infer that the Justices of the Supreme Court
who held that more than one-half of 1 per cent alcohol was not
in violation of the eighteenth amendment are un-American?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman vield
for a question?

Mr. UPSHAW, I did not finish.

Mr. BLANTON. Let me ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr, Chairman, I rise to a point of order.

Mr, SABATH. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. Chairmau.

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will suspend uatil the Chair
restores order.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, you can not take a gentle-
man off the floor by a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky
Barkiey] rises to propound a pariiamentary inquiry,

Mr. BLANTON. Under the rules, Mr, Chairman——-

The CHATRMAN. Will the gentleman wait a minute? Does
th? gentleman from Wisconsin yield to a parlinmentary in-
quiry ?

Mr. BCHAFER. I certainly do.

The C'HAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield for a parlia-
mentary inquiry?

Mr. SCHAFER. Certainly I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. I desire to ask whether It would be in
order to offer a resolution inviting Jack Dempsey to participate
in this contest upon the floor? [Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman now yield to me?

Mr, SCHAFER. Yes; I yleld to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. The geutleman from Wisconsin has con-
vinced every Congressman in this House that his statement is
correct ; that there are some wet speakers who make wet
speeches and hurt their cause, [Laughter.]

Mr. SCHAFER. Well, I would like to state to the gentleman
from Texas that I do not make it a test for any Member of the
House on the question of whether he is a wet or a dry. If a
man is with his constituents nine hundred and ninety-nine times
on economie and political questions and is against them on one
question, be it modification or antimodification of the Volstend
Act, I do net believe in making that a test of the Member. In

[AMr.

| a representative Government I do not believe in testing a man

on one vote, us our ardent dry organizations do,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon
sin has again expired. 3

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the
Recorp. Is there objection?

Mr. SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object,
I want to ask the gentleman one guestion.




1926 : CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that a request for
the right to revise and extend remarks does not extend the
gentleman’s time for debate. The gentleman's time for de-
bate has been exhausted and the question is: Is there ob-
Jection?

Mr. SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman’s tline be extended one minute in order
that 1 may ask him a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Wiscon-
gin be extended one minute. Is there objection?

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
jeet, I want to say that the committee desires to finish this
bill this afternoon. I shall not object to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio, but will object to any more requests
for extensions of time. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr., SPEAKS. In view of the fact that there has been
more or less humor in the whole situation here I want to
ask the gentleman from Wisconsin a question in all serious-
ness. As a member of the locomotive engineer organiza-
tion, and as & man who runs a locomotive engine, would
the gentleman advocate modification of the Volstead law as
n means of better assuring the gafety of the millions of
people who utilize the railroads of the country for traveling
purposes?

Mr, SCHAFER. In answerif that I wish to state that
the consumption of a glass of 2% per cent beer fol]owing a
hard trip on a railroad or before going out would not jeopar-
dize the life or the limbs of the engine employees or the
general public. There are many ways where you could pro-
tect the lives of the workers and the general public by enact-
ing legislation beneficial to these people, which the great
brotherhoods have repeatedly asked Congress to enact.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis-
consin has again expired. All time has expired.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Maryland.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, may the amend-
ment be again reported? :

The amendment was again reported.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Hirn of Maryland) there were—ayes B, noes 110.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

For every expenditure requisite fer and incldent to the auvthorized
work of the Coast Guard, as follows:

Mr. GRIFFIN. My, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words.

When the Treasury bill was under consideration I called
attention to the fact that the Coast Guard had &n appropria-
tion of $12,717.804 to be devoted exclusively in the enforce-
ment of prohibition. in addition to the regular appropriation
of $10,635,685, making a total of $23,353.489 for next year.
Last year the Prohibition Bureau received §11,000,000 as its
gpecific allowance, which was increased by a further appro-
priation of £9,649257 for the prohibition actlvities of the
Coast Guard. Now comes this deficlency appropriation of
$7.738.201.06—making the total appropriation $28,407,548.96 for
the enforcement of prohibition for 1926.

You know a deficiency bill is a compassionate bill. It is one
that takes compassion upon the various bureaus and provides
them with additional funds which they were not able to get
in the ordinary course of business negotiation with the Budget
Burean or a hard-boiled committee. For instance, take this
provision in the deflciency bill of £3,900,000 for the building of
new ships to be used by the Coast Guard.

1 believe in being fair about these things. If anybody were
to bring on the floor of this House under any other appropria-
tion bill a proposal for the construction of a new warship for
the Navy, it would have a mighty slim chance. Why show
this favoritism to this particular activity of the Federal Gov-
ernment ?

I do not disguise my sentiments in any way upon this pro-
hibition-enforcement proposition. I am against the eighteenth
amendment upon the ground that its avowed object is to cur-
tail human rights. As students of American history and of
the origin of this Government, 1 ask you to give the subject
just for a few moments your dispassionate consideration,

The eighteenth amendment, or so-called prohibition amend-
ment, in my opinion, is a blemish upon the magnificent instru-
ment of government created by the founders of this Nation. It
is a flareback to medievalism in the evolution of public opinion.
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When our Copstitution was framed, Jefferson, Patrick Henry,
and many of eatest Amer!cans in the thirteen Colonies
objected, and the strument 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, fo 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, curtall and diminish human liberty.

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

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr, Chalrman, T ask unanimous consent to
proceed for flve minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Take the fifth amendment to the Constitu-
tion and read what it says:

That no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property with-
out due process of law.

Is not liberty of impertance to the individual even though
it may extend to so trifling a matter as his apparel or his diet?
The eighteenth amendment is simply a sumptoary law en-
grafted out of place in the Constitution of the United States.
Gentlemen assail those of us opposing this particular constitu-
tional amendment and classify us with the so-called “ Wets.”
That is only resorting to the childish practice of “calling
names,”

I do not feel that I should be put in a category of those en-
couraging nullification. I am a firm believer in temperance,
but 1 do not believe in total abstinence, nor in foreing it upon
any human being.

Mr. BOX. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. BOX. Does the gentleman understand that he has a
right to attack the Constitution of the United States as to the
validity of an amendment which has been put there by the
solemn action of the people and the Supreme Court of the
United States?

Mr. GRIFFIN, The first amendment to the Uonstitution ac-
cords to every citizen freedom of speech and the right to protest
against any law under which he feels he is aggrieved. When
I arise here in this House or anywhere else and attack this
amendment I do so under the authority and protection of the
Constitution of the United States.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. The fifth amendment, which the gentleman
read, says “except by due process of law.” -Does not the
gentleman consider the elghteenth amendment and the statute
passed by Congress to be due process of law?

Mr. GRIFFIN. No; I do not.

Mr. BLANTON. What could be more “a due process of
law " 7

Mr. GRIFFIN. “Due process of law " means the law of the
land., The highest law of the land is that embodied in the Bill
of Rights protecting the citizen against invasions of his liberty,
and neither the Congress, the Supreme Court of the United
States, nor even a majority of the people of the United Btates
have the right, although they may arrogate the power, to de-
prive a minority of the sacred gunaranties of the Constitution.
Those guaranties were put into the Constitution by virtue of a
gacred compact entered into by the thirteen Colonies upon thelr
adoption of the Federal organic law. It was under such a com-
pact that the smallest States in the Union were forever guaran-
teed the right to have a representation of two Senators in the
United States Senate.

If an amendment were adopted, changing that system of
representation, assuming that it could be adopted by a major-
ity of the people of the United States, would that unot be a
breach of faith? Is it any less, then, a breach of good faith
to nullify the original compact cf the citizen with the Fed-
eral Government and with the other States of the Union by
repealing the protective clauses of the Bill of Rights, which
assure the cltizen the guaranties of perpetual freedom?

Tyranny by the majority is no easier to bear than tyranny
imposed by kings, aristocracies, or privy counchis. It is true,
it bears the semblance of conforming to the principles of
democracy. But those prineciples have their limitations, as the
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founders of our Republle fully understood. Why did they put
in our €onstitution the BIIl of Rights? For no other reason
than to protect minorities.

White flour made into cake or bread is unwholesome and
positively injurlous. Perhaps It has done more harm to the
race than alcoholie 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 dépleted nerve power throngh an un-
balanced diet, chiefly composed of white bread Its damage
to youth Is almost incalculable, unquestionably greater than
that inflicted upon the constitution of older folks through in-
dulgence in aleohol.

Suppose, now, the knowledge of this fruth became suffi-
ciently general to incite the formation of an “antiwhite-flour
league,” and it were backed by the wealth of the country and
fortified by the support of rellgious organizations. And sup-
pose they sought to engraft upon our Constitution another pro-
hibitlon amendment couched In the following language:

The mannfacture and sale of white flour for the making of bread
and cake Is prohibited.

What would happen to such a proposal? I believe that
white flour is & greater menace to health than alcoholic bever-
ages ever were, or ever can be, and I never eat it. Yet I
would not support such an amendment to our organic law,

Those who belleve that It s the duty of the Government
to protect the people from harmful beverages wonld logically
be bound to protect the people from harmful foods; but wounld
they ever accept such an amendment? They would laugh at
the ided.

What is the difference? Or, in the slang of the day, “ Where
is the cateh?” There is no difference whatever in principle.
The *“eateh,” or the solution of the puzzle, is in the difference
in point of view. The antlliquor mind has Infected itself with
a moral fervor based on a revulsion against drunkenness and
a hatred of “saloons,” which they conslder the source of un-
told evil. In that I belleve they were right. The saloon

should be doomed, and so long as the reformers confined thelr
efforts to the abolition of that evil, there is hardly a respect-
able man or woman who would not indorse and support their

efforts,

They soon changed, however, from oppositlon to the saloon
to opposition to the things sold in the saloon. That was funda-
mentally wrong. The patronage of the saloon was limited and
growing less every day. In many sections of New York City,
for instance, saloon after saloon went out of existence because
of waning patronage. Beer, wine, and whisky were sold in
groceries for family needs. RBeer or wine was served at the
famlly table. Handled in this way overindulgence or drunken-
ness was exceedingly rare. The botile of whisky was In the
medicine chest for emergencies. That* was the regimen that
wasg completely upset by the sudden transition to absolute
prohibition.

The result has been the establlshment of home brewing and
the introduction of the liquor still in the home. These are
greater evils than that sought to be corrected. Familles in
which drunkenness was an utter stranger, accustomed to beer
and wines, were suddenly deprived of what they considered an
essential part of their household table supplies,

They did the only thing that remained for them to do. They
made thelr own, The anclent household recipes were revived,
and elderberry wine, raisin wine, and other ancient concoctions
having the necessary flavor or “kick” were restored to the
family larder. In such homes, and they are legion, ths old
status has been to some extent restored, but with this unfor-
tunate consequence—that the shadow of hypocerisy and the
gnawing conscionsness of law violation disturb the peace of
mind. This is the great wrong of 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. What 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
young, is the answer,

Then there is the saloon that was sought fo be wiped out.
Has that been accomplished? Yes; but in name only. The
old-time corner saloon of the clties has changed the sign over
over its door: “Ales, wines, and whiskies,” and the bottles of
rye and bourbon in its windows have been replaced by others
bearing the Iabels of ginger ale, sarsaparilla, and other liquids
of stomach-destroying or of “ belly wash” variety. Inside the
swinging door the finitiated ean still get the stronger drink,
but of such a vicions, unwholesome charaeter, and at such
exorbitant prices, that the health and pockets of the unfortu-
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nate patrons are dangerously Impalred. Three drinks of this
stuff a day at 75 cents a “ throw " waste enongh of the workers’
earnings to keep the whole family well supplied with whole-
some meat, bread, and vegetables.

I am awed and perplexed by the persistence of the prohi-
bitlon fanaticism. Its disciples are mad blind to all the signs
and evidences of the utter failure of their propaganda.

There i3 not a city, town, or village in our land where thls
clandestine drinking and these blind tigers do not exist. And
they always will exist, until the American people return to
sanity and abolish the elghteenth amendment.

The decadence of youth—the ruin of morality—the wild
orgy of murder, rapine, robbery that has followed the wake of
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 hus again expired.

Mr. GRIFFIN. I ask for two minutes more.

The CHATIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Gentlemen talk here about the vote in Ohlo
of 180,000 majority, but there were 300,000 who voted against
it, and so it Is throughout every State in the Unlon. If a vote
were taken in our State to-day a tremendous majority would
be rolled up against the Volstead law.

Mr. MURPHY, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. MURPHY. I am sure the gentleman wants to be fair
in his statement, and he understands that the statement he
made about the vote in Ohio was inaccurate.

Mr. GRIFFIN. I am talking about the vote—I understand
it w:F;LISO,UOO majority, but there were 800,000 that did not
wan
o Mr, MURPHY. The vote was 500,000 and some odd for

Mr. GRIFFIN. And 300,000 against it.

Mr. MURPHY. We believe in that sort of government, do
we not?

Mr. GRIFFIN.. We, in New York, do not. The Constitu-
tion of the United Btates was Intended to protect the minority
States in their fundamental rights and liberty. '

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

The Clerk read as follows:

BATTLE FIELDS8 COMMISSION, PETERSRURG, VA,

For payment to Col. James Anderson, Springfield, Mass., $068.22,
and to Capt. Carter R. Bishop, Richmond, Va., $320, as compensa-
tlon and reimbursement for expenses incurred as members of tha
commission authorized by the act entitled “An act to provide for ths
Inspection of the battle flelds of the siege of Petersburg, Va.” ap-
proved February 11, 1925, fiscal year 1926; In all, $1,483.22

Mr. DREWRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Page 44, line 7, strike out the word *“ Richmond”™ and insert the
word “ Petersburg.”

Mr. DREWRY. Mr. Chalrman, in offering this amendment I
would like to address myself a few moments to the House in
explanation of the ftem in this bill to which the amendment s
offered. This morning we heard the beautiful tribute paid by
our colleague, Major STEDMAN, to General Stuart of the Con-
federate Army, and it seems appropriate that this opportunity
should arlse 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 possibly an appeal to sentiment, if you please to call
it s0. It will not, however, hurt the Members of this House to
refrain a few moments from the necessary, but unromantle, task
of spending the people’'s money to listen to a little sentiment,

Thirty years ago, on the 19th of January, the old soldlers of
Lee and Jackson in Petersburg were celebrating, as was thelr
annual custom, General Lee's birthday with a banguet. On
that day all business is suspended in Petersburg, and the people
of the clty vie in honoring the old Confederate soldlers. It is
their day—the city is theirs. As it happened—and I have al-
ways thought it was providential—an old soldier from Massa-
chusetts, who fought with Grant in attacking Petersburg, was
In town for the purpose of revisiting the scenes of his fighting
life. 'He met the old soldlers in their gray uniforms, told them
who he was, and they fraternized like brothers, as brave men
always will. Dravery is nof a matter of the color of the unl-
form. He wa3s Invited to the banquet for that night and
accepted. When he was called on for a speech he gave it to
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them straight from the shoulder, or as one of tha old soldiers
gaid, *“ He gave us Johnnies hell.” He made no apologles for
his course in doing his duty in trying to capture the city, nor
did he eriticize his opponents for holding a different opinion.
When he finished his speech he was cheered to the echo. One
enthusiast in gray moved that the “ Yank"” be made an honor-
ary and assoclate member of the camp. He was elected unani-
mously and, so far as I know, is the only Federal soldier who
hoids the honor of being a member of a camp of Confederate
veterans. And at this 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 Springfield, Mass, and persuaded his city
to extend an invitation to the Confederate soldiers to visit it.
The invitation was accepted, and the old Confederate soldlers
from Petersburg were received with such generosity and cour-
tesy and hospitality that a counterinvitation was extended to
the Grand Army of the Republic in Springfleld to visit Peters-
burg. Various courtesies have been extended between the two
clties since., Petersburg looks on Springfleld as a kindly neigh-
bor, and for a stranger to say that he iy from Springfield is the
open sesame in Petersburg. Springfield is a name that is
gynonymous with eourtesy and hospitality. Nothing could have
been more appropriste than that Massechusetts and Virginia
shonld have renewed old friendships. From the beginning of
the history of the Btates they have clasped Lunds in a common
cause. Only once have they disagreed, and then they fought it
out like brothers and brave men, DPatrick Henry's prophecy
that the next gale from the North would bring a clash of re-
gsounding arms was answered by the men of Massachusetts
almost as soon ms he uttered it. George Washington, if I
remember correctly, was made commander in chief of the forcea
of the United Btates under the old elm in Cambridge. It is
true Adams and Jefferson at times disagreed, but their dis-
agreement was always a matter of meuntal conclusion and not
one of patriotism. John Marshall interpreted the Constitution
and Webster upheld it. So it was (hen not unseemly that a
cltizen of Massachusetts should come to Virginia and be
received with open arms,

James Anderson, of Springfield, Mass,, iz as well beloved in
Petersburg as he is in his own home town—maybe more so, for
‘prophets are sometimes ignored in their own country. We eall
him *“ Colonel " in Petersburg. It never occurred fo me to as-
certain whether he was brevetted on the field of action, but I
know that he has been brevetied in the hearts and affections of
our people. In the South we like to give titles to those we love,
and “colonel” is a term of affection and respect for those we
wish to dignify. Many a man has the soubriguet who uever
wore an officer’'s epanlets. Every man, woman, and child in
Petersburg knows “ Colonel Jim,” as we call him, He possesses
the kindly dignity and open heart o his fellow man, and manly
courage with his friends and foes that entitle him to the desig-
nation. In my humble opinion he has done more to heal the
wounds arising out of that fratricidal conflict of the sixtles
than any man now alive. The final word might be said of him,
“ He loves his fellow man.”

When this commission was appointed to survey the batile
fields around Petersburg he was put on the commission. Not-
withstanding that the appropriation wasnot carried at that ses-
sion of Congress with the authorization, yet he came down in
his own ear from Massachuseits, 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 0 spokesman of the people of
Petersburg, to lay on the pages of this journal a tribute to
this soldier of the Federal Army, who has done all that lay
within his power to bring about a united country. After all,
gontlemen, I know of no higher praise that can be awarded a
man than to say that for 80 years he labored to promote the
harmonious union of his country.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Virginia,

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER BOLDIZES
Northwestern Branch, Milwaukee, Wis.: For repairing main roadway

through the reservation, approximately one and one-fourth miles in
length, $17,500, to contlnue avallable until June 80, 1027,

Mr. SCHATER. Mr. Chalrman, I offer the following amend-
ment which I send to the desk.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Scmarmn: Page 44, line 10, after the
comma after the word “length,” strike out * $17,500," and indert in
lien thereof “ $23,000."

My, BCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to congratulate the
committee on recommending an appropriation to repair the
main road at the Natlonal Military Home for Disabled Volun-
teer Soldiers, northwestern branch, 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 this road. The hearings on the War Depart-
ment appropriation bill, page 902, reveal the faet 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 nee-
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-
sary. There are thousands of disabled veterans of all wars
who are residents at this national home. I feel that sufliclent
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 especlally to the comfort of those
who must travel this road in ambulances.

At the last session 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 subcommiifee made a personal visit to the north-
western branch and has made recommendation properly to
repair the roads.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, the committee felt that
$17,600 was sufficient to make the repairs indicated to this
road. The first estimate presented abont a year ago to the
cominittee was that $10,000 would do the work. It is frue
that the Budget asks for $25,000 this year. I personally looked
at this road last November. The road is In bad shape and needs
repair, but there is ample material, macadam, in the road now.
All it needs is a tarvia resurfacing, and the committea belleves
817,500 is sufficlent for the purpose.

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

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Scnarer) there were—ayes 4, noes 48,

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk resumed and conclnded the reading of the bill

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Mr., Chairman and Members of the committee, it s
unfortunate that our distinguished Chalrman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations [Mr, Mappex] is prevented from being
present here to-day to defend this appropriation. I have been
asked to make a brlef statement on if, and I refer to the
amendment which was offered in the bill and successfully
offered, making an appropriation of $374,462.02 as an in-
ferest payment to the Omaha Indians. Now, I think in the
diseussion the oiher day there was one vital point that was
not clearly brought out, The Court of Claims has very
rightly stated as a judgment $122000, in round numbers, is
the principal sum due the 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. RANKIN. Mr, Chalrman, I make the poilnt of order
that debate on this amendment has been exhausted. Tha
amendment passed under the five-minuts rule, and the gen-
tieman is out of order.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chalrman, I would like to be heard on
the point of order,

The CHAIRMAN, The Chalr will hear {he gentleman
from Ohlo, ¥

Mr. BEGG. The only thing I think it 18 necessary to say
on this point of order is I moved to strike out the last word
in the bill and under that motion to strike ont the last word
in the bill I think I am permitted to discuss any phase of that
bill which I desire to.

Mr. RANKIN. I make the point of order that the last
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 tha
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. BNELL., After the generous discussion on this bill
this afternoon it seems to me rather far-fetched to raise
that technieality at this stage of the game. I appreciate the
gentleman has the right to make the point of order.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New
York is one of the last men on earth who should attempt te
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lecture me on the ethles of the House. 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 iz not in order to go back now and discuss it under a
motion to strike out the last word.

Mr. BYRNS. WIill the gentleman from Ohio yield to allow
me to ask the gentleman m New York a question? With-
ont discussing the merits or the demerits of this particular
amendment, I desire to ask the gentleman if in all his expe-
rience here he 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 has been concluded and the committee is ready to rise,
I repeat, has the gentleman ever heard 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 ap te the gentleman has a
right to make the point of order—I 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 passed.

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 striking out that word.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I offer a motion to strike ont
the enacting clause of the bill.

Afr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in oppositlon to the
first amendment, then. The gentleman can not swap horses in
the middle of the stream.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chalrman, I submit I have a right to make
that motlon.

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 motlon. I am asking a new
recognition.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objectlon, the pro forma amend-
ment made by the gentleman from Ohio will be withdrawn. 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 have not had a chance yet.
more than four werds out of my monuth.

Mr. RANKIN. 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 sald he was golng 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 permitted 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. Chairman, 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 18 adopted by the
House. :

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 discussion that the person
offering to strike out the enacting clause is entitled to discuss.

Mr. BARKLEY. That Is not a part of the bill until it comes
before the House.

I did not get
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Mr. BEGG. It is a part of the bill up to the present time,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that in his view the
motion to strike out the enacting clause brings before the
committes the entire bill. The motion can be made at an
time before the committee concludes consideration of the bill,
and when it is made it relates, as the Chair thinks, to every-
thing contained in the bill. There is a ruling in Hinds, Vol-
ume V, section 5386, page 177, where the guestion was raised
whether certain remarks were in order on a motion to strike
out the enacting clause. The Chalr will read:

6836. On a motion to strike out the enacting clause a Member may
debate the merits of the blll but must confine himself to ite pro-
vislons.

On July 1, 1841, the House was in Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union considering a bill “te 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 Morgan, of New York, asked if they were to be detained “ by dis-
cussing everything under the heavens.” The gentleman's remarks had
no reference to the subject under consideration.

The Chalrman (Mr, Lawrence, of Pennsylvania) stated that the ques-
tion then pending was on striking out the enacting clause of the hill,
and the gentleman had a right to go into the whole merits of it, but the
gentlemyan must confine hlmself to the provisions of the bill

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 bill within the meaning of that decision, and does not
i)_lecome a part of it until that amendment is approved by the

onse,

The CHATRMAN. In reply the Chair will say that the only
actlon of the committee will be to report the bill to the House
with the amendments, with the recomwmendation 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. Beea] will prevent that action
being taken if his motion prevalils.

Mr. BARKLEY. And also any other provisions of it.

The CHATRMAN. That is for the committee to determine.
Of course the striking out of the enaciing clause will defeat
the whole bill. But the Chalr does not feel that he can con-
sider the merits as to the effect of the motlon 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 polnt 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 abont 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 decislon which contained a finding that
there was an interest charge due of $374,000, when the attorney
for the Government called the attentlon of the court to the fact
that the court was without jurisdiction to make a finding for
an interest charge.

Now, here is the point I want the House to keep clearly in
mind: 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 decigion; 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. f
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 alarm about the fact that the Approprlatlons Com-
mittee was usurping its authority in not appropriating, because
we had passed & law specifically authorizing it. However, all
that law did was to make this money avallable, 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 appropriation.

Mr. BYRNS. Wil the gentleman, yield?
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Mr. BEGG. Yes.
Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman gald 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 for the Goy-
ernment called their attention to the fact that they were with-
out jurisdiction to allow interest.

Mr. BEGG. I made that statement very clearly.

Mr. BYRNS. 1 did not so understand the gentleman.

Mr. BEGG. Yes; and I will make it plain so that the gen-
tieman will understand, because there ave 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 interest 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 in
favor of the Indians in the sum of $122,205.81 and eliminating any
provision for interest was rendered on June 10, 1018,

On appeal to the Bupreme Court of the United States that court
afirmed the judgment of the Court of Claims as te the disallowance of
interest.

Mr. BYRNS. Certainly.

Mr. BEGG. That is exactly what I sald.

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
has 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. CoorEr] may
ask him a question.

The CHAIRMAN. 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 understood 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 c¢lalm up to the time of the
rendition of judgment thereon by the Court of Clalms, unless vpon
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 finding of
the Court of Claims as to the disallowance of interest. Now,
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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, HOWARD. 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 of 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. Rither 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 thelr 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. The 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. 4

Mr. BROWNING. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. HOWARD. 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 sald that this interest should be allowed, and
passed an authorizing act to that effect.

Mr, HOWARD. That is the situation exactly.

Mr. 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 rightt I do not think we will
[Applause.] .
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chalrman—
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will =ay that on a motion to
strike out the enacting clause only two speeches may be made,
one for and one against. The guestion is on the motion of the
g;.ﬁtleman from Ohio to strike out the enacting clause of the

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
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. CaHixpBLOM, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that
that committee, having had under consideration H. R. 8722,
the deficiency appropriation bill, had directed him to report
the same to the House with sundry amendments, with the i
recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that -
the bill as amended do pass.

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

The previous question was ordered.




3472

L The SPEAKER. Isa separate vofe demanded on any amend-
‘ment?
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a sepnrate vote on
the Howard amendment.
The SPIIAKER. Are there any other amendments on which
a separate vote is demanded? If not the Chalr will put them
fn gross.
The amendments were agreed to.
The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on the amendment on whlch
a separate vote i3 demanded, which the Clerk wlll report.
The Clerk read as follows:
Page 25, after line 2, insert: ® To pay the Omaha Tribe of Indians
of Nebraska, in accordance with the act of Congress approved Febru-
ary 9, 1923, estimated for by the Budget Bureau and forwarded fo the
House of Representativru by the President and printed in House Docu-
ment No. 617, Sixty-elghth Congress, second session, the sum of
$1374,405.02,
The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Nebraska.
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Howarp and Mr. Omrm) there were—ayes 101, noes 92,
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays,
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The queutlon was taken; and there were—yeas 181, nays 108,
answered * present” 2, not voting 140, as follows:
[Roll No. 29]
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ANSWERBED “PRESENT "—2

YBAS—151
herneth Dickinson, Mo. Larsen Sandiin
ﬁ[t vod 4 Doughton AZATO Behafer
Andresen Dowell onvitt Baars, Fla,
Arnold Drewry Little Seary, Nebr.
Auf der Heido Driver Lowrey Bhallenberger
Bacon Edwards Lozler Simmons
Bailey Esllek n Hinelair
Bankhead Evana lintie Binnott
Barkley Faust McDuffia Bmith
Beck Fisher cKeown Smithwick
Bell Fletcher McLaughlin, Nebr, 8
Berger Frear MeMillan Bregrlnf
Black, Tex. Fulmer MoRemld; Steagal
Bland Garber wain Btedman
Blanton GCardner, Ind. McSweenq Stevenson
Bloom Garner, Tox, Major Swank
Gasque Manlove Swing
Rowling " Githson Msnsﬁeld Taylor, Tenn.
Box Gifford Mapes Taylor, W. Va.
BGoylan Gioldsborough Mead Temple
Itrand, Ga. Goodwin Montagua Thomas
Briggs Gireen, Fla. Mooney Tillman
Browne Greenwood Moors, Ky. Timberlake
Browning Griffin Moove, Va, lrnderwood
Bt o L Horroa Vans "
nlwinkle ammer
Burdick Hare Nelson, Mo, Vinson, Ga.
Busby Harrison Netzon, Wis. Vinson, Ky,
Byrna Hawes Norton Vo
(Cantield HI, Ala. O'Connell, R. L.  Warzen
Cannon Hill, Wash. (r'Connor, Weaver
Carter, Oklu. Iouston Oldiield Wefald
Cbar Howard Oliver, N.Y, White, Kans.
tupherson Huddleston Parks Whitehead
Cleary Hudson Peery Whittington
Colifer Hudspeth Quin Willlams, Tex.
Colton Haull, Rnfou Williamson
Connally, Tex, Johnson, Tex. Raine: Wilsen, La
Cooper, Wis. Kemp Ran Wilson, Miss,
Crisp Kerr Rathbons Winter
Crosser Kincheloa Rayburn Woodrud®
Crowther Knutson Rogers nodrum
Davis Kopp Romjue ‘Wurabach
Deal Kurtz Rubey
Denlson Kvala Rutherford
Dickinson, Iowa Luankford Sanders, Tex.
NAYS—108
Ackerman Curry Irwin Bnell
Adkins Travenport James Bosnowskl
Aldrich Eaton Johnson, I11, Sproul, JIL
Allen Eltiott John=on, Ind, Sproul, Kans,
Aundrew Ellis Ketcham Stalker
Anthony Ksterly Lehlbach Btephen
Arentz I-a.trchlld Letts Btrong, ns.
Bachmasn Fish M.uc{}re or Btrother
Barbour Fitzgerald, Ro G
Beers Fitsgerald, W, oy osigr o8 Taylor, N. J.
Bege . 0&1 Magrad, Thatcher
Bow les I'r Muvtin, Mass. Tiison
Bowman r reuch Miller Tinkham
Brigham Frothingham Montgamery Tolle
Dritten Furlow Morgan Treadway
Bromm Lorman Murphy gpﬂlkg
Burtnéss Hall, Ind. Nelaon, Me. ara
Burton Hall, N. Dak, wton, Mion, Vincent, Mich,
Butler Hard Patterson Wainwright
Campbell Haw Phillips Wason
Chalmers Hersey mell Watres
Chindblom Hickay Roacs Watson
Clague I, Md. Heed N. Y Wheelor
Cole Hoch. Rowbhottom White, Ma,
Cooper, Ohlo Hogg Sanders, N. Y.  Wolverion
Coyle lef)er Wood
Crumpacker Hull, Willlam B, Shreve Wyant

MeFadden MeLaughlin, Mich,
NOT VOTING—140
Almon Fullee FaGuardla Rana
Appleby S Funk Lampert Reed I’“a."rl'.
Aswell Gallivan Lanham Retd, 111,
Ayres Gambrill Lea, Caiif,
Bacharach Garrett, Tean. Leatherwood Robslon, Ky.
Beedy Garrett, Tex, Tee, Ga. Rousa
Bixl Gilbert Lindsay Sabath
Blad: N-X. Glynn Li rger Schneider
Brand, Oblo Golder Linthicum Scott
Carew raham .nca Somers, N. Y,
Carpenter Green, [own BcLaod Hiobbs
Carss 3t Madden Strong, Pa.
Cartar, Callf, ale . Martin, La, ulllvan
Celler Hastings Menges umners, Tex,
Collins Iiauﬁn Morritt Bwarts
Connery ayden Michaelson Bweet
Connoliy, Ma. Iolads Michener Swoope
Corning Haill, Morton D, Mllllgan aber
Cox Jaecobstein Mils Taylor, Cole.
Cramton Jeffers Moore, Ohlo Thayer
Cullen Jenkins Morin Thompson
oW Johason, Ky, Newton, Mo. Thurston

Davey Johnsom, 8. Dak, O'Connell, N. Y. Tincher
Dem Juhnsou, Wash. O'Connor, N. Y. Tucker
Ickstain Joneg Oliver, Ala, Tydim
Dominick Kahn Parker
Douglass Kearns Peavey Vestal
Doyle Keller Perkina Walters
Drine Kell, Perlman Wellar
Dyer Ken Porter Welsh
Fenn Elefner Pou Winliams, ITL
Flaherty Kless Prall Wingo
Yort Kindred Pratt Wright
Fredericks King nayla Yates

Teeurn Kuua mseyer Zihlman

So the amendment was agreed to.
The following pairs were announced

On
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Me.
Mr,

Ir.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Alr.
Mr.

Mr. O
A

hﬂO‘Cmnor of New York (for) with

: of A

. Milligan (for) with Mr, Morin (against
. Sabath (for) with Mr. Ranaley 4(

. Wright (for) with M
. Corning (for) with Mr, Bacharae
. Douglass (for) with Mr. Welsh (a;
. Drane (for) with Mr, Taber ( ).

this vote:

E;lngo (forg‘ with 2r Lic,Fadden himi“l ’
mers of New York (for) with agalnst),
Peavey (for) with Mr. Kiefoer ( ?p - )
Weller (for) with Mr, Madden { n.!nst}.
Hayden (for) with Mr. Luce (a 'qrm]
onnell of New York (for) with Mr. Funk (against),
Carss (for) with Mr. Reld of Illinohé inst),
‘Ichuslder (for) with Mr. Connolly o -sgnna:lvnla (agalnat).
Kindred (for) with ‘l{r Griest {against
Garrett of Texas (for) with Mr. Wlllim of Illinols (against),
Prall (for) with Mr. 80] é
er r

i[nsﬂnfn Sro w& with Mr. nst).

Celler (for th Mr, Strong of Pennsy'lunia (agalast).
Asgwell (for) with Mr. Darrow (

(,arew (for) with Mr, Pratt ag:fnau

Lampert (for) with Mr. Fenn (agalnst

fr. Carter of Callfornia

noim (for) with Mr. Grabam (against
livan (for) with Mr. Newton M!saouri (agalnst).

. Lindsay (for) with Mr. Fuller (against).
. Kunz (for) with Mr. Kendall (
i Qu.a:ie (l'or) with Mr. McLeod
. Lee of rgo (

. Dicksteln ( with
. Black of New
. Martin of Louisi

ﬂtﬂnst) g

tor) with Mr. Kim (ngmsﬂ
Mr. Oliver of Ml (mm).
ork (fFr)) WIimh Mr, 'M.'ll].l ( 1n

ana (for) with Mr. ainst).
rkansag (for) with Mr. Porter uulnst )

I.g'llnst .

r. Sweet (agglnt;.
fagalnat).

inst),

General pairs:
Mr. Merritt with Mr. Linthieum.

Mr.
Mr.
ir.

Freeman with Mr. Pou,
fiale with Mr. Almon.
Perking with Mr. Sumners of Texas,

ir. Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Ayres.

Mr.,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr. T
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.

Beott with Mr. Tolllns.
Kearns with Mr. Johnson of Kentucky,
rryer with Xr, Cullen.

Aneberger wi ith Mr. Lea of California.
Michenar with Mr. Taylor of Colorado,
Walters with Mr. Dominlck.

Thompson with Mr, Cox.

. Zihlman with Mr. Tucker.

Mr. Thayer with Mr. Gallivan,

. Yates with Mr. Tydings.

with Mr. Garrett of Tennesses,

. Tincher
" Mlchaalson with Mr. Lanham.
nd of Ohio

with Mr. Jeffars.

: Lramton with Mr. Gambrill,

f Lor{{\;un of Wash[n&‘ton with Mr, Jones,
. L

. MeLaughlin of Mich with Mr, Da

7 Muore%"‘f Ohlo wlthlﬁn i)
. Parker with Mr,

Mr.

with Mr. GII

r. Jacobsteim,
LaGuardia.

JONES. Mr, Speaker, am I recorded?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman {s nof recorded.

Mr. JONES. I was not in the hall when my name was called.
The result of the vofe was announced as above recorded,

The SPEAKER. The question {3 oun the engrossment and

thrird

reading of the bBilL
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third thme,
was read the third time, and passed. %

(On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was lald on the table.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

A message in writing from the Presidenf of the United States
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr.
Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House
of Nepresentatives that the President had approved bill of
the following fitle:

H. It. 7484, An act granting the conseut of Congress to the
State Highway Commission of Arkansas to consiruct, maintain,
and operate a bridge across Red River near Fulfon, Ark.

ITALIAN DEBT SETTLEMENT

Mr, LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the Italian debt settle-

ment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgla asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the ReEcorpb on the Italian
debt settlement. I8 there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, to my mind the Italian debt settlement plan as here
proposed provides an outright gift to Italy and a vicious rob-
bery of the American people. I know that many who support
this plan are honest in their convictions, but the result of their
gupport is just as harmful, nevertheless.

Many say that Italy is bankrupt and unable to pay. All
must admit that she has wonderful resources, and that while
ghe has not some of the minerals, and so forth, of other coun-
tries, that her soil is fertile, ofttimes producing more than an
equal acreage in this country. /

Information from the division of statistical and historical
research, Bureau of Agricultural Economles, relating to the
production of wheat, rye, barley, oats, and eorn in the United
States and Italy for the year 1925, discloses that—

The average yleld of wheat In Italy was 20.6 bushels per acre, whils
fn the Unfted States it was 12.8 bushels; the average yleld of rye in
Italy was 21.5 bushels per acre, while in the United States it was 11.9
bushels; the average yleld of barley In Ifaly was 22.3 bushels per
acre, and in the United Htates it was 26.4 bushels; the average yleld
of oats In Italy was 39.2 bushels per acre, while fn the United States
1t was 83.3 hushels per acre; and the ayverage yleld of corn in Italy was
27.7 bushely per acre, while it was 28.5 bushels in the United States,

Among the 89 wheat-producing countries of the world Italy
usually stands about eighteenth. The average yleld per acre
of wheat and rye in Italy for the year 1825 was about twice as
great as in the United Stafes for the same year. The average
yield of oats per acre is about 6 bushels greater in Italy than
in the United States for the year 1925, and that of corn and
barley is about the same. The soil of Italy can not be sald to
be * sterile ™ or nonproductive.

Italy is producing more now than she produced before the
war and will continue to produee more and more as the years

by.
gﬂltflzz is one of the world powers. All admit that she has at
least twenty-two billions of national wealth and many contend
that her natlonal wealth probably is even twice that amount.
But admit that her national wealth 1s at the lowest figure
stated, then it naturally follows that it will increase. The
national wealth of the Uniied States to-day is nearly twenty
times as great as it was just after the Civil War.

Ope great mistake that some make is in fignring Italy's
ability to pay as of the presenf{ and then making none of the
debt payable at the present. We ought to figure on her abillty
to pay as of the date the paying is to be done, Shedpwposu
to pay so little at the present until we can easlly disregard
the present payments. They will be negligibtle. -

But is Italy so poverty stricken? She has approximately
119,000 square miles in Europe and numerous colonial posses-
stons. No nation occuples a more favorable position on the
Mediterranean Ses, and she is mistress of the Adriatie Sea.
She has practicaly a natural momopoly of sulphur. Sicily is
now produeing 17 per cent of the world’s supply.

Italy has a wonderful climafe, and her tourist trade ¥s very
valuable.

Then again she is to recelve an enormous Indemmity from
Germany.

Mr. Winston, Assistant Seeretary of the Treasury, says that
Italy received from Germany last year the equivalent of
$16,000,000 ; that she will get about twenty million each year
for the mext few years, and then the annual amount will get
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larger. Italy will get as Indemnity from Germany during the
next 40 years much more than enough to pay all the debt
commission has agreed to accept in full settlement of our
whole debt, and yet durlog the first 81 years of this time sio
will pay only about one-fourteenth of what she is to pay us,
She will get enough out of Germany to pay us nearly all she
owed, and she will get enough ont of Germany to pay us sev-
eral times the amount the Debt Commlssion says we ought to
accept. She 1s to get all her money from Germany in 40 years,
and we are asked to glve her 64 years on what is due us,
and we are asked to let her have this Iarge amount of money
practically without interest,

If we had not gotten into the war and had not let Ifaly have
our money, to-day Italy would be paying Indemnity to Ger-
many instead of Germany paying it to her. Italy ought to pay
us what she owes us, with a reasonable interest.

But if Italy was poverty stricken she could pay us several
times what she ls offerfng from the money she is to get frcm
Germany as indemnity. The argument, though, that Italy is
poverty stricken falls through on every point. She has all the
railroads she needs, has one of the best shipping interests in
the whole world, and exports much farm products.

We are stmply asked to give Italy a present. We are asked
to do more by Italy than we are asked to do by any other
country. Even Belglum is to pay much more per dollar loaned
than Ttaly. Belgium, which stood the thickest In the war, Is
offering to do her part nobly. Belgium suffered more in the
war than any other country, and the war was not her fight,
elther, It happened to take place on Belgian territory. Bel-
gium could have told the Germans to march through and attack
France and Belgium would not have suffered so severely, but
she did not do this; she held back the German army until the
rest of the world could get ready for the war.

We are asked to diseriminate not only agalnst 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 smndxsﬁt:st the powerfully
trained troops and fresh ones of the In the early war
days. Historians now and hereafter will record their work as
a miracle that saved BEurope and the world from the ravages
of a war-mad king.

It seems that around the peace table it was understood that
the United Stafes was to eancel the prearmistice debt of Bel-
gium, but now we are asking her to pay interest about four
times as great as that charged Italy. Why this great diserimi-
nation, and why against our own people and against poor,
brave, herole, glorions Belgium?

To my mind there is simply no defense to the Itslian settle-
ment plan &8 now advocated.

Some say we should be generous with Italy beecause of the
part she played In the war. What about the part Belgium
played? What about the part we took in the war?

Some gentlemen seem to have forgotten our sacrifices in the
war. We drafted, chlefly from farms and factorles, more than
4,000,000 American sons. They defended not only this Nation
but the homes and armies of the allied nations. In additfom
to this, we gave nearly $80,000,000,000 of our national wealth;
£20,000,000,000 of this amount went direet as a loam to onr
allles, In order to raise this money we Issued Government
bonds and sold them fto almost every American family acd
taxed everyone fo the lmif of his flnancial eapacity. Thou-
sands of our sons were killed and millions were maimed or
diseased. The war is still costing America billlons of dollurs
annually, and neither the present nor fhe succeeding genaration
will live to see this enormous debt paid. We have not only
been just, but we have been generous fo the allied nations Wa
have not only loaned them money, but we have econtribufed
generously of our substance to them in the honr of need.
America gets nothing from the war except disease, debt, and
death ; our allles do get.reparations from Germany.

The armistice was signed more than seven years ago. The
allied indebteduess has not yet been fanded, and in no case have
we extended, or proposed to extend, the day for final payment
to less than 62 years, nearly 70 years from conclusion of the
war. The bonds which we issued and sold to raise the money
loaned to our allies have nof yet been paid, and we are new

our citizens almost beyond the point of endurance to
pay futerest on our domestic indebiedness incurred by
reagon of the war,

Every citizen and indlvidual in this Nation must pay his or
her part by direct income or through the medimm of an ex-
orbitant tariff. No ome can escape. Within the next few years
the bonds we sold mmust be pald. Who will pay most of the
indebteduess. Obviously, many of the same boys who defended
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the allied armies. YWhen will they collect the loans made {o the
Allies? If at all, it will be some 80 or 40 years later. What
other obligation has America to discharge?

Bome gentlemen contend, and the press has so stated, that
under the proposed settlement the amount of the American
debt and interest will be collected ; they do not say how much
interest will be collected. ILet us see if this statement is in

int of fact accurate. Senator Bumtow, a distinguished

ember of this House and one of the ablest men on the Debt
funding Commission, speaking of the Italian debt settlement
n comparison with the British settlement, said:

That seems a very great conceselon; and it is, for If we calenlate
the present worth at 4% per cent we obtaln only 25 per cent, or
$583,000,000, on a debt which was eriginally £1,648,000,000, (Bee
CoxGrESS10NAL REcomrD, p. 1634.)

Senator BurroN admits that if the terms of the settlement
offered are accepted, that we will obtain only about 25 per
cent of the debt, and that is a fact. Gentlemen who contend
otherwise should remember that we are funding a debt com-
posed of both principal and interest. There is no fundamental
difference between the cancellation of interest and the cancel-
lation of principal. Why should genflemen thus quibble, except
to camouflage this enormous gift of the American citizens’
money ?

What is 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 it at first seems a trivial matter, but for
a long term of years the interest i8 much bigger than the

It is said, well, we are willing to practically glve

?rlncipaj.
'Italy the Interest and a very long term of years, but we are

to save the principal. What a wonderful saving we are about
to make. This is economy, is 1t?

Heminds me of the raflroad 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 commission in this matter is 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 ung much more
,000,000,000 for a few
minutes, Let us see how much interest we are about to give
away. This money belongs to the people of the United States,
and many of the farmers would be glad to borrow it 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 or paid
annually amounts to at least 84 per cent of the principal.
Thirty-four per cent of $2,000,000,000 is $680,000,000. 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 is urged that we can not afford to even enter upon & program
to build one building in each congressional distriet within the
next five years, and yet it is fnmposed to give Italy enough to
build 81 post-office buildings each distrlet during the next
five years, and yet this liberality to Italy will have just begun
at the end of the five years. It also seems that the miserly
attitude toward the cities which are entitled to Federal build-
ings will have just begun also.

But let us figure a little more. In many sections of the
country the farmers pay 8 per cent for money, Just to see
how important is the matter of Interest for a 64-year period
let us see what $2,000,000,000 will amount to in 64 years at
8 per cent compounded annually or paid annually, The farm-
ers generally have to pay or compound it quarterly.

Money at 8 per cent compound interest doubles in every 8
years, then $2,000,000,000 in 8 years Jbecomes $4,000,000,000,
and so on until at the end of 64 years $2,000,000,000 of prin-
clpal is $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

r cent per annum compounded for 64 years is 2565 times as

e as the prineipal.

The interest on this Itallan debt at 8 per cent compounded
for 64 years will produce an amount sufficient to build nearly
800 congressional libraries in each congressional district, as
expensive as the one here, which is one of the most expensive
and beautiful bulldings in the world.

This interest thus caleulated would at the end of 64 years
be large enough to build a filne courthouse or post-office build-
ing for about every eight people in the whole United States,
And yet it is urged that we are golng to save the principal
even though we practically lose the interest.
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I get so tired of peoFIe Ll;:mwlimx about savin
0,

a few dollars
which ghould Be spent

¢ improvement of the country, and
%han 80 gladly make such ?hndic{'glrts of the people’s mone

or any purpose sponsored by the big rich, or the internationa
bankers, or some forelgn country which happens to be able to
exert gome sinister Influence here in America. Nearly ever

fellow who is supporting the Itallan debt steal, the record will
show, voted to cut off the garden seed from the farmers and
little children and to deprive the little girls of America of g
few flowers. Some economist! Most of these same people are
anxlous to not build any Federal buildings in the country cities
and a great many of them are bitterly o ed to any sort of
appropriations for good roads. Eeonomm wonderful thing
when it 1s worked overtime on the poor so as to be in position
to glve millions and billions to foreign natlons and to inter-
national 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 easily propose to Italy to give.
her all the princlpal at the end of eight years provided she pald
us Interest annually at 8 per cent. This trade would be many
times better than what we are asked to accept. i

Let us see what Mr. Mellon, the Becretary of the Treasury,
has to say about the matter of igterest on this Italian debt,
We quote from the testimony of tary Mellon before the
Ways and Means Committee:

From the Unlted States standpoint, therefors, the question of
whether a particular settlement represerts a reduction in the debt
depends on whether the interest charged over the entire perlod of the
agreement is less than the average amst to us of money during that
period. The flexibllity in debt settlements is found in the interest rate
to be charged.

We submit that this statement clearly sets forth the fact that
whether a debt be pald de?ends on whether the interest charge
over the entire period is less than that which we pay out in
Interest charge for a like sum d the same period. ;

So that there can be no misunderstanding of the interest rate
charged Italy under this bill, we at this point insert in fnll
that portion of the bill which designates the rates of interest to
be charged. It is found in lines 1 to 12, inclusiye, on page 3 of
the bill, and is set forth as follows:

The bonds to be issued shall bear no Imterest until June 15, 1930,
and thereafter shall bear interest at the rate of ome-elghth of 1 per
cent per annum from June 15, 1980, to June 15, 1940 ; at the rate of
one-fourth of 1 per cent per annum from June 15, 1040, to June 15,
1850 ; at the rate of one-half of 1 per cent per annum from June 15,
1850, to June 15, 1060; at the rate of three-fourths of 1 per cent per
annum from June 16, 1960, to June 10, 1970; at the rate of 1 per cent
per annum from June 18, 1070, to June 15, 1080 ; and at the rate of
2 per cent per annum after June 15, 1980, all payable semlannually on
June 15 and December 15 of each year,

We have heretofore called to your speeific attention in the
portion of the debt settlament Inserted herein that there was
no interest paid to this Government until June 15, 1930. Now,
when the debt begins to bear interest we are astonished to find
that the rate of interest upon the obligation is next to nothing.
Kindly keep in mind 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 agreement is less than the average cost to us of money
during that period

At this time, we repeat, the average Interest rate pald by us
upon our indebtedness is 4.1 {’ler cent per annum, and, accord-
ing to the gentleman best qualified to know, Mr. Mellon, Recre-
tary of the Treasury, the average annual interest rate paid by
Italy under this bill is forty-two one-hundredths of 1 per cent.
What a vast difference the ?oaiﬂun of the decimal point makes,
The present Interest rate of this Government is practically ten
times the average rate under this funding agreement. We
wonder if the people of this country appreciate just what the
position of that decimal point means to them in dollars and
cents. Hven should the cost of money to us through this same
period be lowered to 8 or 3% per cen{ still the rate of interest
which we would be compelled to pay would be between seven
and eight times as much as we would be receiving from Italy.

We will compare the amount of interest which this Govern-
ment would pay upon $100 at the present rate at which she
borrows money, 41 per cent for the period of 62 years, with
the amount of interest she would receive from Italy for the
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game amount over the same period of time at the average an-
nual rate prescribed by this bill. We find that during this
period America would pay out in inferest $254.20 for her loan
and would only reeeive 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 money at a
lesser rate in the future. That, of course, is problematical, but
assume we could get it throngh 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, as against the
sum of 8§27.30 which Italy would pay on a loan of like amount.

But let us get down to interest talk that the people back
home as well as myself are personally acquainted with. We
will take the 6 per cent rate—that is the least rdate upon which
we can procure money from long-term loan companies. Over
this period of 62 years interest on $100 at 6 per cent amounts
to $372, 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
years of the plan:
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Annnal | Total in-

Period Annual interest percentage interest | terest for
\ money | period

S e e A P A B L e 0 0

.| One-eighth of 1 per cent__ $0,1214 §1.25

One-fourth of 1 per cent__ - 25 250

One-halfof 1 percent. .. .. ... ... 50 5.00

Thus we find that under the proposed plan Italy during the
next 35 years would pay us approximately $8.75 for the use of
$100 for that period, whereas at 8 per cent it would cost us
$105, at 4.1 per cent it would cost us $143.50, and at 6 per cent
it would cost us $210.

We wonder if the American people realize how exceedingly
generons this Government desires to be to Italy—at their
expense,

* As heretofore stated, the amount of the Ifalian debt as of
June 15, 1925, was $2,042,000,000. Considering the rate of inter-
est at 414 per cent per annum, the present value of the pay-
ments made through the 62-year period, or, in other words, the
present value of the settlement, is $538,000,000; and with a 8
per cent inferest charge the present value of the settlement is
$791,000.000. In other words, we have expended money from
our Treasury as of the date of the settlement in the sum of
$2,042,000,000, and this obligation as of that date, upon the
same rate of interest which we have paid since we secured this
money for Italy, is worth $538,000,000, or $1.504,000,000 less
than we have invested in it. If the 3 per cent basis be used,
with the present value of the settlement being $791,000,000, it
is easily seen that we are $1,251,000,000 in the hole. In other
words, if we were to square the books as of the date of the
debt settlement, either by the payment of the present value of
the settlement by Ifaly or by the negotiation and assignment of
the present value of the debt agreement, we would lose between
one and one-quarter to one and one-half billion dollars. Of
course, whatever interest we would pay upon this sum would be
an additional loss.

Another angle at which this loss may be viewed is contained
in the views of the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. HurL], page 44 of report, in this language:

I am impelled to the conclusion, however, that the proposed settle-
ment s not a reasonable seftlement, but 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 scttlement is $2,042,000,000 plus interest of
$365,677,000 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
British settlement of near $2,500,000,000.

The American people were felicitated by the distinguished
leader of the majority, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr.
TiLsox], near the adjournment of Congress for the holidays, as
a result of the reduction of the Federal tax burden of the peo-
ple in the sum of $325,000,000. It occurs to me that this debt
setilement 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 has been
bestowed 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 represents the annual gift of this country to Italy in the
event that this settlement shall be ratified. Fifty million dol-
lars per year, or more than a hundred and thirty-five thousand
datlnlr*; 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 Ital ‘g;

and chairman of the royal war-debt commission, in part
follows :

I desire to express my full appreciation of the settlement reached,
which represents a happy conciliation of interests as well as the
acknowledgment of the justice of our case and of our real capabilities.

Please convey to the members of the American commission the ex-
pression of my gratification, veicing the sentiments of the Italian
people.

The above quotation is taken from the statement given to the
press at the time of the signing of the debt eement which is
filed as Exhibit 73 in the hearings upon this bill before the
Ways and Means Committee.

Little wonder is it that Premier Mussolini and the ]talian

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—money which our people loaned Italy after the
last gun had ceased firing, and which sum we as cltizens 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 faet, she iz able to begin paying
reasonable annual amounts at this time. The indemnity she is
to receive from Germany would enable her to do this even if
she was in bad financial condition otherwise.

She is appropriating huge sums of money for military pur-
poses and naval purposes at this very time. Her present army
gppropnation is for $72,000,000 and her naval appropriation is
or $35,000

She is entering upon a huge military policy. Here is a
recent clipping from the Washington Post:

ROME CIHAMBER VOTES TO STRENGTHEN ARMY

RoME, January 29 (by A. P.).—After Premier Mussolini had made
a speech in whieh he declared that the armed forces of the nation
must be maintained with the highest efficlency and that Italy wanted
peace, but that peace would be more secure if backed by the sword,
the Chamber of Deputles to-night adopted the clauses of the bill for
reorganization of the army.

The premier announced that 76 reglments are to be stationed in
the chief citles of the provinces, * regardless of prayers in the ecathe
drals and processions in the streets, all of which will ba useless.,”

He said also that 1! extra regiments are to be stationed * at fitting
places.”

Certainly, Italy could begin paying us now. The great trou-
ble is that she has found out that she gcan easily get a large
part of her debt canceled.

How can anyone ever justify himself with the American
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 Ifaly’s abllity to pay to the
present when so small a part of this debt is to be pald in our
lifetime or even in the lifetime of most of our children. Her
prospective ability to pay should enter into the consideration,
especially in view of the great length of time that 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 propose to perfect an arrange-
ment whereby our children and our children’s children will be
giving her large sums of money every year and every day
thereof years and years after we shall have passed off this
stage of aetion.

It is not right. So much has been said about giving away
none of the principal. The great trouble is, thongh, that the
thing which it is proposed 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 {s much greater than the principal, even as a
great forest which grew from one acorn is must greater than
the seed from which it sprapg.

The interest on thig 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 ecan scarcely believe the figures
after I have gone over them time and again. At 6 per cent for
this term of years the interest is more than thirty times 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 just a little. Bxperts tell us that the present worth of
what Italy is o pay us is 8$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 fignred just
a little more, and I invite those that may be interested to verify
my statement by a little appllcation 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 4 per cent per annum from the time she got the
money until this time, and the debt commission was now pro-
posing to cancel the whole blamed principal, the propoesition
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 wounld
be canceled, it would have been a much better proposition than
the one which we are asked to swallow.

Yet it is sald that the principal is saved. Yes; it is saved
for Italy, It is saved so that very little of it will ever be
geen by us or our children,

What caunsed this great scramble 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 principal would not
be ecanceled, either in whole or in part. The cry was, Save
the principal, even if yon 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
deciared 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, * * * Qur position has becn based on the conviction that
a moral obligation, such as was incurred, should not be disregarded.
We stand for settlement with all debtor countries similar in character
with our debt agreement with Great Britain,

Senator BurtoN, who was then 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 debis. My colleagne
from Georgia [Mr. Crise] was not on the debt commission 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 Britlsh 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 can
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 love 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.

Nearly every man who voted to stop the free-seed item of only
a few thousand dollars voted in a few days te spend many
times that amount in building a brldge across the Potomac
River, when there are already three bridges in and near Wash-
ington, and yet these people shout economy when they have
taken a package of garden seed from the farmers of the Nation
and from thelr wives and have made the little children under
stand that for the sake of economy if they want flower seed
they must buy them. Oh, what economy! These economlsts
voted the railroads large amounts of cash and yet voted the ex-
service men no money but only a cheap form of death benefit
They furnished the railroads money so that they could live;
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they said to the 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 when
there is an effort to appropriate a little money to pay for the
{)rlntiug of a few books on diseases of horses and cattle, and in

helr anguish of spirit they cry out to their friends to please
help them save the %reat 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 farmers, and yet there Is more real agony in the camp of
the so-calle& 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 caftle which will be printed for three years under the
item for this purpose as carried in the Agrieultural appro-
priation bill, and yet they complain bitterly over giving 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
years but for every day in the year and for a period of years
to last until our children and our children’s cﬁﬂdren will be
in the grave or tottering with old age. Some economy !

They say that Italy is poor and needy. What about the
poor old fathers and mothers 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? They 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?

There is another very interesting angle to this Ifallan 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 Ifaly is now heavily
indebted. 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 difficulf, though, in many to trace out the respective
rights of each and equally hard to ascertain just how each
is to be effected. 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 is all of us.

First, let us see just how much is owed, and to whom it is
owed, and also how cheap is the Ifalian Government to get off
in its dealings with the money of the immensely rich.

We are told In the hearings that the Italinn 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 Ital- 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
$33,600,000 and will pay for it during the first year of the loan
the commission and one year’s interest, amounting to $7,5600,000
on the whole item, or $3,750,000 on the new item. In other
words, Italy will pay the Internuational bankers over 85 per
cent for the new loan for one year, and during this same year
she will not pay 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 bill, 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 saved the principal. Blamed if I know
whether they are talking about sayving the prineipal 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 Iialy 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
pufting over this ontrageous 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
ghe has agreed to pay the J, P, Morgan & 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 small 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
Ttaly, 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 counld defeat not
only this Ifalian 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 fime, 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 Wall 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 Democ¢ratie 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 said 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 Congress 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 thelr
homes simply because they can not pay the interest on these
mortgages, and yet we are glving 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 demagogue
and worse than that would be called erazy 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
‘aslendid essay written by the late-lamented Senator Tom

atson, of Georgia, in which he so beautlfully plctured the
greatness of the farmers of the Nation and the utter depend-
ence of the rest of the coun on the farmers. After deserib-
ing in his inimitable way a utifully sunny spring day in
Georgla, Senator Watson sald:

On such a day, such a cloudless, radiant, flower-sweetened day, the
horseman glackens the reln as he rides through lanes and quiet flelds,
and he dares to dream that the children of God once loved each other.

On such a day one may dream that the time might come when they
would do so again.

Rein in the stop, here on this high hill. Look North, look East,
where the sun rises, look South, look West, where the sun sets—on all
sides the steady mule, the steady plowman, and the children dropping
corn.

Close the eye a moment and look at the picture fancy paints. Bvery
field In Georgla 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 children and see how the cheek of “the world would
blanche at the thought of famine.

Paralyze that plowman, and see how national bankruptey would
shatter every clty in the Union.

Dropping corn! A simple thing, you gay.

And yet, as those white seeds rattle down to the sod and hide away
for a season, it needs no pecullar 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 fleld ; 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 thwough those flelds thinking only of his hoarded
millions, nor would he ever startle himself with the thought that his
millions would melt away In mist, were those tiny hands never more
to be found dropping corn. The bondbolder, prond in all the security
of the untaxed recelver 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 bis bond would not
be worth the paper it is written on,

Great is the might of this Republic !—great in its schools, churches,
courts, legisiatures; 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 and wasted fields, strike
into idleness or death the plowman, his wife and his child, and what
becomes of the gorgeous structure whose foundatlon is his flelds?

Hait the food growers, and what becomes of your gold and its
“intrinsic value" ?

How much of your gold can you eat?

How many of your dlamonds will answer the need of a loaf?

But enough.

It is time to ride down the hill. The tinkle of the cowbell follows
the sinking sun—both on the way home.

S0, with many an unspoken thought, I ride homeward, thinking of
those who plant the corn.

And hard, indeed, would be the heart that knowlng what these people
do and bear and suffer, yet would not fashion this prayer to the favored
of the Republic: “ O rulers, lawmakers, soldlers, judges, bankers, mer-
chants, editors, lawyers, doctors, preachers, bondholders! Be not so
unmindful of the toil and misery of those who feed you!™

CLAITMS BY MEXICO FOR OCCUPATION OF VERA CRUZ (8. DOC, N0, 49)

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which was rvead snd,
with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on For-
elgn 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 oceupation of Vera
Cruz, Mexico, by American forees in 1914, which formed the
subject of a report made by the Secretary of Siate to the
President on February 4, 1924, and my message to the Congress
dated February 7, 1824, 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
thai the action recommended may receive favorable conslidera-
tion.

Carvin CooLInGE,

Tae WaITE Housg, February 6, 1926,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE,

The SPEAKER. On yesterday the Chair referred a mes-
sage of the President relating to the expenditure_za of the con-

.
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(tingent fund in the Statg Department to the Committee on
FForeign Affairs. Hm ? vised that the precedents for re%;—
lenco are to the Committes on Expenditures in the State

[partment. Wlthn‘glt objection it will be referred to

s e Com-
‘mittee on Expenditures in the State Department.

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as

follows
o Mr, Micueser (at the request of Mr. Mares), on ac-

count of illness.

To Mr. Araox, for to-day, on account of iliness.

ADJOURKMENT.

And then, on motion of Mr. AxtHoxY (at 4 o'clock and 20
minutes p. m.); the House adjourned until Monday, Feb-
ruary 8, 1926, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

AMr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for February 8, 1926, as reported to
the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE
(10.20 a. m.)
Appropriations for independent offices {sqbcommlttee}.
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COMMITTEE
(10.30 a. m.)

A bill to provide for the construction of a bridge to replace.

the bridge known as Chain Bridge, located in the District of
Columbia, and for other purposes (H. R. 4006) ; Subcommittee
on Streets, Highways, and Traffic.

A bill to abolish eapital punishment in the District of Co-
Jumbia (H. R. 349 and H. R. 4408) ; Subcommittee on Judiciary.
FOREIGN AFFAIES COMMITTEE
(10.15 a, m.)

Tor the acquisition or erection of American Government
buildings and embassy, legation, and consular buildings, and
for other purposes (H. R. 6771).

IMRIGATION AND RECLAMATION COMMITTEE
(10 a. m.)

To provide for the storage of the waters of the Pecos River
(H. R. 3862).

MILITARY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
(11 a. m.)

A Dill to establish a national military park at and near Fred-
ericksburg, Va., and to mark and preserve historical points con-
nected with the Battles of Fredericksburg, Spottsylvania Court
House, Wilderness, and Chancellorsville, including Salem
Chureh, Va. (H. R. 6756) ; Subcommittee 6.

RIVERS AND HARBORS COMMTTTEE
(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 AND POST ROADS COMMITTEE
(10 a. m.)

To regulate the manufacture, printing, and sale of envelopes
with postage stamps embossed thereon (H. R. 4478 and other
similar bills).

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
(10 a; m.)

Bills for changes in various judicial districts, place and time

of court sessions, and related subjects.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Und 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. %’Ifl]%'ﬁ mmittee on the T§rritori_es. R. 6573. A
bill to extend the time for the completion of the Alaska Anthra-
cite 0a ., apd for other pﬂ.rposea: without amendment
(Rept. No. 211). Referred to the Committee of i:ﬁle Whole
House gﬂhe state of the Union.

Mr. HAM : Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. aglza A
bill to punish counterfeiting of Governmept transportation re-
quests: with amendments (Rept. No. 212). Referred to the
House Calendar.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. MORROW: Committee on Claims. H. R. 537. A bill
for the relief of A. B. Ewing; without amendment (Rept. No,
213). Referred to the Commitiee of the Whole Honse.

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 Dbill for the relief of William D. McKeefrey ; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 215). Referred to the Committee of the
Wheole House,

Mr. REECE : Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 658. A
bill for the rellef of Harry Coventry; with an amendment
(Rept. No. 216). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House,

Mr, JOHNSON of Indiana: Committee on Military Affairs.
H. R. 3376. A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner; with-
cut amendment (Rept. No. 217). Referred to the Commiltee
of the Whole House.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re-
ferred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 712) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie
H. Elliott ; Committee on Pensions 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 clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introdnced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 8988) to amend an act of
February 11, 1924, entitled “An act to equip the United States
penitentiary, Leavenworth, Kang, for the manufacture of sw
plies for the use of the Government, for the compensation
prisoners for their labor, and for other purposes”; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. :

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 8989) amending subchapter §
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 Commissioners of the
District of Columbia): A bill (H. R. 8890) tc amend an act
entitled “An act to regulate the height of buildings in the Dis-
trict of Columbla,” approved June 1, 1910, as amended by an
act of Congress approved December 30, 1010; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia. .

By Mr. WOODRUM: A bill (H. R. 8091) 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 pnrchase of
a site and the erection of a public building at Aurora, Ind.; to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8093) for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a public building at Batesville, Ind.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Bull s and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. ) for the purchase of a site and the
erection of a public building at Franklln, Ind.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8995) 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. 8996) authorizing the pur-
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a national home for
goldiers and sailors of all wars; to the Committee on Publie
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. GREEN of Towa (by request): A bill (H. R. 8997)
to amend sectlons 2804 and 8402 of the Revised Statutes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8998) to establish in the
Treasury Department a burean of customs and a bureau of
prohibition, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 8099) to amend the act of

February 28, 1916, creating a Bureau of Efficlency; the act of
March 4, 1923, creating a Personnel Classification Board; and
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By hﬁq GON: A bill (H. R. 9000) providing for a mine
rescue station and eqt‘:lnpinment at Spadra, Ark.; to the Com-
niiftee on es and Mining.

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R, 9001) to amend the national
prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9002) to amend the national prohibition
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9003) to reduce night work in the Postal
Service; fo the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9004) to reduce night work in the Postal
Service ; to the Commiitee on the Post Office and Post Roads

By Mr. SINNOTT (by departmental request) : A bill (H. R.
9003) 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 cases, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on 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, and
operate bridges across the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers at
Cairo, Ill.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 9008) to validate payments
for commutation of quarters, heat, light, and of rental allow-
ances on account of dependents; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Virginin: A bill (H. R. 9009) to provide
for the acquisition of a site and the construction thereon of a
fireproof office building or buildings for the House of Repre-
gentatives; 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 Service of the United
States Army at San Antonio, Tex.; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9011) for additional construnction and for
improvements at Fort Sam Houston, Tex.; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KNUTSONXN: Resolution (II. 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 Means,

By Mr. CLAGUE: Resolution (H. Res. 123) 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. ANDRESEN: Resolution (H. RRes. 124) 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 Means,

By Mr. GOODWIN: Resolution (H. Res. 125) calling fipon
the United States Tariff Commission to immediately report to
the President of the United States its findings in the butter in-
vestigation ; 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 Unifed States its findings in the butter inves-
tigation ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WATRES: Resolution (H. Res. 127) requesting the
Secretary of Labor to meet with the representatives of the
United Mine Workers and the anthracite operators’ representa-
tives for the purpose of tendering his services as mediator; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ACKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9012) granting a pen-
gion to Anna F. Gourlay ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. 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 Igalid
Pensio;:}s. o Hill 9015) o

By Mr. HAWLEY: A (H. R. gran an iner
oPr peinsion to Mary A. Koerper; to the Gommittege onligm

ensions,
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By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H, R. 9018) granting a pen-

siog to Anto Lﬁgﬂn : to th Committee on Pensions.

ynﬁr, ?I*gﬁﬂ t A i}l (H. R. 9017) granting an increase
of pension to Martha A. MecIntire; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr, MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 9018) granting an in-
crease of pension to Martha L. E. Bromberg; to the Committee
on Invalld Pensions.

By Mr. MOONEY: A bill (H. R. 9019) for the relief of
Alling R. Majsh; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9020) granting
an increase of pension to Susan J. Hendrick ; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9021) granting an increase
of pension to Cathrine Martin; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9022) granting a pension to Jennie WV,
McDanield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9023) granting an increase of pension to
Mary M. Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 9024) grauting an increase
of pension to Eliza Tobin ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9025) granting an increase of penslon to
Mary E. Fenton Pulver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. THURSTON: A bill (H. R. 9026) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary J. Moore; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

.-\l_so,_n bill (H. R. 9027) granting an increase of pension to
Anunie B, Grissom ; to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mre WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9028) granting an
increase of pension to Eliza M. Sawyer: to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9029) granting a pension to Alice R.
Walter; fo 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. WYANT (by request) : A bill (H. R 9031) for the
relief of Sheindel, Morris, Zechari, and Frieda Clateman; fo
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr, ZIHLMAN: A bill (H, R. 9032) to change the name
of the frustee¢ of St. Josephs Male Orphans Asylum and amend
the act incorporating the same; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were
laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

88, By Mr. BARBOUR: Resolution of the Fish and Game
Commission of California urging the reflooding of Lower
Klamath Lake; to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla-
mation.

580. By Mr, W. T. FITZGERALD: Petition of Union Coun-
cil, No. 21, Daughters of America, Union City, Ind., request-
ing enactment of House bills 344 and 5583, providing for the
naturalization and deportation and registration of aliens; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

690. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of E. J. Reavey, legisla-
tive agent, Boston Lodge, No. 97, Brotherhood of Railway
Trainmen, Brockton, Mass., protesting 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, Massachusetts legisla-
tive representative, the Locomotive Firemen of Massachusetts,
protesting against proposed amendments to the Federal em-
ployees liability act; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

592, By Mr. 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 Preservers 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 name “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-

cles wh ed in [nterstate commerce; to the Com-
mittee %n ‘Ete afe and B‘tﬂ Commerce.
595. By Mr. SWING: Petitlon of the Riverside Chamber of

Commerce, opposing the anti-Federal aid for highways move-
ment; to the Committee on Roads.
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596. Also, petitlon of the Laguna Beach Chamber of Com-
merce, urging continuance of Federal-aid highway appropria-
tion from Congress and increase in California allotment; to
the Committee on Roads.

BOT. Also, petition of the California State Automobile Asso-
ciation, supporting continnation of Federal-aid appropriation
for interstate highways; to the Committee on Roads.

598, Also, petition of Charter No. 80, Hotel Greeters of
America, emphatically disapproving of the disallowance or dis-
continnance by the United States of America of the appro-
priation for good roads; to the Committee on Reads.

599, Also, petition of the Board of Supervisors of Riverside
Connty, Calif., requesting further appropriations for Federal
highway aid; to the Committee on Roads.

600. Also, petition of the Western States County Officials
Association, urging continuation of the granting of Federal aid
to the States in highway building; to the Committee on Roads.
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601. Also, petition of 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 Commitiee on Roads.

602. Also, petition of the Redlands Chamber of Commerce,
urging continuation of the present plan and poliey 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 Californla, unanimously indorsing the Federal-aid
road plan and asking for an increased appropriation of the
Federal aid from the present Congress; to the Committee on
Roads.

604. Also, petitlon of the Orange Community Chamber of
Commerce, urging continued Federal appropriations for ade-
?g:ata highway transportation facilities; to the Committee an

ds.
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