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5834. By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY ; Petition of John T. Bruns
and 61 other residents of Pana, Ill., urging passage of Senate
bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of
pension for Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee
on Pensions.

5835. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Resolution of the
‘Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Charleston, W. Va.,
urging Congress to enact a law providing for Federal supervi-
sion of motion pictures; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

5836. Also, resolution of the Woman's Christian Temperance
Union of South Charleston, W. Va., urging Congress to enact
a law providing for Federal supervision of motion pictures; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce

5837. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of citizens and residents of
the thirty-first congressional distriect of New York, protesting
against the United States entering the World Court; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5838. By Mr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by 81 citizens of
Columbus, Ohio, urging passage of House bill 2562, proposing
increased pension allowances for Spanish War veterans; to the
Committee on Pensions.

5839. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens
of Indiana County, Pa., in favor of increased rates of pension
for veterans of the war with Spain; to the Committee on
Pensions.

5840. By Mr. SWICK : Petition of the mayor and city council
of New Castle, Lawrence County, Pa., urging the enactment of
House Joint Resolution 167, directing the President of the
United States to proclaim October 11 of each year as General
Pulaski’s memorial day, for observance and commemoration of
the death of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

5841. Also, petition of Hadassah Chapter, New Castle, Pa.,
Mrs. Louis F. Kohn, president; Mrs. Harold E. Abkowitz,
secretary, opposing any change in the calendar which in any
way endangers the fixity of the Sabbath, and the participation
of the United States in any international conference for such
purpose unless the delegates thereto are instructed to oppose
such change; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5842, By Mr. WHITEHEAD : Petition of W. G. Shackelford
and others, of Henry County, Va., urging the enactment of
House bill 2562, for increase of pensions to Spanish-American
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

5843. By Mr. WHITTINGTON : Petition of Martin G. Mec-
Crail and 70 other citizens, to pass House bill 2562 and Senate
bill 476, to increase rates of pension to Spanish-American War
veterans; to the Commiitee on Pensions.

5844, By Mr. WILLIAMSON : Petition of L. C. Valle and 30
other residents of Hot Springs, 8. Dak., for the passage of legis-
lation on behalf of Spanish-American War veterans; to the
Committee on Pensions.

SENATE
WepNespaY, March 19, 1930
(Legislative day of Monday, January 6, 1930)
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m., on the expiration of the

Tecess.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes the considera-
tion of the unfinished business,

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate resumed consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to
provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries, to
encourage the industries of the United States, to protect Ameri-
can labor, and for other purposes.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senate reconsider the vote taken last night by which the
amendment to section 305 was concurred in, and I move that
subparagraph (b) of the amendment adopted in Committee of
the Whole be amended by substituting therefor the matter which
I send to the desk.

Mr, MOSES. Let it be reported,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that this is
to correct a parliamentary situation. Without objection, the
vote whereby the amendment made as in Committee of the
Whole was concurred in will be reconsidered. The provision
now submitted by the SBenator from Utah will be reported.

The LecisLaTive CLErk. 1t is proposed to amend the amend-
ment made as in Committee of the Whole by substituting there-
for the following :

(b) Penalty on Government officers: Any officer, agent, or em-
ployee of the Government of the United States who shall knowingly
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aid or abet any person engaged in any violation of any of the provisions
of law prohibiting importing, advertising, dealing in, exhibiting, or
sending or receiving by mail obscene or indecent publications or repre-
sentations, or books, pamphlets, papers, writings, advertisements, circu-
lars, prints, pictures, or drawings containing any matter advocating or
urging treason, or insurrection against the United States, or forcible
resistance to any law of the United States, or containing any threat
to take the life of or inflict bodily harm upon any person in the United
Btates, or means for preventing conception or procuring abortion, or
other articles of indecent or immoral use or tendency, shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall for every offense be punishable by a
fine of not more than $5,000, or by imprisonment at hard labor for not
more than 10 years, or both.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
to the amendment is agreed to. Without objection, the amend-
ment as amended is concurred in.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a gquorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen George Keyes Bhortridge
Ashurst Glass La Follette Simmons
Baird Glenn MeCulloch moot
Barkley Goft McKellar Steck
Bingham Goldsborough McMaster Steiwer
Black McNar; Stephens
Blaine Gmne Mete Sullivan
Blease rundy Moses Bwanson
Borah Hale Norris Thomas, Idaho
Bratton Harris ye Thomas, Okla.
Broussard Harrison Oddie Townsend
Capper Hatfield Overman Trammell
Caraway Hawes Patterson Tydings
Connally Hayden Phipps \"anﬁenbers
Copeland Hebert Pine ‘Wagner
Couzens Heflin Pittman ‘Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont.
Dale Johnson Robinson, Ind. Waterman
bin Jones Robsion, ky Watson

Fess Kean Schall Wheeler
Prazier Kendrick Sheppard

Mr. SHEPPARD. The junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kinc]
is necessarily detained from the Senate by illness. I will let
this announcement stand for the day.

I also desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinsox] and the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr, Reen], who are delegates from the United States to
the London Naval Conference.

Mr. SCHALL. My colleague [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is unavoidably
absent, I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to announce that my colleague the
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Brock] is necessarily de-
tained from the Senate by illness. I ask that this announce-
ment may stand for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Righty-three Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

5 EXPLANATION AND CORRECTION

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I notice in this morning's
Recorp, on page 5479, that the nomination of James A. Cobb
to be judge of the municipal court of the District of Columbia
was reported at the desk, and then the President pro tempore
said:

Without objection, the nomination is confirmed.

On the same page, at the top of the second column, appear
my remarks objecting to this nomination.

I also wish to send to the desk a telegram from Professor
Morse, of the University of South Carolina, in reference to a
quotation from him made yesterday by the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. WHaEELER], as found on page 5504 of yesterday’s
Recorp. I ask that the telegram may be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will
read, as requested.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

CoLumela, 8. C., March 18, 1930.
Senator CoLE. L. BLEASE,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.:

My poeition evidently misinterpreted. Do not approve unrestricted
censorship by ungualified persons, but am as strongly opposed as anyone
to importation and distribution of obscene books.

Josiax MogrsE,

WASHINGTON AIRPORT—RETRACTION OF H. E. YOUNG'S CHARGES

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I desire to make this
immediate, informal report to the Senate respecting certain
charges which were publicly made in the city of Washington
last Saturday night, and which, if true, would have impugned
the integrity of pending airport legislation and Senators con-
nected with it
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As reported in the Sunday newspapers Mr. H. E. Young,
representing the Iowa-Thomas Cirele Association, told a publie
meeting of the Federation of Citizens’ Associations that the
congressional Airport Commission’s recommendation of a site
was influenced by the fact that two United States Senators are
financially interested in the property intended to be purchased.
The prejudicial phrase, “ airport grab,” was accordingly used in
headlines in one Washington newspaper report. The whole
purport of all of these reports was to impute dishonesty to the
Airport Commission’s recommendation.

Monday afternoon these reports were brought to the floor
of the Senate by the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr,
BinaEAM], chairman of the Airport Commission, who not only
repudiated the insinuations but stated that the terms of the
proposed purchase preclude any possibility of “grab” or
“graft.” The terms speak for themselves in this respect.

As a member of the Airport Commission and as chairman of
the subeommittee of the District of Columbia Committee to
which the Airport Commission’s report has been referred, I
immediately told the Senate that Mr. Young would be given
immediate and insistent opportunity to prove or retract his
charges.

Within four hours thereafter Mr. Young was brought before
the subcommittee on subpeena. He immediately stated that all
of his information was second hand; that he had no intention
of impugning the motives of any Senator when he used it; but
he declined to give the committee the name of his informant
until he had an opportunity to consult counsel. The committee
gave him this opportunity.

This morning at 10 o'clock Mr. Young appeared with counsel
before the committee. He made a complete retraction. He
stated that the names which had been given him were names of

former Senators who are merely reputed to be stockholders in

one of these private airports which it is proposed to purchase
on an audited cost-plus basis. He stated that he erroneously
had thought these former Senators are still Members of this
body. He repudiated the interpretation put upon his Saturday
night remarks by the newspapers and expressed his apology for
any nunfortunate inferences which might have resulted
therefrom.

In the light of this unequivocal statement under oath the
committee felt it has no further interest in the pursmit of the
sources of Mr. Young's gossip.

I desire, however, to make these concluding observations.

First. The Airport Commission members—speaking at least
for myself and the Senator from Washington [Mr. JonNEs],
who conducted this week’s hearings—mever knew until this
week that even any ex-Senators were stockholders in any of
these private properties, and no remote criticism is entitled to
attach to them because of the fortuitous fact that they happen
to be such stockholders, if such is the fact. We do not know
that it is the fact, and we do not care,

Second. This episode is a shining example of the ugly ease
with which loose and groundless gossip can assassinate public
character and fatally undermine public confidence in the public
service. I dare to express the hope that there may be some
small measure of admonition in it to others in this community
and elsewhere who may find themselves tempted to indulge
themselves in this reprehensible and poisonous practice.
BPECULATION ON COTTON AND GRAIN EXCHANGES (8. DOC. NO. 116)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Secretary of Agriculture, in response to Senate
Resolution 218 (submitted by Mr. Herrin and agreed to February
26, 1930), relative to means for the prevention of harmful
speculations in cotton and wheat, which was referred to the
G&mtxzidttee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be
printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT Ilaid before the Senate resolutions of
Highland Council, No. 297, Junior Order United American Me-
chanics, of Hudson County, N. J., favoring the passage of legis-
lation to restrict immigration from countries of the Western
Hemisphere, and also the so-called Blease bill, providing for the
registration of aliens, etc, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Immigration. -

Mr. FRAZIER presented the petition of C. H. Roney, of
Oakes, and 105 other citizens, all in the State of North Dakota,
favoring certain changes in the administration of the Federal
farm loan act, which was referred to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark,
N. J., praying for the passage of legislation granting increased
pensions to veterans of the war with Spain, which was ordered
to lie on the table.
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Mr. SULLIVAN presented a resolution of the Lions' Club,
of Kemmerer, Wyo., favoring a more generous program of
national-forests highway road construction, which was referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. KENDRICK presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
the State of Wyoming, remonstrating against any revision of
the existing calendar unless a provision be included definitely
guaranteeing the preservation of the continuity of the weekly
cycle without the insertion of blank days, which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of sundry employees of the
Cheyenne (Wyo.) post office, praying for the passage of legis-
lation providing for a shorter Saturday workday and addi-
tional pay for postal employees as a reward for continuous
service, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads.

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry citi-
zens of the State of Wyoming, praying for the passage of legis-
lation granting increased pensions to veterans of the Spanish
‘War, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Palacios, Tex., praying for the passage of legislation granting
increased pensions to veterans of the war with Spain, which
was ordered to lie on the table. - &

JUDGE HARRY B. ANDERSON, WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE

Mr. MoKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp a telegram from Frayser Hinton, of Memphis,
Tenn., commander of the Tennessee Commandery, Military
Order of Foreign Wars of the United States, in reference to
Judge Harry B. Anderson, who has been charged with certain
matters. The commander asked me to place the telegrams be-
fore a committee, and as the Committee on the Judiciary has
charge of all matters relative to district judges I ask that it
be printed in the Recorp and referred to that committee.

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

MumrH1S, TENN., March 18, 1930,
Senator K. D. MCEKELLAR,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D, C.:

Resolutions passed by executive committee T
Military Order of Foreign Wars, March 18, 1930:

* Whereas the Tennessee Commandery, Military Order of Foreign
Wars, attention has been directed to certain allegations involving the
Hon. Harry B. Anderson, judge of the District Court of the United
States for the Western District of Tennessee; and

“ Whereas the said Harry B. Anderson is a man who answered the
call of his country to the colors in time of war, and an active member
of the American Legion and Tennessee Commandery, Military Order of
Foreign Wars; and

“ Whereas the said Harry B. Anderson enjoys the confldence, respect,
and love of all the ex-soldiers and citizens of the eity of Memphis who
have had the privilege of knowing him: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the T ee Commandery, Military Order of Foreign
Wars, That we hereby affirm our confidence in the integrity of the said
Harry B. Anderson asg judge of the United States District Court of the
Western District of Tennessee and as a private citizen of the State of
Tennessee ; be it further

“Resolved, That the commander of the Department of Tennessee, Mili-
tary Order of Foreign Wars, be directed to transmit coples of this reso-
lution to the President of the United States, to Senator K. D.
McEELLAR, and Congressman HUBERT FisHER, asking the latter gentle-
man to place sald resolution upon file with the proper commitiee in
Washington.

Commandery,

FraYser HINTON,
Commander Tennessee Commandery, Military Order of >
Forelgn Wars of the United States.

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE

Mr. KENDRICK, from the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred
the resolution (8. Res, 219) authorizing the Committee on the
Library to employ a special assistant clerk during the re-
mainder of the Seventy-first Congress, reported it without
amendment.

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS

As in open executive session,

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads, reported sundry post-offiee nominations, which were
placed on the Executive Calendar.

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re-
ported the nominations of sundry officers in the Army, which
were placed on the Executive Calendar.
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ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRESENTED

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that on to-day, March 19, 1930, that committee presented
to the President of the United States the following enrolled
joint resolutions:

8. J. Res. 17. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to receive for instruction at the United States Military
Academy at West Point Bey Mario Arosemena, a citizen of
Panama ; and

8.J. Res. 30. Joint resolution authorizing the use of tribal
moneys belonging to the Fort Berthold Indians of North Dakota
for certain purposes.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. ASHURST:

A bill (8. 8954) granting a pension to Jersha A. Allen; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McNARY :

A bill (S. 3955) to transfer certain lands to Ouachita
National Forest, Ark.; to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry.

A bill (8. 3956) to establish a laboratory for the study of
the criminal, dependent, and defective classes; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr, JONES:

A bill (8. 3957) for the relief of Lloyd Garretson Co.; and

A Dbill (8. 3958) for the relief of Grant A, McNeal; to the
Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 3959) to amend the act entitled “An act making
appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1917, and prior fiscal years, and for
other purposes,” approved April 17, 1917; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

By Mr. OVERMAN:

A bill (8. 3960) to provide for the extension of the boundary
limits of the proposed Great Smoky Mountains National Park,
the establishment of which is authorized by the act approved
May 22, 1926 (44 Stats. 616); to the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. WHEELER :

A bill (8. 3961) granting an increase of pension to Daniel
O'Reilly; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE :

A bill (8. 3962) for the relief of Dorothy R. Lewis; to the
Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 3963) granting to certain enlisted men of the Army
honorably discharged for disability the pay of retired warrant
officers ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HAWES:

A bill (8. 3965) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant
an easement to the Wabash Railway Co. over the St. Charles
Rifle Range, 8t. Louis County, Mo.; to the Commitiee on Com-
merce.

By Mr, DILL:

A Dbill (8. 3966) to provide for the immediate payment to
veterans of the amount of their adjusted service credit; to the
Committee on Finance.

By Mr. BRATTON:

A bill (8. 3967) for the relief of Joe 8. Duran; to the Com-
mittee on Finance,

By Mr. COPELAND :

A bill (8. 3968) for the relief of Allan MacRossie, jr.; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CAPPER: .

A bill (S. 3969) to provide for the further development of
vocational education in the several States and Territorieg, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr, NYE:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 155) to provide for the naming
of a prominent mountain or peak within the boundaries of
Mount McKinley National Park, Alaska, in honor of Carl Ben
Eielson ; to the Committee on Publiec Lands and Surveys.

AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT APPROPRIATION RILL

Mr, TYDINGS submitted an amendment providing an appro-
priation of $37,000 for grading and improving the roadway of
Rock Creek Park to the District line, intended to be proposed
by him to House bill 10813, the District of Columbia appropria-
tion bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL

Mr. COPELAND submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows:
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Paragraph 403, on page 118, strike out lines 15 to 23, inclusive,
and insert:

“PaRr, 403, Cedar commercially known as Spanish cedar, lignum-
vitae, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satin-
wood, and all cabinet woods (except teak), and Japanese white oak
and Japanese maple: In the form of veneers, 30 per cent ad valorem ;
in the form of sawed boards, planks, deals, and all other forms not fur-
ther manufactured than sawed, and flooring, 15 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr, CONNALLY submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows:

(Par. 320.) On page 72, line 11, strike out the figures “40" and
insert in lieu thereof the figures * 20," so as make the paragraph read :

“ Par. 320. Electric storage batteries and parts thereof, storage bat-
tery plates, and storage battery plate material, wholly or partly manu-
factured, all of the foregoing not specially provided for, 20 per cent
ad valorem.”

Mr. FLETCHER submitted amendments intended to be pro-
posed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, which
were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows:

(Par. 207.) On page 388, line 11, strike out *“$2.50" and insert
“ $8.75," 8o as to read “ china clay or kaolin, $3.75 per ton.”

On page 137, after the amendment agreed to as in Committee of the
Whole, in the item on avoeados, insert the following: * Provided, how-
ever, That no avocados shall be imported into the United States and/or
until they shall have a fat content of not less than 8 per cent by weight
by chemical analysis and all such imports shall be accompanied by a
sworn certifieate made by a competent chemist that each shipment has
been tested and contains not less than 8 per cent fat content by weight
by chemical analysis.”

(8ec. 316.) On page 3035, line 23, to strike out the perfod and Insert a
comma and “except in so far as said act of Congress permits or au-
thorizes the importation into the United States of avocados, or avocado
pears, known also as alligator pears and mangoes, free of duty and as
to these commodities this act shall govern.”

Mr. COPELAND submitted amendments intended to be pro-
posed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, which
were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows:

Paragraph 301, on page 56, beginning on line 15, after the comma,
strike out the words “ 72 cents per pound on the tungsten content In
excess of two-tenths of 1 per cent.”

Paragraph 368 (g), on page 108, line 17, insert after the word
“ taximeters,” the words *“ and watchmen's time detectors.”

Paragraph 389, on page 113, line 5, change the numerals from “ 30"
to * 20,

Paragraph 411, on page 121, line 3, insert before the numerals * 3314,"
the words “ §3 per pound and."

On page 127, line 7, insert a new paragraph as follows: “ Par. T101%45.
Swiss cheese and Gruyere, 11 cents per pound.”

Paragraph 501, on page 121, line 21, at the end of the paragraph insert
the following: * : Provided, That in the case of any of the foregoing
testing by the polariscope 98 sugar degrees or above, In lleu of the rate
caleulated as above, the rate per pound shall be the sum of (1) the rate
at 98 sugar degrees, calculated as above, plus (2) 0.625 of 1 eent.”

Paragraph 74814, on page 137, strike out this paragraph and place
avocadeos on the free list.

Paragraph 761, on page 140, line 22, after the word “ alfalfa,” change
the numeral to “4"; after the word *clover" change the numeral
“5" to “2"; and in line 25, after the word “ clover " change the nu-
meral *3” to “ 2.

Paragraph 773, on page 144, line 2, after the word “rolls" strike
out the words “soup tablets or cubes, and other soup preparations,
pastes, balls,”” and in line 7, after the word “pound" strike out the
period and insert a semicolon and the following: * vegetable extract,
soup-flavoring extract, and other soup preparations, in cubes, tablets,
balls, paste, liquid, or similar form, 15 cents per pound.”

Paragraph 909, on page 155, line 20, after the word * fabrics” strike
out down to and including the word * chenilles" on line 22, so that
the paragraph will read: “ Pile fabrics (including pile ribbons), cut
or uncut, whether or not the pile covers the entire surface, wholly or in
chief value of cotton, and all articles, finished or unfinished, made or
cut from such pile fabrics, 60 per cent ad valorem; if terry woven, 40
per cent ad valorem ; velvet ribbons, 50 per cent ad valorem.”

Paragraph 1021, on page 168, line 15, after the words * ad valorem ™
insert the words * floor coverings made of sponge rubber, 25 per cent
ad valorem.”

Paragraph 1211, on page 183, line 4, change the final period to a
comma and insert the words: “if Jaequard-figured, 75 per cent ad
valorem."”

‘Paragraph 1306, on page 1835, line 9, at the end of the paragraph,
insert the words: “ Provided, That all woven fabrics in the piece,
whether or not in chief value of rayon, shall be dutiable under this
paragraph, if mixed with silk and containing 15 per cent or more in
welght of rayon."

._-——_i
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Paragraph 1537 (b), on page 232, at the end of the paragraph,
insert the following: “but foregoing rates shall not apply to rubber-
sponge material in block form approximately 120 millimeters by 80
millimeters by 35 millimeters (these measurements to vary within eom-
mercial lmits) for the manufacture of soap dishes in assorted colors
other than orange or red.”

Paragraph 1545, on page 235, line 12, change the numerals to * 15.”

Paragraph 1554, on page 241, line 1, change the rate to 50 per cent
ad valorem.

Paragraph 1628, on page 249, line 17, after the word '‘article,”
insert the words “ except Bwedish bread.”

Paragraph 1812, on page 279, line 7, strike out the words in the
parenthesis, namely: “ except rugs and carpets made after the year
1700.

MIRIAM E. DINGLEY

Mr. SMOOT submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 240),
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Continent Expenses of the Senate:

Resgolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized and
directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Benate to Miriam R.
Dingley, widow of Edward Nelson Dingley, late the expert for the
majority of the Committee on Finance, a sum egual to six months’
compensation at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his
death, said sum to be considered inclusive of funeral expenses and all
other allowances.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES AND APPROVAL

Messages in writing were communicated to the Senate from
the President of the United States, by Mr. Latta, one of his
secretaries, who also announced that on March 12, 1930, the
President approved and signed the aet (8. 2093) for the relief
of the State of Alabama for damage to and destruction of roads
and bridges by floods in 1929.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res,
205) to provide for the expenses of participation by the United
States in the International Fur Trade Exhibition and Congress
to be held in Germany in 1930.

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the following enrolled bill and joint resolution,
and they were signed by the Vice President:

8.3579. An act authorizing a per capita payment to the Sho-
shone and Arapahoe Indians; and

H. J. Res. 205. Joint resolution to provide for the expenses
of participation by the United States in the International Fur
Trade Exhibition and Congress to be held in Germany in 1930,

EEPORT ON UTILITY CORPORATIONS

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, a few days ago
there came to the Senate the usual monthly interim report from
the Federal Trade Commission, investigating the activities of
public wutilities. In accordance with the order of the Senate
heretofore made this report should be published as a public
document; but, as it is very brief, I ask that it may be ineor-
porated in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION,
Washington, March I7, 1930,
Dear Sm: I have the honor to submit herewith the twenty-first
interim report of the Federal Trade Commission for filing with the
Secretary of the Senate, pursuant to Senate Resolution No, 83, Seven-
tieth Congress, first session, in the matter of investigation of utility
corporations.
By direction of the commission.
GARLAND 8, FERGUSON, Chairman.
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE,
Washington, D, C.
FEDERAL TrADE COMMISSION,
Washington, March 15, 1930,
To the Benate of the United Btates: .
Pursuant to the direction of the Senate in Senate Resolution 83,
Seventieth Congress, first session (approved February 15, 1028), re-
garding the investigation of certain electric power and gas utilities
companies, that this commission * report to the Benate within each
30 days after the passage of the resolution and finally on the com-
pletion of the investigation ™ upon the matters specified in the resolu-
tion, and that it transmit therewith the stenographic report of the
evidence taken, this twenty-first interim report is respectfully submitted.
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During the month following the last interim report work of the commis-
slon’s examiners has continued at the offices of six holding companies
and six operating companies, chiefly in connection with the finaneial
aspects of their business but covering also questions of intercompany
relations and control, etc.

Since the date of the last interim report public hearings as to the
American Gas & Electric Co. and its subsidiary and assoclated com-
panies were begun and completed. The American Gas & Eleetric Co.
is a management as well as holding company, and its system embraces
10 subsidiary operating utility companies operating in nine States.
The operation of eight of these utility companies is connected by a
main transmission line running northwest from the southern line of
Virginia to points in southern Michigan, with branch lines into Ten-
nessee and Kentucky, and with two detached operations in Pennsylvania
and New Jersey,

The hearings covered chiefly the financial and management aspects
of the American Gas & Electric group, including (1) growth of capital
assets and capital labilities; (2) the issues of securities and the pro-
ceeds and expenses of such issues; (3) the extent of interest of the
holding company in subsidiary public utilities and other companies and
their relations with each other; (4) the services furnished to the publie-
utility companies by the holding company or associated companies, and
the earnings and expenses connected therewith; (5) the advantages or
disadvantages of holding companies; (6) their activities with respect
to municipal ownership, and other matters specified in the Senate
Resolution 83.

The hearings occupied 12 days, the first being on February 24, 1930,
the final hearing being concluded late yesterday afternoon, March 14,
1930, Six examiners of the Federal Trade Commission were called as
witnesses, Including public-utility experts and accountants, 11 officials
of the American Gas & Electric group of companies, and 2 other per-
sons formerly connected with their affairs.

The transcript of the record and the exhibits relevant thereto will be
transmitted as soon as the necessary verification of the transcript of
the record and the preparation of the exhibits can be taken eare of.

Public hearings will be resumed, it is planned, in a short time, and
will involve the examination of another of the importan™ holding and
management groups. The commission expects to allow the pertinent
accounting statements prepared by its examiners to be reviewed by
the companies’ representatives in order to hear objections as to any
matters of fact and thus to obviate unnecessary disputes in the hear-
ings as to the results shown on the books and records. This procedure
is economical of time in the long run, but involves an intermission be-
tween the hearings for different groups of companies.

By direction of the ecommission.

GARLAND 8. FERGUSON, Jr., Chairman.

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667)
to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries,
to encourage the industries of the United States, to protect
American labor, and for other purposes.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon will
state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. McNARY. I am curious to know if, at any time during
the discussion of the tariff bill, the Senate has entered into a
unanimous-consent agreement to take up the various items
schedule by schedule? At least, I know there has been a sort
of an understanding that that would be the procedure.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no such agreement as to
individual amendments.

Mr. McNARY. I am suore that our program has been fash-
ioned upon that theory. It occurs to me, Mr. President, in full
fairness to Members of this body, we should follow some logieal
procedure and practice. If a Senator has other duties to per-
form than to be in his seat in the Senate, it is well for him to be
advised about when a schedule will come up and as to the
order of procedure; otherwise, he might be detained at his office
or in some other line of work, and be precluded from present-
ing an amendment. If we are to take up the amendments that
now remain in a slip-shod, hop-and-skip, catch-as-catch-can
fashion, without anyone knowing the order to be followed, if
we shall jump from the free list to Schedule 1, there may be no
opportunity given to Senators who.may be temporarily absent
to prepare and present logically amendments in which they
may be interested. I should like to have some orderly method
of procedure. I am curious to know if we are going to embark
on a new policy entirely without order or method. As I under-
stand, the Senator from Utah has rather entered into an oral
agreement with the Senator from Oklahoma to take up the oil
item. Of course, the Senator from Utah has that right.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, President, will the Sen-
ator from Oregon yield to me?

The VICE PRESIDENT., Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?
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Mr, McNARY. Just a moment. I am not complaining about
it ; probably it is all right; but if we are going to start in that
fashion, where will be the end?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. McNARY. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator will remember that last evening
I did make the statement on the floor that I was going to ask
unanimous consent that individual amendments be offered, be-
ginning with Schedule 1, that that schedule should be com-
pleted, and that we should then proceed to consider the re-
maining schedules in order until we were through with the
bill. The object I had in view is that which the Senator has
now expressed. I think that is the proper way to proceed.

The question arose last night as to whether we would take
the oil item up to-day, but there was then no definite under-
standing about it, as I remember. I did say, however, that
I thought perhaps it would be well to dispose of the oil and
lumber items before unanimous consent in regard to the con-
sideration of individual amendments was asked. I would pre-
fer, so far as I am concerned, to begin with Schedule 1 and
go through the bill, schedule by schedule, in the way which has
been suggested by the Senator from Oregon this morning.

Mr. DILL. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. McNARY. I yield.

Mr, DILL. I want to know what there is about the oil item
that makes it different from other items? Why can not all
items come up in the regular way? Why can not this bill be
taken up in an orderly manner, and let lumber and oil come
up when they are properly reached, instead of specially singling
them out?

Mr. SMOOT. I would be perfectly satisfied to follow that
course, but I was seeking to conform my action to what I
understood to be the wishes of the Senators interested in those
items.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President——

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. McNARY. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Senator from Oregon just
made a statement that there is an oral understanding between
the Senator from Utah and myself. That is the way rumors
get started. There is no such agreement.

Last night the Senator from Utah, the chairman of the com-
mittee, suggested that he would like to take up oil and lumber
and get them out of the way first. Following that suggestion,
I notified the Senate that I would be ready this morning at
11 o'clock to present my oil amendment, and I am now ready
to do so.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I make no objection to the
understanding had between the two eminent Senators; it is
perfectly proper. I do not want to molest that understanding;
if I had an understanding I would go through with if, and I
expect the Senator from Utah to do so. I have no complaint
to offer; I am merely speaking about what I believe to be a
logical and businesslike way of disposing of the remaining
amendments,

Mr, SMOOT. I had in mind that oil would come in the first
schedule, anyway, and I did not see why it should not be taken
up first.

Mr. McNARY. I am not questioning where oil comes; I do
not care where it comes,

Mr. SMOOT. I did not see why the oil amendment should
not be taken up this morning, because of the fact that it does
fall in Schedule 1, and it would come in order at this time if I
made the request for unanimous consent to which I have
referred.

Mr. President, I now ask unanimous eonsent that in the
presentation of individual amendments to the bill we begin
with Schedule 1, complete amendments to that schedule, then
proceed to Schedule 2, and when that is completed we proceed
to Schedules 3, 4, and so forth, until the bill shall have been
completed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. BLEASHE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena-
tor if he would object to taking a vote on my amendment to
the cement item, so that we could get that out of the way?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will say that the amend-
ment in regard to cement offered by the Senator from South
Carolina is entifled to be considered before the other amend-
ments are reached. It is next in order. Is there objection to
the request of the Senator from Utah?
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Mr. DILL. Mr, President, let us have an understanding
about it. If, when Schedule 1 is completed, we take up Sched-
ule 2, and then Schedule 3 and Schedule 4, and so forth, when
the bill shall have been completed in that way, will Senators be
precluded from going back and offering amendments if they
weni :;ot here or if they decide they should like to offer amend-
ments

Mr. SMOOT. Under the unanimous consent as suggested, I
should think so.

Mr. DILL. Then I would have to object to such an agree-
ment. Senators might have to be out of the Chamber when
the schedule was finally adopted, and they would have no op-
portunity thereafter to offer amendments to it.

Mr. SMOOT. They ought to be here when the schedules are
reached. I think that every Senator has been given every
chance to offer amendments both as in Committee of the Whole
and in the Senate.

Mr. DILL. I see no reason why we can not provide for
taking up the amendments in order, and then if at the end of
the bill any Senator should desire to offer an amendment to
any schedule that he should have an opportunity to do so. I
do not think we ought to cut off Senators who may happen to
be out of the Chamber at the time a particular schedule shall
have been completed.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena-
tor fronr Utah a question. Suppose we go to the free list and
take an article off the free list, and then we want to go back
and put the item on the dutiable list; in the event action of
that kind were taken, it would be necessary to go back to the
dutiable list and put the item in the proper schedule.

Mr. SMOOT. I am going to make a request to take care of
that situation, if the unanimous-consent agreement shall be
entered into, so as to provide that if in Schedule 1 an item
shall be taken from the dutiable list and put upon the free
list, the action of putting it upon the free list may be taken
at the same time automatically; and, in like manner, if an
item shall be taken from the free list and put on the dutiable
list.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Regular order!

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is considera-
tion of the amendnrent offered by the Senator from South
Carolina to the amendment agreed to as in Committee of the
Whole relative to cement.

Mr, SMOOT. I am prepared to aceept the suggestion of the
Senator from Washington [Mr. Diin] and renew my request
for unanimous consent so that we may provide a regular order
of procedure. Then Senators, at least, will know when the
various items are coming up. So I accept the suggestion of the
Senator from Washington.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator fromr Utah for unanimous consent?

Mr. McKELLAR. 1 ask that the request be stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Utah re-
peat his request for unanimous consent?

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that in the further
congideration of the pending bill for individual amendments we
begin with Schedule 1, continue its consideration until completed,
that then we shall proceed with the consideration of Schedule 2,
and after that is completed we shall proceed in like manner to
consider the remaining schedules in their order until the bill
shall have been completed. Furthermore, in accordance with
the suggestion made by the Senator from Washington [Mr.
Dirs], I ask that when the bill shall have been completed in
that way, any Senator who has been absent when any of the
schedules were considered may have the right to offer individual
amendments to the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. JOHNSON. I object to any such procedure. If we are
going to inaugurate an orderly procedure, let us follow it to
the end. To say that at the conclusion of the bill, after we
have completed the schedules, any Senator may thereafter offer
individual amendments, is not to proceed in that fashion at all.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from California ob-
jects.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, if I can get the ear of the
Senator from Utah I should now like to make a suggestion to
him. We are about to begin the consideration of individual
amendments, and I was going to ask the Senator from Utah if
he would not submit a unanimous-consent request for limita-
tion of debate upon individual amendments, If a greater time for
debate is desired on the lumber and oil amendments and on the
amendment the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] is going
to offer, which is of some importance, let ns make an exception
in those three cases, but let us try to get a limitation of debate
80 that we can wind up this bill within some reasonable time.
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Mr. SMOOT. I indorse the suggestion made by the Senator
from Mississippi, but I wondered whether we could reach
such an understanding at this time until the oil amendment was
out of the way.

Mr. HARRISON. The trouble is that the Senator has not
made such a request, but has said *“let us wait,” and, if be
shall wait, we will talk about seven hours here upon the oil
proposition, and then we may not get an agreement. I desire to
submit a unanimous-consent request, Mr. President.

Mr. SMOOT. I will submit such a request at the present
time.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I rise to a
point of order. Is not a request for unanimous consent now
pending?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was objected to.

Mr, SMOOT. The Senator from California [Mr, JorNSON]
objected.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent that, with the ex-
ception of the lumber and oil amendments and the amendment
to be offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nogrris], each
Senator be limited to not more than 10 minutes on any amend-
ment offered.

Mr. SMOOT. I hope that request will be granted.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I regret that I have to object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made.

Mr. HARRISON. I will inguire of the Senator from Nevada
is there some other exception he desires to have made? If so,
let us make that exception.

Mr, SMOOT. Does the Senator from Nevada want to make
an exception of the silver amendment?

Mr. PITTMAN. Yes.

Mr. HARRISON. Very well, I will include silver in the
exceptions.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. NYB. I inquire if the proposed agreement includes all
amendments that may be proposed,

Mr. SMOOT. It includes them all outside of the ones ex-
cepted.

Mr. NYE. What are the ones excepted?

Mr. HARRISON. The amendments excepted are those relat-
ing to lumber, oil, silver, and the amendment to be offered by
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris].

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The Secretary will state the pending amendment.

The Cmier CLErx. On page 252, after line 21, in the amend-
ment heretofore adopted as in Committee of the Whole, the
Senator from South Carolina proposes to insert the following:

Imported by or for the use of, or for sale to, a State, county, parish,
city, town, municipality, or political subdivision of government thereof,
for public purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from South Carolina to the
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. HALE., Mr. President, may the amendment be stated
again?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be restated;
and the Senate will please be in order, so that it will not be
necessary to state amendments twice,

The Chief Clerk restated the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE] to
the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the yeas and nays,

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll

Mr. BLEASE (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. WaArcorr]; but he
informed me that on this amendment he would vote as I shall
vote. Therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote “ yea.”

Mr, GOULD (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixc], and therefore
withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote “nay.”

Mr. JOHNSON (when his name was called). Upon this ques-
tion I am paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
Norpeck]; but inasmuch as both of us would vote in like
fashion, I cast my vote “ yea.”

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I again an-
nounce my general pair with the senior Senator from Illinois
[Mr. Dexeen]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Florida
[Mr. FLErcaEr] and will vote. I vote “ yea.”
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Mr. SCHALL (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD'S name was called). My
colleague [Mr. SHIPsTEAD] is unavoidably absent. I ask that
this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). On
this question I have a pair with the Senator from lowa [Mr.
BrooxHART]. If he were present he wounld vote “yea,” and if
I were at liberty to vote I ghould vote “ nay.”

Mr., WATSON (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SyrTH]
to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hastines] and will vote.
I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 transfer my pair with the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. Grirerr] to the Senator from South Dakota
[Mr. Nomseck] and will vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTHE. I desire to announce that the senior
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHiesTEAD] is unavoeidably absent.
He is paired with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr,
Brock]. If the senior Senator from Minnesota were present he
would vote “yea.”

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, President, I think there is some mis-
understanding about the vote of my colleagne [Mr. WaLcorr].
He had a pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
Breasg]. I understand that in view of the fact that this amend-
ment is offered by the Senator from South Carolina, my col-
league released him from the pair. If my colleague were present
he would vote “nay,” but the Senator from South Carolina is
released from the pair.

Mr. BLEASH. My understanding was that the Senator would
vote as I have voted on this particular amendment. I may have
misunderstood him, but that was my understanding.

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. I transfer my pair to the junior
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Warcorr] and will vote. I
vote “nay.”

Mr. HARRISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Has
the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNarY] voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That Senator has not voted.

Mr. HARRISON. I have a pair with the senior Senator from
Oregon and therefore withdraw my vote. If at liberty to vote,
I should vote * yea.”

Mr, KEAN (after having voted in the negative). I desire to
change my vote from “nay” to “ yea.”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce that the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr, Reep] has a general pair with the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr, RoBiNsoN].

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 37, as follows:

YEAS—42
Allen Cutting Johnson Steck
Ashurst Din Kean Stepheng
Barkley Frazier Kendrick Swanson
Black George La Follette Thomas, Okla.
Blaine Glass McMaster Trammell
Blease Glenn Norris ‘T‘;’dlngs
Borah Harris Nye alsh, Mass.
Bratton Hawes Overman Walsh, Mont,
Capper Hayden Schall Wheeler
Caraway Heflin Sheppard
Connally Howell Bimmons
NAYS—3T
Baird Grundy Oddie Sullivan
Bingham Hale Patterson Thomas, Idaho
Broussard Hatfield Phipps Townsend
Copeland Hebert Pine Vandenberg
Couzens Jones Ransdell Wafner
le Keyes Robinson, Ind. Waterman
McCulloch Robsion, Ky, Watson
Goft McKellar Shortridge
Goldsborough Metealf Smoot
Greene Moses Steiwer
NOT VOTING—17
Brock Gould Norbeck Bmith
Brookhart Harrison Pittman Walcott
Deneen Hastings Reed
Fletcher Kh}§ Robinson, Ark.
Gillett McNary Shipstead

So Mr. Biease's amendment to the amendment made as in
Committee of the Whole was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on concurring
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as
amended.

Mr. KEAN. Mr, President, I give notlce that I shall move
for a reconsideration of the vote.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator enters his motion,

Mr., HARRISON. Mr, President, what was the motion made
by the Senator from New Jersey?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator entered a motion to
reconsider.

Mr. KEAN. Not now, Mr. President.
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Mr. HARRISON. I move—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated that the motion
had been entered. Let the Senate be in order. All Senators
will please take their seats.

Mr. BLEASH. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will not answer a par-
liamentary inquiry until the Senafte is in order. [After a pause.]
The Senator will State his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. BLEASE. Did the Senator give notice of a motion or
did he make a motion?

The VICE PRESIDENT. He entered his motion.

Mr. BLEASE. I move to lay the motion on the table.

Mr. KEAN. I said I would enter the motion at the proper
time

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Then the motion has mot been
entered.
Mr. BLEASE. I move to reconsider the vote by which my

amendment was agreed to, and move to lay that motion on
the table.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to
lay on the table the motion to reconsider.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, a point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point
of order.

Mr. JONES. The Senator from South Carolina could not
make a motion to reconsider.

Mr. BLEASE. Yes, I could.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator made the motion, and
moved to lay that motion on the table. That motion is not de-
batable. The yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Secre-
tary will call the roll.

Mr. TYDINGS. A parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his inquiry.

Mr. TYDINGS. In order fo set myself straight, I desire to
propound this inquiry: If there is a motion to reconsider, fol-
lowed by a motion immediately to lay that motion on the table,
would not that have the parliamentary effect of killing every-
thing that has just been done?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Only the reconsideration of the
vote, that is all.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will not the
Chair state the pending question?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE and Mr. JOHNSON addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on a mo-
tion to table a motion to reconsider.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, may I suggest to the
Senator from South Carolina that he withdraw his motion to
lay the motion to reconsider on the table? There are many
Senators who hesitate to vote to lay a motion to reconsider on
the table—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable.

Mr. LA FOLLETTH. I am asking the Senator if he will not
withdraw his motion for the moment.

Mr., JOHNSON. Mr. President, I unite in that request.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is not debatable.

Mr. ASHURST. Let the roll be called.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I again trans-
fer my pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN]
to the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLeEToHER] and vote
" ”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD'S name was called).
I desire to announce that the senior Senator from Minnesota has
a pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Broox].

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and transfer as on the last
vote, I vote “yea.”

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). I have
a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BrookHART]. I
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
Warcorr] and vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SyirH]
t‘o the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HasTings] and vote
* na}-'"

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. FESS. I desire to announece the following general pairs:

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Gourp] with the Senator from
Utah [Mr. K1xg] ; and

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINsoN].

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 54, as follows:
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YEAS—27
Allen Connally Kendrick Stephens
Ashurst George McMaster Swanson
Barkley Glass Norris Thomas, Okla.
Blaine Harris Nye Tydings
Blease Harrison Overman Whalsh, Mass,
Capper Hawes Schall Walsh, Mont,
Caraway Hayden Simmons
NAYS—54

Baird Goft MeCulloch Smoot
Bingham Goldsborough McKellar Steck
Black Greene McNary Steiwer
Borah Grundy Metealf Sullivan
Bratton Hale Moses Thomas, Idaho
Broussard Hatfield Oddie Townsend
Copeland Hebert Patterson Trammell
Couzens Heflin Phipps Vandenberg
Cutting Howell Pine Wagner
Dale Johnson Rangdell Waterman
Dill Jones Robinson, Ind. Watson
Fess Kean Robsion, Ky. Wheeler
Frazier Keyes Sheppard
Glenn La Follette Shortridge

NOT VOTING—15
Brock Gillett Norbeck Shipstead
Brookhart Gould Pittman Smith
Deneen Hastings d Walcott
Fletcher King Robinson, Ark.

Elo the Senate refused to lay the motion to reconsider on the
table.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now is on reconsider-
ing the vote whereby the amendment was agreed fo.

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

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that matter is debatable, is it not?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is debatable.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, a situation has just arisen
which I have never seen arise before, and I desire to ask the
Chair whether, when a Senator gives noticé of his intention to
enter a motion to reconsider, and then another Senator, who
was also in the majority, moves to reconsider, it does away
with the right of the first-named Senator to offer his motion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There can be only one motion made
to reconsider.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I was about to ask the guestion
the Senator from Connecticut has propounded.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, a Senator’s intention to
offer a motion to reconsider can not preclude another Senator
from making the motion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has ruled. The ques-
tion is on the motion to reconsider.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator
from South Carolina if he will not withdraw his motion, in view
of the fact that the Senator from New Jersey had previously
given notice of his intention to enter such a motion.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, this amendment has been here
since the 8th day of September. It has been whipped in and
whipped out, and whipped around, as a Senator sitting near
me suggests, until I am tired waiting for action on it. If the
Senate wants to kill it, let it kill it, but I want to have it settled
one way or the other, and I shall not withdraw my motion.

Mr. BRATTON. DMr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BRATTON. May I ask the Chair whether the Senator
from New Jersey voted with the prevailing or the losing side?

The VICE PRESIDENT. He voted with the prevailing side.

Mr. KEAN. I voted with the prevailing side.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has answered the ques-
tion. The yeas and nays have been requested. Is there a see-
ond?

Mr. HALE. The motion is debatable, is it not?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated that it is
debatable.

Mr. HALE. The Senator from New Jersey arose to address
the Senate, and I yield to him.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey
yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. KEAN. I yield.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that de-
bate upon the motion to reconsider be limited to 10 minutes for
each Senator, and that no Senator be allowed to speak more
than once.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?
hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, in regard to this amendment, it
seems to me that if the amendment is agreed to, we might have
a similar amendment affecting beef, or anything that goes into
public consumption; that the hospitals and public institutions
might likewise demand that everything they bought should come

The Chair
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in free of duty. The corporations which make cement, and the
corporations which make other articles, are the people of the
United States who pay the taxes, and they are entitled, since
they pay the taxes, to have their goods consumed by the people
who spend their money. The cement companies pay taxes in
almost every State in the Union.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey
yield to the Senator from Arizona?

Mr. KEAN. I yield.

Mr. HAYDEN. Would it not be perfectly natural for the
State authorities to give preference to their taxpayers in the
purchase of cement?

Mr. KEAN. I agree to that; surely.

Mr. HAYDEN. In that event, the enactment of this legisla-
tion would serve only one useful purpose—that is, if the pro-
ducers of cement tried to extort too high a price from the State
the State could have recourse to the necessary importations.

Mr. KEAN. The trouble with that is that the importers of
cement will bring in their cement at a little lower price. The
law in almost every State requires that the State or the public
institntions buying any goods shall buy from the lowest bidder,
whether his bid is one cent or one dollar, or any other amount,
under the next highest bid.

Mr. HAYDEN. If the Senator will yield further, the almost
universal specification is not that the contract shall go to the
lowest bidder, but to the lowest and best bidder, which allows a
certain amount of discretion. I know it is the almost universal
rule for States and counties to give preference to their taxpayers
in the purchase of goods. It seems to me there is very little

danger—

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I yielded only for a question.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey de-
clines to yield further.

Mr. KEAN. In addition to that, there is not a country in
the world that to-day is not urging its people to exclude foreign
products and buy from their own citizens. England is doing it.
Belgium is building 400 miles of cement road, specifying that
no cement shall be used in those roads except cement that is
made in Belgium. Japan is doing the same thing. Hvery other
nation in the world except the United States is urging that all
the products of the country shall be used in that country. This
amendment is taking away the rights of the American people
and the rights of the American workingman and trying to give
them to somebody on the other side of the world. In other
words, it is proposed to take bread out of the mouths of Ameri-
ecan workingmen and give it to foreigners.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr., President, I would like to give the
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Krax] an example of what re-
cently occurred in my own State. We are building roads there—
magnificent roads. The commissioner of highways asked for
bids from the cement trusts here in this country, and they
were excessively high. He tried to get them to reduce their bids,
but could not do so. He told them then that he would have
to purchase the cement from Belgium, which he finally did at
a saving of several thousand dollars. After he had ordered the
cement from Belgium the domestic cement people came to him
and tried to get him to order from them by reducing their bids,
That is an example of what happened in my State, and it is
what will happen in other States if we leave it to a Cement
Trust here to make these high bids to municipalities.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I want to add just a word to
the testimony given by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
OveEeMAN]. The other day the Senator from West Virginia
[Mr, Harrierp] stated that the cement industry of West Vir-
ginia was being crushed by foreign competition. Within five
days after the Senator had pleaded for the cement industry of
West Virginia, the State of West Virginia set a certain day for
the letting of contracts for public buildings, and the day before
those contracts were to be let the cement companies of West
Virginia raised the price of cement. The authorities of West
Virginia protested against the unwarranted action of the
Cement Trust in arbitrarily raising the price of cement one day
before the State was to enter into contracts for public
buildings.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, confirming what the Senator
from South Dakota just stated, the building which was to be
constructed in West Virginia, as I understand it, was an addi-
tion to the penitentiary. The cement makers got together and
raised the price 30 cents a barrel. As a result of that action the
present auditor of the State of West Virginia within the last
two weeks has recommended that West Virginia bnild a cement
plant of its own in order to circumvent any such action as that
in the future.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. McMasTeER] put words in my mouth which I did
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not utter. I did not say that the foreign cement industry was
crushing the cement industry of West Virginia. The Senator
asked me the question whether or not the cement industry in
West Virginia would be helped by the adoption of a tariff on
cement. I replied that it would indirectly, not necessarily,
because West Virginia would be able to ship her cement out of
the State and thus have a larger market, but because the cement
industry generally throughout the country would be better off
if we sold more domestic cement for use in the construction of
our roads and to our own people, instead of having it shipped
in from Europe and sold to our domestic consumers.

So far as West Virginia is concerned, so far as her rates are
concerned, the increase in the rate that was made on cement by
the American producers was made effective last fall and not, as
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BarkieY] stated, only a few
weeks ago or just before the contracts were to be let.

For the information of the Senator from Kentucky, who deals
with American industries rather loosely in so far as tariff effi-
clency goes, I wish to say that the State of West Virginia has
expended more than $100,000,000 on her roads. She is letting
contracts to-day and to-morrow and possibly next week, and
when she does it she will be able to take care of her own pur-
chases, and it will not be necessary for the Senator from Ken-
tucky to deal with the economiec phase of the industries of West
Virginia.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, T am not attempting to deal
with the industries of West Virginia, certainly not so long as
they have such an able representative here as my friend from
that State who has just spoken.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will have to remind Sen-
ators that under the unanimous-consent agreement entered into
each Senator is limited to one speech on the pending question.

Mr. BARELEY. I thought I was asking the Senator from
;Vest Virginia a question. I did not know he had yielded the

0OT.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not know what proportion of
the cement that comes into this country is used by counties,
parishes, cities, towns, municipalities, or political subdivisions
of the Government, but I imagine it is a very considerable ma-
jority of the whole amount of cement that is used in this coun-
try. Obviously, if the duty is taken off or is changed according
to the terms of the amendment of the Senator from South
?v;lﬁo]fmi!ll. [Mr. Breasg], the whole purpose of a duty on cement

a

One of the arguments that was made against a duty on cement
was that the farmer uses cement and that he would be better
off if cement were left on the free list. The only person ap-
parently who is not exempted by the proposed amendment of the
Senator from South Carolina is the farmer. He will have to
pay a higher price for his cement if, as the proponents of the
proposition state, the price of cement will be raised by the duty.
I do not think the price of cement will be raised at all by the
duty as far as the country at large is concerned. It will un-
doubtedly affect us on the eastern and western coasts of the
country.

Mr. McMASTER Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield
to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. HALE. T yield.

Mr., McMASTER. If the duty on cement will not raise the
price, why does the Senator from Maine object to it, because
tl;tia l?ocal companies will be able to furnish it at the regular
price

Mr. HALE. I have said that the country at large would not
be affected, but on the seaboard undoubtedly it would affect the
price of cement.

I do not want to weary the Senate, but I have already brought
up the case of the cement works which we have in Maine that
can not compete with European cement which is brought into
this country. There is no advantage in my going into that
question again. We have come up against an insurmountable
obstacle. The company operates now at a loss, and will continusa
to operate at a loss, if indeed it operates at all, unless a duty is
put on cement. Obviously, as I said, if the amendment of the
Senator from South Carolina prevails, we will get little benefit
out of the duty. I hope very much that the amendment will be
reconsidered and defeated.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr., President, may I have the atten-
tion of the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. BLEASH, Certainly.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I want to ask a guestion of interpreta-
tion. I want to inquire whether under the language of the
amendment it would not be possible for a private importer to
import cement, stating that it is for sale to a municipality,
though not having the actual sale in hand?
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Mr. BLEASE. I understand that the party who orders the
cement must show beforehand that he is the agent of the city,
municipality, or other political subdivision.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Then may I ask the Senator why it
would not still accomplish the very purpose he has in mind if
the words “ or for sale to” be stricken out, so there can be no
possible question about it? His amendment then would still
apply to all imports by and for the use of a city, and so forth.

Mr. BLEASE. I will state to the Senator that I can not do
that now under the parliamentary situation. My idea is to let
the amendment go to conference and let it be straightened out
there if there is any objection to it in its present form.,

Mr. VANDENBERG. Under the parliamentary practice the
Senator can perfect his amendment.

Mr. BLEASE. Not now on a motion to reconsider.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, to my mind this is the most
amazing proposal we have heard in this body. Here we are
striving to build up American institutions. We make large
appropriations for the American merchant marine. We are all
the time waving the Stars and Stripes. Yet here we propose
to bring into the United States for sale the product of European
factories, and for sale to whom? To divisions of the Govern-
ment. I am amazed to think that the proposal should be coun-
tenanced for a moment,

If there is any State in the Union that would profit more by
the adoption of this proposal than mine I do not know where
it is. If there is another city which would profit more by the
adoption of this amendment than mine, I do not know where
that city is to be found. But in New York State and New York
City we are too patriotic to desire to have cement brought in
and sold to us at any cheaper price than the humble American
citizen has to pay for it.

It is the Atlantic seaboard that will be largely affected by
this sort of thing. I came here and pleaded with the Senate
to place a duty upon cement in order that the cement factories
in the Hudson River Valley might operate and in order that
men working there might continue to be employed. To adopt
this amendment would be to destroy the entire purpose of the
bill. I plead with Senators not to do it. If Senators care at
all for the welfare of labor in this country they will vote for
such tariffs as will make it possible to operate our factories.

When I made my first talk in the Senate on the matter of
cement I stated that it had been told to me that the Commerce
Building here in the city of Washington was being erected and
in it cement from abroad was being used. I was very glad,
indeed, to receive an indignant protest from the Secretary of
Commerce denying that that was the fact. Every division of
government in this country should be ashamed to buy this prod-
uct or any other product at less money than must be paid for it
by the most humble ecitizen. I plead with Senators not to vote
for the change.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. McMASTER. I want to call the attention of the Senator
from New York to the fact that in the city of New York, where
they have lived under free trade, of course, in reference to
cement for more than 10 years, out of every 250 barrels of ce-
ment consumed in the city of New York, all of it is produced by
American manufacturers except only one barrel which is im-
ported. That is to say, the American manufacturer sells in the
city of New York 250 barrels of cement for every foreign barrel
of cement that is sold there.

Mr. COPELAND. I assume that my genial friend the Senator
from South Dakota considers that an argument. We have
brought into this country:

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President——

Mr. COPELAND. I must decline to yield. Let the Senator
reply in his own time. There were brought into the United
States last year 3,000,000 barrels of foreign cement ; but if only
one barrel had come in, the very fact that in my city they had
to face the possibility of the competition of foreign cement, forced
the American manufacturers to meet the foreign price.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yvield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. COPELAND. Now I yield to everybody.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield the floor?

Mr. COPELAND. No: not as yet.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can not yield to every-
body unless he yields the floor.

Mr. COPELAND, I beg pardon of the Chair,

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena-
tor if he is correct in the statement that last year we imported
3,000,000 barrels of cement? My recollection is that we only

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

GHYB)

li;nported 1,700,000 barrels of cement in the entire United States
St year.,

Mr. COPELAND. Very well; let us say we imported only
1,700,000 barrels. I say the importations amounted to 3,000,000
barrels, but I do not care as to that. As I said a moment ago,
whether the importations were millions of barrels or one bar-
rel, the fact that we have potential competition from Europe
means that the American manufacturer must bring his price
down to a level which makes it possible for hinr to sell and to
prevent the contract going to a foreign manufacturer.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield further to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. BARKELEY. Those 1,700,000 barrels of cement imported
were about 700,000 barrels less than were imported the year be-
fore. The price of the American product was lowered and
raised at the whim of the manufacturers of cement, because
they lowered it 20 cents a barrel in August and raised it 20
cents a barrel in December, while imports were declining.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, there is no argument that
can be used which would change the opinion of the Senator
from Kentucky, and I am not going to seek to do it. I know,
however, fromr personal observation that factories within rifle
shot of where I live are not operating, and that there have
been brought into New York millions of barrels of cement. If
the Senate has any desire at all to relieve unemployment—
and we have heard great speeches on the subject in the Sen-
ate—it should vote to . maintain the rate now in the bill or
some other tariff rate. I plead with the Senate to maintain the
rate upon cement which has been determined by the Senate.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I wish to point out the
viciousness of this proposal. In most cases the States have
laws and municipalities operate under charters requiring con-
tracts to be let to the lowest bidder. Those laws and charters
do not, for patriotic purposes, permit public officials to select
the home product if the imported product is quoted at a lower
price. So, if this amendment shall be adopted, the foreign
bidders or importers who may submit lower bids than those
of the domestic producers, will secure the business under the
provisions of the State laws and under the provisions of
municipal charters. That will result in the taxpayers, the
very workers themselves, paying taxes for public improvements
and at the same time aiding foreign labor.

In other words, the unemployed and the workers who ordi-
narily produce this product, would be required to go down in
their pockets and pay foreigners, because, by reason of such
importations coming in free, they could submit the lowest bid,
and public officials would be required, under the law, to accept
the lowest bid. It seems absurd to me to ask the taxpayers
themselves to go down in their pockets to pay for the main-
tenance of foreign industries. In the case of private purchasers
the situation is somewhat different, as the Senator from New
York has said; but the law gives to municipalities and States
the privilege, in fact, it almost imposes the obligation upon
them, under the requirement as to awarding contracts to the
lowest bidders, to purchase the foreign product, thus making
the ecitizens of the communities pay out of their pockets for
the maintenance of foreign industries.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan
yield to the Senator from Arizona?

Mr. COUZENS. 1 yield.

Mr. HAYDEN. Is it not true that under most of the State
statutes in asking bids for supplies for public works the officials
are authorized to accept the lowest and best bid; that they
reserve the right to reject any and all bids; and, therefore,
there is a certain amount of discretion permitted as to what is
the best bid?

Mr. COUZENS. I desire to point out to the Senator that
he is entirely wrong. It is true that if a bid is made by an
incompetent bidder, one who is not able to carry out the pro-
visions of the contract, the officials may reject the bid, but if
a perfectly legitimate and responsible bidder makes the lowest
bid, and the public official fails to accept that bid, I have
known of cases where the taxpayers have gone into court to
mandamus the official to follow the charter or follow the law
and comipel him to accept the lowest bid. I know of no case
where a responsible bidder submitting the lowest bid is not
required to be awarded the contract.

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. COUZENS. 1 yield.

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, is it not the fact that nnder
the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina contracts
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for work to be done with the money now being appropriated
by the Federal Government for the purposes of public build-
ings, and with the money being appropriated as Federal aid
to State highway systems, which are using large quantities of
cement, would all be open to bidders who use foreign cement,
under the manner in which the bidders are now awarded con-
tracts for construction of Federal buildings; and in the con-
struction of Federal highways would not that cement come in

free?

Mr. COUZENS. Whether or not it would come in free, the
amendment leaves it open to come in free——

Mr. PHIPPS. That is true.

Mr. COUZENS. And if the Federal Government is required
to let eontracts to the lowest bidders, no matter where they come
from as long as they are responsible bidders.

Mr. PHIPPS. In other words, the money that the Federal
Government is now appropriating for Federal buildings and for
Federal highways may be spent, in large measure, for the pur-
chase of foreign cement, whereas our own cement factories along
the sea coast and along the Canadian border in many cases are
closed down for lack of business.

Mr, COUZENS. I assume the Senator is making a speech,
and I am in accord with the views of the Senator.

Mr. PHIPPS, I thought the Senmator would be in accord with
me. I merely wanted to make that point.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I should like to state that in
a recent case I protested to the Treasury Department that in
the construction of Federal buildings in the North and in other
sections, cheap labor of all kinds is being brought in, thus de-
pressing the local labor market; that, though thousands are
unemployed in various districts, other workers are brought in
to erect Federal buildings. My response from the Treasury
Department and from the President was to the effect that under
the law they were required to award the contracts to the lowest
bidder. If that is true—and it is undoubtedly true—then the
Federal Government as well as municipalities and State govern-
ments are required to let contracts to the lowest bidders, regard-
less of whether the bidder brings in foreign cement or domestic
cement. This is a very unusual procedure. It is stated to me
by persons who ought to know that this is the first time in the
history of tariff legislation that such a proposal has been sub-
niitted and considered.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, if I may have the attention
of the Senator from South Carolina, I desire to say that I am
sure what the Senator has-in mind is to exempt from the duty
cement which is actually used by States and municipal subdi-
vigions thereof in the construction of highways?

Mr. BLEASH. Yes.

Mr. BRATTON. I join the Senator from Michigan in the
expression of some apprehension that this amendment goes
beyond that and will authorize an importer to bring in cement
duty free upon the mere assertion that it is for sale to a State
or a municipal subdivision. That might result in bringing in
vast quantities of cement duty free that never would actually
be used in the construction of highways.

I believe we all agree that what the Senator from South
Carolina has in mind is to exempt a certain class of cement
from duty, namely, that which is actually used in highway con-
struction. Accordingly, I am inclined to believe that, notwith-

. standing the parliamentary situation, the Senate would give
unanimous consent to eliminate from the amendment, if the
Senator from South Carolina shares the view I have attempted
to express, the words “ or for sale to.” After those words were
stricken out, the amendment would read:

Imported by or for the use of a State, county, parish, city, town,
municipality, or political subdivision of government thereof, for public
purposes.

I appeal to the Senator to ask unanimous consent to strike
those words from his amendment now, and then let us vote
upon the motion to reconsider, with those words stricken out.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico
yield to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. BRATTON. I yield.

Mr. COUZENS. I would have to object to that procedure,
because if this amendment is going through I want it to go
through in just as “ rotten ™ a form as possible.

Mr. BRATTON. If the Senator from Michigan entertains
that philosophy in writing tariff legislation, I am wasting words
in discussing a unanimous agreement.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr, President, I rise to express
my disapproval of this amendment by the Senator from South
Carolina. It was only a few weeks ago that there was so much
distress on account of unemployment and depression in the
business world that President Hoover called together the cap-
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tains of industry and the leaders of labor as well as many of
those directing the business activities of the Federal Govern-
ment, in the hope that the situation might be relieved. At that
time I was a Member of the House of Representatives, and the
Committee on Roads of that body, upon the urge of the Presi-
dent, proposed to increased the Federal contribution in aid for
the construction of roads from $75,000,000 a year to $125,000,000
a year for the next three years. Furthermore, a building bill
was immediately introduced and passed in the House of Repre-
sentatives adding several hundred million dollars to the Federal
building program.

It seems to me, however, that if we now permit Belgian
cement to come in free of duty, and shut down our own cement
mills, factories, and other industries, we will nullify these two
measures for roads and public buildings on the part of Congress
to aid unemployment and business in this country, and stimulate
business in Belgium and other foreign countries.

What will it profit us if we spend $125,000,000 a year of
Federal money in building roads, and the eement is to be fur-
nished by the cheap labor of some foreign country, and thereby
shut down and close our own cement factories and mills? And
what will it profit us, in our effort to stimulate business and
furnish employment to labor in this country, if we use the
millions and millions of dollars proposed to be expended in
building public buildings if we get the material from foreign
countries instead of from our own?

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does
the Senator from Kentucky yield fo the Senator from South
Dakota?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. McMASTER. I desire to point out the absurdity of the
:ltlatement made by the Senator from Kentucky to the effect

at——

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It may be absurd to the Senator
from South Dakota, but——

Mr. MOMASTEB. May I ask a question now?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I do.

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator states that if we had free
trade, $125,000,000 or $150,000,000 would be used in the purchase
of foreign cement. For the past 10 years we have had free
cement; and never in any one year, under the conditions of
free cement competing with American cement, have the Ameri-
can people spent more than $3,000,000 for foreign cement.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. My statements may appear
absurd to the distinguished Senator from South Dakota, because
he and I view this matter from an entirely different standpoint.
I am interested first in American cement mills and factories
and American workers in these cement factories, rather than
in the cement mills and the cement workers in Belgium or in
any other country in the world. Of course, not all of this sum
will be spent for cement.

Who is going to pay the taxes from which this $125,000,000
will go into our public highways? Who is going to pay the
millions necessary to erect the public buildings of this country?
That money must come out of the pockets of the American
cement industries, American cement workers, and the other
industries and workers of this country.

Mr. President, what is there about cement that is different
from cotton, meat, wool, corn, wheat, eoal, potatoes, butter, or
any other product of this country that is bought by the Federal,
State, and municipal governments. No doubt the other day the
Senator from South Dakota voted for a tariff on long-staple
cotton, and voted for tariffs on wool, meat, butter, corn,
wheat, eggs, and other products. It must not be forgotten that
the Government uses the long-staple cotton and these other
products to carry on its business. Why not put an amendment
to the T-cents-a-pound tariff on long-staple cotton and these
other products, and let them come in free when they are to be
used or bought by the governments, State or Federal.

The Government uses corn. It uses wheat. It uses rye. It
uses straw. It uses every product from the farm. In the case
of all these duties on farm products, why not insert an amend-
ment saying that all corn, all wheat, all meat, and all of other
products produced on the farm shall be free of duty because
they are going to be used by the Government and for govern-
mental agencies and purposes? I favor the tariffs on all these
farm products, even if bought and used by the Government or
State.

Mr. MocMASTER. Mr. President——

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Why, Mr. President and Mem-
bers of the Senate, this amendment is absolutely wrong in prin-
ciple. We not only are going to force our taxpayers to raise
this $125,000,000 for Federal aid for roads and these hundreds
of millions of dollars for our public buildings, but we must not
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forget that we spend a billion dollars a year for roads in this
country, and that we will spend hundreds of millions of dollars
for municipal and State buildings. If we adopt this amendment,
the glad tidings will go across the sea that it is foreign cement,
made in foreign mills and foreign factories by cheap foreign
labor, that will be used to build the municipal buildings, the
county buildings, the State buildings, the Federal buildings, and
the Federal roads of this country. The 14,000,000 barrels of
cement that have been coming in will be only a slight and in-
significant matter compared to the amount that will come in
under an invitation like this from the Congress of the United
States. No contractor in this country could compete in bidding
for our public works. Our mills and workers would be idle.
They would pay the bills and stand by and see our roads and
buildings built and erected from foreign materials.

I am opposed to it in principle. If this is right, then let
us include every article on which there is a tariff when that
article is used by the Government or by any State or munici-
pality. Let each and every article be placed upon the same
footing as the tariff on cement is placed. When we do that we
will be consistent, and we will help to destroy American indus-
try, and add to the unemployment in this country. I want to
gee the products and materials from American factories, mines,
farms, mills, and workers used to build our roads and public
buildings,

This cement proposition does not affect my own State of Ken-
tucky, because this Belgian cement never can reach Kentucky.
It can not reach Tennessee. It can not reach Georgia. The
railroad rates are too high. It can only reach a few States of
this Union, and those are along the Atlantic coast. Their Rep-
resentatives and their Senators say they need and want this
protection. It can not get to the Senator’s State in South
Dakota. It can not affect his State.

If they need it and want it, and it is going to benefit them,
let us help them have it; and let their public buildings, let their
highways, let their bridges be built of cement made by their
own people, in their own factories, rather than have these
materials furnished by the pauper labor of Europe.

"~ Our own people and taxpayers pay the bills for the construc-
tion of our roads and public buildings, and they are entitled
to have these built with American products. If the Federal
Government disceriminates against our own industries and work-
ers, we may expect greater depression in business and more
unemployment. So long as I am a Member of this body I shall
always stand firm for our own industries and our own workers,
whether it be the farm, the mine, the forest, the factory, or the

mill.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from
Kentucky has expired.

DIPLOMATIC IMMUNITY FEOM TRAFFIO LAWS

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I send to the clerk’s desk
and ask to have read a very short bill.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can read it.

Mr. McEELLAR. I will ask to have the bill sent back to
me, please. It is as follows:

A bill (8. 2964) to amend the traffic laws of Washington, D. C.

Be it enacted, etc., That in the execution of the trafic laws in Wash-
ington, D. C., no immunity shall be given to violators of the traffic laws
because the offender or alleged offender is a part of or connected with
foreign legations.

Mr. President, in this connection I hope the Senator from
South Carolina will save time by permitting the publication in
the Recoep, without reading, of an article published on the front
page of the Washington Post this morning, entitled *“ Police
Gather Accident Data in Envoy Case.” 1 ask that it be pub-
lished in the Recorp as part of my remarks.

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

The matter referred to is as follows:

[From the Washington Post of Wednesday, March 19, 1930]

PoLice GATHER AcCCIDENT DatA 1N Exvoy Case—Two EYEWITNESSES
AVER COMMANDER POLICH IGNORED LIGHT—LirE OF HAMMOND HANGS
IN BALANCE—DIPLOMATIC IMMUXNITY T0 HALT ANY ATTEMPTS AT
RECOVERY—MAN BORROWED CaAR TO MEET HIis BRIDE—ATTACHE, IN
STATEMENT, 8AYs HE 18 NoT RESPONSIBLE FOR SMASH-UP
While the life of Paul Edward Hammond, 22-year old Bouthern Rail-

way clerk, hung in a balance at Emergency Hospital last night, Capt.

William G. Stott, of the third precinet, was gathering data for a special

report to Maj. Henry G. Pratt from eyewitnesses who claim to have

seen Commander Juan Polich, Chilean paval attaché, pass a red light
while going at an excessive rate of speed and crash into the youth's
car at Connecticut Avenue and N Street,
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Hammond, who has a skull fracture, severe lacerations of the scalp
and one ear, a ruptured kidney, and internal injuries, was in a partial
coma last night. At other times he was delirlous, according to at-
tendants at the hospital.

The testimony of Lonnie Beal, of 2019 N Street NW., was added to
that of W. 8. Shaw, of 1511 Twenty-second Street NW., last night for
inclusion in the police report, which may find its way into the hands
of the State Department.

STATEMENT OF BEAL

“ Dewey Spivey [another witness of the same address] and I were
gitting in a parked car on Connecticut Avenue,” Mr, Beal said last
night, “ when we saw a new sedan come up the avenue at an excessive
rate of speed. It crossed Eighteenth Street while the light was red.

*“ Dewey sald to me, ‘ My God, loock at that ear go,” and just then we
heard the crash. 1 did not see the roadster until after the wreck. We
ran up to the scene of the accident and saw the boy who was hurt lying
in the street. The man who was driving the car that hit him was ex-
amining the damage done to his fender and wheel.

*1 looked at the roadster, which had been turned around by the other
car, and found that it was in second gear. Just then somebody came
along and took the Injured fellow to the hospital”

SHAW GIVES TESTIMONY

A similar account of the aeccident was given by Shaw, who was driv-
ing up Connecticut Avenue when Commander Polich passed him. Mr,
Shaw said he saw the roadster cross the street-car tracks going east on
N Street' and that It was proceeding at the rate of about 10 miles an
hour,

The obstacle of diplomatie immunity yesterday stood In the way not
only of any move that Hammond's wife, who is a bride of only a
month, might make but also balked action on the part of John R. Hight-
man, of 7103 Georgia Avenue, owner of the car driven by the youih, for
damages, which amounted to $200.

Quigley and Hammers, attorneys, who were consulted by Mr, Hight-
man, whose son, Alfred, had lent the car to Hammond, advised him
that nothing could be done and that * the only thing that can be done
to stop this sort of thing is agitation in the newspapers.”

According to young Hightman, Mr. Hammond had borrowed the car
from him in front of the United States Daily, 2201 M Street, at 7.15
o'clock. The collision occurred exactly 15 minutes later. Mr. Ham-
mond was on his way to Union Station to meet his wife.

Commander Polich, who issued a statement yesterday denying any
responsibility for the accident and asserting that he was driving at a
moderate rate of speed, yesterday inquired as to the condition of Mr.
Hammond. A representative of the Chilean Embassy called on Mr,
Hightman. He said that he regretted the incident, but that any pub-
licity in the mewspapers would do no good.

The recent agitation in the Senate over the arrest of a minor em-
ployee of the Turkish Legation led to the publication of a report by
Maj. Henry G. Pratt, superintendent of police, which revealed that
37 representatives of foreign embassies or legations had been stopped
by District policemen and warned * for operating automobiles in the
District under the influence of liguor or other traffic violations from
July 1, 1918, to June 20, 1929."

BECOND POLICH CRASH

Records yesterday also revealed that Commander Polich had another
antomobile accident on the night of December 28 at the intersection
of Woodley Road and Woodley Place. While rounding a curve his car
skidded, he said at the time, and struck an electric-light pole, shatter-
ing his windshield. He told police that he lost control of his auto.

Mrs. Polich sustained cuts on the face from flying glass and was
treated by a neighborhood physicinm. The naval attaché said he was
driving at a low rate of speed.

Commander Polich's version of the Monday night accident, as given
in a writte,:n statement, follows:

THE POLICH VERSION

*1 was coming north on Connecticut Avenue and was stopped at the
intersection of Connecticut Avenue with Rhode Island Avenue and M
Street by a red light. When the light changed to green I started off
and passed this light and the green light at the intersection of Eight-
eenth Street. At N Street, where the accident occurred, I bad my car
in second gear and was making about 20 miles an hour when we col-
lided. My left front femder hit the right front fender of the other
car. The force of the collision jostled me away from the controls
and before I could regain them my car had lodged against a tree on
the sidewalk on Connecticut Avenue. I immediately got out of the
car and ran over and lifted Mr., Hammond up, felt his pulse and
the beat of his heart, and to see what I could do for him. Immediately
we were surrounded by a number of people and Mr. Hammond was
taken in some one's car to the hospital, I remaining at the scene of the
accident. y

“ 1 regret exceedingly that Mr. Hammond has been so seriously in-
jured. Although I feel that the accident was not due to any fault of
mine, I sghall be very glad to do what I can to assist Mr. Hammond
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and his wife. For this purpose 1 visited the hospital last night and
this morning, and I shall visit his family immediately to express my
deep regret and also to offer them whatever assistance I can possibly
render.”

Mr. McKELLAR. I also ask that an editorial on the sixth
page of this morning's Post, entitled “ Diplomats in Traffic,” be
published in the Recorp without reading.

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

The matter referred to is as follows:

[From the Washington Post of Wednesday, March 19, 1930]
DIPLOMATS IN TRAFFIC

Another antomobile collision has occurred in Washington, in which
a car driven hy a diplomatic attaché has inflicted a serious if not
fatal injury upon a citizen. Witnesses allege that the attaché's car was
driven at excessive speed, and the nature of the accident tends to sup-
port this testimony. The attaché remained on the spot, gave such
assistnnce as he could, and rendered a full report to the police.

The incident may result in exculpating the attaché from all blame, but
it serves nevertheless to draw attention to the habitual recklessness of
many members of the diplomatic corps, especially young bloods who
take delight in violating the traffic rules and then escaping the penalty
by invoking thelr diplomatic immunity. They are a danger to them-
gelves and to all traffic. Citlzens who have suffered from the aggres-
glons of these fledgling diplomats are losing their patience, having found
that there is no legal method for holding them to account. The erowd
that gathered about the latest accident was in anything but a kindly
mood when it was stated by witnesses that the diplomat in question
had passed by a red light and was breaking the speed limit.

One or two heads of missions have solved this problem by making it
an ironclad rule that any violation of trafic laws by their subordinates
shall be punished by recall of the offender. The diplomatie corps could
well afford, for the sake of general good feeling and public safety, to
adopt this rule. The courtesy extended to the corps calls for scrupulous
observance of the street rules that protect the public.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in this connection I desire
to say that a day or two ago a very sad and unfortunate acci-
dent occurred, where a representative of a foreign legation ran
past a red light and ran into a young man, and that young man
is at the hospital not only dangerously injured but the papers
say that he is likely to die.

Of course, we are delighted to have these foreign legations
come here. We want to treat them with every courtesy and
respect; but I do not think their members ought to be allowed
to disregard our laws—traffic laws or laws of any other kind—
and endanger human life on the streets or anywhere else. They
ought to be treated, and they ought themselves to ask to be
treated, precisely like American citizens in this great Capital
City. They ought not to have any superior treatment, and
they ought not to have any inferior treatment. They ought to
be treated precisely as American citizens are treated in this
city.
tg"he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill
will be received and referred to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

The bill (8. 3964) to amend the traffic laws of Washington,
D. O., was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.
2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign
countries, to encourage the industries of the United States, to
protect American labor, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE] was agreed to.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I was quite interested in the
argument of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. RossioN]. Judg-
ing from the statements that have been made here in the dis-
cussion on cement, as I recall, the argument was made over and
over again that if a duty was placed upon cement it would not
raise the price of cement here in the United States; and in that
view of the case, why should foreign cement be used in building
public works, even if this amendment is finally adopted, as I
hope it will be?

Mr. President, T am very anxious, of course, to see our home
products used in the construction of public works; but I am not
willing to see an exorbitant price charged the Government by
any corporation just because it is an American corporation,
In my estimation, the fact that the products are being used in
Government work is no reason why an American corporation or
an American company should charge an exorbitant price and
make an exorbitant profit out of it. If this amendment is
adopted, I am satisfied that that can not be done.
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Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; I yield.

Mr. McMASTER. I should like to have the Senator’'s com-
ment upon this statement, taken from the United States Daily
under date of March 11, 1930:

State-owned cement plants were suggested by the State auditor,
Edgar C. Lawson, March 8, in a letter to the State board of control,
following a charge by the board's secretary, Bonner H. Hill, that the
Portland Cement Assoclation has increased the price of cement 25 cents
a bag on the eve of the letting of a contract for the construction of
the State eapitol's main wing.

In other words, if this duty is placed upon cement for publie-
building purposes on the eve of letting contracts for roads and
for public buildings, it simply means that the Cement Trust will
be in a position to raise the price of cement 25 cents a bag and
to gouge the public. This amendment is offered for the purpose
of preventing the Cement Trust from gouging the public.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I think the Senator from
South Dakota is correct in that statement. The general
public pay for public works by taxation; and, in my estima-
tion, it is nothing short of highway robbery to have any cor-
poration or firm charge an exorbitant price just because it is
Government money that pays for the work, whether it be
cement, or labor, or what not.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield to the Senator from Michigan.

Mr. COUZENS. I should like to ask the Senator if he would
be perfectly willing to have all farm products that are used
by hospitals, insane asylums, and all other public institutions
on the free list?

Mr, FRAZIER. Mr. President, that is an entirely different
proposition,

Mr. COUZENS. Not at all

Mr. FRAZIER. But I want to say right now that no farmer
gets any more for food products that go into a Government
hospital than he does for those used in a private home.

Mr, COUZENS. Neither do the cement people.

Mr. FRAZIER. Somebody who handles farm products may
get an exorbitant profit, and I condemn him for so doing; but it
is not the farmer that gets it.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr., President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. FRAZIER, I yield.

Mr. McMASTER. In other words, I will say to the Senator
from North Dakota that farm-owned products and products
that are sold from the farm are not trust controlled; and
there is a vast difference between selling farm products and
selling cement, whose prices are controlled by a cement trust.

Mr. COUZENS. Of course, I deny that; and the Senator does
not prove it, and has not proved it up to date.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President—

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I do not think the Senator
from Michigan will contend that farm products as sold by the
farmers are trust controlled by any means,

Mr. COUZENS. Neither is the cement industry trust con-
trolled.

Mr. FRAZIER. Judging from statements which have been
made here as to the actual operations of those companies in
setting prices, it would look as if they were in very close con-
nection, at least, and practically trust controlled.

Mr. COUZENS. Oh, yes; Senators can say anything. They
can charge anything on the floor of the Senate, because they are
immune, but they submit no proof.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that the Sen-
ator from South Dakota has left the Chamber. He made the
statement, which was corroborated by the Senator from Ken-
tucky, that the price of cement had been unduly and monopo-
listically raised in the State of West Virginia. As stated by the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Couzens] & moment ago, Senators
making these statements submit no proof. They do not, pos-
sibly, think that proof is necessary in order to reach the sus-
ceptible feelings of those who agree with them.

Since these statements were uttered on the floor I have made
an investigation of this subject, and I stand here to say that the
prices of cement in the State of West Virginia have not been
unduly raised in the slightest or remotest degree.

I understand, from talking just a few moments ago with the
vice president of the Alpha Cement Co., in the State of West
Virginia, that during the month of August last there was a coni-
petitive war in that State between four cement companies, his
company included; that as the result of that competition the
price of cement in Angust last was reduced by from 20 to 25
cents a barrel; and that in the months of September, October,
and November last efforts were made to restore the price of
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cement as it had been reduced by this undue although necessary
competition.

1 have made inguiries as fo what caused such competition, and
I am informed that it was due to the fact that there was at that
time no demand for cement, and that in order to keep their
plants running it was necessary that the surplus stock and
products on hand be converted into money that they might de-
fray the necessary and pressing overhead expenses of the plants,
and that in the third week of November last a restoration of
prices took place—not that they raised the prices, but they re-
stored the prices to. where they justifiably and inherently were
before this unexpected and undue competition reduced them.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
to me?
Mr. GOFF. 1 yield.

Mr. McMASTER. The Senator states that in August certain
competitive companies lowered the price of cement.

Mr. GOFF. Exactly.

Mr. McMASTER. All of the companies in the East during
the month of August, running up as far as Boston, New York,
Philadelphia, and all along the Atlantie seaboard, decreased the
price of eement. Some of us think it was for the purpose of
influencing Congress. That might not have been the case. But
if it was done for the purposes the Senator states, because
there had been a slowing up of the building program, I call
attention to the fact that the slowing up of the building pro-
gram continued on until November, and it is worse to-day than
it was in November. Yet, in spite of that, the Cement Trust in
the East raised the price arbitrarily from 20 to 30 cents a barrel
in the face of the fact that the building program was on the
decline.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I understand I am limited to 10
minutes in this debate, and I must refuse to yield to the Sen-
ator from South, Dakota any further during the time allotted me.

I deny that there is any cement trust operating in the State
of West Virginia, I do not know as to other States, but my
best information is that there is no cement trust existing any-
where in the United States to-day.

I further make this statement, that no cement manufactured
in the State of West Virginia is brought into competition with
cement in the Bastern States, because the high price of rail
transportation prohibits its moving from the State of West
Virginia to any of the New England States.

Reference has been made to a statement issued by the auditor
of West Virginia, and I am informed that thd auditor of the
State of West Virginia did make such a suggestion. It would
seem from the facts submitted and the facts obtainable that he
was not doing that as the result of any unjustifiable raise in
price, but that if he did do it he did it because of the restora-
tion of the price to the normal level necessary to keep these
plants as going concerns and to pay the wages which they have
always paid to the labor employed in them.

The auditor suggests that the State should own the plants,
and I am informed by the vice president of the Portland Cement
Co. that yesterday they wrote the State of West Virginia offer-
ing to sell its plant to the State upon such terms as might
represent its real and its inherent value, and that the letter
should have been received by the Governor of West Virginia
this morning.

Therefore, Mr. President, I want to say, without any gualifi-
cation or without the slightest hesitation or reservation, that
there has been no unjust increase in the price of cement
in the State of West Virginia that is not justified by the neces-
sary operating expense and the employment of American labor
at the rate of wages paid according to our economic standards.

I add that when the price was reduced solely as a result of
this competitive war in August last, and it was so reduced in
order that the accumulated surplus or surpluses might be con-
verted into money necessary to continue and insure those plants
as going concerns.

Mr. President, I have not the slightest hesitation In saying
that this proposal ghould be defeated.

Mr. HARRISON and Mr. BRATTON asked for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. FRAZIER. Is the vote as to whether or not we will re-
consider?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is; an affirmative vote is a
vote to reconsider.

Mr. BRATTON. A further parliamentary inguiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BRATTON. Is the motion to reconsider directed to the
vote on the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina?

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

9077

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on reconsider-
ing the vote by which the amendment of the Senator from
South Carolina was agreed to.

Mr. BRATTON. Are we voting now upon the whole subject
of a duty on cement, as affected by the amendment of the Sena-
tor from South Carolina?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the vote is on reconsider-
ing the vote by which the Senate agreed to the amendment of
the Senator frem South Carolina.

Mr. BRATTON. A further parliamentary inquiry. Does the
motion to reconsider involve merely the amendment of the Sena-
tor from South Carolina, excepting cement used in the con-
struction of highways, or does it involve the whole subject of a
duty upon cement, with the exemption carried in the amend-
ment of the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr, BLEASHE. Mr, President, if the Chair will permit me, I
téhink I ean explain the matter for the information of the

enate,

I offered my amendment, which was adopted. The Senator
from New Jersey gave notice that he was going to move to
reconsider the vote. I immediately made a motion to recon-
sider, and that is what we are voting on, and nothing else.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the amendment adopted to
put a tariff of 6 cents on cement was not adopted as in Com-
mittee of the Whole, it was adopted on the motion of the Sena-
tor from New Jersey after the bill was reported to the Senate.
It was an amendment offered and agreed to in the Senate after
the bill was in the Senate. The amendment of the Senator from
South Carolina is voted on as an independent amendment, the
same a8 the other amendment was voted on as an independent
amendment. It does not seem to me that this vote involves the
question of a tariff on cement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment offered by the
Senator from South Carolina was agreed to. The yeas and nays
have been ordered, and the clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. GOULD (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. King]. I transfer
that pair to the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. WaArLcorT]
and vote “ yea.”

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN].
I have been unable to get a transfer and therefore withhold my
vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote “ nay.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD'S name Wwas
called). I desire to announce that the senior Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. SHipsTEAD] is paired with the junior Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. Brock]. If the senior Senator from Min-
nesota were present, he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as before as to my pair and its transfer, I
vote “mnay.”

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). On
this vote I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr.

BrooxHART]. If he were present, he would vote “nay.” If I
were permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.”
Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I transfer my

pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmrTi] to the
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hastines] and vote “ yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr., Fess). The Chair desires
to announce that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep]
has a general pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBix-
BON].

Mr. JOHNSON. I announce the unavoidable absence of the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Norseck] and the fact that
were he present he would vote “mnay.”

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 43, as follows:

YEAB—38
Baird Greene McNa Bhortridge
Bingham Jrundy Meteal Smoot
Broussard dale Moses Steiwer
Copeland Hntﬂeld Oddie Sullivan
Couzens Hebert Patterson Townsend
ale Jones Phipps Vandenberg

Fess Kean Pine Waterman

fi g Keyes Ransdell Watson
Goldsborough McCulloch Robinson, Ind.
Gould McKellar Robsion, Ky.

NAYS—43

Allen Capper Glass Johnson
Ashurst Caraway Glenn Kendrick
Barkley Connally Harris La Follette
Black Cutting Harrison MeMaster
Blaine Dill Hawes Norris
Blease Fletcher Hayden Nye
Borah Frazier Heflin Bchall
Bratton George Howell Bheppard
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Bimmons Swanson Tydings ‘Walsh, Mont.
Steck Thomas, Okla, Wagner ‘Wheeler
SBtephens Trammell Walsh, Masa,

NOT VOTING—15
Brock Hastings Pittman Smith
Brookhart Kin Reed Thomas, Idaho
Deneen Nor Robinson, Ark. Walcott
Gillett Overman Shipstead

So the Senate refused to reconsider the vote by which Mr.
BrLeEAsE's amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that
unanimous consent was given for a reconsideration of the vote
by which this particular amendment was agreed to. Therefore
the question now is on concurring in the amendment made as in
Committee of the Whole as amended by the amendment of the
Senator from South Carolina.

The amendment as amended was concurred in,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Washington
[Mr. D] objected to the unanimous-consent request which I
submitted at the beginning of the session to-day. He advises
me now that he has no objection to proceeding as I suggested
then in the consideration of the bill. Therefore I again ask
unanimous consent that in considering individual amendments
we begin with Schedule 1, and then proceed to the remaining
schedules in their order until the bill is finished.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr, JONES. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing to agree
to that if we could have an agreement to take up the lumber
amendment at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning.

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to that if there is a
general agreement to it.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I want to suggest to the Senator
from Utah that the only objection I have to following the course
he proposes is that no one can tell what amendments may be
agreed to. It may be that after we pass a schedule some amend-
ment will be agreed to in a subsequent schedule which will
make it necessary to go back to the previous schedule.

Mr. SMOOT. We can have a unanimous-consent agreement
to cover such a case. ;

Mr. NORRIS. What is the proposed unanimous-consent
agreement?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Utah
repeat his unanimous-consent request for the benefit of the
clerks at the desk?

Mr. SMOOT. My request is that in the further consideration
of the bill individual amendments shall be offered and consid-
ered beginning with Schedule 1, then proceeding to the remain-
ing schedules in their order until the bill is completed. That is
my unanimous-consent request. If it is agreed to, then I shall
ask further unanimous consent that——

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator can not proceed on that theory,
because if we agree to the first arrangement, then any one Sen-
ator could object to the other. The Senator from Utah shounld
combine the two proposals.

. SMOOT. Then I will couple with my previous request
the further request that in any schedule under consideration,
if there is a change in rate which would require the transfer of
an article to the free list, it shall be done at the time of the
determination of the Senate on that particular article by its
vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I will not agree to that. It does not
cover my objection.

Mr. SMOOT. Just what does the Senator want?

Mr. NORRIS. It may not be a free-list proposition; there
may be nothing to be covered ; but it is liable to happen that we
will get into difficulty by our inability to go back and change
something which may be made necessary by later action. Why
2;&3 not the Senator commence at the beginning and let us go

ead?

Mr. COUZENS. I demand the regular order.

Mr. SMOOT. Very well; let us have the regular order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I desire to give notice of
my intention to ask for a reconsideration of paragraph 1537,
paragraph 1556, and paragraph 1812. Those were considered on
day before yesterday—>AMlonday.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
reconsider the vote by which the report of the committee of con-
ference was adopted on House bill 9979, the deficiency appro-
priation bill.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, it is very urgent that this bill
shall be gotten through just as soon as possible. Other matters
can be taken up when the regular Interior Department appro-
priation bill is before us, especially the matters which I know
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the Senator from South Dakota has in mind. Therefore I shall
have to object to his'unanimous-consent request.

Mr. McMASTER. I desire to enter a motion to that effect,
and I shall ask to have it taken up at the earliest opportunity
this afternoon.

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667)
to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries,
to encourage the industries of the United States, to protect
American labor, and for other purposes.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, President, pursuant to
notice served on last night and again this morning, at this time
I desire to call up the oil amendment. Before asking that the
amendment be read, Mr. President, I ask that I be accorded the
courtesy of not being interrupted during the course of what I
shall have to say. I realize that if I should yield twice I per-
haps might lose the floor, and, not desiring to take more time
than is necessary, I respectfully ask that I may be permitted
to proceed without interruption.

At this time, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to file
at the close of my remarks some exhibits, which I shall furnish
to the reporter at the proper time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the request
will be granted.

Mr. SMOOT. They are not photographs, are they, I will ask
the Senator?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. They come within the rule,
being merely ordinary exhibits in support of what I shall have to
say.

(The exhibits referred to will be found at the conclusion of
the remarks of Mr. THoMAs of Oklahoma.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla-
homa ask that his amendment be read?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma., At this time, I ask that the
Chair lay before the Senate the amendment which I submitted
on yesterday,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment offered by the Senator from Oklahoma,

L'{r. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to
me? A

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla-
homa yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. CONNALLY. I desire to make the point that there is
no quorum present.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for that purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen George La Follette Smoot
Ashurst Glass MeCulloch Bteck

Baird Glenn MeKellar Stefwer
Barkley Goft McMaster Stephens
Bingham Goldsborough McNa Sullivan
Black Gould Metca. Swanson
Blaine Greene Moses Thomas, Idaho
Blease Grundy Norris Thomas, Okla.
Borah Hale Nye Townsend
Bratton Harris Oddie Trammell
Broussard Harrison Overman Tydings
Capper Hatfleld Patterson Vandenberg
Caraway Hawes pps Wagner
Connally Hayden Pine Walcott
Copeland Hebert Pittman Walsh, Mass,
Couzens Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mont.
Cutting Howell Robinson, Ind. Waterman
Dale Johnson Robsion, Watson

Dill Jones Schall Wheeler

Fess Kean Sheppard

Fletcher Kendrick Shortridge

Frazier Keyes Simmons

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-four Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask that the
Chair lay before the Senate the amendment which I have
offered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by the
Senator from Oklahoma will be stated.

The CHier CLERK. On page 35, after line 2, it is proposed to
insert the following:

Par. 99. (a) Crude petroleum and fuel petroleum, $1 per barrel of
42 gallons.

{b) Petroleum products: Kerosene, benzine, naphtha, gasoline, paraf-
fin, paraflin oil, and all other distillates, derivatives, or refined products
of petrolenm, 50 per cent ad valorem, The ad valorem rate provided in
this subparagraph shall be based upon the American selling price (as
defined in subdivision (f), as amended, of section 402, Title IV) of any
similar competitive article manufactured cor produced in the United
States. If there is no similar competitive article manufactured or pro-
duced in the United States, then the ad valorem rate shall be based upon
the United States value, as defined in subdivision (d), as amended, of
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section 402, Title IV, TFor the purposes of this subparagraph any
petroleum product provided for herein shall be considered similar to or
competitive with any imported petroleum product which accomplishes
results substantially equal to those accomplished by the domestic product
when used in substantially the same manner: Provided, That all funds
derived from the tariffs upon petroleum and the refined products of
petroleum as provided by this paragraph shall be covered into a special
fund for appropriation and expenditure by the SBecretary of Agriculture
under the Federal highway aid act and the amendments thereto and the
rules and regulations made thereunder: And provided further, That the
United States Tariff Commission is hereby authorized and directed to
make an investigation of the entire petrolenm industry; to prepare and
file a report of such investigation and to prepare and submit recommen-
dations as in this act provided, to the end that the tariff rates provided
in this paragraph may be increased or decreased as the facts developed
may warrant and justify.

On page 265, strike out lines 3 to 6, inclusive, being paragraph 1734.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, Mr. President, as I proceed, I
may have something to say relative to some of the activities
of the so-called lobby committee, and I respectfully request that
the members of such committee be advised of the statement I
have just made.

Mr. President, the amendment just read embodies a request
for a tariff on oil. More than that, it not only embodies a
request for a tariff on oil but it involves a contest of oil
against oil, a contest of domestic oil against foreign oil, a con-
test of independent oil against Standard oil, and a contest of
American o¢il against British oil. Every Senator upon this
floor, when he comes to vote upon this question, must vote
for oil; at that time he will have his chance of voting for
American oil or for British oil, for independent oil or for
Standard oil, for domestic oil or foreign oil

This amendment, Mr. President, suggests another guestion
which is as vitally important, in my opinion, as is the amend-
ment itself, as read from the desk. In this contest the
independent oil producers to-day stand shoulder to shoulder
with the cormer grocery man. who sees a chain coming to
ensnare and to destroy his business. The independent oil pro-
ducers stand shoulder to shoulder with the many other inde-
pendent businesses of America, which feel themselves being
erushed in the near future by the processes of the new industrial
revolution. So, Mr. President, this amendment is more than a
contest of American oil against British oil, and against other
foreign oil; it is a contest between the oil men of this
Republic and those who control the millions, and likewise
those who control the billions.

Mr. President, the proposal just read was considered on
but one day.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla-
homa yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. For what purpose?

Mr. CONNALLY. To make a point of no quorum.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I care not as to
the number of Senators who may be present. I am speaking
to a larger audience,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma
declines to yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the proposal just
read at the desk was considered on but one day, and owing to
the importance of the issues raised and the circumstances under
which the amendment was voted on, I have sought this oppor-
tunity of again bringing the matter before the Senate.

The proposal now before the Senate provides, first, that petro-
leum and the refined products thereof shall be transferred from
the free to the dutiable list; second, that a tariff of $1 per barrel
shall be levied on petroleum and a tariff of 50 per cent ad
valorem shall be levied on the refined products of petroleum;
third, the funds derived from the tariffs thus levied and collected
shall be covered into a special fund for appropriation, and ex-
penditure by the Secretary of Agriculture under the Federal
highway aid act and the amendments thereto and the rules and
regulations made thereunder; and, fourth, that the United
States Tariff Commission is authorized and directed to make an
investigation of the entire petrolenm industry; to prepare and
file a report of such investigation and to prepare and submit
recommendations as in the act provided, to the end that the
tariff rates provided in the paragraph may be increased or
decreased as the facts developed may warrant and justify.

Mr, President, this issue here now raised is not alone whether
this amendment should be agreed to; not alone whether the
gigantic oil combines and mergers, some of them of foreign
origin and foreign capital, should be taxed; not alone whether
hundreds of thousands of American citizens should be helped,
but the issue has assumed a larger and more important aspect,
and we now have the question of whether citizens of the
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United States shall be denied the right to come to their own
Capital, to confer with those in authority and to present
petitions for redress of grievances.

In addition to an economiec issue over a proposal to tax for-
eign oil, produced and transported, in the main, by foreign
companies, imported free into the United States in competition
with domestic oil produced by American labor, we have a con-
stitutional guestion. Section 2 of Article IV of the Constitution
proposes to guarantee that * the citizens of each State shall be
entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the sev-
eral States.”

The first amendment to the Constitution provides that Con-
gress shall make no law abridging the right of the people to
petition the Government for a redress of grievances.

The fourth amendment provides that—

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers,
and effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be
violated, and no warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported
by oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be
searched, and the persons or things to be seized.

Mr, President, if citizens themselves, exercising their right to
petition their Government, a right guaranteed by the first
amendment, are to have their rooms raided, their papers and
effects seized, and they themselves summoned and tried on the
charge of lobbying, then the citizens will, through fear, cease to
come to the Nation'’s Capital and, to the extent they are thus
‘linet;lmidated, the right of petition will be thereby abridged and

ed.

On the day preceding the consideration of the petroleum
amendment, Wirt Franklin, representing hundreds of thousands
of oil-fleld workers, a citizen of Oklahoma, an upright, honor-
able gentleman, a credit to any State, in any country, was
haled before the lobby Iinvestigating committee and, before
his examination was concluded, one member of the committee,
in a speech on this floor, condemned him as an undesirable
lobbyist.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, will the Senator yield there?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. I was asked to suggest the absence of a quorum,
but I will leave it entirely with the Senator whether or not I
shall do so. I will not do so if the Senator objects.

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield for that
purpose?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, because I am
to make some remarks attacking some of the activities of one
of our committees I now yield for that purpose.

Mr. SMOOT. I suggest the absence of a quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen George La Follette Simmons
Ashurst Glass MecCulloch Bmoot
Baird. Glenn McKellar Steck
Barkley Goff McMaster Stelwer
Bingham Goldsborough McNary Stephans
Black Gould Metcalf Sullivian
Blaine Greene Moses Bwanson
Blease Grundy . Norbeck Thomas, Idaho
Borah Hale Norris Thomas, Okla.
Bratton Harris gge Townsend
Broussard Harrison die Trammell
Capper Hatfield Overman Tydings
Carawa Hawes Patterson Vandenberg
Connally Hayden Phipps Wagner
Copeland Hebert Pine Walcott
Couzens Heflin Pittman Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Howell Ransdell ‘Walsh, Mont,
Dale Johnson Robinson, Ind, Waterman
Dinl Jones Robsion, ky Watson
Fess Eean hall Wheeler
Fletcher Kendrick Sheppard

er Keyes Shortridge

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-six Senators have answered
to their names. A guorum is present.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, in what I am
about to say I am not condemning the lobby committee. The
lobby committee has done much good work. What I am about
to say is a condemnation of some of the activities of the lobby
committee, which T now proceed to point out.

Permit me to suggest that the resolution ereating the Lobby
Investigating Committee limited the powers of such committee
to inquiries into the activities *“of lobby associations and
lobbyists.” I deny that the Senate ever conferred on this com-
mittee powers to investigate private citizens who may come to
Washington to petition the Congress for redress of grievances.
I deny that the Senate has such powers to confer; and when
any committee assumes and then begins to exercise such powers,
no office, no place of business, no home, and no person is secure.

Mr, President, if the speech made here by the Senator from
Wisconsin is the report of the lobby investigating committee,
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then the citizens of the 19 oil-producing States, here to present
a petition to the Congress, stand convicted and branded as ruth-
less, subtle, brazen, slimy, nefarious, and damnable lobbyists,
Yet I hope the heavy physical effort of a member of the com-
mittee, the Senator from Wisconsin, which caused the galleries
to smile, made before the first witness was half through testi-
fying, will not be permitted to become and stand as the report
of this committee,

Mr. President, the lobby investigating committee has ren-
dered much valuable service, yet I do neot approve of some
of the activities of this committee. I do mot approve of the
action wherein one member of the committee brought before
the Senate private letters and telegrams forcibly taken from
the private rooms of citizens and made public here before the
same were presented to the committee. I do not approve of the
action of the commiftee in summoning and trying citizens on a
charge of lobbying; of raiding the private rooms of citizens,
seizing private papers and effeets, and making public only
selected letters and telegrams so secured without affording the
accused a fair chance to explain his or their activities and to
make a statement in his or their defense.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question only.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Upon what information does the
Senator tell the Senate that rooms were raided and private
papers seized?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will come to that in the course
of what I shall have to say later.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to say at this point, Mr.
President, so that there shall be no misunderstanding about it,
that no papers were seized anywhere ; nor did the commitiee——

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, President, I refuse to yield
for the statement just being made. I have here the affidavit of
the citizen in charge of the rooms when the raid was made.

In support of my statement just made, and before I pass
from it, I desire to call the attention of the Senate and the
country to the latest decision upon this question.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator
suffer another interruption?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. For a gquestion.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want to say—and another mem-
ber of the committee is here—that this is the first information
any member of the committee had of any raid on anything.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, President, from this time
on I refuse to yield, because I shall cover these statements in
my speech proper; but, by way of dissertation, let me say that
I have here on my desk three books of clippings taken from
the press of the Nation, one book for each State; and on page
after page the press of the Nation have stated and told the
people of this Republic that a raid was made, and I will refer
to that later.

In that particular relation I now desire to call the attention
of the Senate to the decision of the Supreme Court of the
United States in the latest case upon this question, that of
Sinclair against The United States. Mr. Justice Butler rendered
the decision, on behalf of the Supreme Court. In the body of
his opinion we find the following langpage:

It has always been recognized in this country, and it is well to re-
member, that few, if any, of the rights of the people guarded by funda-
mental law are of greater importance to thelr happiness and safety
than the right to be exempt from all unauthorized, arbitrary, or un-
reasonable inquiries and disclosures in respect of their personal and
private affairs. In order to illustrate the purpose of the courts well to
uphold the right of privacy, we quote from some of thelr decisions.

In Kilbourn v+. Thompson (103 U. 8. 168), this court, speaking
through Mr. Justice Miller, said (p. 190) : “* * * we are sure that
no person can be punished for contumacy as a witness before either
House unless his testimony i8 required in a matter into which that
House has jurisdiction to inquire, and we feel equally sure that neither
of these bodies possesses the general power of making inquiry into the
private afairs of the citizen.” * + *

In re Pacific Railway Commission (Clrenit Court, N. D. Calif.;
32 Fed. 241) Mr. Justice Field, announcing the opinion of the court,
sald (p. 250) : “ Of all the rights of the citizen; few are of greater
importance or more essential to his peace and bhappiness than the right
of personal security, and that involves not merely protection of his
person from assault but exemption of his private affairs, books, and
papers from the inspection and scrutiny of others. Without the enjoy-
ment of this right, all other rights would lose half their value.” And
the learned justice, referring to Kilbourn v¢. Thompson, supra, said
(p. 253) : “ This case will stand for all time as a bulwark ngainst the
invasion of the right of the citizen to protection in his private affairs
against the unlimited scrutiny of investigation by a congressional com-
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mittee.” And see concurring opinions of Circuit Judge Sawyer (p. 259
at p. 262) and of District Judge Sabin (p. 268 at p. 269).

In Interstate Commerce Commission v. Brimson (154 U. 8. 447) Mr,
Justice Harlan, speaking for the court, said (p. 478) : “ We do not over-
look these constitutional limitations which, for the proteetion of per-
sonal rights, must necessarily attend all investigations conducted under
the authority of Congress. Neither branch of the legislative depart-
ment, still less any merely adminlsizative body, established by Con-
gress possesses, or can be invested with, a general power of making
inquiry into the private affairs of the citizen. * * * We said in
Boyd v. United States (116 U. 8. 616,630)—and it can not be too often
repeated—that the principles that embody the essence of constitutional
liberty and securlty forbid all invasions on the part of the Government
and its employees of the sanctity of a man's home and the privacies
of his life.”

Harriman v. Interstate Commerce Commission (211 U. 8. 407), illus-
trates the unwillingness of this court to construe an act of Congress
to authorize any examination of witnesses in respect of their personal
affairs. And see United States v. Louisville & Nashville R. R. (236
0. 8. 318, 835).

In Federal Trade Commission v. American Tobacco Co. (264 U. 8.
208), thils court said (pp. 805-306): “Anyone who respects the spirit
as well as the letter of the fourth amendment would be loath to believe
that Congress intended to authorize one of its subordinate agencies to
sweep all our traditions into the fire (Interstate Commerce Commission
v. Brimson (154 U. 8. 447, 479), and to direct fishing expeditions into
pr:vat.e. papers on the possibility that they may disclose evidence of
crime.

Mr. President, there is no law against lobbying. It is not a
crime to lobby, The Supreme Court says that no one has the
authority to go on a fishing expedition, to search the homes of
citizens to try to get evidence of a crime. What would that
tribunal say if the question were presented to it of a fishing
expedition into the private homes of citizens to acquire informa-
tion which, if found, would constitute no crime? The Supreme
Court said further:

We do not discuss the question whether it could do so if it tried,
as nothing short of the most explicit language would induce us to
attribute to Congress that intent. * * * It Iz contrary to the
first principles of justice to allow a search through all the respond-
ents' records, relevant or irrelevant, in the hope that something will
turn up.

After the petroleum amendment had been considered and
passed upon on Friday and after the attack upon the accused,
made here by the Senator from Wisconsin, a recessed session
of the committee was held and at that time Mr. Franklin re-
quested the committee to permit him to make a statement,
which request was refused. Mr. President, in order that no
possible injustice may be done, and in order that the Senate
and the country may know the facts, I desire to call attention
to the record of the proceedings had before the committee,

When the committee was called to order, the following pro-
ceedings were had:

Mr. FRANEKLIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
since I was summoned and have testified here, matters and things
have tramspired so that I would crave your permission to make a
statement in my own behalf uand in connection with matters relating
to this investigation,

Senator CARAWAY. We have a rule, Mr. Franklin, wise or unwise,
that we do not take those, but I will say this much, that you may
include that statement at the end of your testimony for the record,
and If there is anything connected with the questions that come up
from time to time you may explain those, but we have uniformly
forbidden the reading of statements to the committee, * * * It may
be included in the record,

Mr. FRaANKLIN. I think I have the constitutional right in this com-
mittee or at any other place to make a statement of my position.

Senator CARAWAY. We are not arguing about that, Mr. Franklin,
We have a ruole that we have uniformly adhered to.

- - - . L] L] -

Sepator BLaiXe, Now you have a statement you want to leave with
the committee, Would you let me take that statement, the state-
ment that you bad out on the table when you appeared this morning
and wanted to read it?

Mr, Fra¥kLIN. Will it be made a part of the record in the case?
If it is not to be made a part of the record, I do not wish to band
it in,

Senator Bramwe. I want to look it over.

Senator WarsH of Montana. The chairman announced that it would
be made a part of the record.

Senator Bramxe. I just suggested to the chairman that we have not
been permitting those to be made part of the record, but we have per-
mitted them fo be filed with the committee,
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Mr. FraNgLIN. 1 do not cara to file it unless it is made a part of
the record.

Senator Braive., Then 1 think we ought to examine it before we
determine whether it will be made part of the record. Let me go over
it. I want to examine you on it.

Mr. FraNvgLiN. Well, this is my statement.

Senator BraiNg. Is there any reason why you should not be cross.
examined on it, or examined on it?

Mr. FrANELIN. No reason, except it is my statement and if it is to
be made & part of the record I would be glad to have you examine me
on it as long as you desire; but if it is not going to be part of the
record, I do not offer it.

Benator Carawax. I have always understood that every written state-
ment that anyone wanted to make would be made a part of the record.
You have no objection to it, have you?

Senator Bramse. I do not know. It is a very simple matter for
some one to make a statement and have it made a part of the record,
and without examination it may be misleading.

Mr. FrANKLIN. I offered to read it and it was excluded.

Senator Bramxe. I did not know that any statement had been per-
mitted to go into the record but might be put in the files.

Senator CarawaY. Every statement.

Senator WarsH of Montana. Yes; Mr. GrRuxpy's statement was filed.

Benator CArawAY. Yes; he filed two, and Mr. Burgess filed a
statement.

Senator Braixe. If it is to be filed I want to see the statement first.
If it is to be a part of the testimony in this case, Mr., Franklin, I de-
gire to go over the statement and examine you on it.

Mr. FrANgLIN. And then admit it or exclude it, as you desire, after-
wards ?

Senator Braine. The committee will decide what it is going to do.

Senator CARAWAY. Let us decide that first, S8enator BrArwe. I think
in fairness to the witness he ought to know what the decision of the
committee is.

Senator Braise. 1 have no objection, but I do not want a written
gtatement filed with the committee without the opportunity to examine
the contents or the paper

-

Senator Wu.sn of ‘Monmna. The position taken by Senator Bx..ulm
is perfectly correet. There may be something in that statement that
ought not to go into the record, Mr. Franklin. Do you care to have
the statement made a part of the record? If so, of course you will
have to submit it to the committee to determine whether it i3 a

pmper thing to go in the record.
L] -

Mr thKL[N Huwever, I want it dlaﬁnctly understoad that I do
not offer this unless it is to be made a part of the record.
Senator CARAWAY. Well, that is just what we were discussing this

ond Mr. Franklin.
- L - * L]

Bpnator CargAaway. You undentsnd you can submit it to the com-
mittee and if they decide it should go into the record then it will go
into the record, and if they decide it should not, it will be returned to
you and not made public at all.

Is that what you understood? In other words, I made a declaration
that it be made a part of the record. The committee wants to reverse
that statement of the chairman and, therefore, the committee has a
right to do it, and that is what we have been consulting about, and
the committee decided to reverse the statement of the chairman
about it.

Mr. FrANKLIN. I do not think I will offer it unless it is going to be
made a part of the record, unless I am assured about it in advance.

Benator CARAwAY. All right,

* * * " *

Mr. President, I was present at that hearing and there stated
that T would read the rejected statement to the Senate. This
statement is as follows:

STATEMENT OF WIRT FRANKLIN OFFERED BEFORE THE SENATE LOBBY
INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE MARCH 4, 1930

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, since I was sum-
moned by your committee to appear, and did appear last Friday morn-
ing, to be interrogated by you with reference to my activities in laying
before Congress the condition of the oil industry in the United States,
developments with reference to this matter have been of such a nature
and of so serious an import that I have decided to ask permission of
your investigating committee to make a statement setting forth eclearly
the reasons which actuated us In presenting to Congress the request for
relief from the intolerable conditions now prevailing in the domestic
oil industry, and to refute the charges, insinuations, and innuendo which
have been hurled at me and my assoclates on the floor of the Senate by
a member of this committee.

Gentlemen, may I have the privilege of making such a statement?

When on January 28, 1830, the independent oil producers, refiners,
and marketers met in convention at Tulsa, Okla., for the purpose of
secking a remedy to the condition of ruin with which the immediate
future confronted them, and there decided by unanimous action of
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some fifteen hundred delegates assembled from the various oil pro-
ducing States, that our hope of redress lay in presenting the merits
of our cause to the Congress of the United States—the only power on
earth which could relieve our distressful conditions—we were of the
opinion that the bill of rights and the Constitution of the United
States were gtill effective and might be relled upon, at least to the
extent of allowing us the right and privilege of petitioning Congress
for a redress of our wrongs.

Being of this opinion and having thus decided to do, over 200 of the
delegates there assembled from the various States volunteered to come
to Washington to submit the merits of our cause to Congress, and at
the same time voluntary contributions were made by the men there
assembled to be applied toward the actual and necessary expenses of
such an undertaking. We had previously been advised by both Sena-
tor PINE and Senator THOMAS of Oklahoma that this was the proper
method of procedure.

Accordingly, the delegates returned to their respective homes with
the understanding that they should reach® Washington by Febrnary 8.
‘Where a sufficient number came from any one locality or State, special
cars were obtained, and these cars assembled at 8t. Louis, Mo., into
a special train, which arrived in Washington on the morning of Feb-
ruary 3, said train earrying 225 men engaged in the ofl and allied
industries. The newspapers having published the object of our trip,
we were met in Washington by men from the eastern oil-producing
States, and from time to time additional delegations of business men
and men allied with the oil indusiry have come to Washington to
present the problem to Congress as it affected the States and the
localities from which they came.

Upon our arrival here most of our number established headquarters
at the Mayflower Hotel and were met there by Senators and Representa-
tives from a number of the oil-producing States, who arranged for us
a meeting in the caucus room of the House Office Building on the morn-
ing of Febrnary 4, to which meeting Members of both the House and
Benate genmerally were invited. Many of them attended. As president
of the Independent Petroleum Association of America, T made a full and
complete exposition of the domestic oll industry of the United States
and presented the reasons, facts, and flgures showing that a tariff on
oil should be included in the pending tariff bill to protect the great
domestic oil industry from utter demoralization and ruin and to prevent
the gradual choking to the point of strangulation of the independent ofl
producers of the United Btates, which, if allowed to proceed, would
result in the creation of a gigantic oil monopoly In the United States,
similar to that existing in all other parts of the world.

It was pointed out that this tariff on oil was not only necessary
for the preservation of this great industry, but in the interest of the
general consuming public and all other industries and businesses. The
domestic industry has grown to such proportions and its purchases of
material and supplies are of such magnitude that anything which tends
to destroy that industry will injure and seriously affeet not only the
oil-producing Btates, but the entire country, including the farmers and
landowners who, as the owners of royalty Interests, receive one-eighth
of the entire production of oil.

It was made plain at this first meeting and so stated in unequiv-
ocal terms that the men engaged in this great industry had come
in person to lay thelr cause before Congress; that they had em-
ployed no lobbylsts; that they had hired no attorneys and that they
would not do so; that we were submitting our cause to Congress
upon its merits and its merits alone; that the facts and conditions
of the industry were sufficient in themselves to warrant relief from
the intolerable conditions which exist; and on that basis and that
basis alone have we presented our cause to Congress and the Members
thereof, resting secure in the bellef that our rights as American
citizens under the Constitution guaranteed to us the privilege of
go doing.

Regardless of the serious charges, insinuations, and ealumny, which
I now assert are without foundation in truth and in fact and are
unsupported by any competent evidemce, we intend to continue the
presentation of our just and righteous cause until truth and justice
ghall prevail. We do not intend to sit supinely by without asserting
our rights until monopoly of this—one of the greatest American indus-
tries—shall securely fasten its tentacles about the industry, destroying
the rights and property of millions of American citizens and taking toll,
as it will eventually, from the entire American consuming pubiie.

When your committee made known its desire to Investigate our
actlvities through your attorney, Mr. Holland, appearing at our head-
gquarters in the Mayflower Hotel and making a demand that he be
allowed to search through our files, I was absent at the time, but Mr.
Russell Brown, who was present, conscious of the high plane upon
which we bhad conducted the presentation of our claims, permitted
Mr. Holland, without delay or interference of any kind, to go through
our entire files, which contained copies of telegrams and letters sent
and received by many berg of our delegation, many, if not most, of
which I had not seen or read. The following morning, at Mr, Holland's
request, I brought these entire files to the committee and little
thought or dreamed that some of them would be perverted, miscon-
gtrued, and sgtretched by the imagination of any member of this ecom-
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mittee to give them a meaning entirely different from their true
import.

1 believed then that it was the purpose of the committee to arrive
at the truth, to be impartial in its judgment, and to report to the
Senate, if at all, only after they had made a full and complete Investi-
gation In a spirit of fairness. I am still of the belief that this com-
mittee, when it has completed its investigation, will in all fairness
exonerate us from any charge of wrongdoing and will uphold and
defend the constitutional right of any body of American citizens to
petition Congress for a redress of their wrongs. If I have said or
ghall say anything in criticism of what bhas occurred, I trust your
honerable committee and the Members thereof will realize that it is
done in the spirit of developing truth.

Now, if the committee will bear with me I would call attention to
specific instances where statements made on the Senate floor by a
member of your committee do not conform to the record as made in
the hearing before your body last Friday morning.

I am still reading from Mr. Franklin's statement, the one
which he offered to the committee, the one which was rejected
by the committee. I continue reading: :

He gaid: “* * * It developed in the testimony that the conduct
of the business in the headquarters of this lobby is costing all the
way from $1,200 to $1,6500 a day. * * *' That statement was
made in spite of the fact that I had testified that our expenses were
running about $200 per day to pay for stenograpbers, our hotel rooms,
and the food we ate, and in face of the fact that the committee had
in its possession all bills and statements from which could have been
ascertained the exact daily expense.

He stated: “* * =* In the letters that were sent out con-
taining requests for these telegrams from their constituents, they at-
tached a dollar bill or remitted a dollar that might be used to pay
for the telegrams. * * *" T had been asked about this particular
matter before the committee, and had stated that while this matter
had been recommended in a telegramr received by us at our head-
quarters, that it had not been done. Was this a deliberate misstate-
ment?

This Senator stated on the Senate floor, as shown by the CoxarEs-
sioNAL Recorp: “* * %, Mr. President, they were even willing to
trade in the President of the United Btates on this deal. They pro-
posed to carry to him a rumor that they sald was prevalent jn the
mid-continent oil region, that he was a large stockholder in petroleum-
producing companies in South America, to extract from him a denial
and then use that denial to advance their cause. * * *"

I assert, without fear of contradietion, that this statement is un-
supported by any evidence whatever, being a product of the fertile
imagination of him who uttered it. He assumed to derive the same
from a telegram to me, gent by Mr. F. H. Tucker, executive secretary
of the Independent Petroleum Associgtion of America, from Ardmore,
Okla, Mr. Tucker, than whom the President of the United States has
no greater admirer in the Nation, sent that confidential telegram to
me in solicitude for the President's welfare, upon learning that certain
newspapers had published the rumor concerning the President. I
talked to Mr, Tucker that night over the telephone and told him that the
rumor should not Le dignified by notice of any kind, and the telegram
was placed in our confidential files. In referring to this matter, the
Benator uses the following language: “* * * They had a subtle,
slimy method, designed to extract some information from the Presi-
dent and from the chairman of the Committee on Forelgn Relations, so
that they might use it to advance their cause, * * *"

From this instance and others to which I have referred, I am willing
to let your committee and the Senate judge who is given to the use
of *“subtle, slimy methods.” Furthermore, from an examination of
the transcript of these proceedings before the committee, it appears
that this confidential telegram from Mr. Tucker, seized and thus made
use of, has not been introduced into or made a part of the record
before the committee. It oceurs to me that if honor were lacking,
common deecency would have prevented the use thus made of a
confidential communieation.

I stated in my testimony before the committee last Friday that
from time to time business men were arriving from the oil-producing
Btates, remaining a day or two and returning home and some of these
sent telegrams and wrote letters suggesting certain lines to be pursued
in securing support for the tariff on oil. The Senator, in presenting
the matter on the Senate floor, took the strange position that every
suggestion made by anyone, whether a member of our organization or
not, had been carried out, although in my direct examination by the
chairman of your committee and on cross-examrination by the other
members thereof, I explained the actual facts frankly and openly and
I can see no reason or excuse for the Senator in any instance mis-
construing and adding to these telegrams and letters in such a manner
as to give them a very different meaning from what they actually had.
I tnke it that suggestions made by various individuals, but which
were not followed up or carried out, have no real bearing on the merits
of this investigation.
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I would now like to refer to the letter written by Charles Flint to
Mr. Brown which was found in our files and concerning which T testi-
fled at the hearing that I had not seenm, nor even heard it read until
it was read to me in the committee hearing, and that it contained noth-
ing which was acted upon by our organization, but when received was
simply put into the files. If it has tended to besmirch or injure any
United States Senator, the fault lies not with any of our organization,
but with the Senator from Wisconsin who brought it to light and made
it public. As a matter of fact, there is nothing in the letter which dis-
closes anything other than a desire on the part of Mr. Flint to impress
upon our organization that he was really an effective worker for our
cause and had seen several Senators in our behalf. It is a perfectly
innocent letter, except In the hands of some one with an unfair motive
and a pature willful enough to carry it out.

The Senator said: “* % & They have attempted to besmirch
Senators, * * *' [ wish to enter s categorical denial of this
statement. It is without foundation in fact; it Is not supported by
any evidence, and I wish to add that if any Senators have been
besmirched, it has not been done by me or any member of our organiza-
tion, but by the Senator himself. z

In conclusion, I wish to say that all we have attempted to do is to
lay before Congress and the Members thereof in public meetings, openly
and frankly, and in meetings with various groups of Senators and
Members of the House, and in meetings held with the Senators in their
offices, all the facts, figures, statistical information, and the present
conditions affecting the petrolenm industry in the United States, on
which we have relied and still rely to gain the support of Senators
and House Members for a tariff on oil to protect us from a flood of
imported oil and the shutting in of hundreds of thousands of American
oil wells, the ultimate result of which would be to throw out of em-
ployment mearly a million workmen engaged in the most typically
American industry, with all the suffering and woe which that would
bring to the families of these American citizens, and the commercial
and industrial interests, not only of the 19 oil-producing States, but
to the entire country at large. I would remind you gentlemen that
the population of the oill States Is in excess of 60,000,000 inhabitants,
and that this matter can not be lightly cast aside.

Contrary to charges made, no undue influences were used by any of
our group, no intimidation or coercion has ever been suggested, and the
sole procedure followed has been the presentation of eagily verified
facts, This has been one step in the struggle of some 9,000 independent
oil producers and hundreds of thousands of land and royalty owners in
this country which they have taken in defense of their very existence,
against three gigantic groups—the Royal Dutch Shell group, the Gulf
(or MeHlon) group, and the Standard Oil group, which are seeking to
control and monopolize the oil industry of the United States as they
now control and monopolize the same throughout the rest of the world.

Gentlemen, we have nothing to fear, and we will not be intimidated.
We have done mo wrong, and we here and now insist that your com-
mittee complete its investigation and make its report to the United
States Senate, giving the true and just analysis of our presentation
of the merits of our cause. We have been absolutely open and frank
at all times. We have concealed nothing. We have done nothing of
which we are ashamed, If it is a crime for a great body of the
American people to petition Congress for the redress of wrongs, if
when doing so Anrerican citizens are to be slandered, maligned, and
have their good names drawn through the slime and filth of the
imaginings of any man, then God help the Unlted States of America!

WIRT FRANKLIN,

Mr. President, let me now pass to another phase of this
new, strange, and unusual senatorial activity.

I am making no attack upon the Senate of the United States.
I have the most profound respect for this body of which I am
an humble member. No position on earth, elective or appoin-
tive, is comparable to membership upon this floor. The mem-
bership alone, perhaps, is unimportant but the opportunity for
service is unlimited. That which appeals to me most is the
opportunity afforded for helping those who can not help them-
selves. The billion dollar real and legal citizens do not need
representation here, but the people, unacquainted with their
rights, and too often unable to protect them if they knew, must
have representation in the Senate if they are to meet the
challenge of concentrated wealth now exemplified by Nation
and world-wide industrial and financial organizations.

Mr. President, the United States Senate is great, not because
of some of the activities in which it is engaged but in spite of
such activities. The Senate is great, not because of some of the
speeches made here but in spite of such speeches. The Senate is
great because this historic chamber is an open forum for debate.
Here Senators may cross forensic swords, Here Senafors may
give and must take. Here all propositions are subjected to
analysis, dissection, and exposure. Here Senators can call each
other * jackasses” with impunity. Here Senators may even
make jackasses of themselves. But, Mr. President, so long as
memberghip in this body remains open to the ecitizens without




1930

unnecessary restrictions, open to the bench and bar, to doctor
and teacher, to banker and worker, to farmer and industrialist,
with free speech and a free press, with these galleries open to
the public, the safety of the Republic is secure.

Now, back to the first battle in this war of oil. At the last
moment, on the very eve of battle, a contest known to be un-
equal, a contest between the “ragged Continentals,” fighting
for their homes and families, and the powerful British group,
led by the Royal Shell, flanked on the right by the Standard
and on the left by the Gulf, all well remember what hap-
pened here. I do not charge that the Senator from Wisconsin
was the general in high command of this five-billion-dollar
industrial monopoly. I do not charge that he was even a mem-
ber of their board of strategy. But, Mr. President, what was
their strategy?

Just before the presentation of the issue, the lobby committee
laid down a barrage and then, when night had fallen, the
Senator from Wisconsin let loose the poison gas.

What of this gas?
. The Senator from Wisconsin, apparently knowing nothing

about the merits of the petroleum amendment, and having no
arguments to urge against it, like an unprepared attorney
without either law or evidence to sustain his cause, turned his
attention to the sponsors of the amendment and attacked them
as being a * most nefarious and damnable lobby.”

Let me call attention to some of the weighty arguments used
by the Senator from Wisconsin against the proposal. He
made certain charges against this delegation of citizens from
some 20 States. I now digress to call attention, Mr. President,
to the map of the United States which I caused to be hung on
the wall. The portions marked in red represent the oil-pro-
ducing States, the States which had members upon the delega-
tion. It was the delegation from that representative seetion
of the United States against which this attack was leveled.
The States referred to are Texas, Colorado, California, Arkan-
sas, Illincis, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan,
Montana, New Mexico, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennes-
see, West Virginia, Wyoming, and Oklahoma. The Senator from
Wisconsin charged the delegation with having interviewed
every Member of the Senate, with having called upon the
Senators at their offices and even with having called Senators
from the Senate Chamber where they might be interviewed.

He charged these citizens with being * cocksure of every-
thing "—a serious charge, Mr, President, when *“ cocksureness”
is so0 scarce and, at the same time, so much in use and demand
upon this floor.

He accused these citizens from the States I have indicated
of so far forgetting the proprieties as even to go over to the
House side and there interview and associate with mere Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives.

He charged upon this floor that some of these citizens played
golf with Senators. Mr. President, I do not—I can not believe
that so serious a charge as this can possibly be true. I can
not believe that any Member of this honorable body has
fallen so low as to have dared to play golf with mere citizens.
If this rumor persists, the situation calls for action, and I
suggest that an investigation be ordered and, if it should
be found that Senators actually played golf with citizens, then
of course our duty is plain. Charges against the guilty should
be filed immediately alleging conduet unbecoming a Senator and
tending to disgrace the senatorial toga.

Mr. President, it was charged here by the distinguished Sen-
ator from Wisconsin that these citizens, delegates from those
States, your constituents and mine, even dared to attend dinners
where Senators were present. Again, Mr. President, why con-
demn these oil-field workers, unschooled in the maze of sena-
torial etiguette, for accepting invitations and daring to be
seated at the same table or even in the same room with Senators?
Why not condemn the host or hostess for permitting common
clay to touch the sacred senatorial toga.

During the course of his remarks, the distinguished Senator
from Nebraska interrupted to point out that some of these
citizens were actually in the Senate gallery and that some of
them appeared to be somewhat amused at the remarks being
made by the Senator from Wisconsin. No doubt they were
amused. No doubt they appeared to smile and I suggest my
wonderment that they did not even laugh out loud.

Mr. President, some of the citizens referred to were in the
Senate gallery at my invitation, and others were there with
cards issued by my office. No seat in the Senate gallery is too
gacred to be occupied by the humblest citizen of Oklahoma.

At this point, T pause to inquire what rights have the people
left in this Republic? d

What are the people for?

If we should take the viewpoint expressed by the Senator
from Wisconsin we would be forced to the conclusion that
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about the only rights the people have in times of peace are
to work to earn money to pay taxes to support Senators to
raid their private rooms, to investigate their activities when
they dare to come to Washington in the exercise of their con-
stitutional right to petition the Government for redress of
grievances,

What are the people for?

In times of war—to enlist, to fight, to furnish eannon fodder,
to subject themselves to deadly gases and germs of disease, and
when calamity, disaster, and oppression come, to stay at home
and suffer in silence.

What are the people for? .
In campaign times—to work, to organize, to contribute t
senatorial campaign funds, to make promises, to trade votes

that Senators may not lose their togas.

Mr. President, I do not subscribe to such a doctrine. The
citizens of the States are the sovereigns of the Nation, and,
when they so cease to be, the Nation, as we know it now, will
be no more.

Mr, President, in this defense of the rights of citizens have
I gone too far? Have I been either unreasonable or unfair in
interpreting the things which have been done here and the
things which have been said here?

The press of the country is presumed to carry the news and to
reflect and interpret what transpires in the Senate of the
United States. Let me call attention to one or two news items
appearing in the public press of recent date.

On the morning of the very day the Senate passed upon
the petroleum amendment, a local paper, widely read, carried
a front-page story under a heavy black-faced line. I exhibit
the paper. On the front page, in bold terms, I read:

Lobby committee’s help summoned.,

Mr. President, who summoned into action the lobby commit-
tee? Who called out the reserves?

This same signed newspaper story answers the question. In
the body of the story, under another black-faced line, we find
the following:

COALITION WORKS STRENUOUSLY

The coalition, faced suddenly with the threat of the apparent com-
bination, had worked laboriously throughout the day to tighten its
lines and earlier had sought to postpone the vote until to-day witn a
view to having the Caraway lobby committee go into the matter,

The Evening Sun of Baltimore likewise carried a first-page
story under a bold heading. I have the paper here. On the
front page, the first column, under bold headlines, I read:

Good strategy seen in exposé of oil lobbying. Held most successful
political maneuver in late years.

The signed story contains the following:

The most dazzlingly successful political maneuver of recent years was
the surprise raid by the Caraway lobby committee on the headquarters
of the Independent OIl Producers’ Association late Thursday after-
noon. L ] - -

At 4 o'clock Thursday afternoon, John Holland, investigator for the
Caraway lobby committee, made his surprise raid on the oil headguar-
ters loecated in the Mayflower Hotel.

Labor, a paper published here, the political and economie
bible of thousands of workers of the country, said that the
independent oil men “ might have won if the lobby investigating
committee had not intervened.”

On the same day the fight was waged the Oklahoma City
Times carried a front-page story under a heavy headline as
follows: -

Probe timed just as Senate debate starts,

In the story we read the following:

Late Thursday a subpena was served on Franklin to appear Friday
morning. Simultaneously, an investigator from the Senate committee
appeared without warning and took possession of all of the letters,
telegrams, and receipts in the office. No, this isn't Russia,

Mr. President, in these troubled times how significant that
word Russia. Russia! Russia, embracing one-sixth of the
earth’s surface and containing one-third of the world’s culti-
vated lands; Russia, containing vast quantities of timber, coal,
ores, precious stones, and oil, and, next fo the United States, the
richest nation in the world; Russia, containing 150,000,000 of
unhappy, dejected, and downtrodden human beings, until yester-
day, was governed by a ruthless, ruling dynasty, wearing the
Russian toga.

Only yesterday, when imperial Russia was in her glory, no
mere citizen would have dared approach a Russian senator;
no mere citizen had the opportunity of occupying the Russian
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parliamentary galleries, and no mere citizen ever had the oppor-
tunity of even seeing Russian senators at play. Their only
chance to look upon their mighty senators was upon state occa-
glons or perchance when one should choose to drive or stroll,
and then the peasants and workers, with cap in hand, stood
aside and bowed in holy reverence and awe as the powerful and
mighty senator swished by.

Mr. President, what of Russia to-day?

The Czar of all the Russias is gone. His Winter Palace,
adjacent to and connected with the Hermitage, now known as
the Palace of Arts, is one of the famous art galleries of the
world, ranking with the Louvre in Paris, the National in
London, the Prado in Madrid, and the world-famous gallery at
Milan.

The Summer Palace of the former Czar at Tsarskoye Selo,
now devoid of royalty, is preserved exactly as it was on that
fateful night when Czar Nicholas and his family started on
their last long ride.

The former private parks, closed to all but Russian royalty,
in which Russian senators, safe from even the approach of
mere citizens, played croquet, are now public recreation grounds.
Only recently, I saw in one of these transformed public parks
in Moscow, 175,000 Russian people, and not a single Russian
senator was there.

The Russian palaces and villas where Russian senators used
to dine, safe and secure from the touch and even the sight of
Russian citizens, have been converted into schools, hospitals, and
sanatoriums.

In traveling throughout Russia I met not a single Russian
senator. Their togas are in the museums, but the senators are
gone.

Mr. President, what has become of those austere, haughty,

and mighty Russian senators?
- Divested of their royal robes, those of them now so un-
fortunate as to be alive, are scattered through the world—some
of them to-day are working for Amos 'n’ Andy driving fresh
air taxicabs on the Champs Elysées in Paris,

Mr, President, before 1 leave this phase of this discussion,
permit me to suggest a word of warning to the people of the
country.

Republicans of the Senate! If the Democratic Party were in
power, if the Domocratic Party controlled this Senate, if such
majority party should set up here a committee to spy upon the
citizens, to raid their homes, to indict and try them for exer-
cising the right to petition their Government for redress of
grievances, if such conmmittee, so organized and operating,
should proceed to act as a board of strategy to promote or de-
feat suggested legislation which the leaders of the Democratic
Party favored or opposed—if such a proposal should be sug-
gested, would you support the policy ¥

Democrats of the Senate! If the Republican Party were in
power, if the Republican Party controlled this Senate, if such
majority party should set up here such a committee, would you
rupport such a proposal?

Progressives of the Senate! If a coalition of the Democratic
and Republican Parties were in power, if such coalition con-
trolled this Senate, if such coalition majority should set up
here such a committee, would you support such a proposal?

In the next few days, perhaps, Senators here will be called
upon to pass upon this question.

Mr. President, I make no defense of the questionable or
professional lobbyist. I am speaking in defense of a delegation
of honorable American citizens who came to Washington, ex-
ercising their constitutional right to petition this Congress for
redress of grievances. I am speaking in defense of the con-
gtitutional right of any citizen of any State, of any race, of
any party, with or without finaneial or political standing, to
come to his Nation’s Capital, and to call at the office of any
official, Senator, or President, or any agerdt who serves the
public. I am speaking in defense of their right to do this in
the open, man to man, eye to eye, with head erect, and unafraid.
I protest against a policy which would compel citizens, if they
come, to appear at the back door, cap in hand, to beg for the
erumbs which may fall from the table of monopoly.

Mr. President, I pointed a moment ago to a map upon the
wall showing the States whose delegates are here asking Con-
gress to consider an amendment for a tariff on oil. Who op-
poses this proposal?

The Standard Oil group opposes it. The Standard Oil group
is known as the Rockefeller group. It is a $5,000,000,000 group.

The Gulf Oil Co. opposes this proposal. The Gulf Oil Co.

is reputed to be the personal property of the Mellon family,
well represented here; and they oppose this proposal.

The Dutch Shell group, a foreign corporation owned by the
Government of Great Britain, is here opposing this proposal.
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Mr. President, the Standard Oil group, a $5,000,000,000 group;
the Gulf Oil group, a billion-dollar group; the Dutch Shell
group, another billion-dollar group! So in presenting this
request for consideration we are opposed by concentrated wealth
in the gigantic sum of some $7,000,000,000.

The main opponent here is the Dutch Shell group. The Dutch
Spell group is the greatest producer of oil in the world. I read
from the Wall Street Journal of date Saturday morning, Janu-
ary 11, 1930. Under the heading Royal Dutch Record Output, in
black headlines, I read as follows:

RETAINS POSITION AS LARGEST PRODUCER

The group's production averaged 527,000,000 barrels daily for the
entire year, and with this yield it undoubtedly retained its position as
the largest producer of ofl.

Mr. President, the Dutch Shell group is a British corporation.
It is owned by the British Government—at least, I have author-
ity to that effect. In support of my statement I call your atten-
fion to the following dialogue taking place between the senior
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warson] and the late lamented
Henry Cabot Lodge:

Mr. WaTsoN of Indiana. The Senator says that England controls the
Royal Dutch Shell group. Does he mean by that the Government of
England or citizens of England?

Mr. Lopge. The Government.

Mr. Warsox of Indiana. The Government itself?

Mr. Lopee. The Government has 60 per cent of the stock of the
Royal Dutch and 40 per cent of the Shell, I think. It may be the
reverse, but it controls both. Of course, the Royal Shell is an English
corporation. In the Royal Dutch the Government has the absolute
control of 60 per cent; at least, that is the report In response to
the ingquiry of our Government,

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
Just a question?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield.

Mr. WATSON. The Senator has said that the Standard Oil
Co. was present, that the Royal Dutch Shell and the Gulf 0il
were present. His expression was, “ They were here.” Does
the Senator mean to say that there were actually representa-
tives of those oil companies here at the time working against
the passage of his amendment for a tariff on oil?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I think I made
that clear., The Gulf Oil Co. is a Mellon-owned company. Mr.
Mellon is the Secretary of the Treasury. I contend that he is
here, very, very much here.

The Duteh Shell group is a foreign company, and I now shall
g‘l;oceed to show that the Dutch Shell group is here, very much

Te,

Mr. WATSON. I wanted to say that if they had representa-
tives here, I was just wondering why they had not been invited
before this lobby committee.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will answer the question.

Mr. WATSON. Very well.

Mr.. WALSH of Montana rose.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will not yield. They were
here, and I will take care of the matter thoroughly. The
Dutch Shell was here. The agent of the Dutch Shell Co. was
investigated. I am just about to come to that investigation.

Mr. President, the Dutch Shell group is here. They have
always been here, very much here. The lobbyist of the Dutch
Shell group was before the committee. Here is a copy of the
testimony taken before that committee. I now shall refer to
that investigation. The lobbyist testifying said:

My name is John H. Carroll; my legal and voting residence, Union-
ville, Putnam County, Mo. I have an office here in Washington in the-
Transportation Building and have had since 1917, and I am a prac-
ticing lawyer,

Reading from page 1262, it appears that the Senator from
Montana [Mr. WarLse] asked Mr. Carroll the following ques-
tions:

What particular department have you appeared before?

Colonel Carroll answered:

Well, I have been in the Interior Department a great deal. I repre-
sent the Royal Dutch and Shell companies and all their subsidiaries in
the United States.

I want to read that again, not for the record but for the
Senate.

I represent the Royal Dutch and Shell companies and all their gub-
gidiaries in the United States,

That is from the lobbyist’s own testimony.

Diverting for a moment, I have had placed upon the wall a
chart giving the name of this lobbyist, his apartment number,
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and the location of his hotel, a list of the companies he himself
in this investigation acknowledged that he represented, and a
list of the salaries he admitted he is now receiving.

Senators will notice, in looking at that chart, that he repre-
sents the Great Northern Railway, but no one inguired as to how
much salary he was getting for that service; at least, I did not
find it in the record. He testified he was representing the
United States Sugar Co., but no one inquired how much salary
he was receiving for such service.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla-
homa yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am astonished at what the
Senator says. I have a very distinet recollection of Colonel
Carroll telling us what salary he got from the Great Northern
Railway Co. and the Burlington.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, he admitted he
received from the Northern Pacific and the Chicago, Burlington
& Quincy Railroads, $20,000 a year, but as to what he received
from the Great Northern Railway Co. he was silent. I will refer
to his testimony as I proceed.

It appears from page 1271 that Senator RoBinsoN of Indiana
asked this question of this witness:

Colonel, what is the Dutch Shell Co.?
The answer was:

Well, it is a Dutch-Holland controlled concern. They own large
property in this country. The Shell Co. of California and the Roxanna
Corporation of St. Louis.

On page 1272 we find further questions and answers. Senator
Roeixsox of Indiana asked Colonel Carroll this question:

What service in the last five years have you rendered for them,
generally 7

Speaking about the Dutch Shell companies, Colonel Carroll
answered :

Well, it has been—there is a great amount of detail in bringing
expert labor and all that. We have everyday trips to the BState
Department, which is done by my assistant. I don’'t do that.

Senator RoBINSON of Indiana, To the State Department?

Colonel CarroLL. Yes; to get passports to bring in labor, expert labor.

Senator Roeixsox of Indiana. Do they bring in labor from foreign
countries?

The answer was:
Various countries. They bring in under the labor act, experts.

Not only does Colonel Carroll admit that he represents the
Dutch Shell Co., but he states positively that his main repre-
sentation is in bringing to the United States labor from foreign
lands to compete with American labor here in the United States
of America. .

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. /

Mr. WATSON. I have been for the Senator’s amendment,
and am now for a tariff on oil, and think it ought to be passed,
and intend to help him pass it; but I believe in being fair to
everybody. Has Colonel Carroll, to his knowledge, ever ap-
pealed to any Senator about a tariff on oil?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am coming to that in just a
moment. : '

Mr. WATSON. I want to say just this, I have known him
very intimately for a great many years——

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I refuse to yield
further., I am not reflecting on Colonel Carroll. I am simply
giving the record. It is all a matter of record. Colonel Car-
roll is engaged in a legal occupation. No one questions his right
to represent these companies, and get all the salary he can, and
before I am through, I will convince some of those present, at
least, that he is earning some of the salaries he admits he is
receiving.

The junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Rosinson] asked him
this question:

Colonel, what is the capital of the Dutch Shell Co.?

Colonel CamrroLL, I don’t know exactly. I think it is close to a
billion dollars.

Senator RosinsoN of Indiana. Do you know what thelr investment is
in this country?

Colonel CarrorL. Well, it is in the neighborhood, I think, of §500,000,-
000. It is very hard to say. The head of the concern is Gen. Avery
Andrews, who is chairman of the board of these American concerns, and
we report to him, and I suppose he reports to The Hague.

Senator RoBiNsoN of Indiana. You have been representing them here
at Washington for the past 10 years, I understood you to say.

Colonel CarroLL, Yes; I think so.
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Senator RosiNsox of Indiana. How much do they pay you, Colonel?
Colonel CarroLL. $25,000 a year.

Senatbr RosiysoN of Indiana. Is that a retainer or a gpecific salary?
Colonel CarroLL, That is paid every month.

By looking at this chart Senators will see that Colonel Carroll
represents the United Fruit Co. He is getting $15,000 a year for
representing that company.

When the tariff bill was first brought before the country the
farm organizations of the United States made a demand for a
tariff on bananas, That demand was pressed, and the evidence
shows that 60,000,000 bunches of bananas come into the United
States each year. The farm organizations asked for a tariff of
75 cents a bunch on 60,000,000 bunches of bananas. Make the
multiplication and it will be found that the United Fruit Co. and
other importers would have been taxed the sum of $45,000,000
a year as a tax upon bananas alone.

They did not want that to happen. These fruit companies
did not want to pay a tax on bananas. They have an invest-
ment of $200,000,000 in their importing companies. To whom
did they go to see that that did not happen? To what agent,”
what lobbyist, in the United States or in the world, did this
$200,000,000 concern go to employ services to defeat the tariff
upon bananas?

They sent for Colonel Carroll. He went to Boston. He
made a contract that for $15,000 a year he would try to defeat
a tariff upon bananas; and now we are here, in the closing
days of this tariff discussion, and we have no tariff upon
bananas.

Did Colonel Carroll earn his money? I do not know how
he did it. He did not do it by approaching Senators in their
offices. He did not do it by buttonholing Senators. No; he
says that is ancient. He does not buttonhole Senators. Years
ago he lobbied for railroads down in Missouri, and in that
ancient way of lobbying they actually went to Senators and
lobbied with them, saw them in the lobbies, on the strects,
on the sidewalks, even called them from the Senate Chamber.
That form of lobbying was so repulsive to Colonel Carroll that he
left Missouri, left the town where he had to buttonhole legis-
lators, the capital of Missouri. He does not work in that way
now. I will show Senators in a little while, perhaps, how he
does work.

Here is the testimony in support of the statement made:

Senator RoBixsoN of Indiana. They employed you to help prevent
the Government from levying a tax on bananas?

Colonel CAreoLL. Yes; and to do such other business as might be
brought up.

Benator RominsoN of Indiana. And for that they pay you $15,000
a year?

Colonel CARROLL. A year; yes, sir.

Mr, President, I find on page 1280 that Senator CARAWAY
asked Colonel Carroll some questions. The colonel had just
condemned Jefferson City, Mo., because 28 years ago he had to
lobby in the ancient way of buttonholing senators, and calling
on them at their offices, and calling them out of the senate
chamber. He condemned that system of lobbying. I have read
his answer. He testified as follows:

Senator RoBiNsoN of Indiana. Was that while the legislature was in
session ?

Colonel CARROLL, It certainly was. There would be no occasion to
be there otherwise. I am really telling you now, if you want to know,
that I am ashamed of ever having gone to Jefferson City on that busi-
ness, and 28 years ago I notified the president of the Chicago, Burling-
ton & Quincy Railroad that I would never go to the damned town again,
and 1 have never gone there. Pardon me,

Senator CARAWAY. May I ask a question. Why were you ashamed?
Was it the character of the work?

Colonel CArroLL. Well, it was the character of lobbying around,
buttonholing fellows.

Mr. President, I have given some indication of the activities
of Colonel Carroll. He lobbies in a modern way. He does not
buttonhole Senators, He does not ecall upon them at their
offices. He does not call them from the Senate Chamber,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxes in the chair). Does
the Senator from Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I merely wish to suggest to the
Senator, before he leaves the question of the compensation of
Colonel Carroll, that as I remember it we asked him if the
total amount received per year was $153,800 or some such
fizure as appears on the Senator’s chart, and as I remember his
answer he replied that he thought it was considerably more
than that.
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes; I have his answer. He
answered the guestion by stating that he paid an income tax
of $25,000 and left the committee to infer what his salary was.

Mr. President, Colonel Carroll was investigated and he so
impressed the committee—no ; the committee so impressed him—
that he congratulated the committee.

How does Colonel Carroll lobby? He tells us one way in
which he does not lobby, but keeps secret the rules he follows.

There is at this moment in the gallery a man by the name
of Barlow. Mr, Barlow is an American citizen. He is old.
Years ago he went to Cuba, and after a lifetime of hard
work he secured a tract of land in the city of Habana em-
bracing something like 70 acres. He had a hard time to get
this land. He had lawsuits over it and the Cuban courts sus-
tained his position. After he had fought for his title through
the Cuban courts the Cuban Government for some reason re-
fused to sustain and execute the decree of the Cuban courts.
This American citizen appealed to the powers that be at Wash-
ington for aid and for help. After a long time he secured a
favorable reception at the hands of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee of this body, the committee presided over by the dis-
tinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram]. The matter was
discussed by the Foreign Relations Committee. I am not a
member of that committee and am only telling now what I
have been advised. Members can correct me if I make a mis-
statement.

After Barlow, an American citizen having a decree for prop-
erty in Cuba, failed to get his land and appealed to the
American Government and was forced to come to Congress
and appeal to the committee here; after the committee heard
his cause, the Foreign Relations Committee appointed a sub-
committee to go down and call upon the Secretary of State
in the interest of this American citizen. They went. As a
result of their going, so I am advised, the State Department
appointed an Undersecretary, Mr. Reuben Clark, to investigate
the Barlow claim. Mr. Clark investigated the claim of Mr.
Barlow, and, on the 22d day of last May, not a year ago, the
State Department sent a message to the American ambassador
in Cuba, Mr. Judah, directing Mr. Judah to take steps to pro-
tect the interests of Mr. Barlow in his Cuban title to his Cuban
land. Remember that date, Senators—the 22d of last May.

When that order went out somebody did something. Look at
this chart on the wall! Mr. Carroll admits that he is the attor-
ney for the Cuban Embassy, for which he draws $10,000 a year.
Between the 22d day of May last and the 1st day of June—
eight days—some one got in touch with Mr. Carroll. On the
1st day of June he drew the first monthly installment of a
salary of $54,000 a year to represent the interests antagonistic
to Mr. Barlow. Instead of the American ambassador to Cuba,
Mr. Judah, following the instruections of the State Department,
Mr. Judah, accompanied by the former ambassador, Mr. Crowder,
appeared in Washington, and, on the 4th day of June, they
had a conference with the Secretary of State. Twelve days had
expired since that notice went out, but in 12 days’ time Carroll
was employed. In 12 days’' time a conference was held. In
12 days’ time the American ambassador, instead of following
the instructions of the American Government, came to Wash-
ington and had a conference with the Secretary of State. When
the 4th day of last June had come and gone Barlow’s claim was
forgotten and lies dormant at this hour.

How was that done? It was not done by buttonholing Sena-
tors. It was not done by the ancient way of lobbying—man to
man, face to face, eye to eye. I know of no way it could be
done excepting by the modern way, as Colonel Carroll performs
and operates. And what is that modern way? I can not ex-
plain it. I ean venture only two suggestions. One of them is
lobby telepathy and the second is radio mesmerism, and there
are people in the world who make perfect receivers for just that
kind of lobbying.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla-
homa yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. For what purpose?

Mr. SMOOT. Just for a question.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question.

Mr, SMOOT. The $54,000 that Mr. Carroll received does not
include the amount that is paid for the fight with reference
to a duty on sugar. That is separate and distinct, is it not?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. He said he represented the
United States Sugar Co., but he did not tell how much of a
salary they paid. It would be in addition to the $153,800.

Mr. SMOOT. I have not any doubt about that, and he makes

them pay well for it, too.
Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a
question?
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question only.
Mr. DILL. I wonder if the Senator could give us any en-
lightenment upon his suggestion as to radio mesmerism and
{gbt:y telepathy. I do not just understand what he means by
at,

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I suggest that we refer that to
the lobbying committee. [Laughter.]

Mr. President, a man who represents the Dutch Shell Co. is
entitled to be ecalled “colonel.” The men who manage that
company are knighted. They are entitled to be called * girs.”
Mr. Carroll is a colonel. He is not a lobbyist. Colonel Carroll
is a parliamentary solicitor.

Shortly after Machado was elected President of Cuba Colonel
Carroll took his private car, went down to Cuba, and brought
the Cuban President to Washington in state. He does not
travel as ancient lobbyists traveled. He travels like modern
lobbyists, in a private car, furnished him by the president
of one of the railroads. He went down and got the President
of Coba and brought him to the United States and entertained
him while he was here and took him back home. That is the
modern way of lobbying—I presume.

Mr. President, I am sorry the distinguished Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] is not here. I am not responsible for
his absence. I make no criticism because he is gone. Just after
the committee had made a report upon the activities of Colonel
Carroll, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] sought an
opportunity to make some observations upon the floor of the
Senate, in the course of which he said:

Mr. Normis. For instance, in the report just made it is shown on
page 4 that a couple of lobbyists employed another one. They em-
ployed Col. John H. Carroll. So far as I know, Colonel Carroll is a
very high-class man, an able lawyer.

Mr. CArAwaY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an inter-
ruption ?

Mr, Norris, Yes.

Mr. Caraway. He has not tried a lawsuit in half a century.

Then the Senator from Nebraska proceeded to quote from
the report submitted by the lobby committee, as follows:

Bays the committee: “ It did not appear after diligent questioning
that Colonel Carroll had done anything or was in a situation to do
anything in return for this liberal income, $158,000 per annum.”

Mr. BraiNg. Oh, yes, he was.

Mr, Norris. It does not appear on the surface, but the Senator from
Wisconsin says he was in a position to do something. Perhaps he
was, but not that has been here shown.

Mr. BrArNe. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. Nomris. I yield.

Mr. Braive. I want to call the Senator’s attentlon to the fact that
the testimony shows that Colone] Carroll got $45,000 from the ralil-
roads and at his advanced years he became the escort of Queen Marie
when she made her tour of the United States.

Mr. Norgris. Anyway, Mr. President, the report shows that there is
no evidence here of his doing anything for these large sums of money,
and we must assume, therefore, that if he does do something, and he
has been on the witness stand, it is something that will not stand the
light of day.

(At this point Mr. Norgis entered the Chamber).
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Again quoting the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]:

Mr. President, all of this ought to be nauseating and a stench in
the nostrils of a patriotic people.

Mr. President, I suggest to some of those upon the floor that
their company is quite as bad as that of some of us who have
been accused of associating with citizens here petitioning the
Congress for a redress of wrongs and a redress of grievances.

Mr. President, let me now return to another phase and I
shall soon conclude. 1 said a while ago that the United States,
and the world for that matter, is now going through an economic
revolution. We are. Only a few days ago the public press car-
ried a story that there was about to be a bank merger in New
York City which, if consummated, would form a bank with prac-
tically $3,000,000,000 in capital and resources. Twe or three
years ago we heard of a billion-dollar bank and America was
shocked to think that such a gigantic sum could possibly come
under the domain and management of one institution. But on
the 15th of this month, only a few days ago, the news was spread
that a merger was about to be completed which would bring into
existence a $3,000,000,000 bank. On the 18th a bulletin was
flashed that the merger had been completed and that the new
bank was in operation. What kind of a bank is that, Mr.
President? 1 wonder whose bank that is? Let me call atten-
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tion to a story In the Washington Post of date March 18. I
read :

Reports have it that Winthrop W. Aldrich, brother-in-law of John D.
Rockefeller, jr., and president of the Equitable, a * Rockefeller ™ bank,
will become president of the enlarged Chase, while Albert H. Wiggin and
Charles 8. MecCain, chairman and president of the Chase, will become
chairman of the executive committee and chalrman of the board. George
B. 8ilzer, former Governor of New Jersey, president of the Interstate, is
expected to retire.

Mr, President, if this news story is to be believed, we find
that this newly merged bank is to take eare of the constantly
growing profits of the Standard Oil Co., one of the groups
fighting the independents upon this floor.

On the same page where we find this story about the merger
of banks we find this headline:

Huge firm to link baking companies.

And in the body of the story we find that there has been
formed a gigantic organization, with a capital of $50,000,000,
to operate a chain of bakeries, and to control, if they can, the
baking business of the Nation. On the same day we find on
another page the following:

DEPARTMENT STORES PROFITS DEPEND ON SIZE AND TURNOVER
Small department stores should merge, Fisher says.

Then, to-day I pick up a local newspaper, and I find a full-
page advertisement with the headline—

Turning the light of truth on false and misleading statements in re-
cen* cigarette advertising.

Mr. President, we have in this Republic to-day not only a
fight of oil against oil, independent oil against Standard Oil,
American oil against British oil, but we have here a fight
to the death between the cigarette-manufacturing companies
of the Nation., When the fight is over there will be one
tobacco company, one cigarette eompany; the present com-
panies will be merged; and we will not then see the cheap
prices for cigarettes which now obtain. When the monopoly
shall have become complete the price of cigarettes will soar;
and I suggest now that smokers of cigarettes lay in their sup-
ply before the battle is over.

Mr. President, what are we coming to? I was surprised
at some of the votes against this amendment the other night.
I may say that I was sorely grieved. For many years I have
followed certain Senators upon this floor in thought and aection.
Then, when a question was presented here of the little man
against the big, the independent against the monopoly, I was
sorely vexed to find some of those to whom I heretofore looked
for leadership voting against the small, the weak, and the inde-

* pendent, and in favor of monopoly.

Here is what is happening, Mr. President. I exhibit to the
Senate a statement from a newspaper, “The New York Daily
Investment News,” and across the page in big headlines we see
these words:

America joins steel entente. World-wide control of prices 1s assured.

Let me read one or two paragraphs from this signed article:

World-wide control of export sales and export prices on steel products
has become assured through an agreement which has been entered into
by most of the leading American steel produeers.

Further—

Under this arrangement the bulk of the American business goes to the
United States Steel Products Co., the export subsidiary eof the Unlted
States Steel Corporation.

And further—

Each American company now gets its regular guota of export busi-
ness, and the competitive price situation that formerly existed has been
restricted to a large extent.

The international agreement now being entered into provides that
each member country be glven a global quota covering ite sales in both
domestic and export markets, and a percentage is established between
domestic and export sales. The agreement provides further that each
group of steel products shall be controlled by a committee composed
of two members from each country.

The agreement also contains a clause which protects the domestic
market of each member country from incursion on the part of other
members.

Then follows, under the black-faced headline * Will have price
body " this statement:

Special committees will meet periodically and will fix minimum export
prices.

Presumably the international agreement will be of great value to the
American industry, which has suffered considerably in recent years from
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low-price foreign competition, especially at seaboard points. Not infre-
quently the Ameriean steel mills have met the low foreign prices in
special cases, thereby undermining the domestic-steel price structure at
the expense of profits,

If the international agreement works out as it is expected to, such
foreign competition in the United States will be minimized so that it
will not be a factor in Influencing domestic prices.

Mr. President, I exhibit these newspaper stories as evidenc-
ing the growth of world-wide monopolies which are soon to
dominate not only this country but the world. The fight
has now begun against the independent oil producers, and if
the larger units in the oil business can reduce the prices and
force the independent operators out of business, so that they
will not have local competition, then it will not be long until I
will be able to exhibit upon this floor, if I shall then be here,
another newspaper story to the effect that a gigantic ofl
monopoly has divided up the world; and when that time comes
what will be the price of gasoline and oil refined products to
the consumers of the United States?

Mr. President, let me say that in the former presentation of
this question but two arguments were used against the amend-
ment submitted at that time. One was advanced by the dis-
tinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Coreranp], who stated
that, if the amendment should be adopted, it would not be long
until American oil would be gone and American consumers
would be forced to rely upon foreign oil or else to go without. I
want to answer that argument briefly. I have authority which
I think the Senator will accept and which I think the country
will accept. I refer to the report of the Standard Oil Co. (Inc.)
of New Jersey for the year ending December 31, 1928. It is the
report submitted by Mr. Teagle, the president of that company,
to his stockholders. Therefore, I have confidence that the re-
port can be relied upon. What does Mr. Teagle say to his
stockholders about the resources of oil and as to how long the
American people may expect to have an oil supply for their
requirements? Let Mr. Teagle answer. I will read one para-
graph from the coneclusion of the report, as follows:

The record of 1928 is more encouraging in the promise of further
progress that it has held out than in the material results actually at-
tained. There is ground for optimism in the clearer understanding
which the industry now has of the shortcomings of a system of hap-
hazard production and in the realization that the large reserves of oil
above ground, the increasing percentage of the light products obtained
from ernde and the greater surety of finding new production where
geophysical devices can be employed—

Here take notice—

have placed the induostry In the position where it can deliver petroleum
products for essential uses indefinitely. °

The president of a billion and a half dollar corporation oper-
ating in America tells his stockholders that his company is now
able to produce gasoline and oil products for the people of
America—for how long? Indefinitely. I submit that in answer
to the argument of the Senator from New York.

Then, Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. Typines] made an argument—and it has been copied
since then by those who oppose this amendment—that if the
amendment were adopted an added tax burden would be placed
upon the people of the United States in the gigantic sum of
$900,000,000. That is a terrific sum. But, Mr. President, let
me argue by analogy. The United States produces about the
same amount of wheat in bushels that it produces of oil in
barrels. It annually produces about 900,000,000 bushels of
wheat and about 900,000,000 barrels of oil. If a dollar tax per
barrel upon oil would increase the consumer’s price $900,000,000,
why has not the tax of 42 cents a bushel on wheat increased the
cost of wheat products some $378,000,0007

Mr. President, wheat makes bread and bread is the staff

of life; it is the one commodity which the poorest man must .

have; and yet Congress has placed a tariff duty of 42 cents
a bushel on wheat thus raising the cost of bread to the con-
sumers in the sum of almost $400,000,000. I am not condemning
this tariff duty on wheat; but when we come here and ask for a
tariff on oil to protect the oil producers, to protect the oil
drillers, and to protect the farmers who have oil beneath their
land, we are met with the argument that such a tariff will raise
the price of oil products to the consumer some $800,000,000.

Mr. President, those who favor the 42 cent tax on wheat
will deny that the price of wheat has been raised. They
want that 42-cent tariff rate to be effective, and in order to
make that tariff rate effective we have worked for eight years,
and have created a Federal Farm Board; we have also au-
thorized an appropriation of $500,000,000, and have actually
appropriated $250,000,000, but even yet the price of wheat has
not been preceptibly increased.
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Mr. President, if the wheat Senators here—and I do mot
speak disparagingly ; my State grows wheat; I should be proud
to be called a wheat Senator—could, by a simple amendment,
make the tariff of 42 cents a bushel on wheat effective, wonld
they not be standing here sponsoring it? I should be standing
here sponsoring it, and when my name was called I should
vote “ yea.”

We have passed, as I say, a bill creating a Federal Farm
Board to try to make that tariff effective. We have authorized
the appropriation of $500,000,000 to make it effective. We have
appropriated $250,000,000 to make it effective. We have not
stopped there. We have placed in this tariff bill what is
known as a debenture to try to force the price of wheat up,
s0 that the tariff of 42 cents will be effective; and yet, when
I come here pleading the cause from the same identical States
and almost the same class of people, it is condemned.

Mr. President, had it not been for these oil leases and the
small royalties the farmers of my State have received in the
past few years, they would not now own the farms upon which
they hope to harvest a crop of wheat next year, for which they
expect to secure a reasonable price.

I call the attention of the Senate to the profits being made
by the companies that are opposing this tariff,

The Humble Oil Co,, a subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co.,
on March 3 submifted a report, showing that that company's
net for the year 1929 was $32,535,080.

The Standard Oil Co. of Indiana—another Standard sub-
sidiary—shows in its report for 1929 that its net earnings were
$78,409,754.

Then the entire Standard group made a report, and that report
ghows that the Standard group made in 1929 the sum of $269,-
645.927—the largest in history, and comparing with $218,740,335
in 1928,

I have had prepared a chart—it is not hanging where many
of you can see it—showing the profits of the Dutch Shell
The Dutech Shell is a holding company, owned by the British
Government. It has many, many subsidiaries. It has one sub-
gidiary known as the Venezuelan Oil Concessions, In 1927 that
one subsidiary made 55% per cent net. In addition to that it
paid the holding company 15 per cent net, making the total net
return upon its invested capital for that year 7014 per cent.

The Apex Oil Fields Co. made that year 80 per cent net.

The Standard Oil Co. has one subsidiary down in that see-
tion of the world—the Lago. In 1927 it earned $8,000,000 on a
working capital of $3,500,000.

The authority to which I am referring states that the shares
in some of the British and American oil companies inereased in
value some 600 per cent from 1924 to 1927.

Mr. President, I am speaking about the Shell Co. I have
here a few advertisements taken from local papers. I submit
them only as an incident. It is not an argument., They have a
right to advertise. They are advertising. They are fighting
now for a place here in Washington, Here is a copy of one
of their advertisements, and here is a copy of another. They
are appearing in local papers daily. You notice on the front
page, in the advertisement, that it says:

Now comes Shell to Washington, Change to Shell, and feel the
difference,

Mr. President, this Shell gasoline is made from sour oil from
Venezuela ; and, while I have not bought any of their gasoline,
I am told that this advertisement should be changed, and in-
stead of advertising “change to Shell and feel the difference,”
it should be, “ change to Shell and smell the difference.”

Mr, President, I have already talked too long. This is not
a contest over this amendment. The world will go on if this
amendment fails. -

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question? :

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Is it not a fact that when, about three
years ago, the price of crude oil was a dollar a barrel more
than it is to-day, the price of gasoline was lower than it is
now?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, President, answering that
inguiry, let me say that for 10 years the price of oll has been
constantly going down, down, and the price of gasoline has been
going up, up. As oil goes down, it meets gasoline coming up.

Mr, President, what is the inevitable result? There can be
but one, Are the business men of America, the refiners on the
Atlantic seaboard and in the seaboard towns, such poor busi-
ness men that they will pay more for oil from the inferior than
they will pay for that shipped in from Venezuela? Of course,
they will not. Hvery barrel of oil, every gallon of gasoline that
can be produced in Venezuela; on the island of Aruba, will be
brought to America and sold here because they can sell it
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cheaper than we can produce it in America, and this will bring
about one result: The price of American oil will go down, go
down, until it meets the price of the foreign article, and that is
75 cents a barrel,

That is what we foresee. That is what we are appealing to
the Senate to prevent; and, Mr. President, this is not alone an
issue, oil against oil. I said a moment ago that no Senator upon
this floor can escape voting for oil on this amendment. Youn
have your choice, You can either vote for American oil or you
can vote for foreign oil. You can vote for independent oil or you
can vote for Standard oil. You can vote for domestie oil or
you ecan vote for British oil.

I will not brand any Senator. I could not if I would. There
are two groups here—one the American group, the other the for-
eign group. When you come to vote, you take your choice. You
then line up with the erowd you wish to join.

Mr, President, in eonclusion let me say that in my opinion this
vote and this issue will have a wide effect and a wide portent
in this country. These oil men stand shoulder to shoulder with
the corner groceryman. They stand shoulder to shoulder with
the independent filling-station proprietor. They stand shoulder
to shoulder even with the hot-dog vendor, because only a few
days ago I saw in the public press where the big oll companies
of the Northeast are now putting in their own hotels, their own
refreshment stands, at which they will sell hot dogs and their
own cold drinks along with their refined-oil produect.

Mr, President, this issue may not be important; this amend-
ment may not be important, but the principle here enunciated,
and the issues that will come from it, will dominate the public
life of America for the next decade.

Mr. President and Senators, choose ye this day which group
ye will serve.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr, President, I have an amendment to offer
t?a ghés amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have
stated.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will eall the roll

The Chief Clerk ecalled the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen George La Follette Simmons
Ashurst Glass McCulloch Smoot
Baird Glenn McKellar Bteck
Barkley Goff McMaster Stelwer
Bingham Goldsborough MeNa Stephens
Black Gould Metea Sullivan

aine Greene Moszes Bwanson
lense Grundy Norbeck Thomas, Idaho
Borah Hale Norris Thomas, Okla.
Bratton Harris ye Townsend
Broussard Harrison Oddie Trammell
Capper Hatfield Overman Tydings
Caraway Hawes Patterson Vandenberg
Connally Hayden Phipps Wagner
Copeland Hebert Pine Walcott
Couzens Heflin Pittman Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont.
Dale Johnson Robinson, Ind. Waterman
Dill ones Robelon, Ky. Watson
Fess Kean Schall Wheeler
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NYE in the chair). Bighty-
six Senators have answered to their names. A quorum is
present.

The clerk will read the amendment offered by the Senator
from Nevada to the amendment of the Senator from Oklahoma.

The Cuigr CLERK. The Senator from Nevada offers the fol-
lowing améndment to the amendment offered by the Senator
from Oklahoma : Strike out the semicolon in line 16, page 2, and
all the further provisos, line 16 to 23, inclusive, and in lien
thereof to insert:

That the United States Tarif Commission is hereby authorized and
directed to investigate the domestic and foreign costs of production of
petroleum and petroleum products; to prepare and file reports of such
investigations, and to prepare and submit recommendations concerning
duties thereon as in this act provided; to keep a continnous file of the
posted price of crude petroleum and the retail price of gasoline; and
to make findings as to the average posted market price of crude petro-
leum at the place of production, and also the retail price of gasoline at
service stations at such prinecipal markets for such gasoline as said
Tariff Commission may select: And provided further, That no duty
shall be collected or charged on erude petroleum or fuel petroleum dur-
ing such periods as the average posted market price, as found by said
Tariff Commission, of Texas and Oklahoma crude petroleum of a
gravity at 86° B. taken at a temperature of 60° F. shall ba
in excess of $2 per barrel at place of production: And provided
further, That no duty shall be collected or charged upon the petrolenm
products set forth in subparagraph (b) hereof during such periods as
the average retail service station price, as found by sald Tarif Com-
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mission, of standard unmixed gasoline in New York City, New York
State, shall be in excess of 20 cents per gallon, exclusive of any gaso-
lne tax collected from the purchaser.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I am frank to say that I
do not believe this amendment will be entirely effective as to
oil. I do not believe it will have any effect whatever on gaso-
line. However, I have felt that there should be a check on the
effect of this duty in the event it should be effective.

I do not think it will have any effect on the price of gaso-
line, for this reason, that should the price of oil reach $2 a
barrel, it will not be as high as it was when gasoline was sell-
ing for 18 cents, in 1926. In other words, if a profit could be
made on gasoline when oil was $2.20 a barrel, there could be a
profit made now when it is $2 a barrel.

I may also state that the danger I see in the oil situation
now is the danger of monopoly. I do not think there is any
question at all but that we all realize now that there are three
great companies in the United States which dominatp the
price both of oil and of gasoline. There is no eompetition in
gasoline prices to-day at all. There are local flurries of 2 or
3 cents where there are fights for distribution in various cities.

There is competition at the present time in the price of crude
oil, because if there were not, the price of crude oil would not
average $1.20 a barrel, it would not average a price to-day that
is every day putting about 3 per cent of the oil wells of this
couniry out of business.

Where does that competition come from? It comes from the
so-culled independent oil producers of this country, who are com-
peting with these big oil companies. Is it of interest that we
should assist these independent oil companies in maintaining
this competition?

The evidence shows that the independents are daily going out
of business, and at the rate at which they are now ceasing to
exist, two years from now there will not be any of them.

Let us look back several years. What was the price in the
country at that time of the character of oil of which I have been
speaking? It was about $2.75 a barrel. Why was that? Be-
cause at that time the independent oil producers of this coun-
try had really not come into existence. The beginning of their
netivities was the discovery of a great many new fields in Cali-
fornia, Oklahoma, and Texas, many of them ecalled *town-lot
wells,” which fell into the hands rapidly of a number of inde-
pendents. When those independents commenced to produce
about 30 or 40 per cent of the oil of this country, then the oil
of this country dropped in price steadily from $2.75 a barrel
to the price it brings to-day.

It has been testified before us, and I must accept that testi-
mony, that oil must bring $1.75 in order that the average well
in this country may continue to produce, and the average price
of this grade of oil about which we are talking, $1.21 a barrel.
There is no question, if that be true, that there is a steady loss,
which will mean the extinction or the absorption of these inde-
pendents.

We have the report of the Geological Survey, I think, at least,
it is approved by them, that there are 300,000 oil wells in this
country that are producing less than two barrels of oil each per
day. No such well can exist, in my opinion, with oil bringing
less than $1.70 a barrel, and if it did bring less than that, such
a well would be operated totally without profit.

What is the result? We must look to the future. There
should be cheap oil, if that is desired, for two years, and then
what will be the result? When these 300,000 wells have been
run out of business, and all of their property absorbed, oil will
go back to $2.75 a barrel, the price before the independents
started. It will probably have to go to three or four dollars
a barrel if the price of oil is to be stabilized, and there are
obly two ways in which that can be done, either by sustaining
the competition or by Government price fixing, either through
the States, or in some other way. I deplore any attempt such
as the latter, and therefore I am willing, even if it means a tax
upon the people of this country of 50 cents a barrel for crude oil,
that they should endure that tax, rather than see the extinction
of these independents, and see oil go to from $2.756 up to $3.50
a barrel after that period of time.

I believe the stabilization of the price of oil, and the stabiliza-
tion of the price of gasoline, through sustained competition be-
tween these three big companies, is the most desirable thing we
can accomplish along this line.

Figures will be offered to show what the increased price of
gasoline will tax the people of this country. I say that under
this amendment, this tariff becomes inoperative when the grade
of oil produced in Texas or Oklahoma reaches $2 a barrel, If
it does become inoperative, and has not any effect on the price,
then the price of oil will not go above $2 a barrel.

Why should that raise the price of gasoline? In 1926, when
the price of oil was $2.20 a barrel, the price of gasoline was only
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18 cents. You can figure theoretically that if the price of oil
goes above 15 cents a barrel the price of gasoline will go up
proportionately, but, as a matter of fact, that is not the history
of the two industries, and as far as gasoline is concerned, if the
compefition in gasoline has any effect at all—and I do not
believe it has—then this duty, under the amendment I propose,
ceases fo be operative, if the price goes to 20 cents a gallon in
New York City, where gasoline is sold cheaper than at any other
place in the United States.

I have gone further than that. I have provided that the
Tariff Commission itself shall report the average price of gaso-
line, so that if the price of gasoline in the West, in the central
part of the country, or in the portions of the country most re-
mote from the producing wells should be raised, they should
strike the average, and if the average price, including probably
24 cents in Kentucky or some other remote place, went above
20 cents, then the duty should cease to exist at all, and there
should be free trade from the outside.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Do I understand that if the
Senator’s amendment should be adopted there will not be ordered
a general investigation of the oil industry, but only an inves-
tigation as to the cost of production and distribution of gasoline
products?

Mr. PITTMAN. That is all.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. One further guestion.

Mr. PITTMAN. I want to answer that question further.
That is true, for the reason that I do not believe the functions
of the Tariff Commission go to the extent to which those of the
Federal Tradé Commission extend. Nor do I think they have
the facilities to conduct such an investigation. I think the
Senator from Oklahoma should prepare a comprehensive resolu-
tion for an investigation of the oil situation by one of our com-
mittees—either the Committee on Interstate Commerce or the
Public Lands Committee or some other committee—to get at the
charges which the Benator from Oklahoma has made. I do
not believe he is right in asking that the investigation be made
by the Tariff Commission, because I think it is beyond their
function, I do not think they have the equipment to carry it out,
and I do not think any result will be brought about by that
character of investigation.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma.
yield further?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If the Senator will permit me,
there will be no recourse for the independents if his amendment
fails but to ask for a real investigation of the oil industry, to
the end that publicity may be brought to bear upon this situa-
tion.

Am I right in interpreting the amendment to mean that, if it
should be adopted, at any time oil of the gravity mentioned is
selling in the market for $2 a barrel, the tariff provision of a
dollar a barrel is to become inoperative?

Mr. PITTMAN. That is right.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Third, am I right in this in-
terpretation of the amendment, that if at any time gasoline sells
in New York City at 20 cents, the tariff upon gasoline shall
become inoperative?

Mr. PITTMAN. I have changed that, and now provide that
the Tariff Commission shall select key points in the United
States, and shall daily report the average price of gasoline
throughout the United States, and when that is reported by the
Tariff Commission as being above 20 cents the tariff shall be
inoperative.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Then the force of the amend-
ment, if adopted, would be that oil itself would not rise above
$2 a barrel and that gasoline in New York City should not rise
above 20 cents a gallon.

Mr. PITTMAN. That is correet.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If the Senator will yield, and
if I may have the consent of the Senate, I will ask for a modifi-
cation of my amendment; in other words, I will accept the
amendment of the Senator from Nevada.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has a right to perfect
his amendment.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I ask that my amendment be
modified to include the language suggested in the amendment
submitted by the Senator from Nevada.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Oklahoma modi-
fies his amendment as stated. The question now is on agreeing
to the amendment as modified.

Mr. WALSH of Montana.

Mr. President, will the Senator

Mr. President, a very consider-

able share of the interesting address of the Senator from
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Oklahoma [Mr., THOMAS] was devoted to an attack upon the
lobby committee, so called. The charges made against it are
of such a grave character as that they ought to have some im-
mediate notice. In the absence of the chairman of the com-
mittee [Mr. CAraway] I undertake to reply briefly to some of
the accusations made against the conduct of the committee.

They might be summarized, first, as a charge that the com-
mittee has invaded the privacy of homes for the purpose of
securing evidence; in the second place, that raids have been
conducted against offices and other places of business and
papers forcibly seized; third, that quiet and inoffensive citi-
zens coming to the capital for the purpose simply of presenting
to Congress their views about public matters have been
maligned and villified; and finally, that while the committee
was diligent in inquiring into the activities of those seeking a
duty upon oil, it, with a lack of impartiality, paid no atten-
tion to those forces opposed to a duty upon oil.

Mr. President, there have been no homes invaded nor have
any documents or papers of any kind been taken from any
homes. Neither has any raid been made upon any office nor
have any papers or other documents been forcibly seized, nor
have any papers passed into the possession of the committee
except such as have been voluntarily surrendered to the com-
mittee by those in whose possession they were found.

Mr, WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Montana
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr, WATSON. I was much interested, while the Senator
from Montana was out of the Chamber during the remarks of
the Senator from Oklahoma, in twe statements read by him
from newspapers to the effect that a man by the name of
Holland had gone into the office—— :

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, Holland is now sitting at my
side,

Mr, WATSON. Whoever he is, I do not happen to know him.
The statement was that he had gone into the office of one of
these gentlemen and had, without right and without any
subpena, taken certain papers and brought them to the com-
mittee, I was wondering whether or not that is so.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. Holland informs the commit-
tee that his custom has invariably been to go to the occupant
of the office, the person in charge, and ask leave to examine
such documents as they had relating to the matters under in-
quiry and to take copies of the same, and frequently they have
been turned over to him. That has been the procedure of the
committee.

Mr. WATSON. Was that the procedure in the particular in-
stance cited by the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator can, I think, give no
proof whatever of any seizure of any papers whatever any-
where,

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma.
yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana
vield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator, although
he would not yield to me.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma.

Mr. WALSH of Montana.
yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I hold in my hand now a elip-
ping of February 28 and the Senator can see the headlines:

Spectacular SBenate raid of lobby headquarters aids In tariff fight.

I have a book of newspaper clippings of this kind for each
day which I shall be glad to submit to the committee, and if
they want to go into the matter, I submit they could probably
get some valuable information from the boys in the press gallery.

Mr. WALSH of Montana., This is the first information that
any member of the Senate committee has had concerning any
raid, and I undertake to say that there is absolutely nothing
to it at all. But we will not be required to rest upon news-
paper accounts concerning this matter. Now that the matter
has been mooted upon the floor of the Senate the facts about the
matter will be established by indubitable proof.

But, Mr. President, reference has been made to the remarks
of the learned judge writing the opinion in the case against
Sinclair about the sanctity of the home and of the right of
privacy to private papers guaranteed by the amendment to the
Constitution. We heard a lot about that in the inquiry which
resulted in that decision eventually by the Supreme Court of
the United States. The welkin rang with eloguent denuncia-
tions of the invasion of homes and of the right of privacy, and
so forth. But it will be remembered that after the learned

Mr. President, will the Senator

I will not insist.
Oh, no; I am perfectly willing to
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Justice had commented upon that appeal to the court he added,
“But the matter before us does not concern the private papers
of the party in whose possession they were found. They relate
to the public business. They relate to the disposition of the
0il reserves of the Government.” Accordingly it was held that
the committee was entirely within its rights in prosecuting the
inguiry which it did.

So here, Mr. President, why talk about the private papers of
some one which passed into the possession of the lobby com-
mittee or about inoffensive citizens who came to the Capital
for the purpose of presenting their cause? What are the facts
about the matter? These men came here some 200 strong in
a private car from the Southwest, assembling at the city of St.
Louis, whence they came here in a body. They established them-
selves here in the city of Washington at expensive headquar-
t‘-‘:lﬁ, with a large force, involving an expenditure of some $1,500
a day.

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senater from Montana
yield to the junior Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. WALSH of Montana., I yield.

Mr. PINE. What does the Senator mean by “a private car " ?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Did I say “car” ?

Mr. PINE. The Senator said “a private car.”

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Special train. They came in a
special train.

Mr. PINE. That was because so many of them were coming
together at the same time.

Mr. WALSH of Montana.
convenient.

Mr. PINE. 1Is there any evidence that it cost any more or
that they expended more money because they came together in
a special train?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; I do not think there as.
They came here 200 strong in a specinl train and established
headquarters here with a large force, as I sald, of clerks and
assistants and at an expense of practically $1,500 a day, the
total expenditure up to the time the committee went into the
matter being something like $50,000.

Mr, PINE. Will the Senator please produce the evidence that
their expenses amounted to $1,500 a day here in Washington?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The committee has not made a
report, but it will be accurate in that respect.

Mr. PINE. I understood that my colleague [Mr. THoMAS of
Oklahoma] denied that they expended anything like $1,500
a day.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We will supply the proof so it will
be available.

Mr., BLAINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. BLAINE. I call the Senator's attention to a telegram on
page 8010 of the transcript.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It is before me now.

Mr. BLAINE. I should be glad if the Senator would read it.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall be glad to read it. This ig
a telegram from Mr. Cromwell and Mr. Franklin, connected
with the organization, as follows: .

I suppose so, and they found it

FepruaRY 15, 1930,
RoserT C. SHARP,
President Independent 0il & Gas Co., Tulsa, Okla.:

Am afraid Waite favors your company join our assoclation fight for
oll tariff. We have nearly won Iin Senate. Some more friends are
needed to carry through two weeks to get Senate amendment. Tele-
grams, stenographic publicity, h rters exy cash twelve to
fiftecn hundred dollars daily, and another special train necessary March
1. Will you please send Fred Tucker, Ardmore, Okla., association secre-
tary, your company check for $5,0007 Ramsey Bros., Slick Thillips
Petroleum, us, and others have so contributed. Also wire Goebel and
Jones Bros., Kansas City, to communicate with Missourl Senators and
Representatives to vote for oil tariff. Stanley Draper, charge our
headquarters here, requests you send your Charles Hopkins here for
week or 10 days. We greatly need him.

Jor 1. CROMWELL.
WIRT FRANKLIN,

Mr. PINE. Does the Senator think it is fair to assume that
they expended £1,500 because they mentioned that amount in a
telegram soliciting subscriptions, wlen, as a matter of fact, the
committee have the paid bills showing the fact that they did
not expend anything like that amount of money?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We have those; yes. This is
what Mr. Franklin said, that they are now expending $1,200
to $§1,500 a day.

Mr. PINE. What are the facts as shown by the bills that
were paid? L
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. Those are in the committee's
record. I have not them before me just now. However, that
is a matter of no great conscquence.

But what did they do? Did they merely present their cause
to the Congress? Did they merely wait upon Senators and
present their cause to individual Senators, as well as issuing
to them generally statements presenting their views about the
matter? Nobody that I know of questions the absolute right
of any citizen of the United States to come here, either in his
own capacity or in a representative capaeity, to present to the
Congress of the United States any views he may have concern-
ing any legislation. Nobody questions that right. Nobody
doubts that right. Nobody endeavors to condemn it in any
manner whatever. That is not the gquestion. The lobby com-
mittee is not called upon to inquire into that kind of thing. It
is called upon to inqguire Into organizations which establish
themselves here having some kind of organization for the pur-
pose of carrying on the work of influencing legislation in this
body.

What did this organization do? Their activities are fairly
well disclosed in a letter found in the record of the hearings of
the committee at page 7982. I think that this letter will per-
haps give the Senate a somewhat accurate idea of the character
of the activities in which this organization was engaged. It
is a letter addressed to Mr. Franklin. I read as follows:

Mr, WinT FRANKLIN,
Washington, D, C.

Dgir Mi, FRANELIN : I thank you for the literature you are sending
out showing the price of gasoline to the consumer when crude oil brings
a reasonable price and when it is sold at a very low price. I think
this is the nut we have to crack, because the old Democratic doctrine
iz that the uitimate consumer pays the tariff, and it is hard to convince
people who have had that idea in their mind a long time.

We must convince the people in Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Oregon,
and States like those, that they will not pay any more money for
gasoline when the tariff is put on the oil than they do under the free-
trade policy.

1 am writing a letter to-day to Senator Hawes, of Missourl, cailing
his attention to that one particular point, and also to the fact that
it is not only the present condition that we are up against that makes
the problem so serious, but the fact that forelgn oil will deluge this
country if we do not shut the door against it.

Mr. A. A. Hammer has just been in my office and told me that he
gpent four years as a pioneer geologist in SBouth America, and that he
could convinee anyone that there was so much oil in South America
and Mexico that if it is allowed to come in free it will paralyze the
oll industry in this country within a short time.

1 am writing Senator Rasspern, of Loulsiana ; Senator Dexeexs, of
Nlinois ; Senator McNaAny, of Oregon ; and Senator FLercHER, of Florida ;
a short 1-page letter along the same line, and also thanking Senator
Fess, of Ohio, for his loyalty, as I know we can depend upon him. He
was the first Senator I saw, and while he did not feel hopeful he
assured me that he was with us and would support the tariff.

I wrote Joe Dancliger in Fort Worth yesterday that I belicved the
most effective work could be done by putting some one in charge of
each doubtful State and working through newspapers and other ave-
nues of publicity in an educational eampuaign, and also having people
who were convinced that we were right to send messages by letter or
wire to their own Senators. These Senators know that they must go
home for reelection and it is the home fires that we must keep burning.

1 want to congratulate you on turning down any idea of running for
governor or any other political office so that people will know that
you are doing this work for no other reason except to maintain an
industry in Oklahoma that we need. You know that we have a lot of
people in Oklahoma who think that if a man gets some prominence
that the first thing he wants is an office, and it is hard to do the best
work under such conditions.

After this is all over and the fizht has been won then it will be the
time to considgr political matters. When I started on the trip to
Wuashington I did not realize there was so much at stake, but I can
see now that it Is the biggest problem we have for Oklahoma. It may
not be the only way to solve the problem, but it is the best way to
begin to solve it, for if we do not shut the door against foreigm oil
we are through.

After we have shut out foreign oil then we can do other things
among ourselves. Give my best regards to Cromwell and Brown, for I
know they are with us to the limit.

With best persopal regards, I am yours truly,
A, C. TrRUMBO,

That, Mr. President, gives you a kind of general idea as to
what was being released and issmed to the press associations
and then sent out to the newspapers. It was proposed that
they send a man into every one of the doubtful States to

LXXII—352

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

9591

develop sentiment in those States, and to have telegrams and
other messages sent to Senators from those States, in order to
get them properly lined up. Mr. Franklin, who appears to be
a very honorable gentleman, was entirely frank about the mat-
ter, said that he expected in that way to arouse public sentiment
at home that would be reflected back, and thus influence the
action of Senators; but you will observe, Mr. President, that
the thought that was in mind was that Senators would desire
to be reelected, and that they would have that desire in mind
in the action that they might take, and, therefore, their action,
in order to save their own skins, politically, would doubtless be
lI:zt!lm':ncm.l by the letters and telegrams that came to them from
ome.

That is not all, Mr. President, but, in addition to that, there
was evidence before the committee that this lobbying organiza-
tion undertook actually to trade for votes. Reference has been
made to it upon the floor here, and the evidence leaves scarcely
room for doubt to the ordinary mind that a straight deal was
made between the Senators from the State of Colorado, who
were intensely interested in a dufy on sugar, that they were
to vote for the duty on oil and that the Senators from Okla-
homa were to vote for a duty on sugar. Whether that was the
case or not, that was the work in which they were engaged;
and Mr. Franklin was perfectly frank in saying that, of course,
they were engaged in frading votes, for he understood that was
the way in which tariff bills were always framed.

Mr. PINE. Mpr. President, will the Senator from Montana
yield to me?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. PINE. In order to disabuse the mind of the Senator
from Montana I will say that, so far as I was concerned, no
trade was made.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am perfectly willing to take the
word of the Senator from Oklahoma upon that, but I am
telling what was developed with respect to the activities of
these gentlenren concerning the interrogation of whom the
lobby committee is taken to task on the floor by the Senator's
colleagne [Mr. TuoMAs of Oklahomal.

Mr. PINE. Did not Mr. Franklin testify when he was on
the stand before the Lobby Committee that their expenditures
did not amount to more than $300 per day?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I must say that I have not the
figures in mind. I had in mind his letter when I spoke. I
shall be very glad before we get through, however, to give the
actual figures of the expense incurred by the organization.

Mr. PINE, I think we should have the facts and not con-
clusions drawn from telegrams and letters that passed during
that period of time. Those men, of course, were enthusiastic;
they were probably overstating their effectiveness; they were
making these statements, no doubt, to influence Mr. Franklin
and nrembers of the committee. I attended many of the hear-
ings, and I think the committee felt——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me remark that the telegram
with respect to that is Mr. Franklin's own telegram.

Mr. PINE. But did not Mr. Franklin testify that he had
not signed that telegram?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not think he so testifled;
but he testified that he did not sign many telegrams that went
ont over his name.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahema. Mr. President, will the Senator
from Montana yield to me? X

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, let me say to the
Senator from Montana that on this proposition I want to join
with my colleague from Oklahoma in denying that I made any
trade. I go further and state that I have not interviewed any
Senator upon this subject especially. I have called a few
from the Chamber to meet delegations, and I took one delegate
to see the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BixeaaMm]. There
are quite a number of Senators around me, and I should be
very glad to have some or all of them stand and say whether
I have approached them upon this proposition and discussed
the question with them.

Mr., WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, bear in mind that
I am making no attack upon the Senator from Oklahoma. He
has attacked the lobby committee, and, although he would not
allow me to interrogate him when he was making the charges,
I shall ask him now to state, if he can, succinetly, what com-
plaint he has to make against the lobby committee?
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Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will be very glad to do so.
The first complaint I make is against the raiding of the rooms
of private citizens.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Very well; that is a matter of
disputed fact; all right.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The second complaint I make is
the refusal to receive and make a part of the record the state-
ment of a man who was before the committee seeking to make
that statement.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I shall advert to that.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. And the third complaint is that
one member of the committee should bring upon this floor evi-
dence thus seized and make it public before it was presented to
the lobby committee,

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Before it was presented to the
lobby committee?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes, sir,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is an accusation against
some particular member of the committee, in which I am not
concerned ; it does not affect me at all.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I admit that is correct.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not take any responsibility
for what individual members of the committee may do; but the
assault was not made upon individual members of the com-
mittee.

Now, we understand that the charge against the committee
is, first, for raiding offices; and, second, for not allowing Mr.
Franklin to read his statement. That is the sum and sub-
stance of the charge against the lobby committee,

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brease in the chair).
Does the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from
Oklahoma?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, In making my presentation of
the subject here I specifically mentioned the person to whom I
alluded, and that was the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
Braing], as to using material secured from private rooms with-
out having first presented it to the committee. I did not charge
that against the committee then, and I do not now charge it
against the committee.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I presume I am accurate in say-
ing that the two charges against the committee are, first, raid-
ing rooms, and second, not allowing Mr. Franklin to make a
statement. But the more grave charge, not now recited by the
Senator from Oklahoma, is a charge, by inference and innuendo,
that the committee, while they were diligent in the search for
evidence of activities in favor of a duty on oil, were altogether
neglectful of investigating the activities of those who were op-
posed to the duty on oil.

With respect to the statement of Mr. Franklin. Some time
earlier in the proceedings of the committee Mr. GrRuNpY, who
has since become a Senator, appeared before the committee and
wanted to read a statement which he had prepared. It can be
very readily understood by Members of the Senate that at an
inquiry of this character witnesses will appear who want to
make the committee a forum from which they can reach the
public in support of their particular cause. The committee is
not concerned with either the rights or the wrongs of any
particular matter before the Senate; it is concerned only in
endeavoring to find out what activities have been carried on for
the purpose of promoting or defeating legislation—not about
the merits of legislation at all. Yet it is always a task to
prevent a witness from using the opportunity to expatiate upon
the merits of his particular cause.

Mr. PINE. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I will yield in 2a moment. So when
Mr. GruxpY came before the ecmmittee and wanted to read a
paper, I am sure the chairman of the committee felt that it
would probably have little reference whatever to the activities
of Mr. Gruxpy, but would rather be a defense of his views of
the public policy of a tariff or no tariff or of a high tariff or a
low tariff. So Mr. GrRuspY was given permission not to read
it, but to let it go into the record without reading. I now yield
to the Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. PINE. If the purpose of the investigation was as stated
by the Senator, then why was this preliminary or premature
report made?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. To what premature report does
the Senator refer?

Mr. PINE. The report made by a member of the committee
at the critical time when this question was up for decision.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The committee has made no re-
port, but any member of the committee has a perfect right to
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make use of any testimony before the committee, just as any
Member of the Senate would have the right to make use of it.
He could use it in a speech which he might make here at any
time. There is nothing extraordinary about that. When we
were condueting some investigations here, which have become
somewhat historic, no one waited until the committee had made
a report, but when testimony was adduced that was of a sensa-
tional character it was a common thing for Members of the
Se_nate to rige and say, “I am informed that before the com-
mittee on yesterday testimony to the following effect was
given.” What is wrong about that? What reason is there for
criticism of it?

Mr. PINE. It is a misuse of incomplete information.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I can not agree with the Senator;
I can not agree with the Senator that it is wrong to use that
any more than it is to use what a Senator may read in a news-
paper. We read from the newspapers that certain things have
taken place. Why should we not read testimony that is given
before a committee?

Mr. PINE. Is it proper for the power of the committee to be
employed by an individual Senator to secure information for
use in defeating legislation?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the testimony taken
is put down in writing; it is available to any Senator at any
time; and it is printed just as fast as it can be printed.

Now, let me proceed. Mr. Franklin came here and wanted to
read a paper after he had been subject to examination. The
chairman told him that a rule had been adopted that papers
could not be read, and suggested that he could have leave to
incorporate it in the record. The statement has since been read,
and, as expected, it was, to a very large extent, if not exclu-
sively, an argument in favor of the cause that Mr. Franklin
represented. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, Braixg], how-
ever, insisted that he should have the right to examine the
paper before it should go in the record. Technically, I have no
doubt in the world that the Senator from Wisconsin was correct
about the matter. I would have been perfectly willing to take
the chance of it being entirely proper to go into the record,
and so stated ; but the Senator from Wisconsin asked that before
it should go into the record he should have a right to see it

Why is not that right? How do we know but that it might
contain scandalous matter of some kind or other, and that it
ought not to go into the record or be published to all the world?
Of course, it did not have that kind of matter; but, as a matter
of strict legal right, why has not a member of the committee a
right to see a paper which some one wants to insert in the
record before it goes into the record?

A Senator offers something for the Recorp here; and another
Senator rises in his place and says, “ Reserving the right to
object, I should like to look at the paper.” What is wrong
about that?

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. WALSH of Montana., I do.

Mr. NORRIS. 1 should like to suggest to the Senator from
Montana that if this witness or any other witness had asked
permission of the lobby committee to put something in the
record, and they had let him put it in without examination,
and it had afterward developed that it was improper, that it
was slanderous or libelous on some person or for any other
reason was improper, the committee would have been condemned
all over the country for letting it go in. It wounld have been
insgisted that the committee ghould have examined the evidence
before permitting it to go in.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, I say, Mr. President, that per-
sonally I was quite willing to take the chances upon there being
nothing improper in the article, and quite willing that it should
go in the record, but the Senator from Wisconsin said, “ I want
to see it before it goes into the record,” and I defy anybody to
offer a substantial reason why he should not have an oppor-
tunity to see it if he desired to do so before giving his assent to
its going into the record. -

The other suggestion of impropriety upon the part of the com-
mittee is as to its action being entirely lacking in impartiality.

After Mr. Franklin was examined, he was particularly inter-
rogated by at least two members of the committee as to whether
he had any knowledge whatever of any organization or any
individuals who were actively engaged in endeavoring to defeat
the duty on oil, and he told us that he was utterly unable to
give us any information on the subject. He had no knowledge
of anyone who was engaged in opposition to their work, and
that was not exceptional or peculiar. That course has been
pursuned with practically everybody who has come before the
committee. After interrogating them concerning their activities
in support of their contention, we have invariably asked them,
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“(Can you give the committee any information about anyone
who is really in opposition to you, carrying on propaganda such
as you are carrying on against the contention which you make
in this matter?”

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. ALLEN. If information had been before the committee
showing that there were those who were lobbying here to defeat
this amendment, is it the belief of the Senator that the Senator
from Wisconsin would have brought that information to this
body ?

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Of course, the Senator from Wis-
consin must answer for himself, I am simply endeavoring to
give the Senate an idea about what the committee has been
doing, for the purpose at the present time of refuting the con-
tention, made only by inference, that the committee has not
been active in endeavoring to secure testimony to submit to the
Senate concerning those who have been opposing the duty on oil.

Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator dces not regard the presenta-
tion which the Senator from Wisconsin made of the fragmentary
report as having arisen through any other cause than his
opposition to the measure for an oil tariff, does he?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Why, it is perfectly well known
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BraiNg] is opposed to
the proposed duty on oil; and he was making use of such
material as was available to him to support his views.

Mr. ALLEN. Would it be too strong to say that he was
seeking for that sort of material?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, he was seeking for that
sort of material. He was seeking for material to establish the
activities of those urging a duty upon oil.

Mr. ALLEN. In effect, was he not using the lobby com-
mittee to lobby against the measure?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator will have to take up
that matter with the Senator from Wisconsin. Let me ask the
Senator from Kansas, however, a question. When information
came to the committee of the appearance in this city of a dele-
gation of 200 people coming by a special train from the South-
west—=St. Louis—for the purpose of urging the imposition df a
duty on oil, and information came to them that this delegation
had established themselves with an organization at the May-
flower Hotel in this city and were at that time engaged in
endeavoring to influence the Senate to impose such a duty,
what would the Senator from Kansas have had the committee
on lobby do?

Mr. ALLEN. Knowing of the situation as I did, I should
have considered that these men were entirely within their
rights. Other great organizations had come here in exactly
the same way, and had played their game in the open, as this
organization did.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Would the Senator from Kansas
have felt that the lobby committee, commanded by the Senate
to investigate the activities of lobbyists here, should have closed
its eves fo this situation and not have called these men before it?

Mr. ALLEN. Upon the very small amount of actual material
that was secured, I should say that it would have been just
as well to have ignored the obvious situation.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Whether it would have been just
as well or not, does the Senator say we should not have called
them?

Mr. ALLEN. I am waiting for the full report. So far as any
disclosures at present indicate, I should say that it would have
been a more just and dignified thing.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. To have let it go?

Mr., ALLEN. Yes; since it was obvious as to why they were
here, and what they were doing.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. And .if the Senator were on the
other side of the question, would he say so likewise?

Mr. ALLEN. T am inclined to think I should say so in any
event concerning this matter.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. This is a diversion, Mr. President.
I read from the record at page 8056. My recollection is that
it was I myself who put the original guestion to Mr. Franklin
as to whether he had any information that he could give to
the commitiee concerning activities of anybody in opposition to
the duty on oil; but I read, from page 8056, an inquiry addressed
to him by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE], as follows :

Senator Braixe. Mr. Franklin, do you know of any independent oil
men who have been here during the last month or two opposing a tariff
on oil?

Mr. FRANKLIN, No, sir; I do not.

Senator Braixe. Do yon know of any oil producer or anyone con-
nected with oll, either through association, corporation, or otherwise,
who has been here in Washington opposing a tariff on oil?
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Mr. FRANKLIN, No; I don't know of any oil preducer who has been
here opposing it. A

Mr. President, T imagine probably this well-equipped organl-
zation, with headquarters down in the Mayflower Hotel, with
their clerks and aides and such other means as they had to
inform themselves about what was going on, would in all prob-
ability have known about the existence of an opposing organiza-
tion here in the city of Washington if any existed. They told
us they had no information about the matter at all; they could
not give us any information that would require us to call be-
fore the committee anybody who was engaged in opposition.

I continue:

SBenator BrAINE. Do you know of any Senator who has been ap-
proached by anyone interested in oil, in any way opposing a tariff on
oil?

Mr. FRANKLIN, No; I have stated heretofore that the opposition
would be secretive and clandestine, and I still think it. I have reason
to believe that they are here, but I haven't any espionage system. I
can't keep up with them,

Senator BLAINE. Give us the grounds of your belief.
reason why you believe that.
whatever is in your mind.

Mr. FRANKLIN, I asked them in our hearing before the Committee on
Ways and Means to appear in the open.

Benator BLAINE. Asked who?

Mr. FrANKLIN, The representatives of those companies.

Senator BLAINE. Who was he? g

Mr. FRANKLIN. [ said representatives,

Senator Braixe, Well, who were they? You asked the representa-
tives?

Mr, FRANKLIN. I made a statement in the open hearing.

Senator BLAINE, Oh, you just challenged them before the committee?

Mr. FRANKLIN, Yes.

Senator BLAINE, You don't mean you nofified them?

Mr. FrRANELIN. No.

Senator BLAINE. Who were those representatives you had in mind
when you challenged them before the committee to present the case
before the committee?

Mr. FrANKLIN, T was not acquainted with them.
representatives in the room.

Senator BrAiNe. Who told you that?

Mr, FraNgLiN, I don’t remember who told me that.

Senator BLAINE. I am trying to figure out whether there is a bogey
man in this, or a real, active, subtle though it may be, as You claim, in-
fluence in connection with tariff on oil. Now, can you give us any in-
formation concernlng any such influence, hearsay or otherwise?

Mr, FRANKELIN. Well, I know positively that the Mellon interests are
opposed to a tariff on oil, Their representatives have said so. They
haven't appeared in the open.

Senator BLAINE. Now, that is interesting. Give us some fact that
we can get hold of ?

Mr. FraNgLiN, I don't know that they have approached any Senator.
I am not watching the Senators or having them watched.

Senator BLAINE, Who spoke for the Mellon interests?

Mr. FRANKLIN, No one.

Senator BLAINE, How did you get the idea that they were opposed
to it?

Mr., FraNgLIN, I got it from Henry McGraw in Tulsa, their vice
president and general manager.

Senator BLAINE, What did he say?

Mr. FrangLiN. He said they were positively opposed to a tariff on
oil. Every Mellon man you run into is opposed to it

Senator WaLsH of Montana, That will be valuable to us, Mr. Frank-
lin. You have given us one——

Senator BLAINE, Give us his name?

Mr. FrANKLIN, Henry McGraw.

Senator BLAINE. Of what location?

Mr, FRANKLIN. Tulsa. He 1s vice president and general manager of
the Gipsy Oil Co. -

Senator WaALsH of Montann. That is one of the subsidiaries of the
Gulf 0il Co.?

Mr, FuaxkrLi®. That is one of the subsidiaries of the Gulf. Further-
more, that company has not cooperated in any other movement looking
to the stabilization of the oil industry.

Senator WALsH of Montana. Just exactly what do you mean by that?

Mr., FrANKLIN, 1 mean the President’s curtailment and conservation
program. They do not attend the meetings. They send no representa-
tives, While they are a large company——

Senator WALSH of Montana. Now, that is the one you spoke of to
consorve oil and limit the production?

Mr. FrRANKLIN. They sent no representatives to those meetings.
have held off and have not cooperated in the movement.
““Senator CArAwAY. Have they acquiesced in the agreement?

Mr. FRANKLIN, When the order of the corporation commission was
made—that i the way it is done in Oklahoma—they have not violated
it, but they have never attended any of the meetings.

There is some
Now, give the committee the benefit of

I was told they had

They
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Senator WALsH of Montana. To secure the necessary order?

Mr. FrANKLIN. To secure it.

Senator WALSH of Montana. Is there any other Tepresentative of the
Gulf interests that you can tell us about?

Mr. FRANELIN. No, gir; he is the head of the Gulf interests in Okla-
homa, Henry McGraw is, and he is a very fine man.

Senator WiLsH of Montana. Did they attend the Colorado Springs
meeting?

Mr. FRANKLIN, They did not. They had no representative there.

Senator Caraway. Did the Standard Oil of any of the Btates?

Mr. FRANELIN, I think the Gulf interests was the only large interest
that was not in attendance at the Colorado Springs conference.

Senator WALSH of Montana., Senator BraiNg asked you a little while
ago about people who were antagonizing you in your efforts to secure
a duty on oil, and you have given us the case of the Gulf. Have you
any information about the activity on the part of any of these large
organizations or others in opposition to your efforts?

Mr. FRANKLIN. They have never appeared in the open, so I don't
Enow.

Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Oklahoma whether, in
the light of this testimony, he thinks it quite fair to apprise
the country that the members of this committee, being against
a duty on oil, prosecuted diligently inquiries into the activities
of those favoring the duty on oil, but, by reason of their prefer-
ence in the matter or their views in the matter, did not interro-
gate the representatives of these three great companies?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Louisiana?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Along that line, inasmuch as the Senator
is a member of the lobby committee, I understand that Mr.
Carroll was called before the lobby commiitee to investigate
the sugar lobby, and I wish to ask the Senator why it was that
when the lobby committee found that Mr. Carroll represented
the United States Sugar Co. it was not found out how much he
was paid for that?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I can not tell the Senator. The
efforts of Colonel Carroll seemed guite absurd to the entire com-
mittee. I do-not know how either the Great Northern or the
United States Sugar was left out. :

M_:. BROUSSARD. But you were investigating sugar lob-
bies

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Oh, yes.

Mr. BROUSSARD. You overlocked the only thing that was
pertinent to the investigation.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not think so. I do not think
so at all. On the contrary, the Cuba company was the head of
the sugar lobby.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Oh, Mr. Lakin was.
the Lakin interest.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. He represented the Cuba company,
and they were paying Lakin $10,000 a year. That is small.

Mr. BROUSSARD. It seems strange that while you were
investigating the sugar lobby and you got Mr. Carroll there,
and he stated he represented the United States Sugar Co., you
did not find out how much he was getting.

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Montana
yield to me?

Mr., WALSH of Montana, I yield.

Mr. PINH. Did the committee get the records from Mr. Car-
roll’s office?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. What is that?

Mr. PINE. Did the committee send out and get all the
records from John H. Carroll's office?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not think we did.

Mr. PINE. Why did it not?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not know just why we did not.
We went into the sugar lobby pretty extensively. I will state
that the committee felt—I am sure the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. RoBixson], who is here, will confirm me—that we went
into that to the limit, that it bad become tedious and tiresome.

Mr. PINE. Does the commitiee now know what Mr. Carroll
does for the money he receives?

Mr, WALSH of Montana. The committee has reported that
it is a profound mystery to them why anybody should ever pay
Colonel Carroll a dollar for anything. Our report is on file to
that effect.

Let me remark that Colonel Carroll is an old gentleman, a
very amiable and agreeable old gentleman, something over 756
years of age, in feeble health., He is almost blind of one eye.
He has not tried a lawsuit since he was a youth. He was a
lobbyist for the Burlington road before the legislature of
State of Missouri from a time when the memory of man run-
neth not to the contrary., About 1919 he came here to Wi

He gets $54,000—
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ington, and we could not find out what he does for anybody to
earn a dollar of this money—he was prodded and prodded and
prodded, and the committee quit without knowing what he does
or how he gets it.

Mr. PINE. And quit without getting his records?

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Yes. We were unable to find that
Colonel Carroll had done a thing or was able to do a thing.
Why should we go to his records?

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. BORAH. It ought to be said, in behalf of Colonel Car-
roll, that he did not attempt to conceal anything. Of course,
he could not explain why he was in their service, but that he
was in their service and what he was paid and his entire rela-
tionship with them he was perfectly willing to state.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. HExactly.

Mr. BORAH. He was proud of it.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield to me?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The record shows that Colonel
Carroll did not try to conceal anything. The record likewise
shows that he did not tell anything. He promised to fill the
record with reports and there is not a single report here. I
suggest to the committee that they make a raid upom the
colonel’s apartment. It will be interesting if they do.

Mr., WALSH of Montana. Of course, Mr. President, we all
understand this insolent insinuation against the committee
which is repeated now. I resent it. The Senator has been told
by at least one member of the committee that the committee
never made a raid on anybody. If he does not care to accept
my statement about the matter, he is at liberty to disregard it.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I was not present
when the raid was made and naturally—

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Again the insinuation.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I do not know what order was
given to the raider, as I shall denominate him, but I have the
record here that a raid was made. I will leave the committee
to offset that record.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. To offset which record?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The record in the public press
throughout the United States.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I do not care to
prosecute this matter further. The committee is quite content,
I am sure, with the character of the investigation it has con-
ducted—at least so far as the oil lobby is concerned. I dare say
that the heat exhibited by the Senator from Oklahoma arises
rather from the revelations than from the conduct of the com-
mittee.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr, President, I think in most
matters suggested so far I am in accord with my colleague on
the so-called lobby committee who has just spoken. There are
one or two matters, however, with reference to which I am in
disagreement.,

Let me suggest that I voted against a tariff on petrolenm be-
cause I have firm convictions on that question. I expect, if the
question comes up again, to vote the same way.

I always felt myself—though I think I failed to register a
protest at the time, and thereby perhaps might have been dere-
lict in my duty—that the statement presented to the committee
by Mr. Franklin should have been incorporated in the Recorn,
1 think the statement of any witness before that committee
should be permitted to go in the record.

In the first place, the proceedings are ex parte from beginning
to end. Any witness before a subcommittee of the Senate is at
a tremendous disadvantage. There are certain rules of evidence
which throw a safeguard around an American citizen when he
iz in a court of law or equity, but there is no such safeguard to
protect a witness before a Senate investigating committee.
Wherever such a committee is composed completely or partly,
even, of lawyers, it does seem to me that those members of the
bar, who back in their respective States and perhaps before the
United States Supreme Court are officers of the court, should see
that the citizen’s rights are protected in any examination which
may be conducted.

My experience in this body throughout the years I have been
a Member of the Senate has shown that directly the contrary is
the rule. Rules of evidence might as well never have been
written or formulated. A witness comes before this investigat-
ing committee, in this instance composed exclusively of lawyers,
and no rules of evidence are followed.

It has been suggested that a witness should not be permitted
to incorporate in the record a statement of his side of the case.
Why? I submit that members of the subcommittee manage to
get their side of the ecase before the publie, even to the extent
of lecturing witnesses, and in some cases insulting witnesses
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with language thoronghly abusive and which would not under
any circumstances be permitted in a court of law or of eguity.

This, I submit, is all wrong; and where comes the safeguard
for the American citizen? If I understand our theory of
government, it differs principally from the old monarchieal
system in this: That public officials, prior to the advent of the
American Constitution, were responsible to the cerown, but ae-
cording to the philosophy of our Constitution and our Govern-
ment the American public official is responsible to the American
citizen, who is the sovereign. Not in a crown rests the sover-
eignty in this country, but in the citizen who is himself sover-
eign. Therefore, we are but servants of the people. How
ridiculous it is to summon a sovereign citizen before a com-
mittee and then for the servant of the citizen deliberately to
insult the sovereign power of the Republic.

This, I submit, is wrong; and where, I ask the junior Senator
from Oklahoma, is the safeguard? How may it be prevented?
It seems to me only in this body itself. This body, in a sense,
when it desires to do so, can exercise supreme power. I think
the Supreme Court has so held. In other words, the Senate,
acting through a majority, may commit any excess, it may
commit acts of tyranny, and there is no relief save from the
body itself.

“ Ralds.” T do not know that that is the proper term, but it
is common knowledge to every Member here that subcommittees
of the Senate do send investigators into private offices and even
into private homes, if they desire to do so, to gather private
papers, private documents, from the citizen, when there is no
evidence, indeed, no suspicion of crime, but just to go on what
we sometimes call in the practice of the law “a fishing expedi-
tion,” hoping there may be something found to blacken the
record of some individual or some concern.

What rights, in that situation, has the citizen himself? What
protection has he? None, Mr. President, save the protection
which comes through the exercise of a sound diseretion by a
majority of the Members of this body; that is all. The Senate
should be as much concerned as the courts to see that the con-
stitutional safeguards of the citizen are always scrupulously
observed.

Mr. President, I hold no brief for any lobbyist. I hold no
brief for anyone connected with the oil lobby on either side.
I made up my own mind on this gquestion without regard to any
lobby. Certainly I am not prejudiced in favor of the oil lobby
that was investigated so recently and about which the Senators
from Oklahoma complain. That is evidenced quickly and
easily by the fact I voted against a tariff on oil and expect to
do so again.

But, Mr. President, I say to yon, sir, that Senators should
not forget that they themselves are servants of the people and
not masters. I say it is an abuse of discretion, in my judgment,
on the part even of an individual Senator to stand on this floor
and point out a man in the gallery and denounce him there as
if he had no right to be there and as if he were but a dog.

The Senate collectively is all powerful. The individual
Senator may not be so to any great degree, but a majority of the
*Senate could destroy the Government if it would. It could
resort to tyranny such as has destroyed governments in the
years gone by. I think this discussion on the floor this after-
noon is well worth while. It seems to me high time that we
should stop, look, and listen, and that in the future we should
have some regard for the rights of the sovereign citizen of the
American Republic.

Mr. NORRIS., Mr. President, I listened to the Senator from
Indiana and I wondered if I was in the Senate or whether I
was down in the courthouse where Doheny is being tried and
where his defense is a condemnation of the United States Sen-
ate and its committees. I have not heard anything like the
expressions of the Senator from Indiana since I read the con-
demnation of Mr. Hogan, the attorney for Doheny and Fall, in
denouncing the Senate, in denouncing its ¢gmmittee for going
into the homes and the offices of Sineclair and Doheny and Fall
and Stewart and those other thieves and robbers and de-
bauchers of public officials. How they denounced us! How
they particularly condemned these “smelling committees,”
these committees that are reaching out trying to get some evi-
dence. They caught Fall, they caught Doheny, they caught
Sinclair, by those means—this ungodly, disreputable organiza-
tion known as the United States Senate.

151“' ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; after a while—and it has been con-
demned from the beginning of any of the disclosures that have
brought about a disclosure of the facts which were involved in
the greatest debauchery of public officials that has ever been
known in the history of the United States, We have been
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condemned down there in court and in the newspapers just as
the Senator from Indiana now says, because, it Is said, we are
creeping out trying to get some evidence, trying to get hold of
some man's letters and telegrams. It is the same old story.

If I am correctly informed, the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
VawnpeEneenac], who sits in front of me at this moment, deserves
censure and condemnation because he brought before a subcom-
mittee of the Senate a man who had publicly made a statement
which subseqguent investigation showed was wrong and false,
and for which he apologized before the committee and took it
all back. He will reassert it to-morrow, when he will be able
to say, “ You are condemned by your own Members. Your own
Members condemn all this action.”

Fault has been found from the very beginning with every
step that was ever taken which resulted in the exposure of the
steal of Elk Hills, of the steal of the public donrain of the
United States, of the robbery from the Navy Department of
the oil wells which we thought we had preserved for a time
of danger. Every step was criticized. Every single letter that
was produced was said to have been obtained through the vio-
lation of some private right, and the men who were engaged in
the investigation, the men who had had to take the ridicule and
the condemnation, have been individually selected for public
ridicule and denunciation. The Senate as a body and as a whole
incidentally has come in for most of those denunciations.

What about this man Franklin? Does anybody deny that
the letters and the telegrams are genuine?

Mr. PINE. Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. Does anyone at all deny it?

Mr. PINE. I deny that he signed them.

Mr. NORRIS. That does not make them not genuine because
he did not sign them. He has not repudiated a single one of
them. Letters go out of nry office that I do not sign, but they
go out under my orders; and that is the way it was with those
telegrams and those letters.

Mr. CARAWAY. He said he assumed full responsibility for
what was done.

Mr. NORRIS. It is a silly thing for grown men to say other-
wise in regard to these letters and telegrams. They are undis-
puted, but the way they were obtained is criticized. Perhaps
it was wrong. As far as the evidence here adduced shows,
they were obtained in a perfectly legitimate and honorable
way; but because there has been found in some mnewspaper
something to the contrary the committee is condemmed.

Why, Mr. President, if the sentiments expressed by Senators
on the floor of the Senate this afternoon in regard to investigat-
ing is going to become the policy of this body, we might just
as well quit. The next man that conres before a Senate com-
mittee and tells a lie and makes a misrepresentation or mis-
statement must, according to the viewpeint of some Senators,
be let alone. We must not inquire into his private opinions,
We must not pursue him. We will be doing wrong if we do
that. The sovereign citizen coming before a committee of the

Senate——
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator

yield?

Mr. NORRIS, The sovereign citizen at the beginning of these
investigations was Mr. Sinclair and was Mr. Doheny, who is on
trial to-day for bribing a public official, and all through from
the beginning to the end everywhere has come, on the part of
those who want to clear Sinclair and Doheny, a condemnation
of the United States Senate.

I yield to the Senator from Montana.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am just advised that the fact of
the matter is that so far as the papers of the oil lobby are con-
cerned they were all brought to the office of Mr. Holland by
Mr. Franklin or somebody under his direection.

Mr. NORRIS. Why should we get so technical? Objection
is made because a Senator read some of those letters or tele-
grams to the Senate, as it is claimed, before they were actually
presented to the committee. Does that change the substance
of them? Is that a denial of their truth if that is done? Is
there any charge here that those members of the lobby com-
mittee have violated a law or have, as a matter of fact, done
anything wrong in obtaining this evidence which these people
produced? It is their own evidence against themselves.

A committee of investigation is not a court. Every lawyer
knows that. The rules of evidence which apply in court, where
a man is on trial or a case is on trial, do not apply to a com-
mittee of investigation any more than they do to a grand-
jury investigation.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana.

Mr., NORRIS. Certainly not.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Should not the Senate be just
as fair as the court?

Should they be any less fair?
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Mr. NORRIS. Certainly; and what has the Senator to say
about any question asked Franklin that was unfair? If he
had anything to say, he ought to have said it at the time,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana., If the Senator will read the
record of the lobby committee, he will find that I did.

Mr. NORRIS. Assuming that the Senator himself was
right, are we going to judge a committee by every technicality?
Are we going to condemn evidence that is produced because we
do not agree with every step a majority of the committee took?
We can not get half a dozen men to agree on any procedure if
they proceed very long. There will be some disagreement,

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield.

Mr. PINE. The committee condemned Franklin for what
the other members of his organization did and then, as I
understand the Senator from Montana [Mr. WaALsH], he re-
fuses to be bound by what a member of his lobby committee
did here on the floor of the Senate. It seems to me that what
is good for one should be good for the other.

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; it is. But the Senator in my judgment
does not use the ordinary good sense and judgment which he
exercises on all other occasions when he says that because a
‘member of the committee used evidence here on the floor of
the Senate that had not yet been read to the committee, there-
fore the committee is responsible, if a man who is running a
big office force is likewise responsible for letters and telegrams
that go out of that office. There is no analogy. We have all
the facts before us, I think. ¥very man can judge for himself.
I find no fault with the Senator if he wants to criticize any
other Senator because he read evidence to the Senate before it
was read to the committee. But the evidence is here, the evi-
dence has been read, and the Senator had a right to read it.

I have listened to testimony before the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry many times and I have come right from
the committee to the floor of the Senate and listened to Sen-
ators who were not members of the committee use as a text
something that had happened in evidence that day before the
committee. They had made speeches on it and nobody thought
of eriticizing them for it. I call to mind some very remark-
able incidents of that kind, one when the Senator who sits
right by my side, not a member of the committee, made one of
his eloquent speeches the same day the evidence was developed
in the committee, and did it before the committee reported, and
before the committee had taken any action. Nobody criticized
him. Everybody knew that he was within his rights when he
did it and that he had a right to do it.

Any other Member of the Senate could have made the same
speech the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE] made if he
had heard the evidence and seen the telegrams. I have known
some of them to do it. T would not have felt that I was out of
place if I had made the same speech and read the telegrams.
I do not think it was wrong. But let us assume for the moment
that it was wrong. Every man has the right to believe that it
was wrong. The Senators from Oklahoma, in what I believe to
be the narrow-minded view they take of this matter, have a
perfect right to believe it was wrong and to say so. No one
criticizes them for doing so, but it does not follow that every-
body else must believe as they believe. It does not follow that
everybody who does not agree with them must be condemned.

The junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Tmomas] started
out by announcing that he was going to criticize Members of
the Senate and then announcing that no one should be permitted
to interrupt him. I left the Chamber. I did not know he was
going to say anything about me, but I was informed afterwards
that he did. I concede his right to say, “I shall not be inter-
rupted,” and I am not one of the Senators who would viclate
the rule in that respect. I listened to him quote a speech
that I had made. I have made lots of foolish speeches, but
that was a speech of which I am proud, and I was delighted to
have the Senator read from it.

I told the truth., I did not know why he was reading it, but
he was reading it when I came in. I do not know what his idea
was; I could not ask him without being discourteous and vio-
lating a rule of the Senate, because he had said he did not want
to be interrupted.

Mr. BLAINE and Mr. CARAWAY addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator
from Wisconsin.

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Montana [Mr. WALsa] met
the issues that have been raised by the junior Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr, THOoMAS]. I will not retrace the steps taken
by L:tlhe Senator from Montana except to emphasize one or two
points.
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The senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, Pixg] made a decla-
ration to the effect that Mr. Franklin knew nothing about the
telegram which stated it was costing his headquarters from
$1,200 to $1,500 daily.

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield.

Mr. PINH. I think the Senator from Wisconsin is mistaken
about my having said that. I said that a telegram was sent
out soliciting money, and I think I said that Mr. Franklin did
not sign it.

ilefi BLAINE. Mr. President, on page 8011 the question was
as ’

You sent that telegram, Mr. Franklin?

That is the telegram dated February 15, 1930, in which it
was stated that the headquarters was costing from $1,200 to
$1,500 daily. The question was asked :

You sent that telegram, Mr. Franklin?
Mr. Franklin replied :
Yes, sir; I sent that.

Of course, Franklin knew about those telegrams, and he
knew about the letters; he knew the entire scheme that was
set afoot when these newly made millionaires came to Wash-
ington to “put over ” a tariff on oil.
yillé[;? PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wisconsin

e

The VICHE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield.

Mr. PINE. Does the Senator now know what the actual
cost of the headquarters was?

Mr. BLAINE. Mr, President, it is more important to know
that Mr. Franklin came to town with a scheme to trade the
votes of Senators for sugar for votes for oil.

Mr. PINE. Will the Senator answer my question?

Mr. BLAINE. Ah, Mr. President, the cost to the American
people when that deal is consummated, if it shall be consum-
mated, will be so great that the amounts that have been spent
by all lobbyists in this city will sink into insignificance,

Mr. PINE. Will the Senator answer my question?

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana
[Mr. WALsH] has answered the question, and the only purpose
the Senator from Oklahoma can have in asking the question
again is to attempt to becloud the issue with respect to this
trade of votes for oil for votes for sugar. :

er:) PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wisconsin
yield?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield.

Mr. PINE. Will the facts becloud the issme? I asked the
Senator if he knew what the facts were with respect to the
expenditure of money, the cost of the headquarters?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I have the record,
before me with respect to that matter, and if the Senator from
Wisconsin will pardon me I shall be glad to put it in.

Mr. BLAINE. I will be glad to have the Senator from
Montana do so.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We endeavored to ascertain the ex-
penses of the main office of this organization in Ardmore, Okla.
We did not find out what their expenses there were, but this
testimony was given to the committee:

Senator CAraAwAY. How much was raised for the expense of your
office here, Mr. Franklin?

Mr. FraNkpiN. Well sir, I can not answer that definitely, but I
would be very glad to send you a certified statement from the office at
Ardmore, because the money that is coming has largely been seit in
ginee we have left @klahoma. I would judge that we have raised
somewhere in the neighborhood of $50,000.

Senator CARAWAY. Has that much been expended here in the office?

Mr, FrRANKLIN. No, sir,

Senator CArawAY. What are your daily expenses?

Mr. FRANKLIN, Oh, they will probably average $200 a day.
includes our hotel bill and the food we eat.

Senator CARAWAY. Does that include any entertainment expenses?

Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, we have had no entertaining expense, except, I
think, we gave a little dinner to the Oklahoma Congressmen, our own
folks.

That is the state of the record on the matter. They raised
$50,000 for their operations.

Mr. PINE. But the evidence is that their expenses were from
$200 to $300 a day.

That
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Mr. WALSH of Montana.
was $200 a day.

Mr. PINE. Is there not evidence to the effect that that was
practically the only expense they had?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Not-<at all; because we saw an
enormous bill for telegrams, running at one time, my recollec-
tion is, to $300, or something like that.

Mr, BLAINE. Mr. President, the examination of Mr, Frank-
lin discloses beyond any doubt whatever that when he arrived
on the scene the scheme was put on foot to trade votes for sugar
and votes for oil. I am not going to repeat the testimony which
I presented on the floor of the Senate before the vote on the oil
amendment was taken as in Committee of the Whole, but I
want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the
junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. TrHoMAs], with all his
charges, with all his insinuations, in not one single breath did
he dispute or attempt to deny that a trade was in process on
oil and sugar,

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. BLAINE. 1 decline to yield to the junior Senator from
Oklahoma, because he was =0 very emphatic during the delivery
of his remarks that he would not yield, and he has delivered a
very lengthy address, which was well prepared, completely writ-
ten out, and he read it well. I am not criticizing him for that,
but I am saying now that in the course of those remarks he
made his petty criticism of the committee and the manner in
which it conducted the investigation; he raised the question as
to the truth and veracity of my statement that from twelve to
fifteen hundred dollars a day were expended by the oil organi-
zation ; he referred to other trivial matters, but not one single
denial came from him of the only important question in this
whole debate, and that is the proposed trade in votes.

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wis-
consin yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. BLAINE. I will yield for a question, but not for a
speech.

Mr. WATSON. I am going to ask the question. The Senator
has emphatically stated that trades were made. Of course, I
saw a statement in the newspapers about trades, and all that
sort of thing, but does the Senator know the name of any
Senator who traded a vote for oil for a vote for sugar?

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the Senator evidently did not
listen to my remarks very closely on Friday, the last day of
February, and he evidently does mot understand my remarks
to-day. I said that when Mr. Franklin came to the eity of
Washington he set on foot a plan, a scheme, for a trade of oil
votes for sugar votes. Whether or not that plan is going to be
earried out and consummated will be determined by the final
roll call.

Mr. WATSON. No; now—

Mr. BLAINE. Yes, indeed, Senator.

Mr. WATSON. Let me ask the Senator this question: Does
the Senator know of any Senator who agreed to swap his vote
in consummation of a deal of that kind? Both Oklahoma Sena-
tors have denied it emphatically.

Mr, BLAINE. Let me say to the Senator that those Sena-
tors, if there are such, who have entered into such a deal
did not take me into their confidence at the time they made
the exchange.

Mr. WATSON. Then, what right has the Senator to say
that the Senator who now votes for a tariff on oil has been
traded off by somebody; that Mr. Franklin traded him off
when he came here?

Mr. BLAINE. Let me say that Mr. Franklin said so.

Mr. WATSON. Did Mr. Franklin say that every man who
voted for oil agreed to swap his vote for a vote for sugar or
lumber or steel?

Mr. BLAINE. No; he did not say anything of the kind.

Mr. WATSON. I thought not.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Senator from Wisconsin
permit an interruption from me?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The information which the com-
mittee has on the subject in brief is given in the record. I
read from the record, at page 7914, and, if the Senator will
pardon me, the introductory part is somewhat lengthy, but the
subsequent testimony would not be understood without it:

Mr. John T, Adams telegraphed Mr. Franklin:
* Bonfils, editor Denver Post, tells me he heartily favors it—

The evidence is that their hotel bill
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That is, the duty—

“He has wired WarErRMAN. Mayor Denver has wired both Senators.

Other close friends Senators have also wired. We have not ceased

efforts by any means. Any success attend you. Continued regards.
“JoaN T. Apams.™

You ecan mot tell us anything more about Mr. Adams except he is a
lawyer in Denver, Colo.?

Mr. FraNgLIN. Yes; I can tell you that he is ome of the judges of
the Colorado Bupreme Court. I would like to further explain, Senator,
that I have a summer home out in Colorado in the district from
which Judge Adams was elected and that for the last five years he
has visited me at my cabin and we fish together for rainbow trout.
Last summer after the Colorado conference he came there and spent
a week with me,

Senator Warsa of Montana., It looks from the telegram that you
were still fishing, Mr. Franklin.

Mr. FRANKLIN, He became very much interested in this tarif mat-
ter from Colorado’s standpoint, so much so that he accompanied me
and several others to Debeck, Colo., to look over the oil-shale de-
posits of Colorado, where the Colorado Bureau of Mines said that after
survey and measurement there were 80,000,000,000 barrels of re-
coverable oil in that one deposit. We started up a retort at Debeck
and made oil from the shales on that occasion. Judge Adams’s interest
in the matter is from the standpoint of developing Colorado’s re-
sources. Colorado’s oil shales can never be developed as long as the
oil is imported from South America, and he is just as much inter-
ested .in this in behalf of Colorado as I am in behalf of Oklahoma.

Senator WALsH of Montana. Do you know how successful the efforts
were to bring PHIPPs and WATERMAN into line? 7

Mr. FraNgLIN. Well, I have understood that they would be for a
tariff on oil. I counld not guarantee them at all, and I know they have a
right to change their minds.

Senator WALsH of Montana. Another telegram from Mr. Adams, under
date of February 19:

WIRT FRANKLIN,
Mayfiower Hotel, Washington, D, C.:

WaTErMAN much interested in your proposition, but bis support not
absolutely assured. [le wires that Oklahoma Senators should see value
of sugar tarif in whbich Colorado and West are vitally interested.
Follow this up.

JouaN T. ApaMmS.

Do you know whether the Oklahoma SBenators did become able to see
the value of the sugar tariff?

Mr. FraxgrLiy. Well, sir, I talked to them about it. I tried to make
them see the value of a sugar tariff. I did everything I could to make
them see it. I don't know whether they have seen it or not.

Senator WaLsu of Montana. Another telegram from Adams to Win-
bourne :

MayrLowER HoTEL,
Washington, D. O,

Must stress necessity of all your people recognizing importance of
WATERMAN’S suggestion about sugar tariff. Believe if you do he will
become aggressively active. See WATERMAN. TUse our names, If desired.
Wire progress. S

ApaMs AND WINBOURN.

Do you know whether WATERMAN did become aggressively active?

Mr. FRANKLIN. No; I do not. I did see Mr. WATERMAN, though,
after getting that telegram.

Senator WaLse of Montana. This telegram from you states—it is a
telegram to John T, Adams:

“JoaN T. ADAMS,
“ Btate Capitol, Denver, Colo.:

“Yours received. Saw WATERMAN yesterday and again to-day, and
belleve have matters satisfactorily arranged here for support of both
PHarrps and WATERMAN for oil tariff, but nevertheless suggest that all
support possible be given them from Colorado. Secured 2 votes for
hig eause, which will help Colorado.”

Where did you get those two votes?

Mr. FraseLIN. I talked to the Oklahoma Senators about it.

Senator WALSH of Montana. And they had agreed to vote for——

Mr. FRANKLIN, They said they would support sugar; yes, sir., That
is, they would support it up to a certain limit. They would not go
beyond a certain limit.

Senator WALsH of Montana. Do you know how they did vote on the
sugar tariff before?

Mr. FRANKLIN. No, sir; I don't believe I do.

Benator WaLsH of Montana. Who is Earl Callaway?

Mr. FrankuiN, He is one of our delegation—a Texas oil man from
Amarillo, Tex.

Benator WarLsHz of Montana, I have a telegram under date of Febru-
ary 14, 1930:

“ D, R. MEYER,
“Amarillo, Tewx.;

“ 1t is very essential that we have good man here from Colorado to
stay until fight is over. Neither Senator from Colorado will support
tariff. Can't we bring some pressure to bear?™
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Mr. FRANELIN. Who is that from?

Senator WaLsuH of Montana. This is from Earl Callaway to D. R.
Meyer, of date February 14. Your telegram, however, is under date
of February 21, By that time they had signified their purpose to vote?

Mr. FRANKLIN. Well, I do not know anything about this Callaway
telegram. -

That is the information there is in the record, in answer to the
inguiry addressed to the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator from Colorado desires to make
a statement in this connection, I prefer that he make it in his
own time.

Mr. PHIPPS. But I appeal to the Senator, for the reason
that he has yielded to the Senator from Montana to read into
the Recorp statements which I should be permitted to answer
at this moment.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I think the Senator
from Colorado ought to be permitted to do so; and I appeal
to the Senator from Wisconsin to allow the Senator from Colo-
rado to make any statement he cares to make.

Mr. PHIPPS. I am always very brief and to the point in my
remarks.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield?

Mr. PHIPPS, If the Senator refuses to yield, I will speak in
my own time.

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator desires to discuss the tele-
gram, as it has reference to himself, I will yield to him at this
time if I do not thereby yield the floor,

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator lose the floor
if he permits me to make a short statement in response to what
has been read into the Recorp?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would hold that the
Senator would not, the first time.

Mr. PHIPPS. I thank the Senator.

Mr. President, Mr. Winbourn is attorney general of Colorado.
I understand that he was in Washington perhaps for several
days. As far as I know, he did not call at my office. I did not
see him.

I had a telegram from Hon. John T. Adams, a judge of our
Superior Court of Colorado, inquiring as to my attitude with
reference to a duty on oil. T replied that I was favorable to
the duty. I am a protectionist, always have been, and am
proud of it. I believe that a duty on oil is essential, and would
be of aid to my State, just as I believe a duty on sugar is
esgential. No one ever approached me with the slightest intima-
tion that if I would favorably consider a duty on any particular
product, he in turn would be ineclined to favor a duty on some of
the products of Colorado.

I believe I had a telegram from the mayor of Denver, al-
though I am not certain. I believe I did have. I had tele-
grams or letters from several people, because our State is pro-
ducing oil. There was nothing out of the ordinary in any of
these communications that I have received with reference to a
tariff on oil or a tariff on anything else; and the question of
trade never entered my head.

I have talked to Senators here in the interest of sugar. I
tried to state to them our situnation. I have talked to some
of them as to our situation with regard to the depressed price
of silver, but never with any thought in my own mind that I
should be asked to make a trade, or to consider favorably the
products of other States by reason of securing support for prod-
ucts of my own State.

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

Mr. PHIPPS. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. I appreciate the Senator's position; and
that is the thing that I have most condemned about lobbyists.
They have not hesitated to use anybody's name and suggest
any kind of an arrangement as if it had been carried out. No-
body’s reputation is safe as long as people believe they can
come here and finance a campaign and get results by it. They
are not respecters of anybody's reputation. The Senator from
Vermont [Mr. DALE] was tremendously outraged at a statement
one of them made about him, and I do not blame him.

I understand that there has been some criticism of the com-
mittee. I was not here. I am not defending my own manner-
isms. I think possibly I said more of the unkind things than
anybody else. I assume entire responsibility for them, here or
anywhere else. If anybody does not like them, I am not asking
any immunity from them. I said to the Senator from Okla-
homa what I thought about his statement. He is at liberty to
repeat it; and I have this to say about it:

I have regretted that it was necessary that people’s names
should be dragged into this matter. What I wanted to do
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was to make lobbying odious. Men who are perfectly willing
to get together and put their money with somebody else’'s
money and try to control government, whether it is legislative
or executive, are devoid of the fine sense of honor that men
ought to have. There is no difference between the man who
comes here with his money and wants to buy legislation,
whether he does it or not, and Sinelair or Dohény—not a bit.

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I do not know that the Senator
from Arkansas is addressing his remarks to me. I hope not,
because I have not said——

Mr. CARAWAY. I just wanted to say that in behalf of the
committee. I said I sympathized with the Senator's position.

Mr. PHIPPS. I am in agreement with the Senator as to
going beyond what is right and fair in trying to secure con-
sideration, through the tariff, of different articles of produce;
but I think I can distinguish between the man who is a pro-
ducer or a dealer, who comes here to make his own statement,
and the man who sits here and makes a profession of taking
in money as an employee to advocate anything he is asked to
advocate,

Mr. CARAWAY. 8o can I. The right of petition is guaran-
teglg{ and everybody recognizes it, and everybody is glad it
exIsts,

In many respects, I approve the methods of the oil people. I
did not approve a statement that they were investigating some
Senator to find out if he did not have an investment in Stand-
ard Oil, in order to put a blackmailing elamp on him. I did
not approve the method of wanting to trade.

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator——

Mr. CARAWAY. Pardon me; I was not eriticizing the Sen-
ator. I said to the committee, and I said to Mr. Franklin,
“1 appreciate your right, and I admire the way you have come
yourself to speak for yourself ”; but some other matters I did
not approve. I did not approve the idea of wanting to trade.

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, as far as I reecall, no member
of the Oklahoma delegation called on me directly or sent word
to me indireetly; but I think I could distinguish between that
committee coming here to state their own case and people who
are regularly employed for the purpose of trying to influence
legislation.

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, I can, too; but the Senator does not
approve the very system that was involved in those tele-
grams——

Mr. PHIPPS. Absolutely not.

Mr., CARAWAY. Auctioning the Senator off without his
knowledge. It is absolutely reprehensible,

Mr. PHIPPS. If they tried to, it did not reach me,

Mr. CARAWAY. They reached the Senator’s feelings very
strongly.

Mr. PHIPPS, Oh, I am merely putting my answer in the

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

Mr. BLAINE. I yield to the Senator from Montana,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. In line with the statement made
by the Senator from Colorado and that made by the Senator
from Arkansas that these lobbyists are continually misrepre-
senting the situation, I want to read from the record here. I
read before this telegram under date of February 14. Now,
note the date—February 14, 1930. This is from the offices of
Mr. Franklin, here in the city, to D. R. Meyer, Amarillo, Tex.:

It is very essential that we have good man here from Colorado to
stay until fight is over. Neither Senator from Colorado will support
tariff.

That is, the tariff on oil
Can't we bring some pressure to bear?

That is the 14th.

Mr. PHIPPS. What is the date of that telegram, please?
Mr. WALSH of Montana. February 14.

Mr. PHIPPS. I thank the Senator.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Now, I read on page 7919:

Benator WaLsa of Montana. Pardon me, Mr. Franklin. You did,
however, two days later, send the telegram to which your attention
has just been ealled from Mr. Callaway to Mr. Meyer is dated February
14. I now call your attention to your telegram to Judge Adams, of
date February 16, 1930, as follows:

* Justice JoEN T. ADAMS,
“ Supreme Court Chambers, Denver, Colo.:

“We have large delegation from all oil-producing States, arrived
here February 3, and presented to Congress necessity for tariff. Have
made headway and believe have excellent chance of securing inclusion
oll tariff in pending bill before Benate. Attorney General Winboarn
was here first week, but apparently unable to secure support Coloradoe
Senators.”
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That is the 16th. On the same date there is a telegram from
Mr. Franklin to Mr. Winbourn :

WasHiNgTON, D, C., February 16, 1930.
Attorney General WINBOURN,
State Capitol, Denver:

Have wired Justice John T. Adams to secure as many prominent
Coloradinns as possible to urge your Senators to give us support. BSug-
gest you confer with him without delay and you two together work out
plan to secure your Senators’ adherence to oil tarif without delay.
Have progressed steadily, gaining new strength every day, and believe
will win fight before Henate. We must have support of States to be
benefited.

WirT FRANKLIN,
Mayfiower Hotel.

Do you know whether these two gentlemen did work out some
plan?

Mr. FraxgLIN. Well, from the succeeding telegrams there which you
have read it appears that they got together and did what they could
in the matter in the interest of their own State as well as the United
States generally.

And the vote, as taken on February 28, 1930, shows that the
* two Senators from Colorado voted for the duty on oil.

Mr. PHIPPS. Of course we voted for it. We never thought
of doing anything else.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The closing story is told at page
7922 of the record, as follows:

Wirt FRANELIN,
Mayflower Hotel, Washington, D. C.: i

Court hearing oral argument to-day, but attorney genéral and I
discussed your project this aftermoon and are in full accord. Are con-
gidering best line of immediate action and will advise you later. When
do you leave? Can you return via Denver? You could help materially.
Regards.

Were you later advised as to what was considered by them to be the
best line of action to bring the two Senators from Colorado into line?

Mr. FRaXELIN. No, sir; except it might have referred to the sugges-
tion to help Colorado get on the sugar tariff, too. That is the only way
I could interpret that.

Mr. Franklin’s idea about the matter is very clearly set out
in his statement of what he thought was the best way to reach
that result. Here is his testimony :

Senator CAraAwAY. There has been no suggestion that groups get to-
gether and trade—you vote for my proposition and I will vote for yours?

Mr. FraNELIN, Oh, yes. I have heard that suggestion.

Senator Canaway. Has it been made im your office?

Mr. FRAXELIN. Well, I don’t know that you would call it trading.

Benator CARAWAY. Well, we both know what trading is, you know.

Mr. FrANKLIN, Well, there has been a suggestion that perhaps if Sena-
tors wanted one item on the tariff list protected, it might help to unite
forces. I bave heard that. I have understood all my life that that is
the way a tariff bill was made.

Mr. WATERMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to
me a moment? I just want to make a brief statement.

Mr. BLAINE. 1 yield.

Mr. WATERMAN. I do not care to interrupt the Senator at
this time, but in my own time I shall have something to say
about the matters which appeared to be developed on the face
of this record.

I thank the Senator from Wisconsin for yielding to me.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I understand the junior Sena-
tor from Kansas took exception to the fact that I made some
remarks in the Senate before the vote on oil was taken, and as
a basis for those remarks used the material which had been
produced before the committee investigating the subject of
lobbying.

The material I used on that occasion was material either
introduced in evidence or material that was before the com-
mittee, in its possession, and delivered to the committee volun-
tarily by Mr. Franklin.

Those who would eriticize because I chose at that time to drag
these ugly facts out into the open I assume would have had the
committee take the testimony and put it under lock and key
until the vote was taken. The information that was divalged
before the committee, and which I, in turn, presented to the
Senate of the United States, in my own right, as a Member of
this body, was information valuable then, mot after the vote
was taken.

I presume, from his rather keen criticism, that the junior
Senator from Kansas would have much preferred to have had
that testimony stated a week after the vote was taken,

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr, BLAINE. I yield.

Mr, ALLEN. I think I had better make g little clearer to
the Senator what I meant, if he will permit,
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My objection was to the fact that yon subpenaed this man
in the hope of getting some half truths, or some suspicious
cireumstances, and that, having gotten them, you hurried over
here with a pettifogging presentation of some material which
was not convineing, but which you sought to make convineing by
facts misleading and misrepresenting,

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I understood the Senator very
well., He has not enlightened me one bit by his recent remarks.
I did not subpeena Mr. Franklin. The trouble with the Senator
from Kansas is that he takes himself too seriously.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President— -

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. BLAINE. He would like to set himself up as the judge
of what other Senators should do. 5

Now, Mr. President, I do ask the Senator not to interrupt me
again with a speech. I will yield for a question.

Mr. ALLEN. Very well.

Mr. BLAINE. He chooses to make himself a great shining
example of exemplary conduct.

Mr. ALLEN. I do think I can help some——

Mr. BLAINE. If a Senator so chooses, that is his respon-
gibility, but I decline to accept his standard. I think it is a
wrong standard; I think it is a bad standard. If the Senator
proposed to have this testimony suppressed, such eonduet would
be nothing short of betrayal of our Government. If that is
what the Senator means——

Mr. ALLEN. Mr, President

Mr. BLAINE. Does he mean that a Senator who had that in-
formation should have suppressed it until it was too late?

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have been asked——

Mr. BLAINE. If that is what he means, Mr. President, that
is not a standard that should be set as an example for legislators
in this country.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, does the Senator yield?

Mr. BLAINE. For a guestion.

Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator has asked me four questions.
Does he yield for me to answer?

Mr. BLAINE. No; I have not asked the Senator any ques-
tion that he can not answer in his own time.

Mr. ALLEN. The—

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I decline to yield. The Sena-
tor will have full opportunity to reply when I get through.

Mr. ALLEN. Very well.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the information contained in
my remarks was material information to which the Senate of
the United States was entitled before the vote on oil was taken,
I make no apology for having dragged out these ugly facts onto
the floor of the Senate before it was too late. The time to
act was before the vote was taken. If that be pettifogging,
then the Senator from Kansas may make the most of it.

Oh, what a delightful situation it would have been if this
committee, investigating lobbying, had taken the testimony, per-
mitted the reporter to tramscribe it, had filed that testimony
away, and then, at some time in the future, had it printed, long
after it could serve any useful purpose. That is what the Sen-
ator from Kansas, if I understand his proposition, in his eriti-
cism of the Senator from Wiscongin, would have liked to have
had done.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Warcorr in the chair).
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from
Kansas?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield for a question.

Mr. ALLEN. This is merely to clear up a misapprehension
in the Senator’s mind. My contention is that you had no facts,
that you brought no facts here, that you came here with a lot
of half truths and insinuations with the purpose of casting re-
flection which was not justified.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas just
listened a few moments ago to the reading of the record by the
senior Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsm]. Is the Senator
from Kansas deaf? Can he not understand plain language?
Does he not understand the questions that were asked and the
answers made? The Senator from Montana just read the ques-
tions and the answers thereto, and those questions and answers
had been made before I made my remarks upon this guestion
some time ago.

Does the Senator claim that those questions and answers
were pettifogging? I placed those facts before the Senate.

Mr. ALLEN. I claim that they are not significant. I claim
they are the confused remarks of a witness who was not in the
proper state of mental composure to realize what he said,

Mr. BLAINE. DMr. President, I decline to yield for any such
ﬂéms_v excuses as the Senator from Kansas is attempting to
offer,
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Mr. ALLEN. The man was under duress every moment,

Mr. BLAINH. I decline to yield.

Mr. ALLEN. Very well.

Mr. BLAINH. The Senator from Kansas has stated for the
third time that when I brought these facts to the Senate it
was pettifogging, even insinuating that those facts were not
even before the committee, when the Senator from Kansas knew,
or ought to have known, that the facts as read from the record
by the senior Senator from Montana came from testimony under
oath before the committee in the forenoon of the day on which
we voted on the question of a tariff rate on oil.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. BLAINH. I yield.

. Mr. CARAWAY. I know that Franklin would not appreciate
the Senator’s defense of him, because Franklin is a man of great
ability. I understand he was a lawyer of some distinetion, and
then become an oil producer, and I think he is one of the ablest
men I ever saw. But the telegrams came from the attorney
general and a member of the Supreme Court of Colorado. They
were not confused. They were introduced before the committee.
Of course, it is the Senator from Kansas who has gotten
confused.

Mr. BLAINE. No; but when oil—the magic word—becomes
of interest you may expect confusion of mind, and sometimes
of purpose. So I am not blaming the Senator from Kansas for
his failure to understand this situation. He can not help it.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, if the Senator will
yield—
Mr. BLAINE. I am sorry for the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CARAWAY. I was going to say that the Senator from
Kansas actually has painted a mental picture of himself, and
I hope the Senator will say nothing more about it.

Mr. BLAINE. I think I will follow the Senator's advice.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. BLAINE. I yield.

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator permit me to state what it
seems to me is perfectly plain some Senators think the lobby
commiitee ought to have done? They should have asked Mr.
Franklin to come before the committee, and then they should
have said, in substance, “ Now, Mr. Franklin, we are investi-
gating the oil lobby. We would like to have your telegrams
and your letters and your statement, but you are under no com-
pulsion to give them if you do not want to. We invite you to
give us this evidence, but if you would not like to give it to us,
you are excused.”

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, in conclusion, I want to state
that the remarks I made on the occasion heretofore I made, as
I have stated, in my own right, as a Member of this body, upon
the records and facts that were before the committee of which
I am a member. I do not withdraw one single word I expressed
on the former occasion. I do not qualify a single statement,
What I said then was true, what I said then was a part of the
record of the committee. I stand upon that to-day. The Sena-
tor from Oklahoma was unable successfully to challenge a single
statement of fact.

Mr. President, I have here two telegrams, one from the
speaker of the House of Representatives and the other from the
secretary of the Senate of the State of Texas, in reply to tele-
grams which I sent to them asking whether or not the Texas
Legislature had passed or approved any memorial favoring a
tariff on oil. I ask that the two telegrams be read at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the clerk
will read, as requested.

The telegrams were read, as follows:

AvusTiN, TEx., Morch 5, 1930.
Hon. Joux J. BLAINB,
United Btates Senate, Washington, D, O.:
Vote on oil tarilf memorial in senate, yeas 8, nays 15. No record vote
in committee,
Boe BARKER, Eecretary.

AvsTin, Tex., March §, 1930.
Jouxn J. BLAINE,
United States Benate:
Simple resolution relating to tarif om oil killed in committee on
federal relations by vote of 5 to 1. It never reached floor of assembly.
W. 8. Barrox,
Speaker House of Representatives,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, at the request
of the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typines], I desire to
offer for the Recorp an important and impressive table showing
the cost to the American people of a tariff tax of $1 a barrel
upon oil, if effective. The table shows that the total cost to
the American public would be $900,000,000. The table also
shows how much of that cost would be allotted to each of the
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several States. As I said, I am offering this in behalf of the
Senator from Maryland [Mr., Typises], who is temporarily
detained from the Chamber at this time. This table shows that
this tax, if effective, will cost the people of Massachusetts
$34,668,000 and of Maryland $13,040,000,

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

The table referred to follows.

The consumption of oil in 1928 was about 900,000,000 barrels. A tax
of §1 a barrel, if effective, would cost the American people about
§900,000,000 per year. The following table shows the cost by States
in round numbers:

dunes £
Arkansas 15, 700, 000
California 30, 834, 000
Colorado- B, 451, 000
Wi - » »
District of Columbia ___. B 933, 000
Florida_ 8, 712, 000
famnoa %3: 875 000
dano
Illinois ' 365, 000
Indiana 26, 370, 000
Iowa 1, 636, 000
Kentacks 21" 740, 000
Lenishes ig 40 00
ne. , 910,
Maryland 13, 040, 000
Massachusetts 34, 668, 000
Michigan 33, 012, 000
M ta 21, 483, 000
Mississippi 16, 110, 000
Rt %% 950, 000
ontana B
o M, 00k 000
EVAUR - - 0
New Hampshire. 3, 980, 00D
N Lo 2 a0
ew Mexico, ¥ y
New York 93, 465, 000
North Carolina 23, 031, 000
North Dakota 010,
Ohio 51, 831, 000
gldnhnms. v L l'? g:?g,ggg
regon_ ' .
Penfmylva nia T8, 480, 000
Rhode Island 5, 430, 000
South Carolina_ 15, 147, 000
South Dakota b, 724, 000
gemmseeﬂ 21, gg?. 000
exas .
Ttah 040,
Virsinim : 20, 751" 000
nia * *
Washington 2, 200, 000
West Virginia 13, égg- 000
Wi i ' 3
Wyoming. 1, 746, 000

Mr. WATERMAN. Mr. President, when this storm first
broke, when the tariff on oil was first considered, if happened
that I was not in the Chamber. I ascertained what took place
by reading the Recorp a day or two thereafter, when the speech
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Brarmxe] was printed in
the Appendix of the Recorp of a subseguent date.

I personally know Judge Adams, of the Supreme Court of the
State of Colorado, and have known him for many years. I will
vouch for him as a reputable citizen and a reputable judge. He
was reputable enough to be elected by the people of my State to
the high position which he holds with distinetion. Mr. Win-
bourn, to whom reference is made, was elected two years ago
as the attorney general of the State of Colorado. He is also a
reputable citizen, a reputable lawyer, and a reputable official of
that State.

1 have always understood that Judge Adams was somewhat
interested In the oil question because it was believed that in the
San Luis Valley, where he had lived for many years, the under-
lying strata contains much oil. He may be financially interested
in it; I do not know personally.

It was urged to-day that Mr. Winbourn was here in Wash-
ington. I did not see him, I was not in the city of Washington
at any time while he was present here, so I did not confer with
him about this or any other subject whatever, I never have
conferred with Judge Adams with reference to the situation.

I frankly say that I never was opposed to a tariff upon ofl,
and I have never expressed myself as opposed to it. I had
nothing to trade. Nobody offered to trade with me for some-
thing that I did not have nor for that which I did have.

Mr. Franklin, whose name has been bandied about here, so far
as I know, is a reputable gentleman. I know that he is a man
of ability and of experience, because I have discovered it from
my conversations with him. He was here seeking votes to sup-
port a tariff upon oil. He was frank enough to tell me that that
was his purpose. He talked about the question ; he talked about
the advisability of having a tariff upon oil and its probable
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effect upon the industry in this country if a tariff was put upon
oil. Nothing objectionable ever escaped the lips of Mr. Franklin
in my presence,

I have never talked with the junior Senator from Oklahoma
[Mr. Taoamas] about the guestion. I did briefly talk with the
senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Pine] at one time for a
few moments just before the first vote was taken upon the mat-
ter. There was nothing developed in that conversation which
was disereditable to him, and I did not suppose there was any-
thing developed that was discreditable to me as a Senator.

I have stated upon the floor of the Senate, and I have stated
in the presence of Senators elsewhere that, by the eternal, I will
not vote for a tariff upon the products of another State if the
Senators from that State vote against protecting the industries
of my State, and I stand upon that platform.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WATERMAN. I yield.

Mr. FESS. I listened to the reading of the telegrams from
Judge Adams. I take it that he knew that the Colorado Sena-
tors believe in a protective tariff. I do not know what his
opinion was about the position of the Senators from Oklahoma,
but I have been trying to see whether the interpretation which
has been placed upon those telegrams can be justified, that
Judge Adams is urging that a trade be entered into. I do not
see that that is the only interpretation that could be placed
upon a telegram of that kind. If I were wiring to some repre-
sentative in the Senate on a matter of interest to me and if I
knew that there were other States interested in a protective
tariff on a different article, and if I should say, * Here are
people interested in protecting articles in their own States” I
can not see that it earries with it something sordid on the basis
of a bargain. I have believed in protecting sugar and have so
voted. I believe in a protection on oil and have so voted. But
certainly I would not be subject to eriticism if for any reason I
had decided not to vote for a tariff on oil but should vote for a
tariff on sugar. Because I should assume that position I should
not be subject to the charge of a barter or subject to the charge
of prejudice in the matter of voting. I can not understand, if
all the evidence we have is such as was read from Judge
Adams’s telegrams, what basis there is for the charge that oil is
being traded for sugar and sugar for oil.

Mr. WATERMAN. So far as I know there is no basis for it

The Senators from Colorado ordinarily are not noisy. They
try to attend to their own business and make up their own
minds with reference to what they will do upon any subject
before the Senate, But any man who knows the senior Sen-
ator from Colorado [Mr. Pureps], as the people of Colorado
know him, and who knows me, as they have known me for 40
years, knows that in season and out of season I am a high-pro-
tective man, in favor of protecting every industry in this coun-
try no matter in what State it may be. Any of the people who
know either of us know that they do not have to trade with us in
order to get our votes for the protection of any living industry
in this country. It is unnecessary to approach us in that way.
No one has ever approached me with any such.branch in his
hand.

The conversations I have had with Mr. Franklin were full,
fair, and frank. I tried to ascertain from him what good a
tariff would do him if it were put upon cil. He explained to me
how and why, which was perfectly legitimate, I am sure. I
have assumed that it was perfectly legitimate for Senators to
talk among themselves with reference to the matter and to
reach an agreement with reference to these things. We do it
here continuously. We agree upon the floor of the Senate upon
amendments to pending bills where there is a compromise
between conflicting ideas.

Is there anything vicious about it? The very Capital of the
United States is located here upon the banks of the Potomac
as the result of a compromise and a trade between Alexander
Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson. The Constitution of the
United States itself was a compromise from start to finish and
a trade from start to finish. Everybody knows that one side
of the people of this country were contending that the sover-
eignty of the States must be protected by the Constitution.
The others were contending that the people of the different
States must likewise be protected. Out of that blazing furnace
of discussion came the great covenant of the Constitution of
the United States, the result of trades and compromises of
which we and all of us are proud.

So I am frank to say that, by the eternal, whenever a propo-
sition comes up on the floor of the Senate with reference to a
tariff upon any article, if any Senator votes against a tariff
upon articles produced in my State which are not produced in
his State, I will not vote for a tariff upon the articles pro-
duced in his State. We might as well understand that now as
any other time,
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Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. WATERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY, Of course, the Senator has a perfect right
to defend his own course, but he said a moment ago that he
was In favor of a high tariff on every American industry.

Mr. WATERMAN. I am,

Mr. CARAWAY. But the Senator would go back on his
announced doctrine. If some other Senator did not vote for a
tariff on an article produced in his State, he would punish the
whole people.

Mr. WATERMAN. I would punish the people of that State
for it, but not the whole people.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado
yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. WATERMAN. I yield.

Mr, GLASS., I may have a very defective sense of diseriml-
nation, but I am unable to see the difference between a doc-
trine of that sort and a plain trading of votes.

Mr. WATERMAN. I do not care what the Senator may call
it. I think I have seen the Senator vote for protection for arti-
cles produced in his State and vote against protection for prac-
tically every article produced in every other State.

Mr. GLASR. Oh, no; the Senator has not seen that, and he
can not ascribe to me any motive of retaliation for any vote
which I have cast.

Mr. WATERMAN. I do not care whether it is retaliation
or what it is; the fact exists on the floor of the Senate.

Mr. GLASS. The fact exists in my mind that I can not
discriminate a doctrine of that sort from the plain trading of
votes.

Mr. WATERMAN. I shall practice it so long as I sit here.

Mr. GLASS. That is the Senator's privilege.

Mr. WATERMAN. And the most can be made of it.

So, I say, Mr. President, that there was no trade so far as 1
am concerned. I was not opposed to a tariff on oil. I had
nothing to give for a vote on sugar. 1 have been somewhat
active around the Chamber and elsewhere in attempting to
procure tariff rates on articles produced in my State; I have
likewise been somewhat busy in attempting to secure adegunate
tariff rates upon articles produced in other States which are
not produced in my own.

I have been trying to spread the blanket of protection fairly
over all the industries of this country; and I say again that
when any Senator from any State votes exclusively fer the pro-
tection of articles produced in his own State and then votes
against the protection of articles produced in my State, I will
not give him any vote for the protection of the articles produced
in his State. We might as well understand that now, gentle-
men.

Mr. President, I had not intended to be drawn into this dis-
cussion, but we may as well have an understanding. My name
has been bandied around here as a trader and a horse jockey and
all that. I have stood it until T became out of patience with
it. I think the whole thing is merely a tempest in a teapot;
that it was conceived and started and brought here and put
over for the purpose of killing not only a tariff on oil but a
tariff rate on many other articles produced by various indus-
tries. That is what I believe about it.

So, Mr. President, my record is entirely open; my record is
full and fair before the Senate, I think Senators will under-
stand where I stand and what I propose to do and what I shall
do, It may as well be understood now that the people of my
State are interested in a tariff upon oil. I have had many
communications from them; I have never answered whether I
would vote for it or whether I would not, and, as a matter of
fact, I do not very often make such declarations in connection
with anything, but when I come to vote I bave reached a con-
clusion which has been derived from such information as I
could gather here and there, and I have voted in accordance
with my eonscience. There is no trade; there is no sale; there
is no bargain; there is no consideration passing from any
Senator here to me nor from me to any other Senator in con-
nection with any vote which has been cast or shall be cast.

Mr, CARAWAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado
[Mr, WatErMAN] makes himself perfectly clear that while his
predilection is to vote for protection, if a Senator from some
other State will not vote to protect articles produced in his
State, he will not vote to protect the articles produced in the
other Senator's State. I take it that the converse is necessarily
true, that if a Senator will agree to vote on articles produced in
Colorado the Senator from that State will vote for protection on
articles produced in the other Senator's State,

Mr. WATERMAN, I will say that I probably will

Mr. CARAWAY. I should say that was a trade. The Sena-
tor from Ohio [Mr. Fess], whom I have always looked upon
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as the publie censor of the Senate, it seems, can not understand
and does not resent, though I resent, the sending of telegrams
offering to trade and saying in effect, “ I think we can make this
contact.” At one time I thought that the Senator had obtained
a very dignified place in the educational world, and I neces-
sarily imagined that he understood the English language; but
I am perfectly willing to say that I was mistaken about that.

The peculiar thing about this whole matter, Mr. President, is
that anybody should feel resentful at there being disclosed what
is really transpiring or what people say they are bringing
abont. If it is honorable, nobody should care; but if anyone is
engaged in a dishonorable practice, no honorable man ought
to defend it.

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. CARAWAY, I yield.

Mr. PINE. I will say there is no objection to the facts, but
it is the misconstruction of the facts to which we object.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator ought to realize that here are
06 Senators, and if they are all so feeble-minded that they can
not read a telegram for themselves and know what it means,
then God save the States from which they come. It is not a
question of interpretation to which any one objects, but it is
the fact itself about which Senators complain,

Now to show, Mr. President, a rather unreasonable situation,
I agreed with Mr. Franklin that a tariff ought to be levied on oil.
I do not indorse the doectrine my friend here on my right [Mr.
WarerMAN] enunciates, that he is for a protective duty on any
article produced in my State if I am for a protective duty on every-
thing produced in his State, but otherwise he is against impos-
ing a protective duty on anything produced in my State unless
I am for protecting everything produced in his State. If that
is the way this tariff bill is to be written, if the merits of va-
'rious proposals are to be disregarded, the American people then
will have no protection against exorbitant rates. Because my
.observation has led me to the conclusion that ordinarily Sena-
tors are too much inclined to appraise the needs of their own
State above what other people who are disinterested may set
lupon them. But if the rule is to be that the interests of my
State are to be slaughtered unless I myself am willing to lay
aside my judgment as to rates which ought to be written
into this bill on articles produced in other States, this new
manner of writing tariff bills is going to be a revelation to the
American people, and I shall be very much surprised if they do
not resent that way of legislating.

Now, I want to say a word about the so-called lobby com-
miftee. I am chairman of that committee, but not from my
own solicitation. If the chairman of the Judiciary Committee
were present, and if other members of that committee were
present, they would bear me out in the statement that I asked
that some other Senator be given that place.

The Senator from Indiana [Mr., RoBinsoN] never complained
about the manners of that committee, and any danger its activi-
‘ties might involve to the publie interest, until the gentleman who
was before the committee to-day first appeared as a witness
some days ago. Then, for the first time, we commenced to hear
about a Democratic committee, and about its being unfair,

The witness to whom I referred is the only witness as to
the treatment by the committee he has protested there was a
violation of his rights. In that committee the rule has pre-
vailed, as every member of the committee knows, that if any
member wanted to subpena—not subpeena, because we have
jssued but three subpenas—but if a member wanted a wit-
ness invited to come he had only to indicate his desire. We
left it to each Senator’s honor to say what he thought ought to
be investigated about a matter under consideration before the
committee. And then when that question was disposed of if it
was desired by any member of the committee to inquire into
something else the committee were willing that that should be
done. It has been a harmonious committee until recently, when
one member of the committee complained because he objected
to the unearthing of certain things with reference to a witness
who was then and is now before the committee, and that is all.
That is the first time and the only time he has objected to
either manner or substance of the commitee’s activities.

I do not object to eriticism of the committee. I have said—
and I want to repeat—that we have used whatever methods we
thought were necessary to ascertain the facts; but I should like
to have those Senators who complain about the committee
to remember that there has been but one witness who appeared
before the committee since it was organized who was not
friendly to the aetivities that were being investigated. The
former secretary of a Senator, Mr. Russell, of Utah, had a
grievance against the Senator from Utah [Mr, Kiva]. But none
of us, so far as I am aware, knew this until he appeared before
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the committee. We have never invited and have never en-
couraged or permitted anybody who had a grievance to come
before the committee. There are stacks of letters in my office,
as well as telegrams, from people wanting to come before the
committee, but when it was ascertained that they had some per-
sonal grievance invariably they have been denied the oppor-
tunity to testify.

As to every organization that has been investigated, witnesses
have been selected for that organization, and every man who
has been before the committee has been asked if there was
anyone he wanted to testify, and if he has named a witness
we have procured that witness for him, so that every phase of
the case is gone into.

We have investigated the American Tariff League, for in-
stance, and every witness was either a member of that organi-
zation or somebody whom the organization wanted called.
While the committee was :investigating those seeking a
higher tariff, it was suggested by the Senator from Indiana
that we ought to go into the activities of those who wanted
lower tariff, and every witness wanted was brought here.
Those witnesses were turned over to the Senator from Indiana
to inguire into their activities. He wrote the report dealing
with that phase of the subject.

The committee’s action has been unanimous on every matter,
and the only complaint, as I have said, that has arisen in the
committee has been over the examination of the gentleman who
was before the committee to-day.

Mr. President, there has been complaint—and with this ob-
servation I am through—about the bad manners of the com-
mittee. That is largely due to my mannerisms. I am not de-
fending my manners, Mr. President, but I would not advise
anybody else to copy them. Sometimes I myself have felt, after
a hearing was over, rather regretful for some of the things I
have said. The truth is I always regret an unkindness done or
said. I have no ill will against any living being. I am willing
however, I repeat, to assume the responsibility for everything
I have said or the committee has done. I have not objected to
any witness incorporating anything in the record that he de-
sired as a statement, except one thing.

When the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gruxpy]
was before the committee, and enunciated his famous doctrine
that the Senators from *“backward States” should not vote
when tax measures were being voted on or refunds wers
being voted to corporations who had paid money to the Govern-
ment, he registered with the committee a solemn promise that
he was going to submit to us a list of Senators, common and
preferred ; and I then insisted that he live up to it. He brought
in a statement at one time and handed it to me, after he had
given it to the newspapers, in which he undertook to rehash
his theory about the mistakes of the fathers, but did not give
us the list of Senators. I refused the statement. I excused
him, however, for not complying. I knew it was embarrassing,
and I was perfectly willing to let it go although I was willing
to be classed as one of those common Senators who very much
offended his sense of what the fathers ought to have done.

I thought then that it was a pleasantry, and I think so still.
I really doubt very seriously if the Senator from Pennsylvania
would rewrite the Constitution; and, facetiously, I said that
if Pennsylvania had been given all the Senators that the Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania thought it ought to have, the high cost
&t electing a Senator in Pennsylvania would have been prohibi-

ve.

If Pennsylvania had been awarded 57 Senators—and I think
that is the number that the Senator from Pennsylvania thought
its great industrial wealth entitled it—knowing how much
it cost/to nominate and elect a Senator in Pennsylvania, I
doubt if the great wealth of the Senator and the State at
large could have supported the election of that many
Senators.

I said that I thought the Senator from Pennsylvania was
indulging in a facetious vein. I loved to hear him talk. T did
not have to agree with him, and I do not; but I realized that
he was not going to be with us long, and I was willing to
accord him the opportunity of expressing anything he felt with
reference to that subject.

I did not hear the speeches of criticism of the committee,
and I am glad I did not. I did hear the speech of the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. Rosrxson]; and I rather think if I were
the Senator from Indiana that I would have objected in the
committee, instead of going on the floor to denounce the
committee.

Personally, I do not want anybody to feel any obligation
to defend my course of conduct on that commitiee. I should
feel humiliated if anyone felt that he ought to do it. I shall
do that for myself if it becomes necessary; but I do not feel

that it is necessary.
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Mr. PINHE. Mr. President, in the State of Oklahoma we have
a group or socialists. That group in 1924 supported La Fol-
lette and WesLer. They have a paper down there that is
known as the Oklahoma Weekly Leader. It is edited by Oscar
Ameringer and Dan Hogan, who have keen minds, and know
how to express themselyes.

I have an editorial from that paper which appeared in the
issue of March 6, 1930. I send it to the desk and ask that it
be read.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question? I do not know what the editorial says. Does the
Senator indorse what it says?

Mr. PINE. I do.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator makes it personal?

Mr. PINE. I do.

Mr. CARAWAY. All right.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the editorial
will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

[From the Oklahoma Weekly Leader of Friday, March 6, 1930]
THE PROGRESSIVES BLUNDER

In voting with the Standard Oil Senate Republican group against
the tariff on crude oil, the Progressive contingent, led by Senators
Braise, Lo FoLLerTs, Norris, and WHEELER Indulged in some loose
thinking and jumped at conclusions in a manner savoring of Old Guard
psychology.

Their arguments were the generally sound arguments of the free-
trade advocates. But their application of these arguments to the pro.
posed tariff on crude oil shows how far present Progressives have
drifted from the keen reasoning and probing leadership that character-
ized the attitude of the senior La Follette. In the name of a great
principle, Senator BLAINE denounced the lobby of the oil independents
in terms formerly reserved by the semior La Follette for the Standard
monopolists. The elder Wisconsin statesman set forth all too convine-
ingly that the price of gasoline had no relation to the price of crude;
that the oil monopoly charged what the trafiic would bear, save when
engaged in driving an independent operator to the wall. To hear
Senator BLAINE contend that a tariff on oil would raise the price of
gasoline, in the face of recognized monopolistic control and the enormous
margin between the cost of producing gasoline and its price of sale, 18
laughable. The Wirt Franklin lobby is the first encouraging sign since
the great La Follette inquiry of a stand by the independents against the
refining monopoly.

The trite argument of Senator BLaixg for conserving our supply by
encouraging the import of cheap crude could only be founded on
ignorance of the fact that true conservation is best served by keeping
the price at a point where it will be possible to pump the vast number
of small oil wells that must be abandoned and lost forever once the
Joad of foreign crude forces the price too low for their profitable
operation.

The price of crude throughout the mid-continent area bears direetly
upon the farmer himself, and an ofil tariff to him is as vital farm relief as
the measures taken to protect the price of cotton, corn, and wheat,
Southwestern cooperatives are pooling their royalty rights, as they
pool cotton and wheat, through a movement which promises salvation
in direct proportion as oil may be saved from the same deflation that
has crushed agriculture.

If Senator BLAINE is so concerned for the gasoline consumer, let him
direct an intelligent inguiry into the forces that fix gasoline prices, not
launch inveetives at the independent producers, whose lnterests are
identical with those of the small landowner.

Free importation of crude oil under a high-tariff governmental policy
has the same earmarks of dlscrimination as characterize the failure to
apply export debentures for agricultural commodities. The arguments of
the free trader fall flat when applied to one commodity, especially when
applied to that commodity by progressives who are supposedly rational,
and who gladly espoused the export debenture proposal to maintain the
prices of agricultural commodities. The export debenture would have
affected consumer prices. The erude-oil tariff would not.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I thought there was a rule
against putting in the Recorp or reading any article which was
libelous against a Member of the Senate. If I am not mistaken,
this article is libelous, in that it charges me and others with
Old Guard psychology.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule relates to debate. The
Chair, however, will take advantage of this opportunity to state
that hereafter Senators must observe the rule in reference to
characterizing the conduct of other Senators in their debate,
and hereafter the Chair will call to order any Senator who
violates Rule XIX.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I ask to have read by the
clerk a copy of a letter addressed by myself to Mr. John A.
Simpson, of Oklahoma City, Okla.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the letter will
be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Marca 10, 1930.
Mr. JoEN A. SIMPSON,
President Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union,
Oklahoma City, OFkla,

Dear Me. SiMpsoN: I am in receipt of your telegrams and letter
of recent date.

“Oil” seems to be a magiec word. Nations go to war for oil. Oil
has corrupted officers of the Government In high places. Now, you
propose to tax a natural resource on the plea of * farm relief.”

“Farm relief” has been a slogan upon the banner of every sordid
interest that has been seeking special favors and the privilege to
pick the farmers’ pockets. Indeed, *“farm relief"” has been 8o
thoroughly exploited by the same sordid, selfish interests that the
farmer will be relleved of everything, except the right to toil, that
others may profit,

No, Mr. Simpson, I am not engaged in the prevalent pastime of
handing gold bricks to the farmers.

011, sugar, cement, lumber—all to be taxed in the name of * farm
relief.” Oh, the crimes that are being committed in that name!

And Standard Oil is a sllent partner in the game that is being
played here. And for whose Dbenefit? The new ecrop of mulfi-
millionaires have banded themselves together, a8 so-called independent
petroleum producers, to pull the chestnuts out of the fire for Standard
0ilL

If it were not for the tragedy of the situation it would cause
serious men to laugh.

Yours very truly,
Joux J. BLAINE.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, there has been a lot of confusion
about the votes when we have taken an item off the free list
and put it on the dutiable list. We have followed the practice
of having two votes—first when we put on the duty, and second
when we took the item off the free list. Also, when we have
taken an article off the dutiable list and put it on the free list
we have been following the practice of having two votes.

There are many Members of the Senate who think that one
vote ought automatieally to operate on the second proposition.
For example, if we put oil upon the dutiable list, the practice
heretofore would be that we would then vote to take it off

the free list. It seems to me that that opens up unlinrited
debate.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, President, will the Senator
yield?

Mr. FESS. Yes; I yield.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. My amendment provides, first,
that oil shall be transferred to the dutiable list, and the. last
line or two provides that the lines in the present bill that put
oil on the free list shall be stricken from the bill. Anyone
could ask that the amendment be divided; but if the whole
thing carries, the whole thing is taken care of.

Mr. FESS. But after talking with the Senator from Utah
it was agreed that a unanimous-consent request should be
presented.

Mr. SMOOT. I hope the Senate will agree to this unanimous-
consent request.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr. Norris] objected to that this morning when the
Senator from Utah asked it.

Mr. FESS. This has not as yet been presented. I will with-
draw it for the present.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest the Senator wait until the
Senator from Nebraska returns.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr,
THaoMmAs] as modified.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest the absence of a gquorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Couzens Hastings MeCulloch
Ashurst Cutting Hatfield MecMaster
Baird Dale Hawes McNa
Barkley Fess Hayden Metea
Black Fletcher Hebert Moses
Blaine Frazier Heflin Norbeck
Blease George Howell Norris
Borah Glass Johnson ye
Bratton Glenn Jones Oddie
Broussard Goff ean Overman
Capper Goldsborough Kendrick Phipps
Connally Hale eyes e
Copeland Harris La Follette Pitturan
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Ransdell Simmons Thomas, Okla. Walsh, Mass.
Robinson, Ind. Smoot Townsend ‘Walsh, Mont.
Robsion, Ky. Steck Trammell Waterman
Schall Steiwer Vandenberg Watson
Sheppard Swan Wagner Wheeler

Shortridge Thomﬁ?ldnho W

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

The guestion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the
Senator from Oklahoma as modified. The yeas and nays have
been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr, CUTTING (when his name was called). On this question
I have a pair with the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
SHIPSTEAD]. If the senilor Senator from Minnesota were pres-
ent, he would vote “nay ”; and if I were permitted to vote I
would vote * yea.”

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I have a nontrans-
ferable pair with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
BisgHAM], In his absence I am unable to vote. If permitted
to vote, I would vote “nay.”

Mr. McNARY (when his name was called). On this vote I
am paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Har-

risox]. If he were present, he would vote “nay.” If I were
permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.”
Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I transfer my

pair with the Senafor from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN] to the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. GiLierr] and vote “nay.”

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). On
this vote I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr.

BrooxuART]. If he were present and permitted to vote, he
wanld' vote “nay.” If I were permitted to vote, I would vote
w“ eﬂ’

Mr, TOWNSEND (when his name was called). On this
vote I have a general pair with the senior Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr., McKerrar], who I understand, if present, would
vote “nay.” If I were permitted to vote, I would vote “yea.”

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
Smrra]. I am unable to secure a transfer. I understand that
if the Senator from South Carolina were present he wounld
vote “ nay.” If I were permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. GLENN. I have a general pair with the junior Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. StepHENS]. I understand that if present
he would vote * nay,” and if I were permitted to vote, I would
vote “ yea.”

Mr. CARAWAY. I have a pair with the senior Senator from
Vermont [Mr. Greexe]. I do not know how he would vote
if present, and being unable to get a transfer, I withhold my
vote. If permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr, WAGNER., I have a pair with the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. ParrErson] who would vote * yea™ if present. The
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Roeston] has a pair with the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. Dizr], who would vote “nay” if
present. I transfer my pair to Mr. RossioN's pair, allowing
Mr. Rosston and myself to vote, and leaving Mr, Dt and Mr.
ParrersoN to stand paired. I vote “ nay.”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. SuLLivan] with the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. Brock]; and k

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GrunNpy] with the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typixes].

If present, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Svrrivan] and
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gruspy] would vote
“yea,” and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Brock] and the
Senator from Maryland [Mr, Typixas] would vote * nay.”

I also desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Gourp] with the Senator from
Utah [Mr. K1xe]; and

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinsox].

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 38, as follows:

YEAS—29
Allen Goldsborough MeCulloch Sheppard
Baird Hastings Moses Shortridge
Bratton Hatfield Oddie Steiwer
Broussard Hebert Phipps Thomas, Okla,
Capper Johnson Pine Waterman
Connally Jones Pittman
Fess Kean Ransdell
Goff Kendrick Robsion, Ky.

NAYS—38
Ashurst Couzens Hayden Norbeck
Barkley Fletcher He Norris
Black Frazier Howell Nye
Blaine George eyes Overman
Blease Hale La Follette Robinson, Ind.
Borah Harris McMaster Schall
Copeland Hawes Metcalf Simmons
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Smoot Trammell Waleott Wheeler
Steck Vandenberg Walsh, Mass.
Swanson Wagner Walsh, Mont.

NOT VOTING—29
Bingham Gillett McKellar Sullivan
Brock Glass McNary Thomas, Idaho
Brookhart Glenn Patterson Townsend
Caraway Gonld Reed Tydings
Cutting Greene Hobinson, Ark, atson
‘Dale Grund Shipstea
Deneen Harrison Bmith
Dill King Btephens

So the amendment of Mr. Taomas of Oklahoma, as modified,
was rejected.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE subsequently said: I ask unanimous con-
sent that there may be inserted in the Recorp following the
vote on the oil amendment of the Senator from Oklahoma
[Mr. TaEoMmAs] taken this evening, the vote on the same amend-
ment taken in Committee of the Whole on February 28, 1930.

There being no objection the vote was ordered to be inserted
in the REcorp, as follows:

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. BLEASE (when his name was ealled), Making the same an-
nouncement as on the previous vote, 1 withhold my vote,

Mr. VANDENBERG (when Mr. CouzENs’s name was called), My col-
league the senior Benator from Michigan [Mr. CouzeENs] is necessarily
absent from the Chamber. If present, he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. GeEorGE (when his name was called). I have a pair with the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. PHipPs]. 1 transfer that pair to the
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Covziexs] and vote * nay.”

Mr., GLExN (when his name was called). On this question I have
a special pair with the junior Benator from New York [Mr. Wagner],
who is necessarily absent. If he were present, 1 understand he would
vote “nay." If I were permitted to vote, I would vote * yea.”

Mr. Norris (when Mr. HowEeLL’s name was called), I desire to
announce that my colleague [Mr. HowgrL] is necessarily absent from

the Chamber. If he were present, on this question he would vote
“ "

nay.

Mr. McEELLAR (when his name was called). Making the same

announcement as on the previous vote with reference to my pair
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. TowxseExp] and its transfer
to the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Howerrl, I vote * nay.”

Mr. Oppie (when his name was called). On this question I have a
pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr, Simmoxns]. If
he were present, 1 understand he would vote “nay.” If I were per-
mitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr. ScHALL (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD'S name was called). My colleague
[Mr. 8miPsTEAD] Is unavoidably absent. If he were present, he would
vote “nay."

The roll call was coneluded.

Mr, Fess. On this question I desire to announce that the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] Is paired with the Senator from Montana
[Mr. WHEELER].

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. SuLrLivan] is paired with the Sena-
tor from Maryland [Mr. TypixNgs];

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] is paired with the
Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE] ;

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. HeBerT] ls paired with the
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr., GiLLETT] ; and

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. KExDRICK] s palred with the Bena-
tor from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD].

If present, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS], the Benator from
Wyoming [Mr. SuLrivax], the Senmator from New Hampshire [Mr,
Mosges], the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr., HeserT], and the Senator
from Wyoming [Mr. Kexprick] would vote *“yea,” and the Benator
from Montana [Mr, WaEELER], the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typ-
ixcs], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Greexe], the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr, Ginnerr], and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
BmIrsTEAD] would vote * nay.”

1 also wish to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator from
Arkangas [Mr. ROBINSON] ;

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENXEEN] with the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN]; .

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BingHAM] with the Senator from
Virginia [Mr. Grass];

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. McCourrocH] with the Senator from
Iowa [Mr. BRoOKHART] ; and

The -Senator from Maine [Mr. Gournp] with the Benator from Utah
[Mr. Kixg]. :

Mr. Suepparp, I desire to announce that the junilor Senator from
Utah [Mr. King] is necessarily detained from the Senate by illness.

I also desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Romixsox] and the Benator from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Reepn], who are delegates from the United Btates to the Naval Arms
Conference meeting in London, England.
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The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 39, as follows:

Yeas, 27 : Messrs. Allen, Baird, Bratton, Broussard, Capper, Caraway,
Connally, Cutting, Fess, Goff, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hastings, Hat-
field, Johnson, Jones, Kean, Patterson, Pine, Ransdell, Robsion of Een-
tucky, Sheppard, Shortridge, Steiwer, Thomas of Oklahoma, Waterman,
and Watson.

Nays, 89: Messrs, Ashurst, Barkley, Black, Blaine, Borah, Brock,
Copeland, Dale, Dill, Fletcher, Frazier, George, Hale, Harris, Harrison,
Hawes, Hayden, Heflin, Keyes, La Follette, McKellar, McMaster, Met-
calf, Norbeck, Norris, Nye, Pittman, Robinson of Indiana, Bchall, Bmith,
Smoot, Steck, Stephens, Swanson, Trammell, Vandenberg, Walcott,
Walsh of Massachusetts, and Walsh of Montana.

Not voting, 30 : Messrs. Bingham, Blease, Brookhart, Couzens, Deneen,
Gillett, Glass, Glenn, Gould, Greene, Hebert, Howell, Kendrick, King,
McCulloch, MeNary, Moses, Oddie, Overman, Phipps, Reed, Robinson
of Arkansas, Shipstead, Simmons, Sullivan, Thomas of Idaho, Town-
send, Tydings, Wagner, and Wheeler.

So the amendment of Mr. THoMAS of Oklahoma was rejected.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 9979) making appropriations to supply urgent de-
ficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1930, and prior fiscal y , to provide urgent supple-
mental appropriations for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1930,
and June 30, 1931, and for other purposes; that the House re-
ceded from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 19, 27, 49, and 50 to the said bill and- concurred
therein, and that the House insisted upon its disagreement to
the amendments of the Senate numbered 23, 46, and 47.

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair lays before the
Senate the action of the House of Representatives on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9979) making
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior
fiscal years, to provide urgent supplemental appropriations for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and June 30, 1931, and for
other purposes, which will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
March 19, 1930,

Resolved, That the House agrees to the report of the committee of
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9979) entitled, “An aect making
appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1930, and prior fiscal years, to provide
urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiscal years ending June 30,
1930, and June 30, 1931, and for other purposes."

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
March 19, 1930,

Resolvedy That the House recede from its disagreement to the
amendments of the Sennte Nos. 19, 27, 49, and 50 to the bill (H. R.
0979) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior
fiscal years, to provide urgent supplemental appropriations for the
fiscal years ending June 30, 1930, and June 30, 1931, and for other
purposes, and coneur therein,

That the House insists upon its disagreement to the amendments of
the Senate Nos. 23, 46, and 47,

Mr. JONES. Mr, President, the Senator from South Dakota
[Mr. McMasTER] has entered a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the conference report was agreed to. I am not dis-
posed to take advantage of any technical objection that I might
raise and therefore I am ready to have the matter disposed of
80 we can get the bill through as guickly as possible,

Mr. McMASTER. The object of making the motion for a
reconsideration involves an item of $1,100,000 appropriated for
educational purposes for the Indian children. We are asking
for a reconsideration not for the purpose of increasing the
appropriation, but for the purpose of a redistribution of the
appropriation itself in order that we may maintain decent food
standards and clothing standards for the Indian children of the
country.

On June 18, 1929, the President of the United States, I am
informed, appointed a commission composed of Dr. Marshall
C. Guthrie, medical director of the Indian Bureau,; Dr. Edith
Hawley, of the Bureaun of Home Economics of the Department
of Agriculture; Dr. Frances Rothert, of the Childrens’ Bureau;
and Dr. B. Blanche Sterling, of the United States Public
Health Service. This commission, after its investigation, de-
clared that a minimum health subsistence ration for Indian
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children in boarding schools would cost 39.1 cents a day whole-
sale. This figure was pared down by the Indian Bureau to 37.8
cents a day, and President Hoover, in December, asked Con-
gress for appropriations to provide food immediately for every
Indian boarding school in the amount of 37.8 cents a day.
President Hoover in December asked the Congress for an ap-
propriation to provide food immediately for the Indian children
based upon that figure. He also recommended that the clothing
appropriation should be inereased from the amount of $22 per
capita per year to $44 per capita per year.

The Senate Appropriations Committee recommended for food
for these children the sum of $480,000. That would have main-
tained the standard recommended by the President's commis-
sion. The conference committee pared that amount down to
$195,000. The Senate Appropriations Committee recommended
$200,000 for clothing, and the conference committee pared that
amount down to $50,000. That is a great reduction from the
recommendations made by the President’s commission which
was appointed for the purpose of investigating this question.
I can not see any reason why these amounts should be pared
down and then the sums appropriated for eguipment and live-
stock. The appropriation for egquipment and livestock was in-
creased from $350,000 to $565,000, taking that additional sum
from the food and clothing that should go to these Indian
children.

The case is so clear that it seems to me the Senate ought
to reconsider the vote by which the report was adopted and
give to these Indian children the food and clothing to which
they are entitled in the amount which was recommended by
the President's eommission.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the conferees have agreed upon
the identical item which the House approved, and that is in
the amount of $1,100,000. In the House the money was not
distributed. The Senate Appropriations Committee reported
a distribution of $1,100,000 and in the conference I think we
have made a very good distribution under all the circumstances.
We want to get the bill through as quickly as possible. There
are some important developments that will have to stop unless
we do.

This is a deficiency bill. We will have the general Interior
Department appropriation bill before us shortly that takes care
of the Indians. If an adeguate provision has not been made
in this bill we can make it in that bill. The appropriation in
this bill continues over not only through the rest of this fiscal
year but during the next fiscal year. We can supplement that
and take care of conditions that may be necessary in the
Interior Department appropriation billL

Let me call attention to the amount which has been distrib-
uted. Of the $1,100,000 there is $435,000 for subsistence; that
is, there is $195,000 in one item, $40,000 in another, and $50,000
in another, The amount for dairy herds has been increased
to $150,000 and that is the same as subsistence. As a matter
of fact, that is where we have taken care of the children in
that way. Out of the total amount of $1,100,000, the amount of
$435,000 is distributed for subsistence.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator inform
the Senate why the Senate Appropriations Committee in com-
pliance with the President’s recommendation appropriated $480,-
000 for food for children and why that amount was cut to
$195,000 in conference?

Mr. JONES. It is not cut to $195,000. It is practically
placed at $435,000, just as I have stated.

Furthermore, it must be realized that in conference there
must be concessions on both sides. Concessions were made on
both sides in this case. I think we have made a pretty liberal
distribution of the $1,100,000 under all the circumstances. As
I said, if that does not take care of the future, it can be dealt
with in the regular 1931 appropriation bill for the Interior
Department.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JONES. Certainly.

Mr. COPELAND. Is it true that from this sum which we
set aside for food and clothing a very large sum was taken
out for equipment and livestock, about $215,000? The thing I
have in mind is a diversion of funds which we thought in the
Committee on Appropriations we were voting for the food of
these children and for their clothing. Was that reduced in a
way to put it into some material things rather than the life
and welfare of these youngsters?

Mr, JONES. Quite the contrary to the last suggestion of the
Senator with reference to the welfare of the children. There is
a difference of opinion among the individuals as to what is most
important for us to do now, whether it is to furnish a very
largely increased amount for clothing and for subsistence, or
whether a smaller amount should go for equipment for the
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various schools throughout the country that will relieve the
children from a great deal of hard labor and hard work and
give them more time and furnish more faecilities for their edu-
cation. There is a difference of opinion with reference to the
relative merits of the propositions. We have secured a large
increase for subsistence; we have secured a considerable
amount for equipment and furniture. There is very poor fur-
niture in many of the Indian schools throughout the country.
They ought to have reasonably good furniture, There is very
poor equipment in many of the schools. Much of the time of
many of the children is taken up in really hard work which
they ought to have for educational purposes. This will be taken
care of by the equipment, the up-to-date machinery, especially
along the lines of laundry equipment and things like that.

I will say frankly to the Senator that my personal opinion
was that they could do a great deal of this work, and that it
would really be better for them to do it, and that the first con-
sideration should be food and nourishment. There is a wvery
considerable increase for that purpose, and if it is not sufficient,
as I believe it is not for the future, it can be taken care of in
the regular Interior Department appropriation bill that deals
regularly in 1931 with this very matter. This is a deficiency
bill that ordinarily would carry the appropriations along to
June, 1930.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this is simply a bill to take
care of them until the regular appropriation is made?

Mr. JONES. That is really what is expected, but we con-
tinue on into the next year whatever is not used in this year.

Mr. SWANSON. The deficiency bill makes an appropriation
to take care of the immediate situation, and after it is made
it can be extended and continued until the next year, as I
understand is done in this bill. In the general legislation, if
we think they need more, we can give it to them at that time.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Washington yield further?

Mr. JONES. Certainly.

Mr. McMASTER. The statement to the effect that this is an
emergency appropriation just to cover the present emergency——

Mr. JONES. I think I said it is a deficiency measure.

Mr. McMASTER. Very well; but I want to explain the
gituation. The $480,000 for food is not in the sense of an emer-
geney except in that it is an increase of the standards of food
for these children during the balance of this fiscal year and the
next fiscal year. That is the object of the increased appro-
priation. The conference committee have taken the $480,000,
which the Senate Appropriations Committee recommended for
that purpose in order to elevate the food and clothing to a
proper standard, and have deducted $215,000 from the food re-
guirements and from the clothing requirements and added it
to the item for equipment. That is what has been done. It is
an unfair thing to do. These children ought to receive the
standards of food and the standards of clothing that were
recommended by the commission appointed by the President.
It would only take a short time to correct the situation.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JONES, Certainly.

Mr. BRATTON. 1 understand it is contemplated to add te
the dairy herds for the various schools. Is that catalogued as
equipment and would they be purchased out of the $215,000
shifted from food and clothing to equipment?

Mr. JONES. That is taken out of the $585,000 which is esti-
mated by the department for equipment, furniture, and dairy
herds. Out of that it was figured by the department that there
would be about $94,000 for dairy herds. We have increased
that to $150,000.

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand, the only contention is
that the conference committee did not allow enough for food
and clothing?

Mr. JONES. 1 suppose that is the complaint.

Mr. SWANSON. The sum of $250,000 would certainly take
care of all demands for food and clothing until the regular
appropriation bill can be passed relating to the Interior De-
partment.

s Mr. JONES. With reference to clothing, the Senate provided

100,000.

Mr. McMASTER. No; $200,000, and that met the require-
ments of the recommendations of the President's commission.

Mr. JONES. I do not know whether it met the require-
ments of the President’s commission or not. The amount in
the distribution as provided in the House was $30,000. That
has been increased to $50,000 for clothing. This is the reason
for it. This is the season of the year where generally on these
reservations they do not need very expensive clothing, they
do not need winter clothing or anything of that kind, and it was
thought that $50,000 would be sufficient, at least as a deficiency
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measure, until the regular appropriation takes effect and is
made available,

Mr, HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JONES. I yield.

Mr. HAYDEN., If anyone can complain about the reduction
in the amount allotted for eclothing, I can. It was on my motion
that the item was increased to $200,000 by vote of the Senate,
The conferees reduced the amount to $50,000; but the chairman
assures us—and I must take his word for it, because it sounds
so0 sane and so logical and so reasonable—that $50,000 is sufficient
to take care of the immediate clothing needs of the Indians;
that the regular Indian appropriation will come along a little
later, and if more money shall be needed for clothing it can
be provided for in that measure. So, for my part, I am
willing te vote to approve the conference report and let this
deficiency bill become a law.

Mr. McMASTER. Then the Senator is willing to decrease the
standards of food for the Indian children?

Mr. HAYDEN. Not at all. Let us finish up with the clothing
item first. The clothing item was $200,000 as passed by the
Senate. This bill appropriates $50,000. If, upon investigation,
it shall be determined by the Committee on Appropriations
that more money is needed, the committee will amend the Inte-
rior Department appropriation bill and provide in that bill for
the necessary amount, so that no Indian child will be without
clothing next winter., We can take care of the clothing question
completely,

Now as to the food item. I think one of the finest things
there is in this measure is the $150,000 for the purchase of
dairy cattle. Nothing is better for the Indian children than
fresh milk, and we propose to purchase for every Indian board-
ing school, where it is possible, as many fine dairy cows as may
be needed, which will furnish the children with fresh milk.

There was no such provision at all as that in the President's
Budget estimate; it is a new idea sponsored by Representative
CrAumrox in the House, and I think is one of the best proposals
that have been made. Nothing can be better for the Indian
children than fresh milk, We have provided for a dairy herd
for every one of those schools. So when it is said that we have
deducted from the food item, it certainly ought to be admitted
that there has been added $150,000,

Mr. McMASTER. As to the food increase represented by the
dairy herd that is going to be purchased-—and there can not be
any great number purchased in 60 days—it will increase the
value of the food allowance to these children by 2 cents a
day; and we will not, in this appropriation bill, come anywhere
near the requirement of an allowance of 371 cents a day for the
Indian children.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me,
I will say that the entire matter can be threshed out when we
come to consider the Interior Department appropriation bill,
and, therefore, I do not feel justified in voting against the
adoption of the conference report.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I do not feel that we have pro-
vided as much money as may be necessary in this deficiency
bill; T know that we have not brought the per capita amount
for the children up to where, in my judgment, it ought to be,
but we have increased it over what it is now, and we have made
a congiderable increase, though mnot, as I have said, all that
should be made; but, as has been said, that can all be taken
care of, and I have no doubt will be taken care of, for the next
fiscal year in the regular appropriation bill.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

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

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, what is known as the
Hoover standard of feeding would cost 37.8 cents a day.

Mr. JONES. That is correct.

Mr, COPELAND. And when we voted this money down-
stairs we thought that we were giving these youngsters 37.8
cents a day. These children are now fed, these wards of the
Government, at 20 cents a day. That is outrageous.

Mr. JONES. It is 27 cents a day, in practice.

Mr. COPELAND. Very well; 27 cents a day; that is just a
little less outrageous. We had provided by our appropriation
that for the 80 days that remain before the fiscal year ends,
for the balance of the year, the Indian children would have
878 cents a day for food, That has been cut down now to
£195,000 from the amount we had proposed of $480,000, which
will give these youngsters——

Mr. JONES. There are $150,000 which will go to this item.

Mr. COPELAND. Very well. That will give it to them for
47 days, during which they can have the full allowance, but
for the rest of the time they will have nothing more than what
they have at present.
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Mr. JONES. That may be taken care of in the regular
appropriation bill for the next fiscal year. Let me say to the
Senator we have not done everything that some of us would
like to have done, but the Senator knows that in conference
between the two Houses there have to be concessions made,
and we were more easily led, probably, to make some concessions
because of the fact that the rvegular Interior Department appro-
priation bill will come up in two or three months and that will
take care of the situation for the next fiscal year.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senate committee added $1,370,000,
was it not?

Mr. JONES. No; it was $270,000.

Mr. COPELAND. We added it for a specific purpose.

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr. COPELAND. And we added it to increase these welfare
items; that is what we did it for. In conference that money
has been taken away, but provision has been made for dairy
herds, of which the Senator from Arizona has spoken—-—-and 1
approve of that; that is all right

Mr. JONES. And then there is the labor-saving machinery.

Mr. COPELAND. Yes, machinery; and rosewood caskets.

Mr. JONES. I want to say the testimony before the commit-
tee shows that they need furniture, and they need it very badly.
They have to have reasonable accommedations of that kind.
As I have said also, a considerable portion of the appropriation
is to furnish them with labor-saving machinery.

There is a -very decided difference of opinion as to what
should be done along this line. Personally, I think the Indian
children should do a little more work than others perhaps think
they should do. This is all I care to say in reference to the

matter.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Washington yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. JONES. 1 yield.

Mr. SWANSON. Is the guestion on agreeing to the con-
ference report or on a motion to reconsider the whole bill?

Mr. JONES. The question now is, as I understand it, on the
motion to reconsider the adoption of the conference report as to
the whole bill. Then, there will come up again the question
of sending the bill back to conference.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Just a moment. Is the
Senator from Washington referring to the motion entered by
the Senator from South Dakota earlier in the day?

Mr. JONES. Yes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion has no stand-
ing before the Senate.

Mr. JONES. I said I did not propose to make any objection
to the motion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whether the Senator from
Washington makes any technical objeetion or not, it is the
business of the Chair to enforce the rule, and under Rule XIII
the motion of the Senator from South Dakota ean not be enter-
tained, because it does not carry a certain feature which the

. rule muakes necessary. In the meantime the papers have come
back to the Senate in perfectly regular order, and, therefore,
the only thing that can be done is for a motion to adopt the
conference report as presented or for a motion to be entered
that the Senate insist upon its amendments and ask for a
further conference with the House.

7 Mr. McMASTER. That is the motion I make at the present
me.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is now made
by the Senator from South Dakota and may be regarded as
pending.

Mr. JONES. May I ask what the effect of that motion is?
As I understand, we have adopted the conference report; the
House has agreed to the conference report, and the only dif-
ference at issue between the two Houses is the three amend-
ments I have indicated.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that
perfectly.

Mr. JONES. The Senator moves that the Senate insist upon
its amendments and ask for a further conference. That is
exactly what I was going to do.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I understand that if a mo-
tion to agree to the conference report shall be agreed to, that
settles the matter. As to the amendments still in disagreement,
then a motion could be made to insist on those amendments, and
ask for a further conference with the House.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is correct.

Mr. JONES. And the Chair to appoint the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

Mr. SWANSON. Yes. -
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Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, in the original Budget sent
from the Indian Bureau and approved by the Budget Bureau,
as I understand, was an item for dairy cows, and there was an
item in the so-called President's recommendation for dairy
COWS.

Mr. JONES. I think there was an item of $94,000.

Mr. FRAZIER. Of $94,000, which was increased by the Sen-
ate on thig bill, and that is all very well, but the situation is
this, Mr. President

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken. If
he will look at the Budget estimate he will find that there was
nothing estimated for dairy cows, but that in the House bill
there was $04,000 for that purpose originally.

Mr. FRAZIER. In the estimate that was made by Mr,
Rhoads, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, there was included
$£94,000 in his recommendation to the House committee.

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; but the Senator is speaking of the
Budget estimate submitted by the President. That Budget esti-
mate was absolutely silent on the subject of cows. A proposal
to buy dairy cattle was raised afterwards by the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs before the House committee. If the Senator
will look at the Budget he will find that I am correet.

Mr. FRAZIER. As I recall the statement of the commis-
sioner himself, it was that the President sent an estimate for
dairy cows and that the amount approved by the President was
£94.000.

Mr. HAYDEN. I have taken the trouble to look at the Bud-
get, and it is not there.

Mr. FRAZIER. I have not the report of the committee before
me, but that can be settled afterwards. At any rate, Mr. Presi-
dent, the situation is this: At the present time the Indian chil-
dren at the boarding schools are being fed on 20 cents a day;
not 27 cents a day, as the Senator from Washington stated a
moment ago, but 20 cents a day.

Mr. JONES. There must be, then, a conflict in the testimony
by those in authority, because some of the officials of the de-
partment said 27 cents and a fraection.

Mr. FRAZIER. That was what they expected in the future
under the new bill, but at the present time it is only 20 cents
a day. As the Senator from New York has said, if this appro-
priation goes through, adding $195,000 to what is now available,
it will carry them for the 47 of the 80 days remaining of this
school year, and for the remainder of the S0 days, or 33 days,
they would have to fall back on 20 cents a day. The
appropriation is for 1931, and that will not go into effect until
after the school year is closed.

Mr. JONES. A great many of the schools will close before
the 1st of July and the children will go home.

Mr. FRAZIER. They will close about the middle of June,
but that is 80 days away.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, if the Senator from North
Dakota will yield, he realizes, of course, that Congress appro-
priates money for the support and maintenance of the Indian
schools in a lump sum for each boarding school and that
if the money is expended for food it can not be expended for
furniture or for some other purpose. If, upon the other hand,
Congress should appropriate money for furniture or fixtures
and that money is made immediately available, as it is in this
bill, that would release an equivalent amount of their regular
appropriation for food. So it does not necessarily follow that
because the food allowance has been decreased below the
Budget estimate and the amount for furniture equipment has
been increased that the food allowance is reduced hy that
amount, becaunse by appropriating for the furniture school
funds that they normally would have for that purpose are
released for food.

In other words, if the lump sum appropriated to each school
is for maintenance, it can be shifted from one purpose to the
other very readily.

Mr. FRAZIER. But the Comptroller General, as I under-
stand, is very particular about the allocation of funds, and
when there is a specific appropriation, such as there is in this
bill, it has got to be expended for the purpose specified.

Mr HAYDEN. I understand that, but there is available in
each Indian bearding school now a lnmp sum for the support of
that school, which is divided into food, and clothing, and furni-
ture, and so on. If a part of this money is used for any one of
those purposes, it automatically makes available other money
for food, so that it does not paint a frue picture to say the
figures that are contained in this particular item in this defi-
ciency bill tell the whole story, because that is not so.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, the way the appropriation is
carried in the Interior Department bill, as figured out by the
Indian Department, as I recall, the best they can do, according
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to their own statement, will only give them 32 and a fraction
cents a day for the school year for 1931 under that bill
That is below the minimum that has been recommended by the
food expert.

Mr. JONES. May I suggest to the Senator that that bill has
not been acted upon by the Senate committee as yet, but has
just passed the House?

Mr. FRAZIER. 1 appreciate that.

Mr. JONES. And the Senate committee, of course, can do
whatever it thinks proper.

Mr. FRAZIER. 1 want to serve notice that, whether or not
we get any more on this deficiency bill, several members of the
Committee on Indian Affairs are going to take that matter up
when the Interior Department bill shall come before the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and urge larger appropriations for
1931. For the rest of this year, however, we are going to be
away short of what we should have if the matter is to be allowed
to stand as it is. There is no eseape from it. I can not see
any possible chance of bringing the food allowance up to 37.8
cents per day, the minimum that was agreed upon by this board
of experts; and that, in my estimation, is altogether too low.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, as I understand, the ques-
tion now before us is whether or not the items in disagreement
shall go back to the conference committee for further confer-
ence ; and this is one of the items in disagreement.

Mr. FRAZIER. No; this food-supply proposition is not in
disagreement between the two Houses, Both Houses have ap-
proved it.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But I do understand that
there are three items that are in disagreement, and that the
chairman of the committee recommends to the Senate that we
send the bill back to conference for further discussion about
those items.

Mr. JONES. Yes. Porto Rico, the Boston building, and the
Denver building are in disagreement; and the motion now is to
insist upon our amendments and ask for a further conference,
and that the Chair appoint the conferees.

Mr. BRATTON. Is the Porto Rican amendment the hurricane
relief amendment?

Mr. JONES. Yes.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am very much pleased to
hear it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from South Dakota. Of course, there is some
question about the paternity of the motion; but the Chair is
attributing it to the Senator from South Dakota.

Mr. JONES. That is all right.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hold that the
Senator from South Dakota will have priority in making it.

Mr. SWANSON. His motion was to disagree.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The motion, as the Chair
understands it, is that the Senate Insist upon its disagreement
and ask for a further conference with the House, the Chair to
appoint the conferees.

Mr. SWANSON. But have we adopted the conference report?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was adopted before;
and the Senator from South Dakota having failed in entering
his motion to demand the return of the papers, we can not con-
sider it here.

Mr, McMASTER. I did make that notation when I made
the motion. First, I asked unanimous consent for those two
purposes—one to reconsider the motion and the other to recall
the papers from the House. y

Mr. JONES. And I objected. The request was objected to
and no further request was made. .

Mr., McMASTER. Then I entered a motion to that effect.

Mr., JONES. Yes; the Senator entered a motion to recon-
sider—that is all.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the
Chair was not presiding when the motion was entered; but the
memorandum which the Chair finds here now does not contain
the motion or the request, It is on that memorandum alone
that the Chair has held as he has.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry:
Could the mere giving of notice by one Senator that he intended
to demand the return of the papers and to move for a recon-
sgideration result in having the papers brought back from the
House? The Senate would have to act on it, would it not?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule is entirely manda-
tory that there must be a motion for a request for the return
of the papers, and that motion must be acted upon immediately.
The language of the rule is:

Shall be acted upon immediately, and without debate, and if deter-
mined in the negative shall be a final disposition of the motion to
reconsider.
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Mr, HAYDEN. And the Senate did not act upon it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the memoran-
dum which the present occupant of the chair finds, they did not.

Mr. McMASTER. I now move that they do.

Mr. FLETCHER. It is too late now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can not be done, be-
cause, in proper order, the House has now returned the bill to
the Senate and discharged its conferees.

Mr. McMASTER. When were the conferees discharged?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As soon as they sent the
conference report over here.

Mr. JONES. This afternoon.

Mr. McMASTER. This afternoon? After a motion had been
entered to take care of that matter, then, the Senate disposed
of a conference report in that manner?

Mr. JONES. The request for the papers was not acted upon
by the Senate. It was not submitted to the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers were not then in
the p®session of the Senate; and there having been no motion
to request the return of the papers and an immediate vote upon
that motion, the present occupant of the chair is compelled to
hold that the motion which the Senator from South Dakota
wishes to make ean not be entertained.

The question is on agreeing to the motion which the Chair
understood the Senator from SBouth Dakota to make, but which
the Senator from Washington claimed as hig; namely, that
the Senate insist upon its amendments to the three items in dis-
agreement and request a further conference with the House, the
Chair to appoint the conferees.

Mr. McMASTER. Does that include the Indian school items?

Mr. JONES. No; they have been agreed to by both Houses.

Mr. McMASTER. I move to amend that motion by including
the Indian school items.
bel\ér. HAYDEN. I make the point of order that that can not

one,

Mr. JONES. That can not be included.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arizona
will state his point of order.

Mr. HAYDEN. The point of order is that the House and the
Senate both having approved the conference report upon these
Indian items, they are no longer in dispute between the two
bodies, and that it is not in order to make the motion tendered
by the Senator from South Dakota.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds the point of
order to be well taken.

Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary
inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it.

Mr. McMASTER. Do I understand that when a conference
report has been adopted, within three days no motion can be
made to reconsider the adoption of that report?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; but when the motion is
made it must be accompanied with a mandatory motion to re-
quest the return of the papers, and the vote must be had on that
immediately.

Mr. McMASTER. My first request to-day was for unanimous
consent that the Senate reconsider that matter, and that the
papers be recalled from the House; and the unanimous consent
was objected to by the Senator from Washington. Then I im-
mediately entered a motion to that effect, covering both of those
subjects.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let the Chair propound an
inquiry to the Senator from South Dakota. Who was occupying
the chair at that time?

Mr. HAYDEN. The Vice President.

Mr. McMASTER. I think the Vice President was occupying
the chalir,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whoever was occupying the
chair at that moment left no memorandum here covering the
motion of the Senator.

Mr. McMASTER. It was the duty of the clerk to have left
a memorandum. The Chair does not leave a memorandum to
that effect.

Mr. JONES. The motion to have the papers brought back
should have been submitted at once,

Mr. SWANSON. And voted on immediately.

Mr. JONES. And voted on.

Mr. SWANSON. It was not submitted. We can not wait
until the House takes action.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of
the Chair holds that the motion ean not be entertained. The
only motion that can be entertained now Is for the Senate to
recede from its amendments, or to insist upon its amendments
and ask a further conference; and the latter motion has been
made, and is now pending.
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Mr. McMASTER. Mr. President, I will say this much. I
knew that there probably would be some technical difficulties
in connection with this matter. I went to our parliamentarian
and had him go fully over the situation, and I followed his in-
structions to the letter. Now, I find that I have been jockeyed
out of the whole deal in some way.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing
to the motion of the Senator from Washington.

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore
appointed as conferees on the parl: of the Senate at the further
conference with the ITouse of Representatives Mr. Jones, Mr.
Hare, Mr. PHipes, Mr. OvirMAN, and Mr. GLass.

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2667)
to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign countries,
to encourage the industries of the United States, to protect
American labor, and for other purposes,

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I
send to the desk.

I may say that this amendment is identical in language with
the Thomas amendment as modified by the Pittman amendment,
except that it provides for a duty of 50 cents per barrel on
crude or fuel oil, and 25 per cent ad valorem on oil products.
That is the only change in the amendment.

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Psesident, does the amendment now offered
by the senior Senator from Oklahoma make any provision as to
the disposition of the tariff which may be imposed on oil?

Mr. PINBE. It goes into a special fund, and is appropriated
for expenditure on the roads, the same as in the other
amendment.

Mr. GOFF. And that is the same provision that was in-
cluded in the original amendment offered by the junior Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. THoMAS]?

Mr. PINE., It is the same provision.

I desire to say that it costs 18 cents per barrel to produce oil
in Venezuela. It costs $1.70 per barrel to produce oil in the
States of Oklahoma and Texas. The difference is §1.52 per
barrel. In this amendment we ask for a tariff of 50 cents per
barrel.

This Government has adopted the policy of protection. The
independent producers ask for a rate equal to one-third of the
difference in the cost of producing oil in thetl]nltad States and
Venezuela.

There has been considerable confusion in regard to what is
involved in this matter. We have found the friends of the peo-
ple here voting for a monopoly. The letter that was read here
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Braine], directed to John
Simpson, of Oklahoma, was in response to a telegram from John
Simpson to the Senator from Wisconsin. In that telegram Mr,
Simpson expressed his surprise that the Senator from Wiscon-
sin should be found working in the interest of monopoly. John
Simpson is the president of the Farmers' Union of the State of
Oklahoma, and he has been president of t.hat organization for
14 years.

These independent producers are enfitled to a tariff of $1
per barrel on their oil. Common honesty denrands it.

1 ask for the yeas and nays on this amendment.

Mr. Pisg's amendment was, on page 35, after line 2, to
insert the following:

Pag. 99. (a) Crude petroleum, and fuel petroleum, 50 cents per barrel
of 42 gallons.

(b) Petroleum products : Kerosene, benzine, naphtha, gasoline, paraffin,
paraffin oil, and all other distillates, derivatives, or refined products of
petroleum, 25 per cent ad valorem. The ad valorem rate provided in
this subparagraph shall be based upon the American selling price (as
defined In gubdivision (f), as amended, of section 402, title 4) of any
gimilar competitive article manufactured or produced in the United
States. If there is no similar competitive article manufactored or pro-
duced in the United States, then the ad valorem rate shall be based
upon the United States value, as defined in subdivision (d), as amended,
of section 402, title 4. For the purposes of this subparagraph any
petroleum product provided for herein shall be considered similar to or
competitive with any imported petroleum product which accomplishes
results substantially equal to those accomplished by the domestic prod-
uct when used in substantially the same manner: Provided, That all
funds derived from the tariffs upon petroleum and the refined produects
of petroleum as provided by this paragraph shall be covered into a special
fund for appropriation, and expenditure by the Secretary of Agriculture
under the Federal highway aid act and the amendments thereto and
the rules and regulations made thereunder: And provided further, That
the United Btates Tariff Commission is hereby authorized and directed
to investigate the domestie and foreign costs of productlon of petroleum
and petroleum products; to prepare and file reports of such investiga-
tions, and to prepare and submit recommendations concerning duties
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thereon as in this act provided ; to keep a continuous file of the posted
price of erude petroleum and the retail price of gasoline; and fo make
findings as to the average posted market price of crude petroleum at the
place of production, and also of the retail price of gasoline at service
statlons at such principal markets for such gasoline as said Tariff Com-
mission may select: And provided further, That no duty shall be col-
lected or charged on crude petroleum or fuel petroleum during such
periods as the average posted market price, as found by sald Tariff Com-
mission, of Texas and Oklahoma crude petroleum of a gravity of 36°
B., taken at a temperature of 60° F., shall be in%excess of $1.50
per barrel at place of production: And provided further, That no duty
shall be collected or charged upon the petroleum products set forth in
subparagraph (b) hereof during such periods as the average retail
service-station price, as found by sald Tarif Commission, of standard
unmixed gasoline in New York City, N, Y., shall be in excess of 20
cents per gallon, exclusive of any gasoline tax collected from the
purchasers.

On page 265, strike out lines 8 to 6, inclusive, being paragraph 1734.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Prsxe]. On
that amendment the yeas and nays have been demanded. Is
the demand seconded?

Mr. BARKLEY. I make the point of no quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative elerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Goft McCnlloch Smoot
Ashurst Goldshorough McMaster Steck
Baird Hale McNary Steiwer
Barkley Harris Metcalf Stephens
Black Harrison Moses Bullivan
Blaine Hatfield Norbeck Swanson
Borah Hawes Norris Thomas,Idaho
Bratton Hayden Nye Thomas,Okla,
Broussard Hebert Oddie Townsend
Capper Heflin Pine Trammell
Connally Howell Pittman Vandenberg
Copeland Johnson Ransdell Walcott
Dil Jones Robinson, Ind, Walsh, Mass,
Kean Schall Walsh, Mont.
Fletcher Kendrick Sheppard Waterman
Frazier Keyes Shortridge Watson
George La Follette Simmons Wheeler

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-eight Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present.

The guestion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by
the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. PINg].

Mr. PITTMAN. As I understand the amendment now offered
by the Senator from Oklahoma, it is to reduce the tariff 50 cents
a barrel. Is that correct?

Mr. PINE. That is correct.

Mr. PITTMAN. But it still carries the limitation of $27

Mr. PINE. Yes.

Mr. PITTMAN. I think, in order to make it conform, the $2
should be changed to $1.50; that is, that whenever the price
reaches $1.50 a barrel, the duty shall be removed. I therefore
offer an amendment to change the “$2” to “ §1.50.”

Mr. PINE. I accept the amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment as modified.

Mr, PITTMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. VANDENBERG (when Mr. CouzEns’'s name was called),
My colleague the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Couvzexns]
is unavoidably absent. If present, he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. DILL (when his name was called). I have a pair with
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Roesrox]. I withhold
my vote.

Mr. FESS (when his name was called). On this vote I have
a pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr.

Stvamoxs]. Were he present he would vote “nay”; and if I
were permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.'
Mr. FESS (when Mr. Ropsiox's name was called). I have

been requested to announce that the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. RossioN] is paired with the Senator from Washington
[Mr. Dizr]. If the Senator from Kentucky were present, he
would vote * yea.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE (when Mr, SHIPSTEAD'S name was
called). The senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD]
is paired with the junior Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Curring]. If the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIP-
sTEAD] were present, he would voie “nay,” and the junior
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Curring], if present and voting,
would vote * yea.”

Mr. STEPHENS (when his name was called). On this vote
I have a pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLEXN].
Therefore, I withheld my vote,
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Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Brook]. Being
unable to secure a transfer, I withhold my vote. If the Senator
from Tennessee were present and voting, he would vote “nay ™ ;
and if I were permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). On
this vote I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr.
Brooxmarr]., If he were present, he would vote “nay"; and if
I were permi to vote, I would vote * yea.”

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). On this vote
I have a general pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. McKerrar]. I understand that if he were present he
would vote “mnay,” and if I were permitted to vote, I would
vote “yea.”

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmIiTH].
I am unable to secure a transfer, and therefore can not vote. I
am told that if the senior Senator from South Carolina were
present he would vote “nay.” If I were permitted to vote, I
would vote “ yea."”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. DexeeN] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] ;

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Govrp] with the Senator from
Utah [Mr. King];

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsoN].

The senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Brnomasm] with
the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass].

1 also desire to announce the following pairs on this question:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr, Hastinegs] with the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. GiLLETT] ;

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. ParrersoN] with the Sen-
ator from New York [Mr. WaeNER]; and

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GrRuxpy] with the Sen-
ator from Maryland [Mr. TYpINGs].

If present and voting, the Senator from Delaware [Mr.
HasTiNGgs], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. ParreErson], and
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Gruxpy] would vote
“yea,” and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Girrerr], the
Senator from New York [Mr. Wacxes], and the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. Tyoines] would vote “nay.”

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). Upon
this question I have a pair with the senior Senator from Colo-
rado [Mr. Parrps]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. Breasg], and allow my vote to stand.

Mr. CARAWAY. Making the same statement with refer-
ence to my pair, I withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I
would vote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 32, as follows:

YBAS—28
Allen Goldsborough Kendrick Pittman
Baird Hale Keyes Ransdell
Bratton Hatfield McCulloch Sheppard
Broussard Hebert McNary Shortridge
Capper Johnson Moses Steiwer
Connally Jones Oddle Thomas, Okla.
Goff Kean Pine Waterman
NAYS—32
Ashurst George McMaster Steck
Barkley Harris Metcalf Swanson
Black Harrison Norbeck Trammell
Blaine Hawes Norris Vandenberg
Borah Hayden Nye Walcott
Copeland Heilin Robinson, Ind. Walsh, Mass,
Fletcher Howell Schall Walsh, Mont,
Frazier La Follette Smoot Wheeler
NOT VOTING—306
Bingham Din KEin, Simmons
Dlease Fess McKellar Bmith
Brock Gillett Overman Stephens
Brookhart Glass Patterson Sullivan
Caraway Glenn Phipps Thomas, Idaho
Couzens Gould Reed Townsend
Cutting Greene Robinson, Ark, Tydings
Dale Grundy Robsion, Ky. Wagner
Deneen Iastings Shipstead Watson

So Mr. Ping's amendment as modified was rejected.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I do not know whether we
are to take up the bill by schedules or not.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senate has refused to do that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate refused to enter into
an agreement proposing that course, but the Chair suggests
that it would be well to follow that plan.

Mr, PITTMAN. I desire to offer an amendment, I shall not
take over 10 minutes in discussing it. If I can have 10 minutes,
I will submit the matter to the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the amendment be reported.
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The LecistaTivé CrERx. On page 116, line 2, the Senator
from Nevada proposes to insert the following:

Par. 89414, Bilver-bearing ores and mattes of all kinds, 30 cents
per ounce on the silver contained therein: Provided, That on all im-
portations of silver-bearing ores and mattes of all kinds the duties
shall be estimated at the port of entry and a bond given in double
the amount of such estimated duties for the transportation of the
ores or maties by common carriers bonded for the transportation of
appraised or unappraised merchandise to properly equipped sampling
or smelting establishments, whether designated as bonded warehouses
or otherwise. On the arrival of the ores or mattes at such establish-
ments they shall be sampled according to commercial methods under
the supervision of Government officers, who shall be stationed at such
establishments, and who shall submit the samples thus obtained to a
Government assayer, designated by the Secretary of the Treasury, who
shall make a proper assay of the sample and report the result to the
proper customs officers, and the import entries shall be liguidated
thereon. And the Becretary of the Treasury is aunthorized to make all
necessary regulations to enforce the provisions of this paragraph.

Par. —. Silver bulllon or base bullion, silver dross, reclaimed silver,
scrap silver, all alloys or combinations of silver not specially provided
for, 30 cents per ounce on the silver contained therein: Provided, That
this paragraph shall not apply to minted colns of the United States,
or circulating minted coins ot a foréign Government in the possession
of an individual not in excess of $100 in exchange value.

Par, —, Bilver-bearing ores, mattes, base bullion, silver dross, re-
claimed silver, scrap silver, and all alloys or combinations of silyer
imported into the United States for the purpose of processing, refining,
or minting for export to a foreign country and not for use, sale, or
disposition within the United States or any of its possessions, may
be imported for such purpose free of duty upon the execution of a bond
given in double the amount of the estimated duties that would be
charged upon sach silver contents so imported if for use, sale, or
disposition in the United States, conditioned that such silver contents
will not be used, sold, or otherwise disposed of in the United States
prior to export therefrom, and upon further compliance with such
regulations and guaranties as the Secretary of the Treasury may by
regulations require, :

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, PITTMAN. I yield.

Mr. FESS. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this
amendment be limited to not more than 10 minutes and that no
Senator be allowed to speak more than once.

Mr. SMOOT. I submitted a similar request, and it was
objected to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that there is
already existing a unanimous-consent agreement limiting debate,
and the item of silver was excepted.

Mr. PITTMAN. I objected to that. I think I can explain
the amendment in 15 minutes, unless the time is taken up by
gugﬁtians. That was the only reason why I objected, as I said

efore,

Mr. FESS. May I submit the request, that after the address
of the Senator fram Nevada, no Senator shall be permitted to
gpeak longer than 10 minutes or more than once.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. DILL. 1 object.

Mr. PITTMAN. I will agree myself not to speak more than
15 minutes. 1Is that the request?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection was made by the Sena-
tor from Washington to the request of the Senator from Ohio,
The Senator from Nevada will proceed.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, while this is a long amend-
ment, it is long by reason of the fact that it is not intended to
charge any duty whatever on the importations of silver-bearing
ores or silver bullion or silver in any other form that comes
into this country for the purpose of smelting, refining, or mint-
ing, and export. It is provided in such case that a bond shall
be given. In other words, it is the exact langnage that is used
in the provision which applies a tariff duty on zinc and lead.
I do not intend that the smelters or the refiners or the mints
shall be in any way affected or influenced by this duty.

We produce in this country 58,000,000 ounces of silver a year,

in round numbers. We consume 40,000,000 ounces. We im-
ported from Mexico last year 77,000,000 ounces of silver. We
imported from South America 18,000,000 ounces of silver. The

wages in Mexico are $1.21 a day for miners, and that is gen-
erally for a 10-hour day. According to the labor reports the
average wages of miners engaged in the silver mines of the
United States are $4.79 a day. There is a measure of the dif-
ference in the cost of production between Mexico and South

i?merim on the one hand and the United States on the other
and.

Let us take one other measure. Silver in 1913 was worth

60 cents an ounce, Silver to-day is 40 cents an ounce; so silver
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has dropped 3314 per cent in its price since 1913, According to
the index number the average of every commodity has increased
at the present time 35% per cent. If it is placed on the
basis of the wages, then the wages in this country are almost
four times what they are in Mexico. If it is on the basis of
maintaining standards, then the standard is that we will have
to add 80 per cent to the price of silver mow to put it on a
parity with the rest of the commodities in this country. In
other words, farm products to-day are over 40 per cent above
what they were in 1913, while the average of all products is
3534 per cent above 1913 prices.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. PITTMAN. Certainly.

Mr. BORAH. In view of the fact that the price of silver is
a world price, that the price of silver is fixed practically every
day in London, I am at a loss to understand how the duty which
the Senator from Nevada proposes to impose will help the
silver producers in this country.

Mr. PITTMAN. I must say to the Senator that there is some
ground for that doubt, but it will prevent dumping. It is to a
certain extent like wheat, where the world price is fixed in
Liverpool. We have attempted through the debenture to eure
that deplorable condition. In the case of silver we have a
domestic market for 75 per cent of our production. The Senator
recollects that several years ago we started in to try to organize
an export asseciation, the same as we have for eopper to-day.
We found it exceedingly difficult to do that by reason of the
fact that silver from Mexico was coming into this country free
of duty, undisturbed and unimpeded. It was coming in from
South America and from Canada. Finally we gave up the idea
that we counld put our hands on the silver and control it in any
way. For instance, the Guggenheim association, the American
Smelting & Refining Co., and other subsidiaries, produced very
little silver in the United States, but they produce enormous
amounts in Mexico, and yet they were to be in the silver asso-
ciation. When the silver ore was brought across the line into
their smelters and became silver and got into their hands it lost
its identity, its earmark, and instead of having, as we would
under this duty, 20,000,000 ounces of exportable silver annually,
we would have had 134,000,000 ounces of exportable silver
annually,

There are several thousand miners in the United States pro-
ducing silver ore—and when 1 say “silver ore” I mean ore that
is chiefly valuable for silver, because lead and silver are mixed.
While there are several thousand miners engaged in that occu-
pation, it is not as difficult to get those men together as it is to
get the farmers together in a ecooperative association. What I
hope and what the mine operators’ associations through the
West hope is that we can prevent the dumping of this cheap
silver into the United States from Mexico and South Ameriea,
and now from India, and thus we can help our domestic pro-
ducers. The dumping of silver from India is the most serious
thing we have now to face, and that has come up, I may say, so
sunddenly that the people do not understand it. India dumped
55,000,000 cunces of gilver on the world in 1928, How much she
dumped in 1929 we have no record of yet, but I think it has
been fully as much. The whole world production of silver is
only 256,000,000 ounces, so it can be readily understood what it
means when there is dumped on the market in addition to the
ordinary production 55,000,000 ounces more. The rupee is the
circulating medium in India. They use silver almost exclu-
gively for money. Great Britain is determined that they shall
not use silver for money.

Great Britain has demonetized silver. They have not only
demonetized silver, not as we do in the United States and in
Mexico and other places, but they are destroying silver. Every
time a silver rupee comes into a bank in India it is immediately
sent to the mint and melted up and the silver shipped out of
the country. It is dumped on the market of the world without
regard to price, because Great Britain would rather throw that

- gilver into the gea than to have it remain in India.

Her only hope of divorcing the people of India from their
old money, which they have used from the beginning of time,
is to get silver out of the country. Before the war, as we all
know, they taught India to acecept paper money and certificates
redeemable in silver on presentation. The war came on and
they were unable to redeem, and they came near having a revo-
lution. Great Britain came here and got a law passed to allow
us to melt up our standard silver dollars to give her 200,000,000
ounces of silver to prevent a revolution in India. She does not
want that to happen again. She does not believe she can con-
trol India until she gets rid of the silver in India. She is put-
ting it on the world without regard to the effect on the market.

It is having a very destructive effect in China and Mexico and
South America, as it is having on us. In our country it is
simply breaking the miners. In China it is breaking everybody,
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as it is in Mexieo and in South America. I have articles here
stating that the depreciation in the price of wheat and the
price of cotton is due largely to the condition with reference to
silver in India and China. That situation is not denied. Our
own commerce reports refer to it. China buys with silver, and
with nothing else. With the price of silver cut in two, the pur-
chasing price of China is cut in two. Not only that but the
commodities in China have risen by comparison with the fall of
silver. They have not the money to buy their own food. Their
purchase of wheat and cotton is bound to be 50 per cent less
than it was before that depression in silver. It takes two silver
dollars, and they use silver dollars in China, to buy as much
wheat to-day as one dollar would buy a year ago. It takes two
silver dollars to buy as much cotton to-day as one dollar would
buy a year ago. India is in the same condition. India ean not
buy and South America can not buy. That is the effect on the
world. The effect of it is limited.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President——

Mr. PITTMAN. 1 yield.

Mr. BORAH. Assuming for the sake of the argument that the
duty would have some effect on the price of silver, upon whom
would fall the result of that duty and who would be affected
by the higher price?

Mr. PITTMAN. Two classes of people, in a large measure,
About one-fourth of the extra cost at the present time would
fall upon the moving-picture industry. It would probably in-
crease the cost to the moving-picture industry, because the mov-
ing-picture industry is increasing in extent, The other wonld
fall upon the purchasers of silverware. It would be in propor-
tion divided between the purchasers of silverware among those
who purchase sterling silver and those who purchase plate.
The amount of silver used in a plated spoon or plated knife or
plated fork is almost negligible in the total cost of the article.
With the exception of the cheap plated ware, which, of eourse,
we all buy, the amount falling upon the consumer would be
extremely limited.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada
yield further to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yield

Mr. BORAH. The Senator refers to the moving-picture in-
dustry. I should like to know what use they make of silver?

Mr. PITTMAN. They use it in developing their photographic
plates. It would cost them about $3,000,000 a year extra if
the price of silver was T0 cents an ounce instead of 40 cents an
ounce, The total expenditures of the moving-picture industry,
as we all know, are up in the billions of dollars. This is a
picture of the gituation : Silver has been a commodity ever since
1873 ; everyone knows that. It is treated that way by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury; it is treated that way by the Secretary of
Commerce. Our Government buys foreign silver. It gets it
where it can buy it cheapest; it gets silver anywhere. It is
paying but 40 cents an ounce to-day and making it into dimes
and putting them In ecircmlation at a rate of $1.38 cenis an
ounce. The profit goes into the Treasury.

The Government would lose nothing and only a few classes
would lose anything by a tariff on silver, even if the producers
got the full benefit of it; but suppose the producers got the
full benefit of it, would they be in any different condition from
the other industries in this country? Take the farmer. The
farmer to-day is suffering, and we have been doing everything
on earth we could to relieve that suffering. Still the produects
of the farmer, on the average, are up at this time 3514 per
cent above what they were in 1913. Yet the silver miners, with
the price of their product 3314 per cent lower than it was in
1913, have to pay an average of 3514 per cent more for every-
thing they use than they did in 1913. That is not a theory; it is
a fact.

What is the result? The result is that three mines in my
own home—big mines—have been compelled to close down by
reason of the low price of silver. In the State of the Senator
from Idaho, as he will realize, if he has been reading the news-
papers, two or three large lead-silver mines have been closed
down during the last few weeks. In Utah several important
mines have closed down in the last week; and one district
in Colorado, which is purely a silver-mining district, where
silver mines were working a month ago, two or three of them,
employing thousands of men, have closed down. The Senator
from Colorado has a telegram, as I have, and he will put it in
the Recorn, saying that there is not a silver mine in that dis-
trict working to-day.

Take the Associated Press reports of yesterday, and what do
they say about Utah? That the mines there have cut the wages
of the men in the lead and silver mines of Utah 25 cents a
day, and in the smelters 25 cents a day, in the hope that they
may be able to operate,
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. PITTMAN. I yleld.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. In view of the extraordinary drop
in the price of silver in recent months, it is not at all surprising
that the industry should be in the deplorable state mentioned
by the Senator from Nevada. The industry is suffering, per-
haps, as severely as any in the United States at the present
time. What troubles me about the matter, however, is, when
we produce 60,000,000 ounces in this country and consume in
the arts and in subsidiary ceinage only 40,000,000 ounces an-
nually, exporting 3314 per cent of our entire production, and
50 per cent of our consumption, how a duty can possibly in-
erease the price of silver?

Mr. PITTMAN. As I said while the Senator was out, there
may be ground for doubt as to whether it would do all that is
desired, but the record discloses the fact that since 1926 the
production of silver in this country has been steadily decreasing.
As a matter of fact, it has been decreasing for longer than that.
Let me refer to the decrease in silver production in Montana
since 1926. In 1926 Montana produced 11,974,257 ounces of
silver; in 1928 it produced 10,681,675 ounces.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, let me remark, as
the Senator doubtless knows, that there are practically no more
silver mines in Montana ; that is, the mines primarily producing
silver were obliged to close down years ago by reason of the
depressed price of silver, and there is no mine in the State of
Montana to-day operating on account of silver production that
I know anything about. Silver is merely a by-product of the
copper-mining industry.

Mr. PITTMAN. I think the Senator is in error there. There
may not be what is called a pure-silver mine in Montana, but
there are mines that carry lead with silver as a by-product, and
there are mines that carry copper with silver as a by-product,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me say to the Senator that
there are no lead mines in Montana.

Mr. PITTMAN. Ore must produce a total value of minerals
of over $8 or 89 a ton, as a general thing, in order to make it pay.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should say that is so. There is,
of course, silver in copper ores, but the copper is the dominant
mineral; and the same thing is true of zinc ores; but I am
speaking about mines operating primarily on account of silver
content ; so that the figures the Senator has given merely indi-
cate a slight decrease in the silver carried in the copper and
gine ores.

Mr, PITTMAN, I think the Senator will ascertain by looking
at the record—and if I had time I would show it to him—that
the production of silver in Montana from 1926 to 1928 has
decreased about 5 per cent; but throughout the western section
of the country the production has decreased in greater propor-
tion in the States where there are more silver mines, for many
of those mines have ceased operations, while in the Senator's
State the large copper mines are operating, although numerous
small copper properties sometimes operate and sometimes they
do not.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me say——

Mr. PITTMAN. When silver is down to 60 cents an ounce
the silver mines may do a little work, but when silver is down
to 40 cents none of them work at any time; and silver produe-
tion has decreased all over the country by 10 per cent in the
last 10 years.

- I will state what I am getting at. I want to answer the

Senator’s question as to what good will a tariff really do.
We are making a tariff bill; I bardly suppose we will frame
another one for 7 or 8 years; I hope it will be 20 years; but,
at any rate, it will be a long time before we engage in framing
another tariff law, but we have got to look to the future. Now,
what of the future? We see a steady curve of decrease in the
production of silver in the United States. No one kuows of any
big new mines; at least, I have not heard of any.

We see an increasing demand for silver, the moving-picture
industry, with its great expansion being the heaviest individual
consumer of silver; and it is going to increase its consumption.
The time will come, according to that curve, in three or four
yvears when the consumption and production will be about equal;
but in the meantime there are corporations in this country en-
gaged in the manufacture of steel articles, in the manufacture
of cotton goods, in the manufacture of woolen goods which
they produce themselves more than is consumed in this country,
and their surpius is taken up by export. They sell that ex-
ported surplus of goods cheaper than they sell at home. That
is adinitted, and they justify it on the ground of mass
production.

Now, we will assume that we can organize a silver associa-
tion; that we have ome-fourth of our silver production to
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export; that all of the silver miners put their silver into that
export association, as has been done in the case of copper.
What will be the result? It will meet the market, and, instead
of selling silver by the day, as it is now sold, through London,
and having the London brokers fix the price every morning,
we will have an export association that will take that 25,000,-
000 ounces of silver, place it in a bank and borrow money on
it, which can then be loaned fo the miners who put it in pro
rata. Thus that silver can be carried until the seasonal demand
in India and China eomes. To-day they do not do that; to-day
they do exactly as the farmer does; they have no cooperation,
no marketing system; they all dump their silver on the market
at the same time, and the profit is made by the brokers in
London.

China undoubtedly is now asking the four powers to permit her
to place an embargo upon the importation of silver into China,
because it has already bankrupted China; it has taken away
her purchasing power; but China ean not do that witheut
the consent of certain powers. India not only dumped 55,000,000
ounces in the market in 1929, of which we have a record, but is
dumping it now upon the markets of the world in order to get
it out of India, and she has placed a duty of 10 cents an ounce
to keep it from ever coming back in. That is the situation we
are facing.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator a few questions. The only vote I cast on the tariff bill
when it was considered as in Committee of the Whole with
which I have not been satisfied was the vote I east on the silver
amendment. I look on silver now as absolutely a commodity ;
ga _is no longer money ; it is like wheat, corn, oats, iron, and other

ings,

As the Senator has said, a few weeks ago, India prohibited
the importation of silver, and proposes to dump her silver in all
parts of the world. Our market is accessible to India, and I
have no doubt the vast reservoir of silver in India will be
dumped here, so that the price of silver may go to 30 cents an
ounce or even less. China has not done that as yet, but at any
time China may do it. That is the situation. I will ask the
Senator how much silver we get from Mexico?

193213:'. PITTMAN. We got 77,000,000 ounces from Mexico in

Mr. SWANSON. How much do we export?

Mr. PITTMAN. We export about 109,000,000 ounces.

Mr, SWANSON. With that much coming in from Mexico
and Latin America

Mr, PITTMAN. Let me give the total that comes in. The
total imports into this country are 114,000,000 ounces,

Mr. SWANSON. How much do we produce?

Mr., PITTMAN., We get 77,000,000 ounces from Mexico,
18,000,000 ounces from South America, and the rest of it from
miscellaneous countries. After we consume, say, 40,000,000
ounces of silver, we then have left about 60,000,000 ounces of
the silver thus brought in here. That 60,000,000 ounces sent
out, together with the 50,000,000 ounces which we have, makes
about 109,000,000 ounces exported.

Mr. SWANSON. At the time I cast that vote I thought of
the question that night, and I saw what India had done. As
I have said, silver is an absolute commodity; it is liable to
taxation even from a Democratie standpoint for revenue. The
people who buy silver plate ought certainly to be able to pay a
tariff on it, for they are rich enough to buy, and the moving-
picture industry, certainly to a large extent, is engaged in a
business for the leisure class. Inasmuch ag silver has become
a commodity, if there is any imported, as the Senator says there
is, from a revenue standpoint I do not see why it should not
pay a tariff like any other commodity.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the Senator over-
looked the fact that we actually ourselves export 3314 per cent
of gur production.

Mr. SWANSON. We can not impose a tariff, of course, on
anything we export, but if what the Senator from Nevada says
is =0, and 114,000,000 ounces come in here, and we put a tax
on it, we would certainly collect revenue, would we not?

Mr. PITTMAN. Yes; we would collect revenue.

Mr. SWANSON. How can the Senator from Montana argue,
then, that we would not collect that revenue? ;

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have not so argued. I was
speaking about how we were going to improve the situation of
the silver producer.

Mr. SWANSON. I am talking about prices.

Mr. WALSH of Moriang, Of course, if the Senator is argu-
ing in favor of a duty on silver as a revenue measure, I have
nothing to say about that. That was not what I was talking
about. I was talking about the situation of the silver producer.

Mr. SWANSON. I should like to see his condition improved.
I should like, also, to see the condition of other people improved.
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. So should I.

Mr. SWANSON. But if silver is, as everybody admits, a
mere commodity like wheat, corn, oats, tobacco, lead, steel, and
everything else, I am considering it simply from a revenue stand-
point. If there is none imported, if we do not get any revenue
from it, I am willing to let it alone; but if 119,000,000 ounces
are imported, I do not see why we should not get a revenue
from it, to be frank about the matter.

The vote I cast on this subject in Committee of the Whole is
the only vote I cast in committee with which I have not been
satisfied, and I have tried to review every vote I have cast.
‘When I saw, however, that India was dumping silver here, that
China will dump it here, and that this is the dumping ground of
silver from all over the world, and it is coming in here, if we put
silver down to 30 cents, why should not the Government collect
some revenue from it?

That is the way I look at the matter; and if that is not true,
I should like to have it corrected. :

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I thoroughly agree with the
Senator from Virginia. There is no doubt but that manufac-
tured silver is a luxury in a large sense. At least 90 per cent
of the silver that is manufactured is a luxury, anyway. It
is a luxury going into millions and millions of dollars of the
expense of the profitable moving-picture industry and the sil-
ver-plated ware. Of course, under the theory, there is no rea-
son for it.

Some Senators have said to me that they have always voted
for free silver, from the time of Bryan up to the present time.
There is a whole lot of difference between the free silver under
Bryan, which meant the free coinage of silver, and the free
entry of silver into the United States.

For instance, let me call your attention to this statement by
Mr. Herbert M. Bratter, of the Finance and Investment Division
of the Department of Commerce. In discussing silver, he says:

The person interested in what silver will do in the future must
keep in mind that silver is a commodity, and that its price moves in
sympathy with general commodity prices.

I have here the statements of other writers along the same
line.

Mr. Benjamin White, in the annual review number of the
Engineering and Mining Journal, says:

Previous to 1878, an artificial premium was placed upon the metal
by an agreement of the great powers to mint it at a certain ratio to
gold. When this was abrogated, the premium dropped until’ the
average price in the decade before the war fell to about 26d., as
against that of 62d.

Then it became a commodity, Of course it is a commodity.
The same rules of tariff that apply to any other commodity
apply to this commodity; and we find, as I say, that 117,000,000
onnces are imported into this country free of duty. We find
to-day that the Mexican Congress is doing everything on earth
it ean do to protect its miners. What is it doing?

The great Wachuca mine has been so hard put that it has
turned its mine over to the miners down there. It could not
afford to pay them $1.21 a day, and it turned over the mine to
them and said, “ Pay us 2 per cent of the gross profits.” The
Mexican Congress now have had suggested to them that they
pass an act to buy silver at a price at which they ecan afford
to work the mines and store the silver. In other words, the
government is to give a bonus to the silver miners of Mexico.

We find to-day that the Chinese Government, to protect its
credit and its buying power, is requesting the other governments
to permit it to put a high tariff or an embargo on silver. In
other words, every country is attempting to protect itself against
the destruction that Great Britain is bringing upon it by dump-
ing the silver of India on the world.

That is the situation, and we find nothing to do. We are
asked, “ What good will it do?” Maybe it will not do any
good, but what else have Senators to suggest? Are they willing
to stand here and do nothing? While other countries are
putting duties on silver, shall we stand here and do nothing?
Our mines are closing down everywhere—we know that—in
every State. The lead mines are closing down. The silver
mines of Utah have made a reduction of 25 cents a day with the
consent of the miners. They had to do that or close down,
Practically every mining property in Tonopah, Nev., is closed
down on account of it. We must do something. AIl I have
asked the Senate is not to give us what every other commodity
has, which would be 80 per cent if I got it, but one-half as high
a duty as the average commodity of this country has.

That is all I have to say.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the
Senate long.
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This question has bothered me a great deal. I have tried in
my own mind to arrive at a solution of the question whether
a stglrtl.ﬂ would be the proper thing to bring about the desired
re:

I recognize that the mining industry is at a standstill, and
particularly the silver mines of the country. The representa-
tives of every mine in the State of Utah, together with the
Mining Congress officials, have telegraphed to me and written
to me to support this duty on silver. I confess that I do not
know whether or not it would do any good to the silver industry
in the long run; and if it were not for one thing, and one thing
only, I should vote against it as I did before. That is this:

England is foreing India to a gold standard. As those silver
eoins come out of circulation they are melted and exported all
over the world; but America is the prineipal place to which
they are sent.

I have always thought in the past that I would rather have
silver, not as a commodity, but the same as gold, for the pur-
pose of making a circulating medium. That day, it seems to
me, is past. The question which arises in my mind now is
this: Is it aetually past, or is the present condition of silver
in this country brought about by the conditions existing in the
world to-day?

Of course if China were in a financial condition to go upon
a gold basis to-day, it would virtually foree all of the silver
of the world into the United States. That is being done as far
as India is concerned. India and China are the two great
nations that have consumed silver in the past. So, in easting
my vote as I am going to cast it to-day for a duty upon silver,
I want the Senate to understand that I do it with a great deal
of apprehension. I admit that under existing conditions to-day
pﬁﬂlzlstcps it will be of a slight advantage; but it will be only
slight,

If conditions in the world are not changed; and if China
and India still are purchasers of silver and use it for a circulat-
ing medium, I believe then that the action taken, if a duty is
placed upon silver, would necessarily be repealed, or it would
be a disadvantage to the miners; but under the present
conditions the situation is a serious one. The miners think a
duty is going to help them. They think the imposition of this
duty will at least keep up suflicient production in the United
States to take care of onr needs.

Therefore, before casting my vote, I wanted to say that much
in explanation of it. I repeat that I vote, as I shall vote, with
a great deal of apprehension.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I do not want to take the time
of the Senate to discuss this subject further than to say that
when the guestion came up previously, I voted against a tariff
on silver, and I did so without having full information. I have
made some little study of the matter since that time; and
while I have considerable doubt as to whether it will do any
good, I do not see how it will do any harm. Since the silver
producers think it will help them, and since they demand it,
and the tariff bill places a tariff on everything else, I feel
that it is my duty to vote for a tariff on silver, and see what
the result will be.

For that reason I intend to change my vote. I should not
take the trouble to make this announcement if it were not for
the fact that I am afraid somebody will charge that I have been
“gilvered ” in some way or other for switching my vote in this
case. It has gotten so in the Senate that a man can not change
his mind without having his integrity of purpose impugned, or
being charged with having made a trade somewhere. If he
happens honestly to change his mind, he has to get up and
explain it, or some charge will be made against him.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a
question?

Mr. DILL. Yes.

Mr. TRAMMELL. I desire to ask the Senator if he does
not think he has misstated the proposition. It is all right for
some people to change their minds, and there is no criticism,
and they are exalted as patriots; but some other people may,
under different circumstances, vote differently, and they are
Eihaé-g-ed with entering into some trade or something of the

nd.

So I think the Senator rather misstated the situation. I know
Senators here who change their minds when they get ready, and
vote differently under different circumstances, and they are
patted on the back as great patriots.

Mr. DILI. They pat themselves on the back.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Yes; that is it. They say they are
patriots, and admit it.

Mr. DILL. There are certain items in this bill which editors
and some others look upon as being rather holy, and if a man
changes his mind on those he must be a scoundrel.
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Mr. TRAMMELL. Oh, yes.

Mr. DILL. But on some other subject that is not so holy
to these particular people it is a glorious thing If he changes
his mind. .

Mr. TRAMMELL. As an illustration of that, I refused to
vote for a duty of $2.24 per hundred on sugar, thinking that
was too high. Later, under different circumstances, the rate on
sugar having been reduced to $2 per hundred, I voted for-t. I
had stated all along that I was willing to vote for $2 per
hundred on sugar, but that I was not willing to vote for $2.24
per hundred on sugar; so when we had the proposition of $2
per hundred on sugar I voted for it, and yet they say, “ He
changed his vote!”

I did not change my vote at all. I voted for $2 on sugar
when I had previously refused to vote for $224. It just de-
pends upon whe does a thing of that kind.

There is practically not a man in the Senate who at some
time has not refused to vote for a higher duty and at a subse-
quent time has voted for a lower duty upon the same item;
and yet nobody accuses him of changing his mind. So, as I
say, the Senator rather misstated the proposition.

Of course, it does not worry me, so far as I am concerned, to
have people say that, if they will just relate the facts, All I
want is to have them relate the facts.

Somebody referred to Thomas Jefferson here the other day.
Some Senator guoted from him. Thomas Jefferson, in com-
menting on the press—and I feel friendly to the press in a
general way—said there ought to be some reforms, and that
they ought to arrange about four columns in the papers—one
for the truth, one for possibilities, one for probabilities, and
one for lies. He started off by saying there would not be very
much in the first column, the truthful column. That was his
appraisal of the press,

All T ask is that the press state the truth. If some member
of the press or some Member of the Senate desires to eriticize
some one else, let him fell the truth and the facts. In my own
instance, let him say that Senator TraMMELL declined to vote
for a rate of 2.24 cents on sugar, but when the rate was later
redoced to 2 cents, he voted for that. Then the public ecan
pass on the question of whether I changed my position or not.

Mr. GO¥F. Mr. President, I desire to say that I intend
to support the amendment of the Senator from Nevada. When
this matter was before the Senate some weeks ago I voted for
the tariff on silver as then proposed by the Senator from
Nevada, and I intend to do so to-night, and I intend to do so
because I think the mining of silver is one of the great in-
dustries of the United States, which not only needs protection,
but deseryes protection in every sense of the word.

1 want to say that, regardless of what people may say or
think about the change in one's vote, or the change in one’s
mind, that is purely immaterial if the person so voting is con-
sistent in his stand.

I do not criticize those who advocate free trade. It is their
political philosophy, their economic creed, and it is their stand-
ard of legislation. I am a protectionist, and I have always
voted for protection, and I intend always to vote for protection
for the industries of this country. I do not intend to vote for
any excessive protection, and neither do I intend to vote for a
protection that is entirely too low.

I am not in sympathy with the people who stand in the
Senate for protection to American industries and who then
turn about and vote against protection because they say “ My
State does not want it. Ay industries do not need it." If you
are going to measure your vote in this body by what the wishes
and desires of your State may be, then you are merely an
opportunist, and I do not think anyone can be a free-trade
opportunist or a protectionist opportunist and merit the respect
of his constituents, either friends or foes.

The Senator from Nevada said the mines are closed. That
is true, and I want to say to the Senator, and I want to say to
the other Members of this body now present, that the coal
mines in the coal-producing States of this Nation are closing,
and the oil wells are closing. Yet men who believe in the doc-
trine of protection have stood here upon this floor to-night and
have voted against giving proteection to coal and security to oil,

Mr. President, I want to register, just as far as such a regis-
tration will go, and just as emphatically as it ean be made, that
I am against such a policy of protection, and I do not believe
that the men who so vote and who so advocate protection are
true protectionists in any sense of the word. They are politieal
opportunists and in any aspect economic expeditionists,

Therefore, as I have said, in the few words which I have
uftered, I intend to vote for a protection on silver.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the people of the
West interested in silver ought to be particularly grateful to
the distinguished Senator from West Virginia for his considera-
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tion of their interests. He votes for a duty on a product on
which the duty can not possibly make any difference in the
price, but when he comes to a product of which we consume
very much more than we produce, like manganese, he is found
voting on the other side.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I am not going into any dis-
cussion of this item. I will be very brief,

I commend my colleague for the able manner in which he has
presented this very importait question. I intend to support the
amendment, and I hope it will carry. I am very familiar with
the depressed condition of the silver-mining industry and of the
benefits we all hope and believe will come to that industry from
the adoption of this amendment. Not alone to the silver-mining
industry, but to the industries of copper, lead, zine, and gold,
and the mining of other metals, because silver is a by-product in
the mining of many of the metals I have mentioned.

The matter has been presented very thoroughly and ably by
my colleague, and I hope the amendment will be agreed to.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I have not had the oeceasion, in
the consideration of this tariff bill, to change a vote at any
time. I usually make up my mind after listening to the dis-
cusslon,

When this question came up before I had not looked into the
silver situation, and I voted against the proposal offered by
the Senator from Nevada. I bave listened to his argument
to-night, and I think he has made a good case, and this is one
place where I am going to change my vote, and I shall vote for
the amendment.

Mr. GOF¥. Mr. President, I wish to say to my friend
the Senator from Montana that I thank him sincerely
for the compliment which he paid me. I wish to return that
compliment by saying that when the distinguished Senator
from Nevada testified as to the needs and the demands of pro-
tection I felt, in view of his argnment and the able manner in
which he stated it, that it was the best evidence of which the
nature of the case admitted. For that reason, I was not at all
impressed or affected by the criticism, even in a complimentary
vein, of the Senator from Montana.

I want to remind him that, possibly, tomorrow, or, at least,
before we finish the consideration of this bill, I shall give the
distinguished Senator from Montana the opportunity to express
himself, show his consistency, on the question of a tariff on
white arsenic, and we will then see whether or not his vote is
the same as mine upon the question of the protection to a
great industry in his State.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I appreciate also
the kindness of the senior Senator from Ohio, who is very glad
to vote for a duty on a product of my State which everybody
concedes will do no good, at least for the present, but, high
protectionist that he is, devotee of that principle, declines to
give us a duty on manganese, which wounld do some good.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Nevada.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Fragier Kendrick Shortridge
Ashurst George Keyes Smoot

Baird Glass La Follette Steck
Barkley Gofrl MeCulloeh Steiwer

Black Goldsborough McNa tephens
Blaine Hale Meteal ullivan
Borah Hurris Moses Wanson
Bratton Harrison Norbeck Thomas, Idal
Broussard Hastin, Norris Thomas, Okla,
Capper Hatfiel Nye Townsend
Caraway Hawes Oddie Trammell
Connally Hayden Phipps Vandenberg
Copeland ebert Pine Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Heflin Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Dale Howell Ransdell Waterman
Din Johnson Robinson, Ind. Watson

Fess Jones Schall Wheeler
Fletcher Kean Bheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-one Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present,

Mr. Lo FOLLETTE. Mr. President, it is not my desire to
take up any time in the discussion of this amendment, but I
asked for a yea and nay vote on it, and the Senate refused
to second the demand. I think it is rather an unusual pro-
cedure, when a Senator asks for a record vote upon an amend-
ment, that it should not be accorded. All that I ask is that
there shall be a record vote. I do not want to take up any
time of the Senate, but I ask that the Senate go on record on
this amendment. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll
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Mr. FESS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simumons]. Not
knowing how he would vote, I shall have to withhold my vote.
Were 1 permitted to vote, I would vote “ yea."”

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I have a non-
transferable pair with the senior Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. Bixgaam]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. If I
could vote, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr. METCALF (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. TxpINegs].
I understand that if he were present he wonld vote as I shall
vote. 1 vote “yea.”

Mr. STEPHENS (when his name was called). On this vote
I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. GrLeny]. I
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Tenmessee [Mr.
McKELLAR] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called).
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BRoCE].
were permitted to vote, I wonld vote “ yea.”

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). I have
a general pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART].
I understand that he would vote as I shall vote. I vote *yea.”

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). On this vote
I have a pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
McKeLLAR]. If he were present and permitted to vote, I under-
stand”he would vote as I shall vote. Therefore I vote. I vote
. yea.

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SarTH]
to the jumor Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] and vote
“ Fea

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. DILL. I have a pair with the Senator from EKentucky
[Mr. RossioN]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from
Towa [Mr. BrooxHART] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Iilinois [Mr. DExEen] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN] ;

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsox];

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Gmuierr] with the Sena-
tor from North Carolina [Mr. SiMMoNs] ;

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Gourp] with the Senator from
Utah [Mr. KinG] ;

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Geeene] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY];

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. ParTERsSoN] with the Senator
from New York [Mr. WaeNEzr] ;

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Rosinsox] with the Senator
from Maryland [Mr. TypiNGs];

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BineHAM] with the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass]; and

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr., Warcorr] with the Sena-
tor from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE].

The result was announced—yeas 55, nays 12, as follows:

I have a gen-
If I

YEAB—G5
Allen Goff Kean Bhortridge
Ashurst Goldsborough Kendrick Smoot
Baird Hale Keyes Steck
Barkley Harris MrCulloch Btelwer
Borah Harrison MeNa Btephens
Bratton Hastin Met Bwilnson
Broussard Hatfie Moses Thomas, Idaho
Capper Hawes Norbeck Thomas, Okla.
Copeland Hayden Oddie Townsend
Cutting Hebert Phipps Trammell
Dale Heflin Pine Waterman
Din Howell Pittman atson
Fess Johnson Ransdell Wheeler
Fletcher Jones heppard
NAYS—12

Black Frazier Norris Vandenberg
Blaine George Nye Walsh, Mass,
Connally La Follette Schall Walsh, Mont.

NOT VOTING—29
Bingham Glass Overman Smith
Blease Glenn Patterson Eullivan
Brock Gould Reed T Gin.gs
Brookhart Greene tobinson, Ark. ner
Caraway Grundy Robinson, Ind. ni:cott
Couzens King Robsion, Ky,
Deneen McKellar Bhipstead
Gillett McMaster SBimmons

So Mr. Prrruvan’s amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, this matter was passed
upon in Committee of the Whole on February 18 and the amend-
ment was defeated by a vote of 36 to 32. I ask unanimous con-
selilt that that roll call may be inserted in the Recorp at this
point.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
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The matter referred to is as follows:

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk called the roll.

Mr. BLEASE. I have a pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
GorLpgporover]. Not knowing how he would vote on this question, I
withhold my vote.

Mr. Warsox (after having voted in the negative). I transfer my pair
with the Benator from South Carolina [Mr. 8m1TH] to the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. Pixe] and will let my vote stand.

Mr, FEss. I desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] with the Senator
from Iowa [Mr. STECK];

The SBenator from Connecticut [Mr. WaLcoTT] with the Senator from
Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] ;

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. RoeiNsox]; and

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Gourp] with the Senator from Utah
[Mr. Kina].

I also desire to anmounce that the Benators from Maryland [Mr.
GoLpsBOROUGH and Mr. TYpixes] are detained from the SBenate-on de-
partmental business.

Mr. McNArY. On this amandment I have a pair with the Benator from
Mississippi [Mr. Harrisox], which I transfer to the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. McMaAsTER], and will vote. I vote “ nay.”

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Benator from Arkansas
[Mr. CARAWAY], the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, Simyons], the
Senator from Texas [Mr. CoxNALLY], and the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. BARELEY] are necessarily detained on official business.

T also desire to announce the general pair of the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. T¥piNgs] and the Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSON].

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 36, as follows:

Yeas, 32: Ashurst, Baird, Bratton, Brookhart, Broussard, Fletcher,
Goff, Grundy, Harrls, Hastings, Hatfield, Hawes, Hayden, Howell, Jones,
Kendrick, McKellar, Norbeck, Oddie, Patterson, Phipps, Pittman, Rans-
dell, Sheppard, Shortridge, Steiwer, Stephens, Sullivan, Thomas of
Idaho, Townsend, Trammell, and Waterman,

Nays, 36: Allen, Bingham, Black, Blaine, Capper, Couzens, Cutting,
Dale, Deneen, Dill, Fess, Frazier, George, Gillett, Glass, Glenn, Greene,
Hale, Hebert, Kean, Keyes, La Follette, McCulloch, McNary, Metealf,
Nye, Robinson of Indiana, Robsion of Kentucky, Schall, Smoot, Swan-
son, Vandenberg, Wagner, Walsh of Massachusetts, Walsh of Alontana,
and Watson.

Not voting, 28: Barkley, Blease, Borah, Brock, Caraway, Connally,
Copeland, ‘Goldsborough, Gould, Harrison, Heflin, Johnson, King, McMas-
ter, Moses, Norris, Overman, Pine, Reed, Robinton of Arkansas, Ship-
stead, Simmons, Smith, Steck, Thomas of Oklahoma, Tydings, Walcott,
and Wheeler.

Bo Mr. PrrTMan’s amendment was rejected.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in view of the adoption of the
amendment of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrrmax], other
amendments will be required in paragraphs 1735, 1638, and I
think one other paragraph. I want to give notice now that in
the morning I shall prepare the necessary amendments to con-
form with the action just taken, and ask the Senate then to
agree to those amendments,

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I have an amendment pend-
ing, which I am prepared to take up at this time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated.

The CHier CrLErk. On page 223, after line 14, insert the fol-
lowing :

(b) In additlon to the foregoing, there shall be pald the following
duties

(1) On laces, 8 inches or less in width, and on laces suitable for
conversion Into laces 8 Inches or less in width, one-half of 1 cent per
yard for each one-half inch, or fraction thereof, in width;

(2) On nets and netting, having 50 holes or less per sguare inch,
three-fourths of 1 cent per square yard; having more than 50 but not
more than 100 holes per square inch, 14 cents per square yard; baving
more than 100 but not more than 150 holes per square inch, 175 cents
per square yard; having more than 150 but not more than 200 holes
per square inch, 234 cents per sguare yard ;: having more than 200 but
not more than 250 holes per square inch, 8% cents per square yard; ~
having more than 250 but not more than 200 holes per square inch, 5
cents per square yard: having more than 300 but not more than 330
holes per square Inch, 614 cents per sguare yard; having more than 350
but not more than 400 holes per square inch, T4 cents per square yard ;
having more than 400 but not more than 450 holes per square inch, 8%
cents per square yard; having more than 450 holes per square inch, 10
cents per square yard.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, this amendment was intro-
duced while the bill was in Committee of the Whole. I was
not able to secure consideration at the time when this para-
graph was under consideration. Later on I attempted to bring
it before the Senate, but it was ruled out of order at that
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time. This is the first opportunity I have had to obtain the
consideration of the amendment,

Mvr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, there is so much confusion
in the Chamber that some of us did not understand the para-
graph to which the Senator’s amendment relates.

Mr. HEBERT. It applies to paragraph 1529, on page 223,
after line 14.

Mr. BARELEY. The Senator is going to explain his reason
for offering the amendment?

Mr. HEBERT. Yes; I am about to do so. I am going to
ask indulgence of the Senate to make a statement in explana-
tion of the amendment. I may say at the outset that it is one
of great importance to many people in my State.

This amendment proposes specific duties in addition to those
provided in the pending bill. The duty now provided in the
bill amounts to 90 per cent ad valorem upon the varions laces
enumerated in paragraph 1520. The additional specific duties
would amount to 1 cent per yard for each half inch or frac-
tion. thereof on laces 3 inches or less in width, and with
a gradual increase upon greater widths and widths containing
more holes per square inch, up to & maximum of 10 cents per
square yard on laces having more than 450 holes per square inch.

LACE INDUSTRY IN THE UXNITED STATES

The lace industry was first established in the United States
in 1909, a short time after the passage of the tariff bill of that
year, which exempted lace machinery from any import duties,
in the hope that the industry might be fostered and encouraged
in this country. As a result of this legislation, a considerable
number of plants were established at that time and it is esti-
mated that approximately 95 per cent of the machinery for the
manufacture of laces now operated in the United States was
imported then. It may be added that all lace machinery now in
use by the manufacturers of these laces in the United States is
imported from abroad,

The industry had its inception in the State of Rhode Island,
where at the present time nearly one-half of the total produe-
tive capacity is to be found; other mills beinz located in the
States of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, New York, Connecticut,
Ohio, and Illinois. The number of lace machines, as the looms
upon which laces are manufactured are known, and the States
where located, are as follows:

Rhode Island 258
New Jersey —_ ST 70
Pennsylvania_____ L T8
New York 80
Connecticut 70
Ohio 31
Iinois_ 25

Total 616

As compared with the total equipment of lace factories in the
United States, the following figures will show the equipment in
foreign countries,
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Location of lace and lace-braiding machines in European countries in 192}

Noltllnz- I;evers and N Yk
bham lace- | levers obbine!
e, curtain tmgg machines m
machines | machines i
¥ 25 3, M6 400 2, 500
GreatBritain_ . . . _ _________ 802 2, 000 2, 500 200
......................... 157 160 314 4, 000
Other European countries. ....__. 3 o] Sl NN 30 300
A TN B R 1,171 6,106 3,244 7, 000

PROGRESS OF THE INDUSTRY

At the time of the establishment of the industry in the
United States it was hoped that the surplus skilled labor there-
tofore employed in the textile mills of New England and in other
parts of the country might be given employment in this new
activity, and, in view of the large quantities of laces of this
kind then being imported in the United States, that a sufficient
market would be found for the products of these mills. In the
course of time, however, it became apparent that on account
of the great difference in labor costs in the United States and
in foreign countries, particularly in France and England, our
manufacturers were unable to compete with importations from
abroad, and representations for an increase in tariff duties
upon imports of laces were made to'Congress. A number of
increases in duties have been accorded to our manufacturers
of laces from time to time, but the provision in the pending
tariff bill is the same as the duty carried in the existing law;
but even this is, in view of existing conditions in the industry,
clearly insufficient to enable us to compete successfully, as the
figures and the experience which I shall present will conclusively
demonstrate.

CAPITAL INVESTED

It is estimated that approximately $25,000,000 is invested in
the industry in the United States at the present time. There
are employed in these mills now some 8,000 operatives, though
at full capacity they could provide employment for not less
than 15,000,

While the actual production for the year 1927, the last year
available fo me, had a value of $11,500,000, yet the potential
annual output of the American lace factories is estimated to be
in the neighborhood of $35,000,000.

I have prepared, and I ask to have inserted in the Recorp
at this point in my remarks, a schedule of actual produc-
tion of American laces as shown by the reports of the United
States Bureau of the Census, for each of the years 1914 to 1927,
divided into classes of products.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The table referred to iz as follows:

Annual American production
(From figures of the U. 8. Bureau of Census)

1014 1919 1921 1923 1925 1927
ton I lages ... 3, 681, 042 6, 607, 546 3, 988, 120 8, 029, 404 6, 547, B30 6, 262, 031
g[?i ﬁ"&%’ﬁumm ............................................... 1, 328, 633 5, 825, 359 2, 844, 802 2,802,812 1,325 617 570, 120
All other cotton nets and laces_. 2, 902, 857 5,922,185 6, 630, 662 4, 307, 825 4, 189, 027 3,457,185
I 1 L SV I TR R < 685, 742 1, 085, 336 141, 554 188, 671 982, 773 1,171, 810
Total_ ... B, 548, 574 19, 440, 426 13, 605, 238 15,428, TI12 13, 045, 247 11, 552, 045
Mr. HEBERT. I have also prepared a schedule, which I ask | mission for each of the years 1923 to 1928, divided into classes.

to have inserted in the Recorp, showing the imports of these
laces, taken from fignres of the United States Tariff Com-

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The matter referred to is as follows:

Annual importation of laces
(From figures of the U. 8. Tariff Conrmission, plus duty and landing charges)

Nore.—In the absence of a unit basis of comparison of domestic production and importation of laces, importations have been figured on
the basis of landed value to make these more nearly comparable on a dollar basis.

1023 1924 1925 1926 197 1928
i ine: T R e e e et R T e N e A R N W A e 2 TR R T ko 21, 301, 352 25, 600, 998 17, 526, 774 12,172,278 11, 641, 238 11, 303, 460
i i o e e e B ey 4,857,570 | 3,835,072 | 3,404,224 | 4870734 | 887,498 | 55605236
Burnt-out laces, ete.......... 341314 | 3152062 | 1810800 | 2437142 2557060 2 022, 598
FIAnOMaE INo0R. -, o e e e e e 4,821,722 4, 655, 838 3, 554, 508 2, 383, 805 2,743, 140 1, 613, 224
R e U e e e e S R e e e e e e 34, 402, 788 87, 335,870 26, 206, 306 20, 363, po0 20, 802, 936 20, 444, 518
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Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, in this latter schedule, in the
absence of a unit value for comparison of domestic production
and imports, the value of importations has been figured on a
basis which will make them fairly comparable to domestic
produetion on a dollar basis,

It is found that the value of the average annual importa-
tions is $26,607,730, and that the value of the average annual
domestie production is $13,611,707.

From these figures it is clear that the American lace manu-
facturer with his present equipment is capable of.supplying
practically all the requirements of the American market,
whereas under present conditions, because of insufficient pro-
tection, he is limited to operating at approximately but 35 per
cent of his capacity, and as a result the countries of Europe
supply our market to the extent of twice the value of domestic
produetion.

COMPARISON OF AMERICAN AND FOREIGN METHODS OF MANUFACTURE

The lace machines operated in America are identical with
those in use in France and England, our principal eompetitors,
although it may be said that in the main, the machines in use
in America are more modern. At any rate, American plants
are operated much more efficiently than those of Hurope, hav-
ing much larger individual units. The average American plant
consists of from 18 to 20 lace machines, whereas European
plants, particularly those in France, consist mostly of from
2 to 6 machine units. Every other process of manufacture
both here and abroad is identical, so that the only essential
difference in costs is found in the items of labor and yarns.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield fo the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. HEBERT. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do not want to interrupt
the admirable speech the Senator is making on this subject,
but I should like to make some inquiries about the present
duty.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair feels that it is his duty
to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to the
fact that be only has one minute remaining.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In my time I should like
to ask the guestions.

Mr. HEBERT. Very well.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, First, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senator from Rhode Island may have his time
extended for 10 minutes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I inquire of the Senator
from Rhode Island what is the present duty upon the laces de-
seribed in the amendment offered by him?

Mr. HEBERT. The present rate is 75 per cent.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And the Senator seeks to
make a separate classification of the particular laces referred
to in his amendment?

Mr. HEBERT. Yes; and to provide specific duties upon
certain narrow laces.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly, and the purpose of
the amendment is to increase the duty on the narrower and
finer laces?

Mr. HEBERT. Not necessarily on the finer laces, but on
the narrower laces, the staple laces, so called.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What will the duties repre-
gent in ad valorem terms?

Mr. HEBERT. One hundred and twenty-seven per cent, Mr.
President.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is that the average?

Mr. HEBERT. The average; yes.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I suppose some of the
narrower laces described would have a lower duty and some
a higher duty than 127 per cent?

Mr. HEBERT. Yes; that is true.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the average is 127 per
cent?

Mr. HEBERT. It is 127 per cent.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator give us the
story of the importations of these laces?

Mr, HEBERT. Yes; I have those figures here.

Mr. GEORGE. Before the Senator does that may I ask him
if the amendment is to paragraph 1529%

Mr. HEBERT. It is paragraph 1529, page 223,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It comes in at the end of
paragraph 1529 on page 223, and the Senator proposes to add
a separate subdivision.
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Mr. GEORGE. I know, but the duty under that paragraph
is 90 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, that is' the duty that is pro-
vided in the pending bill, but I understosd the Senator from
Massachusetts to ask me what the duty is under existing law.

Mr. GEORGE. The duty under existing law is 75 per
cent ad valorem, and under the pending bill it is 90 per cent ad
valorem.

Mr. HEBERT. That is true.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My question was with
reference to the present duty. The Senator may not disturb
himself at this moment but may give the record of imports
later on in the course of his address, if it is more convenient
for him to do so.

Mr. HEBERT. I have the figures here, Mr. President. In
1923, according to the figures of the United States Tariff Com-
mission, the imports were $34,402,783; in 1924 they were
$37,335,870; in 1925 they were $26,296,306; in 1926 they were
$20,363,960; in 1927, §20,802,936; and in 1928, $20,444.518.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. How do those figures com-
pare with the domestic production?

Mr. HEBERT. They are about 35 per cent of the domestic
production.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is, the imports consti-
tute about 85 per cent of the domestic production?

Mr. HEBERT. The imports constitute about 70 per cent of
the consumption of this country.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What is the condition of
the industry in Rhode Island?

Mr. HEBERT. I hesitate to attempt a description of the
existing conditions of the industry, so bad is it, and so bad
has it been for some time.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. Are these laces manufac-
tured in factories of separate units where nothing else is made
except laces?

Mr. HEBERT. Nothing else is manufactured in these fac-
tories; they are essentially lace factories.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, They are not textile mills
that make a variety of cotton textiles, but they make solely
these laces?

Mr. HEBERT. Not in the State of Rhode Island. There
are some mills in other States which have a diversity of pro-
duction ; some mills, I understand, in the State of Pennsylvania
produce stockings and other knit goods, but that is not true
of the factories in Rhode Island.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is an exceptional con-
dition in the textile business?

Mr. HEBERT. It is; it is not the usual condition.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I thank the Senator for the
information; and I now ask that the time consumed in my
questions be taken out of my time and that the Senator be
given his 10 minutes.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. HEBERT. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. From what source does the Senator quote
the figures as to the domestic production of these laces?

Mr. HEBERT. From the census figures, Mr. President.

Mr. BARKLEY. And what were they given by the Senator
as being? What was the domestic production?

Mr. HEBERT. In the year 1927, the last year for which the
fizures are available, the domestic production had a value of
$11,552,000.

Mr. BARKLEY. I find from the Tariff Summary some dif-
fienlty in separating the value 6f these domestic products. The
summary gives the total amount of laces produced in the
United States for 1923 as $309,000,000.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, those figures have nothing to
do with the laces that are included in my amendment; they
cover other products altogether. The laces that would come
within the purview of my amendment are what are known as
Levers laces and Barmen laces, and are wholly unlike most of
the laces that are included in the figures just quoted by the
Senator.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Tariff Commission does not separate
Levers laces in the table of domestic production, so that I am
unable to find from this report the domestic production of that
type of laces; and I was interested to know from what source
the Senator obtained the figures.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, the figures which I have
quoted were taken from the census figures, but after ana}yzing
and separating the different classes of laces, so as to bring in
this group the laces which are included in the amendment
which is now pending.
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Mr. BARKLEY. Was that analysis or that separation made
by the Census Bureau or by somebody else?

Mr. HEBERT. The analysis, as I understand, was fur-
nished by an association of lace manufacturers, and was then
checked up by the Tariff Commission, which has been making
an extended investigation of the lace industry in this country
since 1923,

Mr. BARKLEY. If I understand the Senator's amendment,
notwithstanding the fact that the present bill increases the
tariff on these articles from 75 per cent to 90 per cent ad
valorem, the Senator seeks now to add on to that 90 per cent
the specific rate which he provides and which will raise the
total ad valorem equivalent to 127 per cent.

Mr. HEBERT. On the average that is what it would do.

Mr. President, I should like to answer all inquiries, but I
realize that it is being taken out of my time, and I should like
to complete my statement.

It is to be noted that a large percentage of the finer cotton
and metal yarns used in the industry in this country are not
produced here, and therefore they must be imported, and as
they bear a duty of approximately 35 per cent, this added cost
is reflected in the prices which obtain for our production.

COMPARATIVE WAGES IN THE UNITED STATES AND EUROPE

Ninety per cent of the lace-machine operatives in this country
have been trained abroad. The training of these operatives
is a slow process, and those now in the country have shown a
reluctance to assist in the training of American operatives, with
the result that replacements have to be made from abroad.
Therefore, so far as the operation of the machines in the
industry is concerned, there is no difference in point of efficiency
between the United States and France and England. There is
a difference, however, and one that is very marked, in the
salaries and wages paid to those operatives. For example, lace
weavers in this country receive a weekly wage of approximately
$55, whereas the same workman in the mills in France is paid
$14 per week. The warpers in the United States receive a
weekly wage of $42, as compared with §9 paid to like opera-
tives in France. And brass-bobbin winders in this country
are paid $30 per week, but those employed in this particular
work in France receive a weekly wage of $7.50. The slip
winders in this country receive a weekly wage of $22.50, as
compared with a weekly wage of $7 paid to the like operatives
in France. A summary of these wages shows that the average
paid to American workers is $39.88 per week, and those paid
to French operatives is $0.38 per week,

CLASSIFICATION OF LACES

There are three major classes of laces produced in the United

States—novelty laces, staple laces, and nets.
NOVELTY LACES

Novelty laces are usually manufactured of silk, metal, or
rayon yarns, or more frequently in combinations of all of these,
and range in width from 9 to 54 inches, As their name implies,
they are transitory items, some styles being in demand for but
a few weeks and then they disappear from the market. In
these the American manufacturer has an advantage over his
foreign competitor, because of his closer proximity to the mar-
ket and his ability to supply the demand more readily than
can the manufacturer located abroad. However, because of
domestic competition the American manufacturer has not re-
ceived that profit to which he shounld be entitled, and at any
rate his margin on these novelties has been much less relatively
than that of the French makers. However, with but a fraction
of the American market available to the American producer
and with the repeated change and intermittent demand for this
type of laces, no Ameriean manufacturer has been able to oper-
ate successfully in the past.

STAPLE LACES

This class of laces constitutes the greatest range and provides
the most substantial income to the Ameriean manufacturer.
They range in width from one-half inch to 9 inches and are
manufactured principally of finer cotton yarns. Also they entail
more labor in proportion to yarn value than novelty laces. Not-
withstanding the American industry was established to produce
this very class off laces, yet because of competition from abroad,
it has been unable to compete in its own home market. The
United States Tariff Commission began an investigation of this
item of manufacture in 1923, No conclusion has yet been
reached, though the results of this investigation up to the
present point show conclusively the need of further protection
to the American manufacturer.

In this category are inciuded Valenciennes laces which form
the bulk of the European production and of the American im-
portations of Levers laces. As already stated, they range in
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width from one-half inch to 9 inches, but in the main they do not
exceed 4 inches in width. They are made in sets of edgings and
insertions for trimming of underwear and dresses, and are of
two main types—diamond mesh or French Val, and round-hole
mesh or German Val. There is, however, a small production
of fllet laces made with a square-hole mesh. One of the most
largely produced patterns is the “fish-eye Val” made with a
“fish-eye " shaped figure and a diamond mesh. Some Vals are
made with Maltese or Cluny effects.
) NETS

Nets constitute another staple branch of the industry. They
are manufactured of cotton, silk, and other rayon yarns. The
history of this part of the industry in the United States is de-
plorable, so far as the financial results to the manufacturers
are concerned, as the cost computations, which I shall present
later in my remarks and ask to have inserted in the RECORD,
will show.

LACE INDUSTRY AND INCOME-TAX RETURNS

If the American lace industry is to continue as a part of onr
industrial structure, it is absolutely essential that further pro-
tection be afforded to so-called staple laces. Otherwise, its
disappearance as one of our activities is already decreed.

An examination of the income-tax returns of 31 concerns
transacting business in the United States in the years 1926,
1927, and 1928 discloses the following facts:

Of 31 concerns filing income-tax returns in 1926, 18 show
aggregate losses from operations of $679,089.01, and 6 show
aggregate profits of $370,955.34. Consolidating these profits and
losses, the results show a net loss from operations upon a volume
of sales for the year of $23,981,000 amounting to $308,134.

In the year 1927 of 31 concerns reporting, 15 show aggregate
losses of $324,164.23, and 13 show aggregate profits of $383,-
182.14. Again consolidating the profits and losses for that year
and applying them to the gross sales of $22,608,000, the results
show a net profit from operations of $59,017.91.

In 1928 of 27 concerns filing income-tax returns, 12 of them
showed losses aggregating $369,565.42, and 15 reported aggre-
gate profits of §$743,451.14. Consolidating these profits and
losses and applying them to the gross sales of the year, amount-
ing to $23,084,000, we find a net return from operations for
that year of $373,885.72, or approximately 0.017 per cent.

While it might be assumed that there has been some improve-
ment in the situation as viewed from the returns to which I
have just made reference, yet this is not so in fact, because the
concerns which have shown a profit are found to have diversi-
fied their activities, and they are not limited to the production
of laces alone. For instance, one concern which showed losses
in each of the years 1926 and 1927 and a profit in 1928 had
diversified its productions so that in the latter year it produced
in addition to laces, hosiery, underwear, rugs, and other articles.
Another of these concerns which has shown very moderate
profits for each of the years to which reference has been made
also produces knit goods. Still another one of these manufac-
turers of laces which showed losses in 1926 and 1927, and a
small profit in 1928, derived muech of that profit from real-estate
operations in the latter year.

I shall now give a brief review of the history of the lace
mills of the United States and the results of their operations
as disclosed from their income-tax refurns prineipally and sup-
plemented by reports to their stockholders. I do not propose
to refer to these by name lest in doing so their credit be
wholly destroyed or their standing seriously affected. I have
the facts in detail, however, and if any Senator is interested
to know more about them I shall gladly place them at his dis-
posal that he may make a further examination.

The first manufacturing concern on my list is domiciled in
Rhode Island. It was one of the first to be established, and
has been in operation for 20 years. It has never paid a divi-
dend to its stockholders,

Another concern, also domiciled in Rhode Island, has never
been successful and has been supported by outside capital.

The concern whose name follows on my list, also domiciled in
Rhode Island, is a consolidation of two defunct concerns,
After this consolidation the eorporation failed, with liabilities
of over a guarter of a million dollars.

Again, another concern which operates 25 machines, was
saved from financial difficulties in 1924 by the acquisition of
additional eapital; but an examination of its income-tax re-
turns for the years 1926, 1927, and 1928 shows losses aggre-

Igating approximately $75,000.

Of the five concerns domiciled in New Jersey and operating
70 machines, one failed about a year ago; one made some profits
during the war, but since then has been lesing on an average
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between $75,000 and $100,000 per year; and the otheg; are
family operated mills,

Of the three plants domiciled in Pennsylvania, the lace-man-
ufacturing equipment in one has been for sale for quite a while,
and that part of its business has been unsuccessful for years.
One has failed three times and has recently reorganized, and
the other has never been successful since its inception.

Of the 6 plants domiciled in the State of New York and
operating 80 machines 2 have shown profits for each of the
three years under observation, though 1 imports as well as
manufactures laces. Two have shown profits one year and
logses for the other two years; and the others have shown
consistent losses for each of the years under observation.

Of the four plants domiciled in the State of Connecticut, one
shows small profits for 2 years and losses for the next;
whereas the others show losses for 2 years and profits for the
remaining 1 year of the period under observation. It is to
be noted, however, that those which have shown any profits
have been engaged in other lines of activity; and from the
general condition of the lace industry in this counftry it may
be said, with no small degree of assurance, that the profits
derived in any one year probably came from sources other than
the manufacture of laces.

I ask that there may be included at this point in my remarks
certain cost comparisons on laces.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

ForeigN AND DoMEsTIC CoST COMPARISON OF LACES
(As submitted, with samples, to the Committee on Ways and Means)

EXHIBIT NO. 1.—TWO-THIRDS-INCH WIDE, 12-POINT
VALENCIENNES LACE (STAPLE)
reign sample 10181: Cost in France per meter November
13, 1928, centlme? 12 'glus 25 per cent, 3; oentlmes net,
15. exchange at 6895 add 10 per
plus 90 per cent dmiy ; total, 1.1790; to convert
meters to dozens by 11, 2. 9

Landed cost (including roreign manufacturers’ proﬁt)

per dozen yards $0. 1269
Suggested specific duty .12
Total . 2469
Domestic gample 5073: Cost of gnductton at the mill,
$£0.1816 per dozen yards; plus 25 per cent for selling,
administmtfve expenses, and profit, $0.0454; total______ . 2270
EXHIBIT NO. 2—1-INCH WIDE, 12-POINT VALENCIENNES
LACE (STAPLE)
Foreign sample 10183: Coa’c in France per meter Nov.
13, 1928, eentimes 18; plus 25 2&)91' cent, 4.5; centi-ea net,
225 ; exchange at 8.98, %o 884 10
plus 80 per cent duty, $0. 88-1 tutn.l. b 50 to convert
meters to dozens by 11, $0. 0455 ¢
Landed cost (including foreis'n manufacturers’ profit),
per dozen yards . 1945
Suggested speclﬂc duty 1%
Total . 8145
Domestic sample 5042: Cost of production at the mill,
$0.268 per dozen yards plua 25 cent for selling; ad-
ministrative expense and profit, $0.087. Total ______.___ /. 835
EXHIBIT N0. 3.—ONE AND ONE-HALF-INCH WIDE, 12-

POINT VAL. LACE (STAPLE)

Forelgn sample 10134 Cost in France per meter Nov. 13,
1928, centimes 1% Rer cent, 6; centimes net, 30
exchange at 3.93 3, 1 90 ; ad 5ger cent expenses plus 90
per cent duty, 1. 1‘90 total 2.3 to convert meters to
dozens by 11, 25.938

Lam:led cost (lncludlng foreign manufacturers’ profit),

« 2508
Euggested speclﬂc duty. .18
Total . 4393
Domestic sample 5081 : Cost of production at the mill, $0.329
per dozen aﬂh plus 25 &g)er cent selling, administrative ex-
penses, nn profit, $0.0: Total 411
EXHIBIT NO. 4.—1-INCH METAL LACE (STAPLE)
F‘ore!gn sample 09?12 Cost in France, 0.47; exchange at
0 per cent duty plus 10 per cent for expenses:
I"‘%‘é?"y cost (Including foreign manufacturers' profit), 03%
Suggested specific duty .01
Total . 0414
Domestic sm:nple 18678 : Cost of production at the mill,
$0.0420, plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses,
and profit, $0.0105, Total . 0525
EXHIBIT NO. 5—1-INCH BILK CHANTILLY LACE (STAPLE)
Foreign sample 17682/1486: Cost in France per meter, .‘Ian
26, 1929, franes, 0.3T14, less 10 per cent exchange at 85.08,
:g 8:11328 add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty,
Landed cost (including foreign m.unufactu.rers profit),
per yard » 0241
Buggested specific duty .01
Total
Do;:;gsgi: rgn::ﬁl: 12854 Cgt:t n{l Elr;dngdctm 1::‘ tgsr mill, $0.03
y 2 T ce se , administra .
and profits, $0.0075. Total o . 0375
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EXHIBIT NO. 6.—THREE-FOURTHS-INCH METAL LACE
(STAPLE)
09717 and 09711: Cost in France, francs,

F‘orelgn samples
at 3.98; 90 per cent duty plus 10 per cent

o619

for expe I
Landed ecost (including manufacturers’ profit) per $0. 0225
ﬂtlsm?.;a_gpeclﬂh“_?aﬁ-t} """"""""""""""""" .01
. 0325
Domestlc mm le 18B672: Cost of production at the mill,
$0. 0.5.’.20 us 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses
‘and profit 2 008, Tota = .04
kxnrsu' KO, 7.—SEVEN-EIGHTH-INCH CHANTILLY LACE
(STAPLE)
Forekg'n umple 1762/3017 : Cost in France January 26, 1929,
meter, less 10 per cent; exchange at 3.93;
00155‘ ad 10 per cent expenses %lus 90 per cent duur.
0.01355 ; landed cost per meter, $0.031
Landed cost—per yard . 0282
Suggested s ¢ duty .01
Total . 0382
Forei sample 824/6781 Cost ln France, 0.85 franc less
Pper cent ; excl:umge at 8.93, $0.0190; add 10 per cent
thnm plus 90 per cent dnt:r, $0.0190 ; total $0.0380
ed cost (Including foreign manufacturers' profit) per oNEs
Suggested specific duty : .01
Total . 0445
Domestic mmple 17980 : Cost of production at the mill, $0. 051
net per yard; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative ex-
penses, and proﬂta, $0.01275. Total . 068375
EXHIBIT NO. 8.—3-INCH COTTON BINCH LACE.(STAPLE)
Forelgn sam fle 1762/1539 : Cost In France per meter Jan.
26, 1929, francs less 10 per cent; exchange at 3.93,
00530 add 10 per cent expenses ]us 90 per cent duty,
0.0530; landed cost per meter, $0.1
Landed cost (Including foreign mnnutaetumrs’ profit) per
yard . 0954
Suggested specific duty .03
Total . 1254
mestic sample 19250 : Cost of production at the mill,
$0 115; p ger cent selling, administrative expenses,
and pmﬂt 80 028 Total . 1437
EXHIBIT NO. 9.—COTTON BOBBINET (NET)
Lnndeéi dcn:;’. ([Sciuoding l’or:l:m mnnu}!acturers proﬂt,dﬂﬂ per
cent duty an per cent expenses) per square yard----—— .
Buggested speciﬂc duty. A = os’é
243
Domestic sam le 3126 Ooattot P{oduct?]on l.na.i‘tthgl mill, $0.225
per yard, plus 1percen selling, administrative expenses,
and pmﬁt $£0.056 per yard. Total . 281
EXHIBIT NO. 10.—~SILK NET, 72 INCHE§ WIDE (NET)
Foreign sample: Exactly identieal quality, imported Decem-
ber, 1928, Landed cost (including fi manufacturers’
prggt. 90 per cent duty and 10 per cent expenses) per »
Buggesteﬂ specific duty. .10
Total T4
Domestic sample 2122 Cost ot production at the mill,
$0.68 net plus 25 ger selling, administrative ex-
penses, and profit, $0.1 Toml .85
EXHIBIT NO, 11.—36-INCH METAL ALL-OVER (NOVBLTY)
B‘orElg'n aample 1782/414/7945: Cost in France 13 90
less 10 and 5 per cent; exchange at 3.03 %0
16 per cent expenses glus 90 per cent duty. 01664'
].n.nded cost per meter, £0
Landed cost (including fore.lgn manufacturers’ profit)
per yard . 8480
No specific duty.
Total . 8480
Domestic sample psttern 19772 : Cost of production at the
mill, $1.06 per yard; plus 25 é)er cent selling, administra-
tive expenses, and profit, §0.265. Total 1.325
EXHIBIT NO. 12.—36-INCH ESPRIT NET (NOVELTY)
Fore sample 1915/1016/9536: Cost in France, August
19125&'3" 10.90 francs; exchange at 5.93, $0.4283; add 10 per
cen:.w expsg&:ses Ius 60 per cent duty, $0 4283 ; landed cost per
me [
Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers’ profit)
Yo i per yard_. $0,78
No specific duty.
Total .T8
Domestic mmpie pattern 12648; cost of production at the
1, $1.03 net, net; plus 25 pcr cent selling, administrative
a:penses. and proﬂt, $0.26. Total e 1329
EXHIBIT NO. 13—4(0-INCH ESPRIT NET (NOVELTY)
Farelfn sumple 1762/438/129 : Cost In France, February 23,
francs less 10/5 per cent; exchange at 3.9
- add 10 per cent expenses _phm 90 per cent duty,
02990 landed cost per meter, $0.5980:
Landed cost (including fore manufacturers’ cost)
per yard.- . 5442
No specific duty.
Total . D442
Domestic sample pattern 13508 : Cost of production at the
mill, $0.76 net, net; plul 25 per cent selling, administrative
expenses, and profif, $0.10, Total .95
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EXHIBIT NO. 14—86-INCH ESPRIT KET (NOVELTY)

Forelgn sample 56580;: Cost in France, May 5, 1028, 12.95
francs, less 10 and 5 per cent; exchange at 5.93, 0.4350 ;
add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty, $0.4850;
landed cost per meter, $0.87 :
[‘M’df,d cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit) per
yard___ gies
No specifie duty.

e bt Y IS e WP L N . T817
Domestic sample 19682 : Cost of production at the mill, $0.83
net, net; plus 25 per cent selling, administrative expenses,
and profit, $0.23. Total
EXHIBIT NO. 15.—36-INCH BOHEMIAN FLOUNCING
(NOVELTY)
Foreign sample 1763/817/5078: Cost in France per meter,
14.20 francs, less 10/3/2 per cent; exchange at 3.93,
$0.4660; add 10 per cent expenses plus 90 per cent duty,
$0.4660 ; landed cost per moter, $0.9320 :
Landed cost (including foreign manufacturers' profit) per

yard L=l ]
No specific duty,

$0. 7817

T s

. 8481

POERE 2 s s e . B481
Domestic sample 20483 : Cost of production at the mill, $0.98;
'l)ug I%E pmt‘r ce:n]t selling, administrative expenses, and profit,
.2450. Tota

EXHIBIT NO. 16.—36-INCH CHANTILLY LACE FLOUNC-
ING (NOVELTY)

Foreign samfle 434/1105: Cost in France per meter, April 11,
1028, 11.45 francs, less 10/5 per cent; exchange at 3.93,
0.8851 ; add 10 per cent expenses gms 80 per cent duty,
0.3851 ; landed cost per meter, $0.7702 :
Landed cost (Including foreign manufacturers’ profit),

per yar
No specitic duty.

Total = gt
Domestic sample 20663: Cost as of April, 1929, $0.82 per

1.225

.71

ard ; plus r cent selling, administrative expenses, and
;mﬂt, $0.205, p?I‘ofnl = e 2 iy 1. 025
Mr. HEBERT. It so happens, Mr, President, that some of

the larger mills engaged in this industry in the State of Rhode
Island are domiciled in that part of the State where I have
lived all my life. I am familiar with their problems. I remem-
ber very distinctly when they were organized and their stock-
subseription books were opened. It was confidently believed
at that time that the lace industry was destined to become a
factor in the manufacturing life in our community, which up
to that time had been concentrated almost exclusively in the
production of cotton textiles. It is sad to relate, after the ex-
perience of the years, that many of the mill operatives in my
community invested their meager savings in the stock of some
of these factories, hoping, as they had every reason to hope,
that they would be successful, would be an asset to the com.
munity, and would at least give some measure of return upon
the investment.

I think I am safe in saying that none of those mills have
paid but very meager if any dividends to their stockholders npon
their investment for the entire period of approximately 20 years
since their organization.

The management of these manufacturing plants is competent,
and there is no reason why their mills should not be sueceesstul
if they could find a market for their products at a reasonable
price. For 20 years I have heard it repeated again and again
that the reason why they can not operate at full capacity and
why they can mot earn anything for their stockholders is
because of the ruinous competition from abroad, and that they
will never be successful unless the American market is made
available to them by the imposition of such rates of duty as
will at least equalize their costs of production with those
sibroad.

Congress can do no single act in the consideration of the
pending bill which would operate so favorably to any industry
as to adopt the amendment which I have proposed. Not only
would the passage of my amendment bring about some degree
of suceess to the plants domiciled in Rhode Island but it would
provide help to the industry in all the States, and this pro-
tection is as much needed in other States as it is by the concerns
domiciled in Rhode Tsland.

Under present conditions, with the depression in the textile
industry in New England, the people there who are dependent
on lace manufacturing for a livelihood would welcome any
assistance that can come to them through the medium of this
added protection.

If there is one item in the pending bill which will be of
benefit to an industry in the State of Rhode Island, I do not
hesitate to say that the provision which I propose will be,
and I sincerely hope that it may receive the favorable consid-
eration of the SBenate.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, T desire to ask the

Senator from Rhode Island if the matters which he has been
presenting were presented to the committees of either House?
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Mr, HEBERT. Mr. President, I did not present them. I
assume that they were presented. In fact, I am informed that
representations were made to the Ways and Means Committee
of the House, and as a result of those representations the in-
crease was made from 75 per cent in the existing law fo 90
per cent in the pending bill.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The matter, then, was not con-
sidered by the Finance Committee of the Senate at all?

Mr. HEBERT. I am not adyvised whether the matter was
considered by the Finance Committee. I do know that the
Finance Committee left the 90 per cent rate in the bhill,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does the Senator know whether
there were any hearings before the Finance Commitice?

Mr. HEBERT. I think not, Mr, President.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. It seems to me, in view of the
complicated nature of the questions involved in the amendment,
that the opportunity to present it to the Senate in an under-
standable way at this time is rather meager,

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President:

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. HEBERT. I do.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has one minute left.

Mr. SMOOT. May I say to the Senator from Montana that
wherever a witness upon any particular item in the bill had
been heard by the Ways and Means Committee, we announced
that we very much preferred not to hear him: and that is why
their statements are not in the hearings before the Finance
Committee.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I find from examining the
copy of the hearings before me that not only was this matter
presented exhaustively to the Ways and and Means Committee,
which raised the rate from 75 per cent to 90 per cent, but it
was also exhaustively presented to the subcommittee of the
Committee on Finance, for it takes up over 100 pages of the
hearings.

Mr. SMOOT. It may have been presented before the sub-
committee; but I was speaking of the full committee,

Mr, BARKLEY. Of course nobody was heard before the full
committee. That might be said of the metals schedule and all
the others. There was a full hearing of more than 100 pages
before the subcommittee to which this schedule was referred,
and that subcommittee made no report to the full committee
recommending an increase; and, so far as we know, the
majority members of the Finance Committee unanimously re-
fused to increase the rate above 90 per cent,

Mr. SMOOT. I am not talking about that. This subcom-
mittee may have heard a repetition of what was said before the
House committee, but I know that was the request made by
many of the subcommittees,

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, yes; the subcommittees all requested
witnesses not to repeat what they had said before the Ways
and Means Committee, and each one of the witnesses said he
was not goiig to, and then proceeded to do it.

Mr. President, I was not in charge of this schedule; T was
not on the subcommittee that did have charge of it: but I am
not willing fo let the matter come to a vote without just a
word, at least,

The question of lace is largely a question of fashion. When
women want to wear lace goods, both the domestic manufacturer
and the importer are prosperous. When they do not desire to
wear lace all the tariffs in the world could not make either the
importer or the domestic manufacturer prosperous, either in the
manufacturing or in the distribution of lace.

The rate of duty In the present law, as we have already
heard, is 75 per cent, which is no mean duty; and the House
has raised it to 90 per cent. I regard a 90 per cent ad valorem
duty on any commodity as a rather exorbitant duty, except
under very special circumstances; but, in addition to that 90
per cent, the Senator from Rhode Island now seeks to incor-
porate in the bill amendments which will raise the duty to an
average of 127 per cent.

Of course, if the average is 127 per cent we may safely
assume that some of the higher duties will range in the neigh-
borhood of 150 or 175 or even as high as 200 per cent; and I
seriously question whether any industry that can not survive
without 150 or 200 per cent ad valorem duty ought to have
artificial life injected into it by the levy of these high and
indefensible rates of duty. It means that every article that
any woman in America would purchase that would normally be
worth $1 would cost her $3, or if it normally were worth $10
it would cost her $30, because of this tariff which the Senator
from Rhode Island seeks to impose.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, will the Senator yleld?
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. BARKLEY. I do.

Mr. HEBERT. I may say, for the information of the Sena-
tor, that the laces that are subject to the provisions of this
amendment would never go into the making of a gown for a
woman. They are all narrow laces. The widest one would be
somewhere in the neighborhood of 4 inches.

Mr. BARKLEY. They might not go into it, but they might

0 onto it.

4 Mr. HEBERT. They range from half an ineh to about 4
inches. They are the staple narrow laces. They range in
price from less than half a cent a yard to 4 or 5 cents per yard.

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not regard a 4-inch-wide lace as being
an extiremely narrow lace. It strikes me that it is rather a
healthy looking piece of lace.

In view of the fact that this lace now bears a duty of 90
per cent and in view of the fact that we have no reliable infor-
mation here, in addition to what was submitted to the two com-
mittees, justifying this increase from 90 to 127 per cent, I do
not see how the Senate ean adopt the amendment providing for
the increase, unless they are obsessed with the idea that they
ought fo increase every tariff where an increase is requested.

Mr. SMOOT and other Senators addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield, and to whom?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to correct the statement
made by the Senator from Rhode Island. The present law is
90 per cent, not 756 per cent. Laces, lace window curtains,
burnt-out laces, and so forth, carry a rate of 90 per cent ad
valorem. Embroideries not specifically provided for, orna-
mented with beads, and so forth, have a duty of 75 per cent;
but laces carry a rate of 90 per cent, the same as in the House
bill.

Mr. BARKLEY. There was some confusion as to the pres-
ent rate. Some of them are dutiable at 75 per cent, and some
of them are dutiable at 90 per cent.

Mr. S8MOOT. Not the laces—the embroideries,

Mr. BARKELEY. Under this paragraph that the Senator is
seeking to amend, some of them bear a 75 per cent rate, and
some of them 90 per cent.

Mr., SMOOT. But the Senator’'s amendment does not apply
to that, becanse he says specifically in his amendment that it
refers to the narrow laces.

Mr. BARKLEY. That makes the case still worse. If, after
presenting the matter to the Ways and Means Committee, they
could not get the increase, I think that is prima facie evidence
that they do not need it or are not entitled to it; and when they
go through the sifter of the Finance Committee with the same
evidence and a reiteration of it and can not get the Finance
Committee to recommend an increase, I think they have still
fewer legs to stand on.

Mr. SMOOT. All I wanted to do was to have the Recorp
straight.

Mr. BARKLEY. We are asked here, without any report from
the Finance Committee of the Senate or the Ways and Means
Committee of the House, without any reliable information ex-
cept that which has been gathered or collated or separated or
segregated by some manufacturers’ association, to take this
action. Of course, I understand that the Senator from Rhode
Island himself is compelled to rely upon the accuracy of that in-
formation. There has been no investigation by the Tariff Com-
mission. There has been submitted no impartial information
upon which we may intelligently vote for an increase in the
duty on these laces.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has three minutes re-
maining.

Mr. HEBERT. I stated in the course of my argument that
the Tariff Commission have been engaged in an investigation of
g;isi industry since 1923. They have not yet announced their

dings.

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct.

Mr. HEBERT. I think I am safe in saying, however, that
they find that in order to equalize the cost of production be-
tween Europe and the United States, the duty must be on the
average 127 per cent, as my amendment provides. I think I am
gafe in saying that that will be the figure of the Tariff Com-
mission.

Mr. BARKLEY. I presume that upon that basis if the Tariff
Commission were about to recommend or find that 500 per cent
was necessary to absorb the difference in the cost of manufac-
ture of laces in the United States and Europe, the Senator
would advocate a duty of 6500 per cent on these articles.
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That raises the whole question as to how far we may go above
100 per cent, how far we may go above doubling the value of
any article, with justice to the American people, in order to
make it possible for somebody to manufacture the article in the
United States.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, the Senator asks me how far
I would go to protect an Ameriecan industry. I will say to him
that there is no limit to which I would not go to protect an
American industry and American workingmen.

Mr. BARKLEY. I am satisfied of that, from the Senator’s
position.

What I said was that if it took 500 per cent ad valorem,
which would be, of course, in the nature of an embargo, which
would compel the American woman to buy lace made in the
United States and pay five or ten times as much for it as for
the lace imported, he would be in favor of that sort of tax. I
am not, I am willing to go any reasonable distance, and I
think when we have gone to 100 per cent, we have gone about
as far as reason dictates.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I wanted to ask the Senaftor
from Kentucky a question, buf the Chair announced he had only
thh;ee minutes left, so I am going to ask him the question in my
time.

I want to inquire whether the Senator from Kentucky knows
of any other article or commodity in the cotton schedule which
carries a rate of duty of almost 100 per cent?

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not; and I think I am safe in saying
there is no such article. " There is no such article in the woolen
schedule, The rayon schedule, which we debated at such length
on two occasions, earries no such rate, except in the event of the
possible lowering of the price of rayon, when the minimum of 40
cents a pound might amount to more than 100 per cent. There
is no case in any of these textile schedules or items which pro-
vides for a combination of rates that amounts to more than 100
per cent, as I now recall.

Mr. COPELAND Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. BLAINE. I want to pursue the inguiry just a little
farther and ask the chairman of the Committee on Finance if
there is any commodity or article in the cotton schedule which
carries a rate as high as nearly 100 per cent ad valorem?

Mr. SMOOT. There are rates in the present law of 90 per
cent on some of the very items we are discussing.

Mr. BLAINE. Not over 90 per cent?

Mr. SMOOT. Not that I recall.

Mr. BLAINE. I thank the Senator.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator
from Kentucky what is the rate on these articles?

Mr. BARKLEY. The rate in the act of 1922 on these par-
ticular articles is 90 per cent. The Senator from Rhode Island
said a while ago that it was 75 per cent, but he is mistaken.
The testimony before the Finance Committee shows that the
present rate is 90 per cent. The producers went before the
Ways and Means Committee and sought an increase, which was
refused by that committee and by the House. They also ap-
peared before the subcommittee of the Finance Committee hav-
ing charge of this schedule and asked for an increase, and the
subcommittee denied the increase, and the full committee
denied it.

Here on the floor of the Senate, without any additional infor-
mation, without any report from any source justifying it, we
are asked to increase this rate from 90 per cent to 127 per
cent.

Mr. COPELAND. It covers only part of the laces?

Mr. BARKLEY. It covers only part of the laces provided
for in section 1529. It covers only those in subsection (a),
wllajch. of course, form a considerable category within them-
selves.

If the Senator will read the different sorts of laces enumer-
ated from the middle of page 222 to the middle of page 223,
and then reflect that this amendment adds to the duties pro-
vided in that subsection the specific duties provided in the
amendment, he will find that the amendment covers a con-
siderable field of laces, although not all the laces mentioned in
paragraph 1529.

Mr. COPELAND. Is the Senator familiar with all these
types—flouncings, all-overs, rufflings, flutings, and so forth?

Mr. BARKLEY. I have only a superficial acquaintance with
flouncings.

Mr. COPELAND. As a matter of fact, these are all more or
less luxuries, are they not?

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will have to ask the women
about that. They may regard an article of wearing apparel
which contains lace as a luxury, and they may regard it as a
necessity, It probably would depend a good deal on the ques-
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tion of the style. If it is out of style, it is no longer a neces-
sity, probably not even a luxury, and that is the whole trouble
with not only the lace industry, but the embroidery industry.
Women no longer wear embroidered articles, and in order to
relieve that situation, many embroidery factories have gone
to making other articles in order to keep their machinery in
operation and their men employed. No sort of tariff on the
things they have been compelled- to abandon by a change in
style will help them, and that is the situation, very largely,
that pertains to the lace industry. -

Mr. COPELAND. Is it the argument of the Senator that
they must go out of business or do something else?

Mr. BARKLEY. That is what they think.

Mr, COPELAND. I did not follow the argument of the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island closely.

Mr. BARKLEY. Probably the Senator would not admit that,
but it is a fact that where machinery has been employed, and
factories have been operated, to make a certain type of wearing
apparel, and, by the decree of some fashion maker, that article
is no longer stylish, of course, the machinery must become idle,
or they must find something else to make which would appeal
to those who have been wearing the article previously made.

Mr. COPELAND. Let ns assume that the Senator’s position
is correct, and that these concerns will go out of business if
there is not anything for them to do. Then, of course, when
the articles are in style, the foreign product will come along
with no American competition, and our women certainly will
be at the mercy of the foreign manufacturer.

Mr. BARELEY. That is purely speculative.

Mr. COPELAND. Most of our tariffs are that way; are they
not?

Mr. BARELEY. I will say to the Senator that I would not
think it would be sound economics or sound legislation to place
a prohibitive tariff or an exorbitant tariff on an article which
had gone out of style, and which the American producer had
been compelled to abandon, in order to protect a thing which is
no longer in use. If the American people will not wear a thing,
they can not be compelled to wear it by increasing the tariff on
it. The increase in the tariff would not keep their machines
busy producing something which the American women would not
wear.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator knows that fashion makers
are all the time changing the fashions in order that they may
gell new garments.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. COPELAND. 8o it would seem to me that it would be
good American policy to maintain our institutions if we can.

Mr. BARKLEY. I agree with that; but when they can not
be maintained becnuse the people will not wear what they make,
how can we remedy that by making it more expensive to wear
what they make?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. HeBerT].

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I want to make a brief state-
ment. The highest duty imposed under the cotton schedule is in
paragraph 920, Nottingham lace-curtain machine produets, and
the equivalent ad valorem rate based on the imports of 1928,
under the Senate bill as it now stands, is 60 per cent ad
valorem. :

The highest duty in Schedule 10, flax, hemp, jute, which in-

cludes the linens, of course, is 73.25 per cent ad valorem.

*  The highest ad valorem equivalent, based upon the imports of
1928, in the wool schedule, is under paragraph 1109, cloth,
heavy-weight fabries of wool, where the rate is 8410 per cent.

The highest rate under the silk schedule is 65 per cent ad
valorem. That rate is imposed upon manufactures of silk not
specifically provided for.

The highest rate under the rayon schedule is 72,46 per cent
ad valorem, and that is the rate on knit fabrics and knit goods
of rayon, falling under paragraph 1309,

The present duty upon these laces is 90 per cent, and under
the scale of rates proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island
the average would amount to 127 per cent, .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been
ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to eall the roll.

Mr. CAPPER (when his name was called). On this question
I am paired with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. BeaTrox],
who is necessarily absent, If I were permitted to vote, I would
vote * yea.”

Mr. METCALF (when his name was called).
eral pair with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typings].
were at liberty to vote, I would vote * yea.”

I have a gen-
ItI
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Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Steck]. He
being absent and I not knowing how he would vote, I withhold
my vote. If permitted fo vote, I would vote * yea.”

Mr. STEPHENS (when his name was called). I am paired
on this vote with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN].
Therefore I withhold my vote.

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Brock].
If permitted to vote, I would vote * yea."

Alr. THOMAS of Idaho (when his name was called). I have
a general pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr., Brook-
HART]. If permiited to vote, I should vote “ yea.”

Mr, TOWNSEND (when his name was called). On this vote
I have a pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mo-
KerLrar]. If free to vote, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smite]. I
am unable to obtain a transfer and therefore withhold my
vote. I am told that if the Senator from South Carolina were
present he would vote “nay.” If I were privileged to vote, I
would vote “ yea.”

The roll call was eoncluded.

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. GreExm] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY]:

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Dexeex] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN] ;

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Ropinson] ;

The SBenator from Massachusetts [Mr. GiLLerr] with the Sena-
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Smumons] ;

The Senutor from Maine [Mr. Gourp] with the Senator from
Utah [Mr. King];

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Rossiox] with the Senator
from Washington [Mr. Diy] ;

The Senator from Missouri [Mr, Parrerson] with the Senator
from New York [Mr. WAGNER] ;

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Binermam] with the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass]; and

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] with the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. HArrISON].

Mr. SHEPPARD. 1 desire to announce that the Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. RaxsperL] has a general pair with the
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD].

The roll call resulted—yeas 26, nays 20, as follows:

YEAR—28
Allen Grundy Kendrick Shortridge
Baird Hale Keyes Smoot
Copeland Hastings McCulloch Steiwer
Dale Hatfiel Oddie Vandenberg
Fess Hebert Phipps Walcott
Goff Jones Pine
Goldsborough Kean Robinson, Ind.

NAYBE—20
Barkley Fletcher Howell Bcehall
Black Frazier La Follette Sheppard
Blaine George Norbeck Swanson
Connally Harris Norris Walsh, Mont.
Cutting Heflin Nye Wheeler

NOT VOTING—G0

Aghurst Gillett Metealf Btephens
Bingham Glass Moses Sullivan
Blease Glenn Overman Thomas, Idaho
Borah (rould 'atterson Thomas, Okla,
Bratton Greene Pittman Townsend
Brock Harrison Ransdell Trammell
Brookhart Hawes Iteed Tydings
Broussard Hayden Robinson, Ark, Wagner
Capper Johnson Robsion, Ky. Walsh, Mass,
Caraway Ki Shipstead Waterman
Couzens McKellar Simmons Watson
Deneen McMaster Smith
Dill MeNary Steck

The VICE PRESIDENT. On this question the yeas are 26
and the nays are 20, with the following Senators present who
are paired, thus constituting a quorum: Senators WaTson,
TaOoMAs of Idaho, Surrivax, Carrer, METCALF, TOWNSEND,
STEPHENS, and Moses. So the amendment is agreed to.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, did the Chair state
that there were 26 yeas and 20 nays, and the other Senators
were paired, making a quorum?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was the statement of the
Chair.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to offer the following
amendment and have it read, printed, and lie on the table. It
relates to lumber.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and
lie on the table, and the clerk will read, as requested.

The Chief Clerk read ns follows:
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On page 118, after line 3, insert the following paragraph :

“ PAR. —, Timber hewn, gided, or squared, otherwise than by sawing,
and round timber used for spars or in building wharves; sawed lumber
and timber not specially provided for; all the forezoing, if of fir, spruce,
pine, hemlock, or larch; rallroad ties, and telephone, telegraph, trolley,
and eleetric-light poles of any wood; all the foregoing, $1.50 per thou-
sand feet, board measure, and in estimating board measure for the pur-
poses of this paragraph no deduction shall be made on account of
planing, tonguing, and grooving."

Mr. JONES. I desire to state thai I hope, when the amend-
ment comes up to-morrow, that we may reach an agreement with
reference to a limitation of debate.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I desire, at the request of an-
other Senator, to enter a motion to reconsider the vote whereby
the Senate concurred in the amendment made in Committee of
the Whole {o paragraph 1530, the vote rejecting the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Oppie] as a sub-
stitute therefor, relating to hides.

The VICE PRE‘%IDL\T The motion will be entered

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I inguire when the vote was
taken on paragraph 15307

The VICE PRESIDENT. On last Monday.

Mr. GEORGE. I want to make a very brief statement. As
I recollect it, upon the lace schedule upon which we have just
voted there was a full hearing before the House Ways and
Means Committee. There was likewise a full hearing before a
subcommittee of the Senate Finance Committee, I want to call
the attention of the country to the fact that, as I understood
the vote, every member constituting the majority of that com-
mittee voted for the rate which has just been inserted by the
amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. BARKLEY. And that in spite of the fact, so far as we
know and so far as the record shows, that there was no justifica-
tion for the increase which was proposed.

Mr. GEORGE. That is the basis of my statement, that upon
the showing made, full and complete, the entire majority mem-
bership of the Finance Committee, so far as we know, certainly
a majority of the majority, then voted against increasing the
rate above 90 per cent ad valorem, but to-night all the members
of the majority of that committee who were present and were
voting, as I understood the vote, voted for an average ad valorem
rate upon laces of 127 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator
from Georgia that those laces are the narrow laces, not to exceed
3 inches in width, and they are also classified by the number of
holes to the square inch. That makes a difference.

Mr. GEORGE. They were narrow laces when the showing
was made before the Ways and Means Committee and the
Finance Committee, and they contain the same number of holes
now that they did then.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I also desire that
the Recorp should show that quite a number of Senators, ap-
prehending probably that a further vote would not be taken
to-night, it now being 5 minutes after 10 o'clock, left the Cham-
ber and were not pregent when the last vote was taken, Among
them are the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS], the Sen-
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Brease], the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. Hawgs], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN],
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrrman], and the Senator from
Florida [Mr. Tramwmerr], all on the Democratic side of the
Chamber.

Mr. SMOOT. And I suppose they all had pairs,
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Those I named were not paired, I
understand.

MARY J. JEFFRESS

Mr. WATSON submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
241), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Becretary of the Senate hercby is authorized and
directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to Mary I.
Jeffress, daughter of Ollie Jeffress, late a laborer under the supervision
of the Sergeant at Arms, a sum equal to six months' compensation at
the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his death, sald sum to
be congidered inclusive of funeral expenses and all other allowances,

NOMINATIONS REFERRED
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate nominations
of officers in the Diplomatic and Foreign Service and in the

Coast Guard, whieh were referred to the appropriate com-
mittees,

RELIEF OF MES. MERCEDES MARTINEZ VIUDA DE SANCHEZ, A DOMINI-
CAN SUBJECT (H. DOC. NO. 820)
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States, which was

LAXIT—354
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read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed:
To the Congress of the United Stales: ;

I transmit herewith a report regarding the request of Mrs.
Mercedes Martinez Viuda de Sanchez, widow of Emeterio San-
chez, for an award which will enable her to be provided with
the necessities of life,

I recommend in accordance with the suggestion of the Acting
Secretary of State that the Congress, as an act of grace and
without reference to the legal liability of the United States
in the matter, authorize an appropriation for $500, to be paid to
Mrs. Sanchez as a recognition of the meritorious services ren-
dered by her deceased husband in rescming certain American
seamen and to relieve to a certain extent her present financial
condition.

HirsertT HoovER.

Tuae WHitE House, March 19, 1930.

RECESS

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senuate take a recess until 11
o'clock to-morrow morning,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 10 o'clock and
8 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, March
20, 1930, at 11 o'clock a, m.

NOMINATIONS
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate AMarch 19 (legis-
lative day of January 6), 1930
SECRETARY IN THE DIPLOMATIO SERVICE
Edward J. Sparks, of New York, now a Foreign Service officer
of class 8 and a consul, to be also a secretary in the Diplomatic
Service of the United States of America.

CoAsT GUARD

The following-named officers to be lientenants (junior grade)
(temporary) in the Coast Guard of the United States, to take
effect from date of oath:

insign (temporary) Roland E. Simpson.

Ensign (temporary) Lester C. Griese.

Ensign (temporary) Herbert F. Walsh,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wepxespay, March 19, 1930

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

O Lord our God, justice and judgment are the habitations
of Thy throne; mercy and truth shall go before Thy face. In
Thy name may we rejoice, for Thou art our defense and the
Holy One of Israel is our King! Be pleased to remember all
in authority ; may their trusts be administered in the fear of
God and with true hearts. We not only pray for our own
country but for the lands of the whole earth. So extend our
vision that we shall take into our sympathy the welfare of
every nation. Bestow upon them the blessings of peace, educa-
tion, and true religion to inspire them and lead them to dis-
charge their duties toward God and toward their fellow men.
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
STAR-SPANGLED BANNER

Mr., LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to address the House for three minutes,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
shall not object to a 3-minute address at this time. We have
some important legislation which we desire to finish_up this
week. I shall object to any more unanimous-consent requests
to address the House until we have finished the bus bill,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from
Maryland is recognized for three minutes.

There was no objection,

Mr, LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I have obtained this time in
order to read to the House a clipping which I cut from the
Washington Post of this morning:

KIN OF FRANCIB SCOTT KEY HEARS PERSHING LAUD SONG—ORANDDAUGHTER
0F COMPOSER OF “ STAR-SPANGLED BANNER " TELLS RADIO AUDIENCE OF
CIRCUMSTANCES SBURROUNDING NATIONAL ANTHEM'S WRITING
Bristling with pride, and controlling her emotions with dificulty,

the granddaughter of Francis SBcott Key gat by the side of Gen. John J.
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Pershing last night as the commander of the American Expeditionary
Forces in the World War broadeast an address on The National An-
them over the coast-to-coast hook up of the National Broadcasting Co.
Prior to General Pershing’s remarks, Mrs, Arthur Tilghman Brice, 70,
told the radio audience something of her grandfather's experiences on the
night that he wrote The Star-Spangled Banner,

“ Young America,” she said, “as the granddaughter of the man who
gave this country its national anthem, I extend you patriotic greetings.
It is my earnest prayer that you will all grow up to be good, law-abiding
citizens who will appreciate the wonderful blessings of this great country
of ours, the land of the free and the home of the brave.”

With eloguence born of simplicity, Mrs. Brice recounted tales that her
mother had told her of the emotions that swayed the great composer
during the bombardment of Fort McHenry at Baltimore, and the bloody
dawn that found * Old Glory " still above the ramparts.

General Pershing, the last speaker in a serfes of talks on the flag,
exhorted young America to observe sirictly the outward forms of honor
and devotion to the national emblem. * The Star-Spangled Banner is
a battle epie, a song of victory, a thanksgiving prayer, and a patriotic
expression,” he said.

“The flag is a supreme symbol of that lofty patriotism without which
the Republic could not long endure. No one is too young to learn the
responsibilities of citizens who live under its protection, and nomne too
old to fulfill the obligation it imposes.”

The program was opened and closed with music by the Marine Band,
under the direction of Capt. Taylor Branson.

I have read this article from the Post, in order to call par-
ticular attention to the expression of Gen. John J. Pershing,
commander of the American Expeditionary Forces in the World
War. I call particular attention to his expression—

The Star-Spangled Banner is a battle epic, a _song of victory, a
thanksgiving prayer, and a patriotic expression.

This, coming from the man who commanded 2,000,000 men
in France, should answer the criticisms of those who have had
no contact with the soldier boys of our country.

I have also read it to call attention to the expression of Mrs.
Arthur Tilghman Brice, the elderly granddaughter of Francis
Scott Key, composer of the anthem. It must be remembered
that 5,000,000 patriotic people of the United States have in-
dorsed my bill to have Congress adopt the Star-Spangled Ban-
ner as our national anthem, and that 150 patriotic organiza-
tions, 26 governors of our various States, and numerous busi-
ness organizations have likewise asked for this enactment.

1 sincerely trust, Mr. Speaker, that we shall soon be able to
have the House act upon this measure. [Applause.]

UNEMPLOYMENT AND MERGERS GO HARD IN HAND

Mr. MAAS., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the Recorp on the railroad merger,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr, MAAS. Mr. Speaker, in this age of labor-saving ma-
chinery we are hearing much about the unemployment problem.
During recent years many men have been thrown out of work
because machinsery has been perfected which could do the work
formerly accomplished by man power, and for this reason fewer
men are needed to-day in industrial enterprises, and still there
is a greater production of goods than was possible before labor-
saving machinery took the place of labor.

This change has been going on for many years; but for the
fact that new industries, such as the automobile industry, have
come into existence to create work for men thrown out of other
lines of employment this country would be facing a erisis.

Then, during recent years, it has become fashionable to have
chain stores, chain banks, and mergers of rival business enter-
prises. We see this taking place all about us, The little mer-
chant is fast becoming an institution of the past, and the chain
store is erowding him out of the local communities. The coun-
try and smaller city banks are likewise affected and, with the
mergers and consolidations of banking institutions, and the
creation of holding companies for the control of our credit are
fast passing from the localities where banking is done, and are
becoming concentrated and centralized in limited places.

American industrial development has always been based upon
the principle of competition. Communities have grown up
where they have conducted thelr own affairs, free from the
domination of distant influences. All of this is now threatened
by the merger, combination, and consolidation theory which is
taking place all over this country.

The merger idea now appears to have become popular among
the captains of finance, who are interested in the transportation
systems of this country. The Interstate Commerce Commission
some time ago announced a general plan for consolidation of the
railroads in the United States into 21 systems. I do not now
intend to talk about this great general plan that has been pro-
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posed. I do, however, want to call attention to a decision of the
Interstate Commerce Commission which was made on February
11, 1930, and with which the people of my district are greatly
concerned.

This decision permits the consolidation of the Great Northern
and Northern Pacific Railway companies under one head. The
people who planned this * merger ™ have organized a Delaware
corporation and, if their plans are worked out successfully, my
constituents in St. Paul will eventually find two great trans-
portation systems which have important terminals in the city
of St. Paul controlled entirely by a foreign corporation. The
control of the State of Minnesota over these great railroads will
be lost, and the welfare of my people in the transportation
problem will become a matter of secondary consideration, while
the great eastern bankers will have to have their way about
things so that dividends may be paid.

" There are many objections to this proposed merger., My prin-
cipal objection to it, however, is the fact that it enables two
competing roads to merge and consolidate, and in this way
work to the detriment of the people of St. Paul. If this merger
is permitted to be accomplished, those two railroads will then
become one in the city of 8t. Paul. If this merger is perfected,
they will be in position to attempt to accomplish their work
with a smaller number of men than are employed at the present
time. Railroad employees will be thrown out of employment.
Their families will suffer. Thousands of men are now employed
in the city of St. Paul by these two great competing roads. Not
only will these men be thrown out of employment and be forced
to seek work elsewhere, to sell their homes at a saecrifice, and
to remove their families among strangers and start in to fight
the battles of life over again; but, more important than this,
the community will suffer becaunse the merchants and business
enterprises of St. Paul will find themselves seriously affected
by this strange change which will take place. These railroad
employees live in St. Paul, spend their money in St. Paul, and
the business life of the city is dependent upon them for its
existence.

Everyone in this clty, moreover, is seriously concerned with
this proposed merger because, if this merger is effected, the
various communities will suffer from an impairment of service.
“ Competition is the life of trade” is an old phrase. It is
sound. It is just as true fo-day as it was years ago.

It is important to remember that where there is no competi-
tion not only passenger but freight business will be handled
just as the operating road cares to handle it, and as time goes
on the splendid service which the people of St. Paul are now
receiving from the railroad companies will be diminished and
impaired. If there is no competition, there is no object to ar-
range proper and effective train schedules for passenger service.
If there is no competition, there is no object in handling freight
rapidly and in the best interests of the shipper. I do not be-
lieve that there is any nmtter which more seriously concerns
us now than this proposed merger because of its effect on
service to the publie by our transportation companies.

If this merger were really in the interests of the shippers of
the Northwest, I should not oppose it; but the economies that
will be effected by eliminating a great many employecs will
in fact be at the expense of good service to the public, both in
freight and passenger schedules,

It is assumed that these two railroads now competing are
being run efficiently and are well managed. If they are not,
then the solution is to reorganize each of them and see that
they are managed efficiently.

If they are properly run, then reductions to effect additional
economies can be only at the expense of the present schedules
and service, which have been demonstrated to be essential.

It is not the operating overhead of these two railroads that
is preventing reduction of freight rates, for under existing com-
peting conditions these roads have made application for lowered
rates. It was denied by the Interstate Commerce Commission
under pressure of eastern interests, and had nothing to do with
local hauling costs.

The argument for the merger that it would result in lower
transportation costs to the Northwest ig camouflage and not
justified.

So, rather than benefit by the merger, 8t. Panl and the North-
west would suffer doubly ; first, by poorer service resulting from
lack of competition, and, second, from a substantial increase in
unemployment. This merger distinetly is not only not in the
publie interest but very much opposed to it

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the Clerk
will call the committees,

The Clerk called the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and
Measures,
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DISCONTINUANCE OF COINAGE OF §2.50 GOLD PIECES

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill, H. R. 9804,
to discontinue the coinage of the $2.50 gold pieces, which is on
the Union Calendar, and I ask unanimous consent that it may
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey calls up
the bill H. R. 9894, on the Union Calendar, and asks unanimous
consent that it be considered in the House as in Commitiee of
the Whole. The Clerk will report the title of the bill.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: :

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter the two and one-half dollar gold
plece shall not be coined or issued by the Treasury.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

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

COINAGE OF SILVER 50-CENT PIECES IN COMMEMORATION OF GADSDEN
PURCHASE

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 2029,
to authorize the coinage of silver 50-cent pieces in commemora-
tion of the seventy-fifth anniversary of the Gadsden purchase,
on the House Calendar.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey calls up
the bill H. . 2029, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That in commemoration of the seventy-fifth an-
niversary of the acquisition by the United States of that cerfain ter-
ritory bonnded on the north In part by the Gila River, on the east
in part by the Rio Grande, on the south by the Republic of Mexico,
and on the west by the Colorado River, and known as the Gadsden Pur-
chase, there shall be coined in the mints of the United States silver
G0-cent pleces to the number of 10,000, such 50-cent pleces to be of a
standard troy weight, composition, diameter, and design as shall be fixed
by the Director of the Mint and approved by the Becretary of the
Treasury, which said 50-cent pieces shall be legal tender in any pay-
ment of their face value.

8pc, 2. The coins herein authorized shall be issued only upon the
request of the Gadsden Purchase Coin Committee in such numbers and
at such times as they shall request upon payment by such committee
to the United States of the par walue of such coins.

Sgc. 8. All laws now in force relating to the subsidiary silver coins
of the United States and the coining or striking of the same, regulating
and guarding the process of coinage, providing for the purchase of
materinl, and for the transportation, distribution, and redemption of
the coing, for the prevention of debasement or counterfeiting, for secur-
ity of the coin or for any other purpose, whether said laws are penal
or otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to the coinage
herein authorized : Provided, That the United States shall not be sub-
Ject to the expense of making the necessary dies and other preparation
of this coinage.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to
authorize the Treasury to coin 10,000 50-cent silver pieces in
commemoration of the seventy-fifth anniversary of the Gadsden
purchase. The Gadsden purchase was an event of interna-
tional importance. There can be no loss to the Treasury be-
cause the entire 10,000 50-cent pieces have been subseribed for,
and a guaranty made to the Treasury that there will be no loss
by reason of the minting of the coins. There is no opposition
except the usnal opposition on the part of the Treasury Depart-
ment, which does not like to have the coinage system used to
commemorate occasions of this kind.

The SPEAKER, The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

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

COINAGE OF 50-CENT PIECES IN COMMEMORATION OF THE FOUNDING
OF THE MASSACHUSEITS BAY COLONY

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 6846,
to authorize the coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration
of the three hundredth anniversary of the founding of the
Massachusetts Bay Colony.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New Jersey calls up
the bill H, R. 6846, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacled, ete., That in commemoration of the three hundredth
anniversary of the founding of the Massachuselts Bay Celony and
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constitutional government authority is hereby granted for the coining
at the mints of the United States of 500,000 silver 50-cent pieces of
such design as the Director of the Mint, with the approval of the
Secretary of the Treasury, may select; but the United States shall not
be subject to the expense of making the models or master dles or other
preparations for this coinage.

Sec. 2. All laws now in force relating to the subsidiary silver coins
of the United States and the coining or striking of the same, regu-
lating and guarding the process of coinage, providing for the purchase
of material, for the transportation, distribution, and redemption of
the coins, for the prevention of debasement or counterfeiting, for
security of the coin, or for any other purposes, whether sald laws are
penal or otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to the coinage
authorized by this act.

8Ec. 3. The coins authorized by this act shall be issued only to an

| authorized agent of the Massachusetts Bay Tercentenary (Inc.) upon

payment by such corporation of the face value of such coins.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is similar to the bill
just passed. ‘It authorizes the coinage of 500,000 50-cent silver
pieces to commemorate the founding of the Massachusetts Bay
Colony in 1630, an event of great importance to our country.
The opposition is similar to the opposition mentioned with ref-
erence to the last bill. *The founding of the Massachusetts Bay
Colony is being celebrated throughout New England by 103
cities and by the State of Massachusetts and is of such a
character as to justify its commemoration in our coinage.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

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

EDMUNDO VALDEZ MURILLO

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, owing to an emergency, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table and con-
sider at this time Senate Joint Resolution 69, authorizing the
Secretary of War to receive, for instruction at the United
States Military Academy at West Point, Edmundo Valdez
Murillo, a citizen of Ecuador,

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it will be
necesf;ary to have these bills passed before the middle of next
month?

Mr. RANSLEY. That is true, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAEKER. The Clerk will report the Senate joint
resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, au-
thorized to permit Edmundo Valdez Murillo to receive instruction at the
United States Military Academy at West Point: Provided, That no ex-
pense shall be caused to the United States thereby, and that Edmundo
Valdez Murillo shall agree to comply with all regulations for the police
and discipline of the academy, to be studious, and to give his utmost
efforts to accomplish the courses in the various departments of instruc-
tion, and that said Edmundo Valdez Murillo shall not be admitted to
the academy until he shall have passed the mental and physical ex-
aminations prescribed for candidates from the United States, and that
he shall be immediately withdrawn if deficient in studies or in conduct
and so recommended by the academic board : And provided further, That
in the case of said Edmundo Valdez Murillo the provisions of sections
1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall be suspended.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the consideration of the
Senate joint resolution?

There was no objection.

The resolution was ordered to be read the third time, was read
the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was
passed was laid on the table.

VICENTE MEJIA AND ANTONIO INESTROZA

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table and consider Senate Joint Reso-
lution T2.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate Joint Resolution 72

Joint resolution authorizing the Becretary of War to receive for in-
struction at the United States Military Academy at West Point two
citizens of Honduras, namely, Vicente Mejia and Antonio Inestroza
Resolved, ete,, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author-

ized to permit Vicente Mejia and Antonio Inestroza to receive instruc-

tion at the United States Military Academy at West Point: Provided,

That no expense shall be caused to the United States thereby, and that

these Honduran subjects shall agree to comply with all regulations for

the police and discipline of the academy, to be studious, and to give
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their utmost efforts to accomplish the courses in the warlous depart-
ments of instruction, and that these Honduran subjects shall not be
admitted to the academy until they shall have passed the mental and
physical examinations prescribed for eandidates from the United States,
and that they shall be immediately withdrawn if deflcient in studies
or in conduct and so rec ded by the academiec board : And provided
further, That in the case of said Vicente Mejia and Antonio Imestroza
the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall
be suspended.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the
resolution?

There was no objection.

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

A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table.

GODOFREDO ARRIETA A., JR.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table and consider Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 100.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate Jolnt Resolution €100
Joint resolution authorizing the Becretary of War to receive, for in-
struction at the United Btates Military Academy at West Point, Godo-
fredo Arrieta A., jr., a citizen of Balvador

Resolved, ete., That the SBecretary of War be, and he hereby is, au-
thorized to permit Godofredo Arrieta A., jr., to receive Instruction at
the United States Military Aeademy at West Point: Provided, That no
expense shall be eaused to the United States thereby, and that Godofredo
Arrieta A., jr., shall agree to comply with all regulations for the police
and discipline of the academy, to be studious, and to give his utmost
efforts to accomplish the courses in the various departments of instrue-
tion, and that said Godofredo Arrieta A., jr., shall not be admitted to
the ncademy until he shall have passed the mental and physical exami-
nations prescribed for candidates from the United States, and that he
shall be immediately withdrawn if deficient in studies or in conduct
and so recommended by the academic board: Provided further, That in
the case of said Godofredo Arrieta A., jr., the provisions of sections
1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall be suspended.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection.

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was
passed was laid on the table.

BENOR GUILLERMO GOMEZ

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table and consider Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 107.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Benate Joint Resolution 107

Jolnt resolution authorizing the Becretary of War to recelve for instrue-
tion at the United Btates Military Academy at West Point Senor
Guillermo Gomez, a citizen of Colombia.

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author-
ized to permit Senor Guillermo Gomez to receive instruction at the United
Btates Military Academy at West Point : Provided, That no expense ghall
be caused to the United States thereby, and that Senor Guillermo
Gomez shall agree to comply with all regulations for the police and
digcipline of the academy, to be studious, and to give his utmost efforts
to accomplish the courses in the various departments of instruetion, and
that said SBenor Guillermo Gomez ghall not be admitted to the academy
until he shall have passed the mental and physical examination prescribed
for candidates from the United States and that he shall be immediately
withdrawn if deficient in studies or in conduct and so recommended by
the academic board: Provided further, That in the case of said Senor
Guillermo G the provisi of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Re-
vised Statutes shall be suspended.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the joint resolution?

There was no objection.

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

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was
passed was laid on the table.

NATIONAL DISABLED SOLDIERS' LEAGUE (INC.)

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the Chair
recognizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisu] for 10
minutes.
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Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, five
years ago the House of Representatives authorized an investi-
gation of the National Disabled Soldiers’ League (Inc.), and
the Speaker appointed a committee, of which I had the honor
of being chairman, to investigate this organization. The com-
mittee found that the so-called National Disabled Soldiers’
League was not national in any sense. It had only about four
or five members, but had raised $295,000 through a pencil-
selling campaign, which funds we located in various banks of
the country, of which only about $2,500 went to aid the dis-
abled veterans.

We helped to secure a fraud order against the National Dis-
abled Soldiers’ League (Ine.) from the Post Office Department.

The commander of the organization, Mr. John T, Nolan, is
now in jail in the District of Columbia for passing fraudulent
checks. The secretary or adjutant of that organization was one
Kenneth D. Murphy.

Under the by-laws of the said organization the membership
was confined to disabled veterans of the World War. Mr.
Murphy was not a veteran of the World War. He never served
in any capacity in the World War. He enlisted in the National
Guard of the State of New York a few years after the war and
fell off a horse and broke his leg. Nevertheless, he posed as
a veteran of the World War and was adjutant of the National
Disabled Soldiers’ League, which raised $295,000.

I refer to it at the present time for the reason that he was
chairman of the organization that arranged for a pontifical
requiem mass in honor of the late Marshal Foch. Marshal
Foch would have turned over in his grave if he had known
that Kenneth D, Murphy was chairman of the Marshal Ferdi-
nand Foch Memorial Committee that had arranged the cere-
mony in his honor. I do not know of any more contemptible
member of the human race than a man who will exploit and
commercialize disabled veterans for his own selfish purposes.

This individual was the same one who a year or so ago be-
came an honorary member of a post of the Veterans of Foreign
Wars in New York City and went up to my district and made
an investigation of the Castle Point Hospital, one of the best
Veterans' Bureau hospitals in the country, and came back and
gave out a report of dreadful conditions prevailing there, and
stated to the New York Times that he was the commander of
the local post of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, which organi-
zation repudiated him immediately. Next, Mr. Murphy appears
as chairman of the Marshal Ferdinand Foeh Memorial Commit-
tee, purporting to include Cabinet members and Members of the
Senate and the House—who may or may not have given their
names to Mr, Murphy for the Foch memorial mass—but, as a-
matter of fact, that organization was dissolved some weeks
ago, as I learned through correspondence with officials in New
York. Mr. Murphy, disregarding the fact that the Marshal
Ferdinand Foch Memorial Committee had been dissolved, came
down here to Washington and arranged for this pontifical mass.
I think it is only fair to the bona fide organization—the Foch
National Memorial—with headquarters at the Hotel Plaza, New
York City, with Mrs. Agnes P. Hardman as president, which
is trying to raise money for a Foch memorial, to have the facts
placed in the CoNerEssioNAL REcorp about Mr, Murphy and his
contemptible record in trying to undermine the confidence of
the American people toward deserving disabled veterans by
raising money fraudulently.

Of course, the Catholic Church is not to blame in the matter
at all. When they saw an organization on paper including the
names of Senators and Congressmen and Cabinet officers, there
is no reason why they should not have authorized the holding
of the proposed mass in Washington.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to incorporate in the
Recorp a letter from Archbishop Curley, of Baltimore, explain-
ing how he agreed in the first instance to hold this mass, which
was arranged for to-morrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisa]?

There was no objection.

The letter is as follows:

ARCHBISHOP'S HOUSE,
Baltimore, Md., March 18, 1930.
The Hon. HAMILTON FI1sH, Jr.,
House of Representatives, Washington, D, O.

My DBEarR Mz. Fisa: I hope that you will not consider it presumption
on my part if I give you the facts in the Foch memorial affair as I
know them,

(1) About a month ago Monsignor Buckey, pastor of St. Matthew's
Church, sent me an invitation to be present at an anniversary requiem
mass to be celebrated for Marshal Foch.

(2) I took it for granted at once that arrangements for this service
had been made with Monsignor Buckey by the French Embassy as was
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done on a previous oceasion. T replied to Mongignor Buckey, not only
accepting his invitation to be present but, furthermore, agreed to cele-
brate the mass to signify my regard for the memory of the great French
soldier, and at the same time to show my esteem for my good friend
the French ambassador.

(3) I had never heard of this man Murphy, nor had I ever heard of
any Foch Memorial Commitiee. About Murphy and his activities, )|
knew absolutely nothing. In order to correct a statement that ap-
peared in one of the Washington papers, I want it distinctly under-
stood that Murphy never came to me to make arrangements for the
mass.

(4) In his letter to me Monsignor Buckey made no mention whatso-
ever of Murphy. About the first week of March Father Hurney, pastor
of the Immaculate Conception Church, Washington, D, C., informed me
that arrangements for the mass had been made by this man Murphy,
and that on information which he had received from Congressman
Rovar Jomssox, he had come to the coneclusion that there was some-
thing irregular about the whole affair. It was esufficient for me to
know that the French Embassy was not interested at the time, and at
once I called up Monsignor Buckey and ordered him to cancel the cele-
Lration once and for all, There was no question of postponing It, It
was an emphatic cancellation of the whole business, Even at that
time, I had little or no information about any French memorial com-
mittee and none whatsoever of Mr. Murphy.

(5) Yesterday I received a long wire from a man named Doctor
Blakey, of Jersey City, demanding a reason for my action. Of course
I sent him no reply. This morning I received the inclosed copy of a
meeting of the Marshal Foch Memorial Committee. As you will see
from its perusal, the New York-New Jersey committee was dissolved on
February 1, 1920. It states, as you will see, “that conditions have
arizen which make it necessary and imperative to dissolve sald com-
mittee.” What those conditions were, of course, I do not know,

(6) When Murphy discovered on Sunday, March 16, that his arrange-
ments with Monsignor Buckey had been canceled by me, he came to
see me at Bethesda, where I was administering confirmation. I had no
conversation with Murphy beyond telling him that my ecancellation
order would not be revoked.~ That was the first and last time I saw
Murphy.

(7) Last evening three women came to see me from New York
reqguesting me to recall my order. One of them stated that she was
assistant chairman of the committee and the other that she was
Murphy's mother. They informed me that they were going to take the
matter up with the French Embassy to-day, and furthermore, that they
were going to raise $100,000 in a national drive to erect a monument
in Washington to General Foch. I gave them the information that I
guve Murphy, namely, that I was not interested in their civic activities,
but I would not allow the church to be used in any way in connection
with their work. ’

It was rather an unpleasant thing for me to have to take the action
I took, but there was nothing else for me to do in the premizes.

With sentiments of highest esteem, 1 remain yours sincerely,
MicHAEL J. CURLEY,
Archbishop of Baltimore,
P. 8.—You may make whatever use you wish of this letter.

Mr, FISH., Mr. Speaker, I am speaking as a veteran of the
World War who desires to help protect the interests of the
disabled veterans in the United States, and who desires to do
everything he can to prevent public opinion from being alien-
ated, which is being alienated all the time by these imposters,
frauds, and swindlers like Murphy, of New Jersey, who go
around and get well-known American citizens to serve on their
committees simply to raise money to put in their own pockets.

Mr. DALLINGER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH. I yield.

Mr. DALLINGER. Is this service going to be held?

Mr. FISH. The service has been canceled. It has not been
Il;?:];pnne(l indefinitely, but it has been canceled by the arch-

op.

It is only fair to the bona fide organization in New York to
have it go in the Recorn that Mr. Murphy has no connection at
all with the Foch National Memorial (Ine.) in New York City,
which is about to raise money for that purpose. Kenneth D.
Murphy, in my opinion, was an imposter and a swindler when
he was connected with the National Disabled Soldiers’ League,
and has since then been connected with other fraudulent activi-
ties. From copies of contracts I have in my possession he
worked his rackets on a basis of 50 per cent, taking 50 per
cent of all the money raised for his associate or friend, Mr.
Stewart Kelly, whose office is in New York.

I hope that in the future Members of the House and Senate
who permit the use of their names for these fake veteran or-
tghanizations will take the trouble to find out something about

em.

The Disabled American Veterans, of which Maj. Thomas
Kirby is legislative chairman, has done excellent work in fol-
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lowing up the record and activities of such men as John T.

Nolan and Kenneth D, Murphy. Major Kirby has rendered
great public service in protecting the public from such impos-
ters as Kenneth D. Murphy.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH. I yield.

Mr. UNDERHILL. The gentleman’s committee had this mat-
ter under consideration some two years or more ago, and at
that time it was hoped that this man could be put behind the
bars where he belonged. Will the gentleman state how he hap-
pened to escape?

Mr. FISH. I am glad the gentleman asked me that question.
When we investigated, we found the National Disabled Soldiers’
League to be a fraudulent organization but a very clever organi-
zation. Mr. Murphy is a very shrewd young man. They burned
all of their papers, destroyed all of their checks and receipts
and everything else, so that we were not able to get sufficient
information to go to the Department of Justice and have them
indicted and put in jail. Since then, however, Commander
Nolan has been sent to jail.

Mrs. NORTON. You say the commander is in jail. Which
commander ?

Mr. FISH. Commander Nolan, of the National Disabled
Soldiers’ League, is in jail.

Mrs. NORTON. Is Commander Nolan in jail for anything
he did in connection with the league?

Mr. FISH. He is in jail for passing numerous bad checks,

-using the name of the National Disabled Soldiers' League on

the checks—checks made out to the order of the National Dis-
abled Soldiers' League.

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

Mr, FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent to proceed
for three more minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for three additional minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mrs. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FISH. I yield.

Mrs. NORTON. When hearings were held two years ago and
you found that this man—Kenneth D, Murphy—was dishonest,
is it not true that his case was presented to the district attorney
in New York and that it was thrown out because of insufficient
evidence? /

Mr. FISH. Well, I do not know whether it was presented to
the district attorney in New York or not, but I know that our
committee made a thorough examination and we were unani-
mous that this man Kenneth D. Murphy was a fraud and an
imposter, and I am surprised that the lady from New Jersey is
attempting to defend such a man who has been commercializing
disabled soldiers and undermining the sympathy of the public
for the disabled soldiers for the past five years and discrediting
the legitimate service organizations, such as the American
Legion, Disabled American Veterans, and the Veterans of
Foreign Wars.

Mrs, NORTON. The gentleman from New York is presuming
a great deal when he attempts to say that I am defending the
gentleman, from wherever he comes. I am doing nothing of the
kind. I am simply asking a question. It has been my under-
standing that this case was brought up before four different dis-
trict attorneys of New York County and that every one of those
distriet attorneys threw out the case because of insufficient
evidence.

Mr. FISH. I will say to the lady from New Jersey that I do
not know that it ever had been presented to any district attor-
ney in New York City.

Mrs. NORTON. I have been told this was done.

Mr. FISH. I will say to the lady from New Jersey that I
called her secretary two weeks ago and gave her secretary the
record of Kenneth D. Murphy and suggested that she speak to the
lady from New Jersey and ask her to withdraw from the Foch
committee, which Murphy was sponsoring. .

Mrs. NORTON. I will say to the gentleman that I received
the message, but I have never considered that any man should
be found guilty on the unsupported evidence of any one par-
ticular man. I believe this was a question the court should
have decided.

Mr. FISH. A committee of Congress found that this man
never served in the war; that he was going around raising money
masquerading as a veteran of the World War, was proved to be
an imposter, and was using this money for his own selfish and
personal purposes.

Mr. Speaker, because of the questions which the lady from
New Jersey has just raised, I ask unanimous consent to include
in my remarks a letter from Samuel Joseph Reed, a former




5628

friend of Mr. Murphy, who gives Mr. Murphy’s entire record,
and I think that will be a complete answer to the lady from
New Jersey after she reads the record.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to insert in the Ilmcorp a letter. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

The letter is as follows:

. New Yorx Crry, March 5, 1930,
Congressman Hamivron FisH, Jr.,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.

DeAR CONGRESSMAN : I have recently learned that my name has been
connected again with K. D, Murphy, who has made a practice of getting
other people into all kinds of trouble. This would appear to be his
hobby. The following data may prove of interest to you.

The writer met Murphy during the time I was a member of the
National Disabled Soldiers’ League and also an officer (inactive) since
1 left Washington in 1923. My reason for leaving was that I had paid
bills for the organization, being reimbursed only about 50 per cent of
the amount due me, I even lent money to one of the officers, i. e,
MeCann, who still owes me $50.

1 did not see either Murphy or Nolan till the convention during
June, 1923,

I left them in Boston. That was the last time I saw them till
January, 1924, I met Murphy on the street and he asked me what
1 was doing. I told him I was out of work and needed a job. He
said: “I can give you a job at $20 a week until you get something
better.” The job consisted of opening the mail bags. I was there
about three weeks. During this time Mrs. Murphy, the mother of
Kenneth D. Murphy, seemed fo have charge of the office. Nolan came
on from Washington and gave orders to let me go, that they counld not
afford the additional expense (although since I have found out he could
afford to pay Mrs. Murphy and her daughter each $35 weekly and the
stenographer the same).

T left. The next time I heard of the organization and saw cne of
their letterheads I noticed my name was still carried as an officer of the
organization. I then sent a typewritten resignation, requesting them to
please accept same, and stating that I was about to enter a monastery.
In my letter of resignation I complimented them on the good work
they were performing, as I had been led to believe,

The next time I knew anything about them was when I had come
down from Graymoor to New York to make arrangements to enter the
Franciscan Monastery at Washington, D. C. I happened to run Into
Murphy on Broadway and he asked me how I was. I told him of my
plans for transfer to Washington and in the meantime 1 was trying to
get the training board to pay my tuition (which they refused). He then
told me that the Legion was using politics, trying to stop the good work
they were doing. I told him that if such were the case I felt sorry for
him. I always had faith in him, thinking he was above reproach (but
since I had a congressional report on the hearings of the investigation
and read of his service record, ete).

The next thing I knew, I received a long-distance telephone call from
Washington. Murphy on the wire, stating my name was being dragged
through the mud by the committee, and that he knew I was Interested
in my vocation—henee thought it best for me to come to Washington to
testify before the committee as to my connection with the organization.
1 did not know what was going on until I arrived in Washington and
was told of the investigation of the pencil campaign. Not knowing any-
thing about it, I told the organization’s lawyer. Slegal, I believed it
useless for me to be there. He gaid, * Oh, no; you are just the man
we want.” For what reason he said that I do not know to this day
unless it might have been politics.

I returned to New York to complete my arrangements to go to Wash-
ington and remained there until September, 1925; and during this
time on different occasions Mr. MecInery, who was assigned to the
Veterans' Bureau, was there to see me, which I appreciated. On his
last visit I told him I was about to leave, and asked if he knew any-
thing of the organization, explaining to him the moneys due me by
the organization—which he advised me to cross off my books and
forget, or words to that effect. -

It was in the winter of 1927 that I received a letter forwarded to
me from different addresses. It was from Murphy, saying he was in
the hospital in very bad condition; and as an act of charity I felt
it my duty to visit him. During the time I had known Murphy I had
been led to believe he was in the federalized National Guard and was
about to go overseas when he was hurt, and not receiving any assist-
ance from the Veterans’ Bureau this made me feel all the more sorry
for him. This was also the impression he had made on everyone with
whom he came in contact.

The pext time I saw him was in the subway. He told me of his
domestie troubles, and said he did not know what to do. I invited
him to stay at my apartment, as I was getting a home together for
my mother, There was plenty of room and he was weleome to stay
until such time as things were better at home. My mother eventually
refused to come to New York, so I gave up the apartment.
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During the time Murphy had lived with me T had helped him finan-
cially as well as giving him his living. 1 later learned that while he
was accepting my hospitality he bhad stolen money from me, for which
I had blamed the superintendent, said money being for rent. While I
was at work during the day he made the place a rendezvous of the
apartment, bringing in immoral women,

This information came to me from neighbors.

I next saw. him on Decoration Day, May 30, 1028, in the parade,
and met a friend who served with me overseas, a member of the
Veterans of Foreign Wars. He invited me to join his post, which I
did. After joining, Murphy approached me on the subject of honorary
membership, which was submitted to the post and approved, the name
of the post being Pvt, Moe Wolf, No. 113, address being 115 West
One hundred and twenty-fifth Street. After his admittance to the post
he informed me that the politicians he had met during the campaign
of November, 1928, had offered to assist him, also the veterans he
knew, such as distributing Christmas baskets, ete. I gave this in-
formation to the post, who were very much pleased. Before the next
meeting he told me that the politicians had * fallen down ' and would
be unable to get the Christmas baskets. He then suggested raising
money for a building fund, Murphy submitting a contract to the post,
signed by himself and officers of same, on the basis of 50 per cent.
He then suggested the post have headquarters downtown somewhere.
The first thing I knew letterheads were delivered at my house, naming
me as chairman of the peace good-will committee. I told Murphy I
would rather have him send the mall some place else, On his urging
I agreed to permit the mail to come to my address, and suggested that
returns be turned over immediately on arrival to the treasurer of the
organization,

One Sunday the members of the post were on their way to the
hospital at Castle Point to visit my friend who was a patient there.
When we arrived it was suggested to take notes as to the condition
of the hospital, as there was so much complaint, and in order to see if
said charges were true. As I stated in the letter which was sent to
yon, only three wards were such as stated, but not the whole hospital
as was charged. Hearing the papers had already some information, I
called up and stated that only the three wards were justified in the
complaint and that the rest of the building seemed to be in good
condition.

When I returned home from work that day the reporter of the New
York Times came to my house. I stated the same to the reporter as
contained in your letter of December, 1928, I asked Murphy what he
had done, and in reply he entered the room, telling the reporter his
story. In the meantime I had to step out and answer the phone. On
my return the reporter was getting ready to leave and Murphy gave
him his card, which stated “ Commander Murphy.” 1 asked him why
he did this. His reply was it was an old name card he had left from
the organization. T told him it was wrong. That's how it came about
in the papers he was called * Commander Murphy.” One day I got
a hold of him and had him come along with me, wanting him to retract
the statement as to the conditions at the hospital, also explaining about
the article referring to commander. The Times informed me it was too
late; that they had already received different phone calls stating
* Commander Murphy speaking,” and the story was verified by the re-
porter. As far as they were ned, it was closed. 1 did my best
trying to rectify the thing, but it couldn’t be done. Just another bit
of trouble he succeeded in getting me into. I may state whatever I did
was in the interests of disabled comrades. If I had made mistakes,
I would have been willing to rectify same,

The next time I heard of him was through Mrs. Agnes P. Hardman,
whom I had the pleasure of meeting during the campaign of 1928.
She had ealled me on the phone and asked if I was golng to attend
a meeting, This was in October, 1820. I told her * No,” as I did not
know what it was for. She replied, “ Commander Murphy. has called a
meeting of the Marshal Foch Memorial Committee, and you are on the
committee.” I told her it was news to me, but consented just to find
out what Murphy was up to. There was only one meeting of the com-
mittee and that was at Lieunt. Thomas Denny, jr.'s, home. I consented
making Lieutenant Denny treasurer, but refused to sign a contract
giving a Mr. Btewart J. Kelly 50 per cent of the profits. This Kelly
maintains an office at 55 West Forty-second Street, room 430. On
different occasions I went there for the sole purpose of seeing what
was going on. Murphy had a desk in his office and was arranging all
veteran affairs for this Kelly, It has been said recently that Murphy
received 50O per cent from Eelly on all affairs secured from veterans’
organizations., T understand now why he has pretended to be so anxious
to do something for veterans., After getting this information I reported
it to the llaison officer of the Veterans of Foreign Wars at the Veterans'
Bureau and told the story. He stated he did not want anything to do
with it, but advised me to take up the matter with the department of
publie welfare, which I did. Also went to the Department of Justice,
Before going I was advised to sece a Mr. Leslie, and repeated the same
story to him, informing him that the department of public welfare was
working on the case. He advised me to wait until the local authoritiss
were finished and let him know. On the advice of the commissioner of
publie welfare, we, the committee, were to have a meeting and tu
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abolish the said organization, even if we didn't give Murphy permission
to use our names. This was done, and said copy of the minutes were
forwarded to you, as I understand.

Murphy on hearing this called me on the phone and informed me
he was going through with the erecting of the alleged monument and
that the unveiling was to take place with Nolan present and himself,
Murphy, to unveil this monument as national officers of the National
Disabled Boldiers’ League. e then told me it was still easy to raise
money on the name of the organization. I told him that if he did not
refrain I would swear out a warrant for his arrest. Mrs. Hardman
informed me on different occasions that Murphy has made appoint-
ments with people over the phone and using my name. It was only
through the kindness of Mrs. Hardman that I have found out a great
deal about Murphy.

Since I have been discharged from the Army and hospitals and also
since leaving the monastery I have always worked very hard for my
living and never did approve of commercializing the name of the
disabled veterans. Not knowing the damage that Murphy has caused
me, I may say again it was through the kindness of Mrs. Hardman
I found things out. I owe her many thanks. Whatever you may
think of me in the future, please do not connect my name with such
a damnable skunk, who is not fit to be called an American citizen,

I may state that the work I did with the organization in 1921 and
1922 was in the interests of disabled comrades and has been undone
by parasites. Such men who commercialize the names of ex-service
men should be driven out of existence, and if I can be of any assistance
in doing so please be free to call on me. They have not only hurt
the name of the disabled soldiers but are hindering the good work
that is being done by the Veterans of Foreign Wars, Disabled American
Yeterans, and American Legion.

If the occasion ever occurs when you are in New York City, I will
be pleased to see you in person.

Sincerely yours,
SAMUEL JosEPH REED.

ATHLETIC RELATIONS BETWEEN MILITARY AND NAVAL SERVICE
SCHOOLS

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert
in the Recorp at this time a different matter, It has to do with
a resolution that passed the New York State Assembly asking
for the resumption of football relations between West Point and
Annapolis. It is very brief, and I hope permission will be
granted to have it placed in the RECORD.-

When we try to bring about agreements between foreign
nations for limitations of naval armament we at least ought to
remember that charity begins at home and that we should make
an effort to settle this childish, puerile disagreement between
the Military and Naval Academies. I have reason to believe it
will be settled in a short time satisfactorily to all concerned
and that a football game will be played between these two
great service academies next fall,

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I think this can be settled without having this.put in the Recorp.
I object.

NATIONAL DISABLED SOLDIERS’ LEAGUE (INC.)

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fisu] for three
minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
lady from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I
am sorry to have been drawn into this discussion, and I think
it is due to the House to explain exactly why I have been
drawn into it.

I introduced the bill in commemoration of Marshal Foch be-
cause the names of the Marshal Foch Memorial Committee con-
tained some very substantial names from my district in New
Jersey.

I was interested in such a bill, as Marshal Foch was one of
the outstanding figures of the World War, in charge of all the
allied armies, and his great deeds merit such recognition.
Monuments have been erected to other heroes, and I considered
it a very worthy cause.

1 did not have any knowledge of the alleged activities of Mr.
Kenneth Murphy in connection with the Disabled Soldiers’
League, which Mr. Fisa says was investigated ; but I do believe
that if any of the persons so engaged were guilty of criminal
practices that it should have been the duty of the proper officials
of this Government to seek indictments and prosecution of such
offenders. However, regardless of who Mr. Murphy is or what
he has done, I do know that many very representative Ameri-
cans of unimpeachable character are deeply interested in the
proposition that adequate recognition in the form of a memorial
at Washington be given to the great generalissimo of the allied
armies.
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And I am in hearty agreement with their views, and I believe
that the gentleman from New York [Mr., Fisu], as a former
officer, who served indirectly under Marshal Foch, will give us
his aid in seeing that a fitting memorial, erected here in Wash-
ington, will be a constant reminder to generations to come that
America is not ungrateful and deeply cherishes the memory
of a man who at an hour when the fate of the world trembled
in the balance was selected by the governments of all allied
nations to lead their armed forces to victory.

ADDRESS OF HON. ANTHONY J. GRIFFIN

Mr, FITZPATRICK. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in to-day’s ReEcorp by inserting a speech
delivered by my colleague Hon, ANTHONY J. GRIFFIN on Sun-
day, March 16, 1930, in New York City.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting
some remarks delivered by his colleague Mr. GrIFFIN. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The speech is as follows:

IRELAND—ITS PRESENT AND FUTURE

Mr. Toastmaster, there lingers in my memory a flash of opinion
spontaneously recorded by Lindbergh. When he had nearly reached his
journey's end he got a glimpse of Ireland, and it seemed, he said, the
most beautiful spot he had ever seen.

A recent visit confirms his estimate of its entrancing beauty.
From Mallin Head and Giants Causeway to Glengariff and the Cove
of Cork, the country abounds in a diversity of the beautiful and the
picturesque. No scene in the islands of the West Indies seemed more
beautiful and inspiring than the turqguoise waters of the Atlantie
lapping its rugged shores.

Struck by the beauty of the scenery, the question often arose: What
perversity in human nature could tempt people to leave scenes so
enchanting? At Cnairndonagh I asked the guestion of an old man—
an ex-soldier. He shock his head sadly and replied: * Yes, it is beau-
tiful indeed, but there is nothing to do.”

In the old days it used to be political and religious persecution.
To-day it is economic stress and want of work. At every station,
on the road from Dublin to Limerick, Killarney and Cork there was
invariably a little family group bidding farewell to some strapping
youth or bright colleen. The gentle courage of the old folks, through
tear-dimmed eyes, trying to look brave and the half gasped “ Good
byes" of the children striking out on a great adventure stretched the
heartstrings and severely tested the self-mastery of one's emotions.

No gathering of the Friends of Erin upon this anniversary fulfills its
mission or justifies the celebration of this day unless we pause to medi-
tate upon the amazing achievement of that saintly scholar who con-
verted a pagan people to Christianity in one generation. Think of it!
He was unquestionably the greatest missionary in all history.

Granting this, is there not yet some meed of praise due to the noble
character of the people on whom the kindly teachings of the humble
Nazarene made so deep an impression?

If they were a cruel race, the doctrine of brotherly love would have
fallen on deaf ears.

If they were an Inhospitable people, the admonitions to be kind to
the stranger, to feed the hungry, to nurse the weak, would have been
entirely incomprehensible.

If they were a lustful people, the idea of virtue and respect for
womanhood could never have been grasped. And, finally, if they had
been a selfish and arrogant people, they would never have understood
the simplicity, the democracy, and the spirit of self-sacrifice of Christ’s
teachings.

Therefore, in paying our tribute to the wonderful character of 8t. Pat-
rick, let 1t not be forgotten that the seed of his teaching fell on a soil
that was fertile and into hearts that were ready to blossom.

It is no exaggeration to say, and history will bear me out, that the
persistent, unconquerable loyalty of the Irish people to the teachings
of Christianity is the basic cause of their undoing as a nation. They
were always truer to God than to Mammon—their Christian simplicity
and want of guile made them the vietims of greed and treachery—two
wicked traits of an enemy which they could never comprehend. With
this great people their yea meant yea; their nay meant nay. What-
ever the inducement, they kept their word and were ever true to their
faith.

Their very first quarrel with their Saxon neighbors was to uphold
the honor of womanhood and defend the sanctity of the home.

Throughout their history the Irish, as a race, never temporized with
vice or made a compromise with injustice. The tears, the toils, and the
vicissitudes of 700 years of oppression are, after all, the supreme test
of their devotion to the teachings of Christ and the grandest tribute
to their glory as a elvilized people.

Throughout her sad history Ireland has ever been the land of
dreams,. Even in her deepest sorrow she has steadfastly held to those
noble ideals of life and ethics which have made her heroes asdmired
and her womanhood beloved throughout the world.
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The Imagination, the sense of humor, and the religious fervor of the
people are echoed and reechoed in every theme in the literature, the art,
and the music of Irish culture.

No tyranny could ever still the harp or paralyze the tongue of the
muses, Throughout the long struggle for liberty the arts flonrished—in
fact, seemed to be stimulated by the very shackles that bound them.

They had the God-given gifts of endurance, devotion, and fidelity
and were blessed with the patience to bide their time. They could be
coaxed, but never driven. They could die, but never be conguered.
Their banners were often trampled in the dust or drenched with the
blood of heroes, but never did they fail to rise again, to wave again,
back into battle again, to give heart to their children, and hurl a death-
less challenge to their foes.

“ God moves in a mysterious way His wonders to perform,” and as
good men are often tried by trouble to bring out their virtues, so it
might be that God in His wisdom has consented to the long travail of
the Irish race for the ultimate benefit of mankind, for has it not seat-
tered this virile people all over the globe? And not the least or the last
to share in the benefits of this enforced migration has been our own
beloved land.

No matter where they have drifted, you will never find the Irish blood
false to the ideals of liberty. Their own oppression for long genera-
tions has inspired them with an instinctive horror of tyranny, so that
throughount history you will always find Irishmen fighting on the side of
the oppressed, shoulder to shoulder with those who are struggling to
establish liberty or maintain freedom of consclence.

Our American Revolution is a startling revelation of this. There were
56 signers of our Declaration of Independence. Thirteen of these, or
nearly one-fonrth, were either of Irish birth or of Irish descent (pater-
nal or maternal), and it is claimed that upward of one-third of the
Continental Army were of Irish birth or origin.

It is universally admitted that the agitation for liberty in the Colonies
was kept alive by the Irish, the Scotch, the German, and the Dutch
immigrants—a fact which makes the so-called racial origins law seem
so ridiculous to-day.

Perhaps a bare majority of the Colonists were of English origin;
but where they were not out-and-out Torles the bulk of that natiomality
were certainly not very warm adherents of American independence,

But I will not dwell on old sores. Nations, no more than individuals,
can long endure on hate. It is an evil thing to encourage, and if we
ever are to hope for a world without war we must encourage the spirit
of Christian forgiveness.

Ireland has now achieved a re of independence. She has taken
her place among the nations of the world. She is represented by her
ambassadors at foreign capitals, and she has the largest measure of
autonomy ever énjoyed since the invasion of Henry II.

8till it can not be claimed that Ireland has attained her ultimate
destiny, The cutting off of Ulster was a cruel blow to the dreams of
Wolfe Tone, of Grattan, of Robert Emmet, and Daniel O'Connell. Never-
theless, it is only a political experiment that will for some time have to
be endured.

What the new natlon needs to-day is peace—and he is no friend of
Erin, who will, at a gafe distance of 3,000 miles, encourage discord
or foment further trouble.

The present government is doing nobly. It has the confidence of
the bulk of the people. It is running true to form In that it respects
the minority.

While the Ulster government has gerrymandered the districts so
that no Catholic can be elected to office and expelled them by the
thousand in certain localities, the Dublin government has never been
tempted to indulge in un-Christian reprisals. The districts in the
south of Ireland have beem so justly apportioned that one-half of
the seats in the Irish Senate are held by Protestants.

Due praise must be accorded to British fair play, for in the act of
1922, establishing the Irish Free State and giving constitutions to
both sections, there is a just provision securing to minorities in boih
areas the benefits of proportionate representation. The Dublin gov-
ernment has consclenclously adhered to this guaranty, while TUlster
has dishonestly evaded it

This is a situation which is in the lap of the gods and it is the
hope of all true friends of Ireland that a better policy will bring
about in time the recognition of the justice of the original contract.

It is purely a guestion of keeping faith. Sooner or later the great
truth of history will be recognized—that magnanimity and justice are
paramount requisites of nations as well ag of individuals. The words
of Daniel O'Connell are recalled: “No politieal change is worth the
spilling of one drop of blood.” We may not all agree with that, but it
shows that he was true to his Christian teaching. There is one thing
with which we will agree, and that is that nothing is politically right
which is morally wrong.

The state of Ireland to-day calls for peace. With peace she will
prosper., With justice and Christian charity as her guiding stars, the
two sectlons will eventually be restored to mutual confidence, and soon
will follow, as the day the night, a reunited Erin which will reestab-
lish ber art, her culture, her industry, and her ancient glory.
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The prophecy of John Boyle O'Reilly will yet be fulfilled :

“All thy life has been a symbol
We can only read a part;
God will flood thee yet with sunshine
For the woes that drench thy heart.”

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the President of the United States
was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one of his secre-
taries, who also informed the House that on the following dates
the President approved and signed a joint resolution and bills
of the House of the following titles:

On March 15, 1930 :

H. J. RRes. 223. Joint resolution to provide for the expenses of
participation by the United States in the International Confer-
ence for the Codification of International Law in 1930.

On March 17, 1930:

H. R. 4767. An act to aunthorize sale of iron pier in Delaware
Bay near Lewes, Del.;

H. R.T971. An act to extend the times for commencing and
completing the construction of a bridge across the French Broad
River on Tennessee Highway No. 9 near the town of Bridgeport
in Cocke County, Tenn.;

H. R, 8287. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State Highway Commission of Virginia to maintain a bridge
already constructed across the Shenandoah River in Clarke
County, Va., United States route No, 50: and

H. R.9180. An act to legalize a bridge across the Roanoke
River at or near Weldon, N. C.

CONFERENCE REPORT—FIRST DEFICIENCY BILL

Mr. WOOD. Mr, Speaker, I call up the conference report on
H. R. 9979, making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies
in cerfain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1930, and prior fiscal years, to provide urgent supplemental ap-
propriations for the fiscal years ending June 80, 1930, and June
80, 1931, and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent
that the statement may be read in lieu of the report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana calls up the
conference report on the bill H. R, 9979 and asks unanimous
consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement,

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
9079) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in
certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930,
and prior fiscal years, to provide urgent supplemental appropria-
tions for the fiscal years ending June 380, 1930, and June 30,
1631, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free
conference have agreed to recommend and do recornmend to their
respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its anrendments numbered 5, 25,
26, 35, and 45.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 8, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18, 22, 24, 30, 31, 32, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 48,
51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, b7, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, GR,
69, 70, 71, T2, 73, T4, 75, 76, T7, 78, 79, 82, 83, 84, and 85, and
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“The unexpended balance of the appropriation for miscel-
laneous items, exclusive of labor, contingent fund of the Senate
for the fiscal year 1929, is reappropriated and made available
for the fiscal year 1930.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from ity
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of
the matter inserted by =aid amendment strike out the numerals
“1930 " and insert in lieu thereof “1929”; and the Senate agree
to the same,

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 5§ of
the matter inserted by said amendment strike out *“ to be imme-
diately available ”; and the Senate agree to the same,
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Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the
matter inserted by said amendment strike out the following:
“ fiscal year 1930 "; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the sum of $7,000,000 named in said amendment insert
“ $6,000,000”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“ Relief of the State of Alabama: For carrying out the pro-
visions of the act entitled ‘An act for the relief of the State of
Alabama for damage to and destruction of roads and bridges by
floods in 1929, approved March 12, 1930, $1,660,000, to remain
available until June 30, 1931.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“SQupport of Indian schools: For support and education of
Indian pupils in reservation and nonreservation Indian schools,
as follows: For additional subsistence, $195,000; for subsistence
of pupils retained in boarding schools during summer months,
$£40,000; for noonday lunches in day schools, $50,000; for addi-
tional clothing, $50,000; for additional personnel for enlarged
program of study, $200,000; for equipment, $175,000; for furni-
ture, $240,000; for livestock, $150,000; in all, fiscal years 1930
and 1931, $1,100,000.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:

“Travel expenses: For an additional amount for travel and
miscellaneous expenses, office of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster
General, fiscal years 1930 and 1931, $1,000.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its
dizsagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“ $65,112.82 ; Department of the Interior, $254,632.59 ; Navy De-
partment, $384,050.54 ; Post Office Department, $44,518.34; Treas-
ury Department, §8,080.65; War Department, $1,253,512.23; in
all, $2,456447.31"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 63
of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out “$2.68"
and insert in lieu thereof *268"; and the Senate agree to the
same.

The committee of conference have not agreed on amendments
numbered 19, 23, 27, 46, 47, 49, and 50.

Wirt R. Woop,
Louis C. CRAMTON,
Epwarp H. Wason,
JoserH W. BYRNS,
J. P. BUCHANAN,
Managers on the part of the House,
W. L. JoxEs,
FrEDERICK HALE,
L. C. Pureps,
LEE 8. OVERMAN,
CarTeER GLASS,
. Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (II. R. 9979) making appropriations to
supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior fiscal years, to pro-
vide urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiseal years
ending June 30, 1930, and June 30, 1931, and for other pur-
poses, submit the following statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the ae-
companying conference report as to each of such amendments,
namely :

On Nos. 1 to 11, inclusive, relating to expenses of the Senate:
Appropriates the customary year's salary to the beneficiaries
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of three deceased Senators; strikes out the paragraph pro-
posing an amendment of the * legislative pay act of 1920";
appropriates $3,000 for stationery, $5,000 for folding speeches
and pamphlets, and $25,000 for miscellaneous items of the con-
tingent fund; reappropriates the unexpended balance of the
appropriation for miscellaneous items for the fiscal year 1929
and makes it available for the fiscal year 1930; appropriates
$25,000 for Senate kitchens and restaurants; and provides an
additional amount of $4,611.66 for reporting debates of the
Senate on account of the special session of the present Con-
gress; all as proposed by the Senate.

On Nos. 12, 13, 14, and 15, relating to the House of Repre-
gsentatives: Appropriates the customary year's salary to the
beneficiaries of two members of the House who died after the
bill had passed the House and grants $750 for payment to
Frank M. Ramey for expenses incurred in the contested-election
case of Major against Ramey. {

On No. 16: Appropriates $74.50 for payment of stenographic
reporting services rendered to the Joint Committee on
Printing.

On Nos. 17 and 18, relating to the office of the Architect of
the Capitol: Appropriates $2378 for the installation of traffie
lights on the Capitol Grounds and $60,000 for maintenance and
operation of the Senate Office Building.

On No. 20: Appropriates $100,000,000, as proposed by the
Senate, to be added to the revolving fund authorized for use of
the Federal Farm Board.

On No. 21: Appropriates $20,500, as proposed by the Senate,
for expenses of .the George Washington Bicentennial Com-
mission.

On No. 22: Makes a transfer of $5,000, as proposed by the
Senate, to enable the National Advisory Committee for Aero-
nauties to carry on necessary printing and binding.

On No. 24: Appropriates $76,793, as proposed by the Senate, in-
stead of £55,460, as proposed by the House for general expenses
under the Office of Public Buildings and Parks to provide
rental of space for the office of Superintendent of Prisons,

On No. 25: Strikes out the appropriation of $3,500, inserted by
the Senate, for certain improvements in connection with the
National Museum.

On No. 26: Strikes out the appropriation of $13.000, inserted
by the Senate, for additional equipment and expenses of schools
for erippled children in the Distriet of Columbia.

On No. 28: Appropriates $6,000,000, instead of $7,000,000, as
proposed by the Senate, for seed grain loans under the act ap-
proved March 3, 1930. .

On No. 29: Appropriates $1,660,000 for relief of the State of
Alabama for damage to and destruction of roads and bridges
by floods in 1929 in accordance with the act approved March 12,
1930. The appropriation is made by reference to the law in-
stead of incorporating the law in the appropriation bill as pro-
posed by the Senate.

On Nos. 30, 31, and 32. relating to the Department of Com-
merce : Appropriates $174.98, as proposed by the Senate, instead
of $99.08, as proposed by the House, for damage claims under
the Lighthouse Service and appropriates $65,666.67 for salaries
in the Patent Office, as proposed by the Senate, instead of
$70,000, as proposed by the House,

On Nos. 33, 34, and 35, relating to the Bureau of Indian
Affairs: Appropriates for the maintenance and operation of irri-
gation systems on the Fort Peck Reservation, Mont., in the
language proposed by the Senate, instead of in the phraseology
proposed by the House, the amount remaining the same and the
change heing solely in the interest of eclarity of expression;
appropriates $1,100.000, as proposed by the House, instead of
$1,370,000, as proposed by the Senate, for support of Indian
schools, the amount of $1,100,000 to be segregated as follows:
Hubsistence, $195,000 ; subgistence in boarding schools in summer
months, $40,000; noonday lunches in day schools, $50,000; cloth-
ing, $50,000; personnel for enlarged study program, $200,000;
equipment, $175,000; furniture, $240,000; and livestock, $150,000;
and strikes out the legislation providing for the use of $2,000
of the tribal funds of the Fort Berthold Indians in North Dakota
for attorneys and other expenses.

On No. 36: Appropriates $275,000, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $175,000, as proposed by the House, for cooperative
and general investigations under the Bureau of Reclamation.

On No. 37: Appropriates $1,000, as proposed by the Senate, for
travel and miscellaneous expenses, office of the Fourth Asgsistant
Postmaster General,

On Nos. 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, and 43, relating to the Department
of State: Appropriates $6,600, as proposed by the Senate, for
additional expenses of the International Joint Commission,
United States and Great Britain; appropriates $150,000 addi-
tional, as proposed by the Senate, for expenses of the naval
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conference at Londen as authorized by law and treaty; appro-
priates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate, for expenses of the
inquiry into conditions in Haiti authorized by the public resolu-
tion approved February 6, 1030; appropriates $50,000, as pro-
posed by the Senate, for the surveys in connection with an
inter-American highway authorized by the public resolution
approved March 4, 1929; appropriates $4,000, as proposed by
the Senate, for expenses of the Inter-American Congress of
Rectors, Deans, and Educators, authorized by the public reso-
lution approved February 19, 1930; and appropriates $15,000, as
proposed by the Senate, for expenses of delegates to the Fourth
World's Poultry Congress, authorized by the publie resolution
approved March 10, 1930.

On Nos. 44, 45, 48, 51, 52, 53, b4, b5, and 56, relating to the
Treasury Department: Transfers, as proposed by the Senate,
sums aggregating $380,000 from the appropriation for * fuel”
to the appropriation for “pay and allowances” for the Coast
Guard and strikes out the proposal, inserted by the Senate, to
designate the station assignments of motor boats to be acquired
under an appropriation in the bill; increases, as proposed by the
Senate, the limit of cost of the public building at Lynchburg,
Va., so as to provide for the enlargement of the site; appro-
priates $5,000 for the construction of two silos at the leper
hospital at Carville, La.; appropriates $9,000 for two silos and
a bridge at the tuberculosis sanitarium at Fort Stanton,
N. Mex. ; provides $30,000 for repairs at the New York quaran-
tine station; and appropriates $64,400 and $7,035 for additional
clerical and technical personnel in the Office of the Supervising
Architect in connection with the public-building program.

On No. 57: Appropriates §12,000,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for additional work in connection with the improvement, mainte-
nance, and preservation of rivers and harbors,

On Nos. 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, and 64, relating to damage claims:
Appropriates $55,306.74, as proposed by the Senate, instead of
$44,500.56, as proposed by the House, for the payment of damage
claims settled by the departments and establishments under the
act of December 28, 1923, to cover claims certified to Congress
after the bill had passed the House,

On Nos. 65 to 77, inclusive: Appropriates for judgments of
United States Courts in the amounts proposed by the Senate in
order to cover judgments certified to Congress after the bill had
passed the House.

On Nos. 78, 79, and 80, relating to judgments of the Court of
Claims: Appropriates $2,456,447.31, as proposed by the Senate,
instead of $2,096,308.89, as proposed by the House, in order to
cover judgments certified to Congress after the bill had passed
the House and eliminates the proviso inserted by the Senate
directing how the judgment in favor of the Iowa Tribe of In-
dians shall be distributed to the members of such tribe.

On Nos. 81, 82, and 83, relating to audited claims: Appropri-
ates for audited claims allowed by the General Accounting Office
in the amounts provided by the Senate amendments to cover
claims certified to Congress after the bill had passed the House
and modified to correct an error in one of the submitted
amounts,

On Nos, 84 and 85: Correct section numbers of the bill.

The managers on the part of the House have agreed to ree-
ommend that the House concur in Senate amendment No. 19,
providing an additional ecataloguer under the Joint Committee
on Printing for indexing the CoNGRESBSIONAL REcoRD, and Senate
amendment No. 27, appropriating $100,000 and making available
certain other funds to satisfy a condemnation award for
a school-building site in the Distriet of Columbia.

A general disagreement is reported on the following Senate
amendments :

On No. 23, appropriating $3,000,000 for the Porto Rican Hur-
ricane Relief Commission.

On No. 46, increasing the limit of cost of the Boston, Mass,,
public building from $6,000,000 to $6,750,000.

On No. 47, increasing the limit of cost of the Denver, Colo.,
public bullding from $1,060,000 to $1,235,000.

On Nos. 49 and 50, changing the arrangement of the limit of
cost for the public-building project at Richmond, Va.

Wit R. Woob,

Louis C. CRAMTON,

Epwarp H, Wasox,

JoserH W. BYrxs,

J. P. BUCHANAN,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen of the
House, I wish very briefly to call your attention to what this
first deficiency bill contains. The amount of the bill as passed
by the House was $48,241,562.73. The amount of the bill as
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passed by the Senate was $173,834,414.96. The amount added
was $125,502,852.23.

After the bill passed the Senate there was a conference, and
this is the result of the conference: The House agreed to items
totaling §121,206,127.23. The Senate has receded from $1,286,-
725. The items in disagreement amount to $3,100,000.

The bill contains many items based upon Budget estimates
transmitted to the Senate after the bill had passed the House,
including judgments, audited claims, damage claims, and items
based upon new laws. While the amount agreed to by the
House in conference, namely, $121,206,127.23, seems to be very
large, it is composed of the following principal items: The Fed-
eral Farm Board, additional to revolving fund for loans, $100,-
000,000. Seed-grain loans in 15 States, $6,000,000. Alabama,
restoration of Federal-aid roads, destroyed by floods in 1929,
$1,660,000. Rivers and harbors work, $12,000,000.

The principal items brought back in disagreement are the
Porto Rican hurricane relief item of $3,000,000. Increasing the
limit of cost of the Boston public building from $6,000,000 to
$6,750,000. Increasing the limit of cost of the Denver public
building from $£1,060,000 to $1,235,000. These are the principal
items in dispute, and there are some others which I do not
think are controversial.

I have stated the result of the conference, upon which there
was very little disagreement so far as the items contained in
the report are concerned.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD., Yes.

Mr. SNELL. I wish the gentleman would explain No. 21,
which appropriates $20,500, as proposed by the Senate, for the
expenses of the George Washington Bicentennial Commission.

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman that in 1924 an act
passed this House anticipating the observance of this bicen-
tennial. There was a commission appointed at that time, which
served for a considerable length of time and then lapsed. On
the 21st day of February, 1930, a bill passed both branches of
the Congress, and was signed by the President, authorizing this
appropriation and authorizing many other appropriations to be
connected with this bicentennial,

Mr. SNELL. Could the gentleman inform the House as to
how much money has already been appropriated for this cele-
bration and what the commission intends to ask for in the
future?

Mr. WOOD. I will say that, as far as the future is concerned,
there are several items in this bill. There is one item of
$157,975, which is to be used for the completion of the plans, and
so forth. Then there is an item of $3,000.

Mr. SNELL. What does the $157,000 provide for?

Mr. WOOD. It is to carry out the provisions of this para-
graph in the act approved February 21, 1930, as follows:

That the United States Commission for the Celebration of the Two
Hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of George Washington established
by the joint resolution entitled * Joint resolution authorizing an appro-
priation for the participation of the United States in the preparation
and eompletion of plans for the comprebensive observance of that great-
est of all historic events, the bicentennial of the birthday of George
Washington,” approved December 2, 1824 (hereinafter referred to as
the * commission ™), i8 authorized and directed to prepare, as a con-
gressional memorial to George Washington, a definitive editlon of all
his essential writings, public and private (excluding the diaries), includ-
ing personal letters from the original manuscripts or first prints, and
the general orders, at a cost not to exceed $56,000 for preparation of
the manuscript. Such definitive edition shall be printed and bound at
the Government Printing Office and shall be in about the same form as
the already published diaries of George Washington and shall consist
of 25 volumes, more or less. There ghall be 3,000 gets of such edition,
2,000 of which shall be sold by the Superintendent of Documents at a
cost equal to the total cost under this section of preparing the manu-
seript and printing and binding the entire edition., The commission
shall, upon issue of the final volume, distribute the remaining 1,000 sets
as follows: Two each to the President, the library of the Senate, and
the library of the House of Representatives; 25 to the Library of Con-
gress; one to each member of the Cabinet; one each to the Vice Presi-
dent and the Speaker of the House of Representatives; one to each Sen-
ator, Representative in Congress, Delegate, and Resident Commisgsioner ;
one each to the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of
Representatives ; and one to each member and officer of the commission.
The remaining sets shall be distributed as the commission directs includ-
ing such number of sets as may be necessary for forelgn exchange. The
“usual number ™ for congressional distribution and for depository
libraries shall not be printed. To ecarry out the purpose of this para-
graph there is authorized to be appropriated the sum of $157,075, or so
much thereof as may be necessary, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated.
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Mr, SNELL. A short time ago we appropriated $400,000 to
take care of this entire proposition, as I remember, Is that
correct?

Mr. WOOD. I do not recall how much was appropriated.
There was an authorization contained in the bill of 1924, but
how much was expended by the commission then appointed I
am not able to state.

Mr. SNHEHLL. It seems to me the House should have some
information as to the ultimate amount to be used in this
celebration.

Mr. WOOD. 1In the act which was approved February 21,
1930, there is this provision:

Sec. 2. (a) The commission is authorized and directed to—

(1) Prepare, print, bind, and distribute 100,000 copies of a pamphlet
entitled * Honor to George Washington,” at a cost not to exceed $3,000;
100,000 copies of a pamphlet entitled * Reading about George Wash-
ington,” at a cost not to exceed $10,000; and 2,000 copies of a
pamphlet entitled * Directions for Celebration and Pageants,” at a
cost not to exceed $4,000;

(2) Prepare 120,000 photolithographic copies of the best approved
original portrait of George Washington, and deliver in tubes, ready for
mailing, 200 copies to each Senator, Representative in Congress, Dele-
gate, and Resident Commissioner, at a cost not to exceed $7,000;

(3) Prepare, print, bind, and distribute a George Washington atlas,
at a cost not to exceed $12,000; and

(4) Collaborate with the Library of Congress, State historical so-
cieties, authorities concerned with State history, and the National
Geographie Society in the preparation of a George Washington map,
showing places he visited or of which he was an Inhabitant, which
map shall bear the names of members of the commission, and shall be
issued in a number of the National Geographic Magazine in an edition
of about 1,300,000 copies, at a cost to the commission not to exceed
$7,000,

Mr. SNELL. Have all of these things been appropriated for
or are they to be cared for in the future?

Mr. WOOD. In the deficiency bill the only amount that has
been appropriated or is attempted to be appropriated is the
$20,500 I have already referred fo.

Mr. SNELL. What is that for?

Mr. WOOD. As I understand it is to permit Colonel Grant
and our colleague, Mr. Brooy, to begin the commencement of a
program to earry out this celebration.

Mr. SNELL. Does not the gentleman think that before we
make any more appropriations in a piecemeal way like this we
ghould have some definite plan to place before the House, and
that we shonld know something about what the cost of this
celebration is going to be?

Mr. WOOD. I think the gentleman is absolutely correct,
and I take it for granted that the two gentlemen who have been
selected to have charge of the preparation and arrangement of
the program, entertainment, pageant, or whatever the arrange-
ments may be, by the time of the next deficiency bill or by
the time of the next general appropriation bill will be able
to give us some definite idea of the cost.

Mr. SNELL. That is, a complete estimate of the entire pro-
gram, so that we will not be continually called on to make
appropriations of $20,000 or $40,000 or $100,000 and will know
exactly what the appropriations are for.

Mr. WOOD. I hope that will be done.

Mr. SNELL. I hope the chairman of the Committee on Ap-
propriations will insist upon that before recommending any
further appropriation.

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. HOWARD. I understood a little item of $15,000 was
inserted by the Senate in an amendment for the construction
of an economics building at the Government Indian school at
Genoa, Nebr., but I ean not find the item here. Does the gen-
tleman know about that?

Mr. WOOD. No; I do not know anything about that. I do
not think that was in the bill as it came to us. Perhaps it got
lost in the Senate somewhere. [Launghter.]

Mr. HOWARD. Would the gentleman permit me to insert it

now?
Mr. WOOD. No; we can not do that. This house is built.
Mr. HOWARD. Yes. [Laughter.]
Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr, WOOD. I yield.
Mr. WRIGHT. I notice from the report that the conferees

reduced the appropriation of $7,000,000 for fertilizer, seed, and
farm loans.

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. WRIGHT. The discussion about that matter on the
floor of the Senate seemed to indicate that the temper of the
Senate was that if more funds were needed for this purpose

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

i

5633

they were willing to appropriate them. May I inguire what is
the attitude of the chairman of the Appropriations Committee
of the House about that?

Mr. WOOD. I would say to the gentleman that the attitude
of the conferees upon that appropriation was this: The season
is now so well advanced that in all probability before proper
arrangements can be made whereby the Department of Agricul-
ture can malke these loans, it will be too late for many of them.
By reason of past experience with respect to what has to be
done, we know that they have to get up the proper form of
mortgage and the form of the application and all that sort of
thing and before that time arrives it will be toe late to make
many loans that otherwise might be made.

Then there is this further thought. Many of these States do
not need this money and will never ask for a dollar of it, I hope.

Mr. WRIGHT. In that connection, the bill as originally
passed by the Senate was for $6.,000,000, and as I recall, the
Committee on Agriculture of the House first determined to
recommend $6,000,000, but later other States were included and
an additional $1,000,000 was added to the amount carried in the
bill.

Mr. WOOD. Yes,

Mr. WRIGHT. In thre administration of this fund would not
the gentleman think that the $6.000,000 originally authorized
ought to be used in the territory which was first included in the
legislation?

Mr. WOOD.
Indiana.

Mr. LARSEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. WOOD. I yield.

Mr, LARSEN. I would say to the gentleman that the bill
which was passed in the House last year was approved by the
President on March 4. This is only March 19. After the bill
passed last year it was necessary to set up all the machinery,
draw forms, and do everything necessary for the distribution of
the five and a half million dollars in the six States involved.
All that machinery is now set up. The forms for application
have already been drawn, as well as the form of the mortgage,
which the gentleman referred to a moment ago; and not only
that, but the force necessary for handling of the loan has been
assembled. I was in the office at Columbia, 8. C., less than 10
days ago, and I saw the force then. There is no further organ-
ization work to be done. Everything is ready to function at
this time, and not only would it be possible to lend out the
$7,000,000 that is actually needed, but $20,000,000 could be
guickly loaned with the machinery already set up.

Mr. ABERNETHY. That is true with reference to the six
original States; but now additional States have been added,
and that causes the trouble,

Mr, LARSEN, But these added States create no troublesome
situation. I was informed in the office at Columbia, 8. C,
where Mr. Lynch is in charge, that Mr. L. B. White, an admin-
istrative agent of the department handling the fund, is in
Washington City, where he will be for a month, and is now
engaged in setting up the machinery in the State of the gen-
tleman from Indiana and other States that have been included.

Mr. WOOD. I was not here at the time the bill was passed,
but as I understand, they provided originally for these loans to
be made in some gix Southern States.

Mr. LARSEN., That was the original bill.

Mr, WOOD, Yes; as it came from the Senate. There was
$1,000,000 added on this side, and a number of Representatives
from other States thought that while the getting was good
they would get in, without any consideration by the proper
committee and without any reference to the needs or demands
of those several added States. I am only expressing an indi-
vidual opinion when I say I do not believe in this eharacter of
legislation. I do not believe it is for the welfare of this
country. If some great holocaust had overtaken these peaple,
if they were in dire distress, then we should be called upon to
meet it, but is this Government going to become so paternalis-
tic that every time a small flood or a little too much rain or a
little disaster overtakes us, we are going to appeal to the
Government? If this be true, the day is not far distant when
paternalism will be the rule of the hour, and I am opposed to
that.

Mr. LARSEN. The gentleman remembers that Tndiana
made a special appeal before the Committee on Agriculture.
Does the gentleman state at this time that the appeal made
by the gentleman from Indiana in behalf of his State was not
justified ?

Mr. WOOD, I wish to say I do not think there is a farmer
in the State of Indiana, though he has suffered by reason
of the floods, but what ean supply in his own neighborhood and
through his own community intervests all that is necessary to
provide him with seed and fertilizer.

I hope there will not any of it be used in
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Mr. LARSEN. In other words, there are local sources of
credit?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. LARSEN. The gentleman was in Florida at the time
the matter was before the House. There was a very distressing
situation detailed as to the State of Missouri, especially in
eght or nine counties. Is the gentleman prepared to speak
on that and does the gentleman know whether that appeal was
well founded or not?

Mr. WOOD. I know absolutely nothing about the condition
out there.

Mr. LARSEN. The statement before the House at that time
was to the effect the distress was great and that there were
no local sources of credit.

Mr. WOOD. As I say, I am only expressing my opinion;
but I think it is about time we stopped appealing to the Gov-
ernment every time there is some little loss or disaster in one
of our communities.

Mr. LARSEN. I very much regret that the Senate has
already agreed to the six millions appropriation and thereby
surrendered the chance of aiding House Mewbers in obtaining
the amount necessary to meet the demands of a distressed
gitnation. Was it because of the attitude of the gentleman
from Indiana t.hat the appropiration was reduced from
$7,000,000 to $6,000

Mr. WOOD. I thought possibly that we might save a mil-
lion dollars to the Treasury of the United States. We have
been advised that we are pretty nearly to the bottom of the
flour barrel now.

Mr. LARSEN. If the gentleman thought that $7,000,000
was necessary, would he be in favor of it?

Mr. WOOD. It would have to be a very strong case.

Mr. TUCKER. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr., WOOD. I yield.

Mr. TUCKER. I understood the gentleman to say that the
item of $100,000,000 for the Farm Board has not been agreed
upon by the conferees.

Mr. WOOD. Obh, yes; that has been agreed upon, and is in
this report.

Mr. TUCKER. That I suppose will be used for speculation
in grain, as has been done, will it not?

Mr. WOOD. I do not know. I asked a gentleman the other
day what was the difference between the operations of this
board and the wish of Congress for a general investigation of
that same thing in another line.

Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman recall the language of
the President when we met here a year ago for the purpose
of farm relief and the tariff bill, when he said in his message:

No governmental agency should engage in buying and selling and
price fixing of a product, for such course can only mean bureaucracy and
domination.

I believe it is perfectly well understood that the chairman of
the board is doing exactly that thing and has done it with the
$150,000,000 that he has had at his disposal. In other words,
are we going to add fuel to the flame and give $100,000,000 more
for the purposes which the President has asked us not to do?

Mr. WOOD. We are giving $100,000,000 in this bill toward
carrying out the direction of Congress heretofore made.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will yield, I put in the
Recorp of last Monday a letter that I wrote to the chairman of
the Farm Board and his reply, which will give the gentleman all
that information.

Me. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on
the conference report.

- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves the
previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the con-
ference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is
no gquorum present,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana makes the
point that no quornm is present. The Chair will count, [After
counting.] One hundred and seventy Members present, not a
quorum,

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House,

The motion was agreed to.

The doors were closed, the Sergeant at Arms was directed
to notify absent Members, the Clerk called the roll, and the
following Members failed to answer fo their names:

[Roll No. 15]
Andrew Bacon Bell Boylan
Arentz Bankhead Blackburn Britten
Auf der Heide Beck Bolton Browne
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Brunner Edwards Kunz uayle
Buckbee Esterly Lambertson 8&

Carley Lampert Bil:ovlch
Carter, Wyo Gambrill Lanham S arin¥
Chase Garber, Va. Lee, Tex. {ans,
Christgan Gasque Leech B engn'll
Clark, Graham Lindsay . Stedman
Clarke, N. Y. Griffin Luce Stevenson
Cooke Hartley McCormack, Mass. Strong, Pa.
Culkin Hickey McCormick, I1l.  Bullivan, N, Y.
Cullen Houston, Del, McDuflie Sumners, Tex.
Curry udson MeSwain Tilson
Dempsey Hudspeth Manlove Turpin

De Priest Hull, William E. Mansfield Underwood
Dickinson Igoe Michaelson Vestal
Dominick James Mouser Walker
Douglas, Ariz. Johnson, I11. Nelson, Mo. White
Doutrich Johnsun Wuh Nelson, Wis, Woodrnm, Va.
Daoyle Jonas, N. C O'Connell, N. Y. Wurszbach
Drane Kahn Oliver, N. Y. Yates

Drewry Kiess Owen Zihlman

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and thirty-two Members have
answered fo their names. ‘A quorum is present.
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the call.
The motion was agreed to.
COMMITTEE ON THE POST OFFICE AND POST ROADS

Mr. SANDERS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads
may sit during the sessions of the House for the next two weeks.

The SPEAKHER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

MOUNT VERNON MEMORIAL HIGHWAY

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on
the bill (8. 3168) to amend the act entitled “An act to authorize
and direct the survey, construction, and maintenance of a
memorial highway to connect Mount Vernon, in the State of
Virginia, with the Arlington Memorial Bridge across the Poto-
mae River at Washington,” by adding thereto two new sections,
to be numbered sections 8 and 9, for printing under the rule.

FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment
in disagreement:
The Clerk read as follows:

Page 8 of the bill, line 17, insert the following :

“ The appropriation, * Public printing and binding, Government Print-
ing Office, 1930, is hereby made available for the employment of an
additional eataloguer from March 1 to June 30, 1930, both dates inclu-
give, to Index the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp under the direction of the
Joint Committee on Printing at the rate of $2,100 per annum.”

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in
Senate amendment No. 19. This amendment was insgerted by the
Senate to provide for an assistant cataloguer for the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing. Inasmuch as it is new matter, we brought
it back to the House.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Indiana to recede and concur in Senate amendment
No. 19.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment
in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 23: Page 18 of the bill, after line 15 on page 13,
insert :

PORTO RICAN HURRICANE RELIEF COMMISSION

For the purpose of making loans to individual coffee planters, coconut
planters, fruit growers, and other agriculturists In the island of Porto
Rico, $1,000,000; for the rebuilding and repairing of schoolhouses dam-
aged or destroyed by the hurricane in the small towns and rural dis-
tricts of Porto Rico, and for the employment of labor on and the
purchase of supplies, materials, and equipment for repairing and econ-
gtrueting insular and roral municipal roads, $2,000,000; in all,
$3,000,000, fiseal year 1930, to remain avallable until expended, in
accordance with the provisions of Public Resolution No. T4, approved
December 21, 1928, and Public Resolution No. 33, approved January 22,
1930.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to insist on the disagree-
ment of the House to the Senate amendment No. 23.

Mr, McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur
in Senate gmendment No. 23.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
to recede and concur in Senate amendment No. 23.

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word
about this,

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.
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Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is recom-
mended by the President of the United States, by the Secretary
of War, by the Secretary of the Treasury, and by the Governor
of Porto Rico. It is a relief measure and tends to completely
rehabilitate Porto Rico. Some objection has been made to it
upon the ground that it is to relieve the labor situation. This
will be done to some extent, indirectly, but when you consider
that the damage done by the hurricane to Porto Rico amounted
to $100,000,000, and that Congress has really only appropri-
ated $4,000,000, including this provision, for which it will not
be reimbursed, I think in consideration of that great damage
this appropriation is only right and proper. In that connection
1 might say that I am more or less familiar with Porto Rico,
having traversed the island pretty thoroughly, and I am
familiar with conditions there through contact with friends
who have at heart the best interest of Porto Rico. The dam-
age is set forth fully in the hearings, particularly in the state-
ment made by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the
Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury was personally down
in the islands, and made a very careful examination. He
motored all over the island and unhesitatingly recommends this
particular appropriation,

As I say, some objections have been raised on account of the
fact that some of this money might be used to relieve unem-
ployment ; but that is not the sole purpose. The treasury of
the island is practically bankrupt, and the Federal farm-loan
banks down there have loaned money freely to the farmers.
The farmers are embarrassed on account of the lack of funds
to keep up their interest and taxes. I want to read a few ex-
tracts from one of the sources of my information down there:

The rehabilitation commission sent representatives to Porto Rico
that were here but a few days until they realized that the amount
appropriated was not sufficient to take care of the volume of legitimate
applications for rehabilitation purposes. It was necessary, therefore,
for them to restrict the purposes for which eaid loans could be made. A
farmer could borrow no money to repay a temporary loan which he
had secured, although the temporary loan had been used for the purpose
of rehabilitation. Neither could he use any portion of the loan to repair
his residence on the farm that bad been damaged by the storm. Thus
you will see that while the loans made by the commission were helpful
they were not sufficlent for the purposes intended. That is the plain
reagson why it is necessary for the request to be made of the Congress
at this time for additional funds. The pending bill provides for an
additional $1,000,000, to be used for loan purposes, and for $2,000,000
in publie Improvements,

Most of the money mentioned is to be used to rehabilitate
country schools and roads. The main arteries have been pretty
well taken care of but in the rural districts, in the mountains,
where ‘the Porto Ricans grow coffee and have diversified agri-
culture, the money should be used to rehabilitate schools and
roads that have been completely demolished.

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

Mr. McFADDEN. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Is it not a fact that these country roads
that we are to build are to be new roads; that actunally they
have never had any roads in that particular section? It is not a
case of repairing the result of serious damage to roads but it is a
case of building some new roads.

Mr, McFADDEN. The Secretary of the Treasury says in his
report that he traveled some 300 miles over the island, and
that it is a case of rehabilitating these roads; that several of
these roads have been completely destroyed. It may be that
there are to be some new roads to connect up these main roads.
From my own observation I know that these rural schools
should be replaced. The native Porto Ricans live in the rural
districts, away from the.cities, They are the people who are to
receive most of the help from this particular appropriation.

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

Mr. McFADDEN. Yes.

Mr. TUCKER. I understand the gentleman to say that the
sole purpose of this appropriation is not to relieve unemploy-
ment.

Mr. MoFADDEN. No; it is to be used to rehabilitate the
farm country. It will result indirectly in relieving unemploy-
ment, as all improvements do.

Mr. TUCKER. Then, I understand that this appropriation
has for its object the partial relief of unemployment.

Mr. McFADDEN. As an indireet result only.

Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman realize that we have a
little unemployment in this country?

Mr, McFADDEN. 1 do: yes.

Mr. TUCKER. Is au amendment to be offered to take care of
that unemployment?

Mr. McFADDEN. No. Mr. Speaker, I want now to read
another extract from this letter, which is from a man who is, I

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

9635

think, the best-posted man on the island of Porto Rico. He was
here in Washington a few weeks ago and I discussed this matter
with him. He went back and made a careful study and has
reported to me. He says:

In view of the needs of the farmers to use other funds than the
loans from the rehabilitation commission to restore their farms, and in
view of the extremely low coffee crop last year, many of our farmers
have been unable to pay current taxes. The result has been that the
insular treasury has not collected normal taxes, and the Indications are
that by the end of June of this fiscal year the recelpts will be $1,800,000
below the budget. That is to say, that the insular treasury has not
forced the lands of the farmers to sale for taxes but has been standing
by and ecarrying their full share of that burden. If the amount orig-
inally requested in December, 1928, had been granted the rehabilitation
commission could have extended the purposes for which portions of loans
might be so used. With reason they might have regarded the payment
of taxes as a legitimate item of rehabilitation, because, certainly, the
farmers must continue to own their farms and not be dispossessed of
them on account of failure to pay taxes, if they are to restore them, In
that event, the insular treasury would be in much better condition to
take care of public works, which includes, largely, repairing roads so
that the farmers may be able to transport their products to market.

Now, if we do not appropriate this amount of money it will
undo practically all that we have done by previous appropria-
tions, because if these people do not receive additional help they
will lose control of their farms through inability to keep up
their payments, which will interfere with their ability to re-
habilitate themselves. I hope the Members of the House will
sustain my motion to recede and concur in the amendment.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Porto Rico [Mr. Daviral.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Porto Rico
is recognized for five minutes.

AMr. DAVILA, Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I had
the opportunity to address the House last Monday in connection
with this appropriation of $3,000,000 for Porto Rico. But in
view of the insistent opposition of the conferees to agree to the
amendment of the Senate, I wish to explain the matter further.

The original appropriation passed by the Senate one year ago
was $12,000,000. It was reduced by the House to $8,000,000—
six millions for loans to the farmers and $2,000,000 for repair
and rebuilding of schoolhouses and roads. Now, with this addi-
tional 3,000,000 the total appropriation will be $11,000,000,
$1,000,000 less than what the original appropriation called for.
Of this additional fund $2,000,000 are intended for the rebuild-
ing and repair of schoolhouses and roads and $1,000,000 for
loans,

This appropriation is very badly needed in Porto Rico. It
is not, as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CraMTON] has
suggested, for the building of new roads and new schools. It
is for the repair of roads, principally.

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

Mr, DAVILA., Yes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. May I ask if Porto Rico gets any of the
road funds that we are appropriating for in here?

Mr. DAVILA. Not a cent.

The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr, Mellon, visited the island
during the holidays, and he has personal information about
conditions there. I would like fo read his whole statement,
because it is very interesting; but I will just read an extract
from it. He says:

The roads in those parts of the island where the coffee grows are
very bad in some places, and when I was there they seemed almost
impassable.

That is the case to-day. We have made very little progress
since the time Secretary Mellon was in Porto Rico. I think
this statement should be enough to satisfy the House that this
money is not for the purpose of building new roads and new
schoolhouses,

This appropriation was recommended by the Porto Rican
Hurricane Relief Commission, composed of the Secretary of
War, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of Agri-
culture, and then by the Budget Bureau, and then by the Presi-
dent of the United States by special message to Congress. The
Congress has unanimously authorized this appropriation.

Are you going to vote, Members of the House, against your
own act? You authorized this appropriation. To vote against
it now would be a reversal of your former attitude. I hope you
will be consistent with your former action. It was not sup-
posed that the Congress was golng to do a useless thing, The
purpose was the rehabilitation of Porto Rico. If youn vote
against this appropriation now, there is no use in asking the
authority of Congress for any appropriation. I hope that the
Members of the House have had time to read the letter of
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Governor Roosevelf, which I had incorporated in the Recorp
day before yesterday. The opposition to this item is based on
the statement of Major Eager before the subcommittee of the
House Committee on Appropriations, that this money was in-
tended for the relief of unemployment., But we have now
before us the statements of the Governor of Porto Rico, the
Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury, who
say that the primary consideration is the repair of the roads
and rebuilding and repair of schoolhouses destroyed by the hur-
ricane. In short, this appropriation is intended to continue the
general plan of rehabilitation, which can not be completed
without this additional fund. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Porto Rico has expired.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Tenncssee [Mr. Byrns].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee
is recognized for five minutes.

Mr, BYRNS. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I ask
your attention for a moment while I present my reasons
for opposing this amendment. It is well known by my
friends in the House that I have been opposed consistently to
all authorization bills which have been passed for the purpose
of making seed loans. I voted against them consistently, both
for the Northwest and for the South. I signed the conference
report for §6,000,000 for a seed loan, not as expressing my indi-
vidual view but because I was a conferee and I was frying to
earry out the wishes of the House, and therefore deemed it to
be my duty to sign the conference report.

Another authorization bill has been passed making a second
authorization for Porto Rico. There were no hearings had on
that aunthorization resolution when it was before a committee
of the House. It was first sought to bring it up by unanimous
consent without action by the committee. The next day it
was brought up by unanimous consent, having been reported
by the committee without hearings.

Now, this establishes an entirely new policy, gentlemen, and
if we are going to establish such a policy then I predict that
there will be many appropriations for much larger amounts by
this House in the future for similar purposes.

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BYRNS. I yield.

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman state
whether the Committee on Agriculture reported the bill without
a hearing?

Mr. BYRNS. No. This came from the Committee on Insular
Affairs,

Now, what are the facts? A destructive hurricane oceurred
in Porto Rico in January, 1928, more than two years ago. Last
year Congress authorized and there has been appropriated
$8,150,000 for the relief of Porto Rico, $2,000,000 to be used for
the building of schools and the repair of roads and $6,000,000
to be nsed for the purpose of loans to the farmers of Porto Rico.
There are about one and one-half million people on the island
of Porto Rico. The $6,000,000 has been practically all loaned.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, who evidently had not read
the hearings, said it would be returned, but I submit to the
gentleman that if he will read the hearings he will come to the
conclusion that very little, if any, of it will ever be returned.

Mr. DAVILA. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. BYRNS. No. I have not time now. I will yield in a
moment,

Now, why will it not be returned? This money has been
loaned on junior mortgages, as they have been called. Some
are second mortgages, some are third mortgages. Very few of
them are first mortgages on the land. And you know these
mortgages are of no value.

Most of the other $2,000,000 has been used for the purpose
cf building schools. Both the- gentlemen who preceded me
said that this is a question of schools and edueation. I want
to read to you just what Major Eager said to show this is
not a school proposition. It is a dirt-road proposition, not
for the main highways into San Juan, but for the repair of
dirt roads out on the island of Porto Rico, as will be shown by
the hearings,

What does Major Eager say? He says that the school build-
ing program has been practically completed. They have built
735 buildings in Porto Rico out of money heretofore appro-
priated—some of them concrete and all of them much better
buildings than existed there before the hurrieane occurred.

Now, how does this second proposition come up? I submit if
you will read the hearings you will come to the unquestioned
conclusion that it did not arise as the result of any idea of the
commission. It eame from one gentleman, according to Major
Eager, and I will read you the testimony to show you who that
was.,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from
Tennessee has expired.

Mr. WOOD. I yield five additional minutes to the gentleman
from Tennessee,

Mr. BYRNS. The chairman asked Major Eager this question :

Can you tell us how much of this additional $2,000,000 is going to be
for schools and how much for roads?

Major Eager is the officer in charge, who represented the com-
mission before the subcommittee. Major Bager said:

I could not tell you exactly, but a very small amount—and possibly
hardly any at all—will be for schools. The bulk of it is going into
roads, the repair of roads, and also it has been Senator BiNgHAM'S idea,
in bringing this matter up, that a very large proportion of the expendi-
tures would go for labor rather than for material, since the basic idea
of the whole matter is that it is a relief measure rather than a measure
to try to improve everything in Porto Rico.

The CmAmRMAN. Out of the first $2,000,000 you have spent more on
the schoolhouses than on the roads?

Major Eacer. Yes. I might read from this memorandum as to how
this matter came up. [Reading:]

“ Last December Senator BixGHAM, in a letter to the chairman of the
Porto Riean Hurricane Relief Commission, stated he had read carefnlly
the annual report of the commission and had noted that it had been neces-
sary for the commission to spend more than anticipated in rebuilding the

hoolh , and quently the amount available for roads, especially
municipal roads, was apparently considerably curtailed. Senator Bixg-
HAM in his letter added that from what he eould hear regarding the
suffering in Porto Rieo, it might be wise to appropriate additional funds
to give employment to some of the unemployed, and suggested that he
would like to receive the commisslon's recommendations in this regard.”

As a matter of fact, Major Eager said the whole basis and
the primary purpose of this additional appropriation is to pro-
vide for unemployment in Porto Rico. I submit to you gentle-
men, representing your constituencies as you do, that we have
unemployment in this country. Nobody has asked for money
to be appropriated for the relief of their unemployment. If you
are going to establish that policy, then I submit it ought not
to be devoted alone to Porto Rico, but it ought to be given to
the unemployed throughout America. Can you vote this addi-
tional sum for Porto Rico alone after appropriating more than
$8,000,000 for the million and a half people in Porto Rico?

Its commerce is suffering, no doubt. Commerce is suffering
in this country. Its labor is unemployed, no doubt, but labor
is unemployed in this country. I submit, in all justice and in all
fairness, and in the interest of the Treasury, which the Presi-
dent has warned you will require the imposition of an addi-
tional tax of 40 per cent if appropriations are not curtailed, that
this amendment should not be adopted or concurred inm, and I
hope the House will not concur in it.

We have already adopted the policy of loaning money. Now,
we are asked to adopt a policy of appropriating out of the
Treasury, as a pure gratuity, millions of dollars for the purpose
of building dirt roads, as Secretary Mellon said, with the
primary purpose of providing for unemployment. It is not for
the purpose of building concrete roads or repairing roads of a
durable nature, but for the repairing of dirt roads. The policy
is wrong. I hope that the House will not set this precedent.
[Applause.]

T:::d SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
exp! i

Mr. WOOD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. LAGUARDIA].

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, this House is the last body
in the world to vote down this amendment in view of the record
established by this House. We have a long list of appropria-
tions made for relief of every nature and deseription—north,
south, east, and west. A few days ago we had a bill in which
we appropriated some $7,000,000. They were just a few votes
short, so a few States were added to the bill and it passed the
House.

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] referred to Porto
Rico as though it were a foreign country. I submit to the
gentleman that Porto Rico is just as much a part’of the United
States as any State in the Union.

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly.

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman appreciates the fact that this
amendment is not similar to the amendments to which he refers.
I will say to the gentleman, in the interest of consistency, that
a proposition was made to agree to $1,000,000 for loans, even
though they will never be returned, but it was the $2,000,000
to which I referred.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In reply to that I will state that T much
prefer the frankness of this appropriation than the camoufiage
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of some of the appropriations we have made, calling it.a loan,
when we know we will never get back a cent. At least this is
frank legislation.

The gentleman from Tennessee referred to the unemployment
situation. I want to say that this has a direct bearing on the
unemployment situation. We have now in New York City a
very critical condition and unless we can take care of the peo-
ple of Porto Rico in Porto Rico they will come to the United
States and make worse the conditions which exist here to-day.

I can not for the life of me see how anyone, in view of the
record and precedents established by this House, can now con-
gistently object to this paltry appropriation, which means
nothing to the United States but means the very existence and
the salvation of the people of Porto Rico.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Inasmuch as there is no precedent for a di-
rect appropriation to provide employment, is it the thought of
the gentleman from New York that if this precedent is estab-
lished for Porto Rico he will be able to secure a liberal appro-
priation to provide employment in New York?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will say this to the gentleman from
Michigan, that the unemployment situation in 1930 is not what
it was 40 years ago, and that American labor will simply refuse
to go hungry. When we have unemployment it affects the re-
tailers, it affects the wholesalers, it affects the farmers, it affects
the banks, it affects industry, and it will affect the whole coun-
try, and when we arrive at such a condition we will have to do
something very constructive and something very material to re-
lieve the sitmation, and the people will not be satisfied with
speeches of good will on the floor of the House.

Mr. McFADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. McFADDEN. I also call the gentleman's attention to the
fact that this policy on the part of the Government is now being
carried out in the United States, namely, to erect public build-
ings for the purpose of taking care of the unemployment situa-
tion.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is true. The President of the
United States made an appeal for employment, and in answer
to his appeal we are building roads and we are going on with
construction work in every department of Government. I do
not think it is fair to economize now on $3,000,000, which, as I
have said, means the very existence and salvation of Porto
Rico.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is one thing to make an appropriation
which incidentally provides employment and quite another thing
to enter upon a policy of making appropriations directly to
provide employment.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; I do not think there is, I will say to
the gentleman, because this will aid the Commonwealth of the
Island of Porto Rico, which is a part of the United States.
It is for the building of schoolhouses which were destroyed
and it is for the repair of roads which were damaged. No;
the gentleman can not make that distinetion at all.

I appeal to the membership of this House. I appeal to the
delegations from every State which has in one way or another
benefited by this House when they had a crisis in their State to
do the same for Porto Rico.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the House,
I wish to call to the attention of the House the exact situation
with reference to this Porto Rican item. We originally author-
ized a loan of $6,000,000 to the farmrers of Porto Rico. We
authorized the giving to Porto Rico the sum of $2,000,000 for
the purpose of rebuilding their roads and their schoolhouses.
Now, we have kept the faith. Having kept the faith they are
coming back and asking us for $3,000,000 more,

I wish to say to you ladies and gentlemen that this whole
thing may be denominated a gratuity. As already stated to
You by the gentleman from Tennessee, with very, very few ex-
ceptions, and in small amounts, the money that has been loaned
over there has been loaned upon security which the United
States can not foreclose. There are mortgages heaped upon
mrortgages, and we are taking our chances of eventually getting
something back. How many men in the United States would
loan their own mroney upon a farm which had a second and
third mortgage on it and expect to ever get anything back?
That is the situation in Porto Rico. So do not let us delude
opurselves into the thought that we are ever going to have any
wunsiderable portion of this $6,000,000 returned.

As I say, we have already. advanced $5,000,000 for these loans,
and the independent offices bill which passed this House a few
days ago, and is now pending in the Senate, carries an addi-
tional £1,000,000. We have already given them $2,000,000 with
which to rebuild their schoolhouses and their roads, and they
have rebuilt their schoolhouses and repaired the roads for
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which we gave the $2,000,000. They now have far better
schoolhouses than they ever had in all the existence of Porto
Rico, for the Government of the United States builds better than
they build in Porto Rico.

According to the testimony of the representative of the War
Department who had this expenditure in charge, the schools
have been completed and this money is for the purpose of giving
employment to the unemployed, and in order to give such em-
ployment they are going to have them work upon little by-ways
leading to these main trunklines going from one end of the
island to the other.

So I =ay I believe we have done our full part by Porto Rico.
It occurs to me that our generosity in this respect has exceeded
our better judgment, and, as has already been stated upon the
floor here by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYrns], we
have unemployment in the United States, we have had devasta-
tions in the United States, we have, if you please, many oppor-
tunities to give at home, and charity should begin at home.

I hope this Congress, mindful of the duty that we are here
to perform, mindful of the gunardianship of the Treasury of
the United States, mindful of the interests of our own people
and of our own industries, will not give away $3,000,000 more.

Mr. RAMSHYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. WOOD. I yield.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Do I understand we have heretofore ap-
propriated $8,000,000 for Porto Rican relief, $2,000,000 for
schools and roads, and $6,000,000 to be loaned to the farmers,
and that $5,000,000 of the $6,000,000 has already been loaned?

Mr. WOOD. We authorized $8,000,000, $6,000,000 of which
was for loans to farmers and $2,000,000 was for building roads
and schoolhouses. We have given the $2,000,000, which was an
outright gift, and we have also advanced $5,000,000, and the
last $1,000,000 is included in the independent offices appropria-
tion bill, making in full the $8,000,000.

Mr. RAMSEYER. The Senate amendment proposes $£3,000,000.
additional. What is the attitude of the House committee?
Are they against all of it, or do they propose to agree to a part
of it? That has not been explained.

Mr. WOOD. No; the whole business is in disagreement.
This is the way this $3,000,000 item occurs in this bill. The
$1,000,000 I have told you about that we are still to advance to
Porto Rico is in the independent offices appropriation bill,

Mr. RAMSEYER. And that is for loans to the farmers of
Porto Rico?

Mr. WOOD. Yes. Now this $3,000,000, $2,000,000 of which is
supposed to be for the purpose of building roads and school-
houses, all of which have been built, and $1,000,000 is for addi-
tional loans. This is an independent item put on the deficiency
bill by the Senate, and is in addition to the former appropriation
of $8,000,000.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Are the conferees on the part of the House
agreeing to any part of the $3,000,000 which is carried in the
Senate amendment?

Mr. WOOD. We are not.

Mr. RAMSEYER. You are opposed to all of it; is that it?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. DAVILA rose.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNELL).
does the gentleman rise?

Mr. DAVILA. I would like the gentleman to yield me five
minutes, because I want to explain some things that have been
said here.

Mr. WOOD. I yield the gentleman two minutes.

Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Speaker, it has been stated here by the
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ByrNs] and the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Woon] that the money loaned to the farmers will
not be repaid. This is merely the expression of an opinion.
Congress should base legislation on actual facts and not on
mental speculation which may prove at the end to be without
justifieation. The people of Porto Rico have always paid what
they owed, and I wish to assure you that this money will be
repaid.

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] says that
charity begins at home. Whose home, may I ask? If you are
trying to differentiate between the rights and privileges to be
enjoyed by American citizens in Porto Rico and American eiti-
zens in the mainland, then you are affording the people of Porto
Rico reasons for being dissatisfied. Porto Rico is a part of the
United States, and if charity begins at home, then you should
help Porto Rico in the same way you are helping other com-
munities in the United States.

There should be no discrimination whatever.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The previous question was ordered.

For what purpose
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McFADDEN] to recede
and concur in the Senate amendment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
LAaGuArpiA) there weHyes 26, noes 155.

So the motion was rejected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to further insist on
the disagreement of the House to the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 27: Page 20, after line 7, insert:

“ Buildings and grounds: For an additional amount for the purchase
of additional school building and playground sites authorized to be
acquired in the G-year school-building program act, $100,000, which
ghall be avallable for expenditure without limitation as to price based
on nassessed value: Provided, That the part of the appropriation of
§617,000 for the purchase of school bullding and playground sites, com-
tained in the District of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year
1030, which may be expended without limitation as to price based
on assessed value, is hereby increased from $165,000 to $295,000.”

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in
the Senate amendmerf. I will state that this item is for the
payment of an additional amount made necessary Ly reason of
condemnation proceedings on a school site.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Indiana.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment in disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 75, line 8, strike out the figures *“ $6,000,000" and insert
 $6,750,000."

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further
insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and I
yield three minutes to the gentleman from New Hampshire
[Mr. Wasox].

Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a preferential motion
that the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana
does not lose his control of the time?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the gentleman from New
Hampshire is recognized for three minutes.

Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, the President of the United
States some time ago called the attention of Congress to the
advisability of speeding up the public-building program for the
purpose of furnishing employment to our people. Unemploy-
ment in New England was included in the above statement.

If this post-office building is constructed of granite, it will
mean employment of many skilled men in quarries and of men
who finish the granite blocks for construction of this building
who are now idle or working on part time. The old post-office
building is constructed of granite. Many large business blocks
in the city of Boston, privately owned, are constructed of
granite. The United States buildings in Boston, including the
customhouse, are constructed of granite. The people of Boston
and New England favor granite construction wherever it is
posgible, because it is more durable and less hazardous from
climatic destruection.

I believe, and almost know, that the citizenship of Boston and
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts favor granite construction
of this Government building. I ask you, my colleagues, to seri-
ously heed their request and respect their wishes. While legally
the building belongs to the United States, in fact it is their
building to take care of United States Government activities
in their midst, surrounded by their business establishments and
their homes.

New England is the home of the early immigrants and settlers
of this Nation. I beg of you to carefully consider their wishes
in this matter. It is the appeal of the fathers of by-gone days to
us, their descendants, which urge you to remember and respect.
[Applause.]

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr, Luce].

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, it is planned to build, and already
the site has been cleared for this purpose—it is planned to build
in the heart of Boston a Federal building to house the post
office, the Federal courts, and other Federal activities not
now accommodated in the customhouse.

Should the figures stay at $6,000,000 the building, which is to
be 21 stories in height, will have a granite facing up about 50
feet, leaving more than 300 feet to be faced with Indiana
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limestone. We, who are to live with that building, are asking
that the whole structure be of granite, for these reasons:

First. The paramount reason springs from the fact that the
business depression is affecting New England more than any
other section of the country. The delay in the passage of the
tariff bill has added to our troubles. Our bigger industries
are particularly afflicted and a large number of our people are
out of employment.

In accordance with the policy of the administration to meet
this emergency as far as possible by the expenditure of public
funds for public construction, it is humane that our people in
need of employment shall have this additional help, which,
it is estimated, will furnish work for a thousand men through
a year and so relieve the needs of their families and aid all
those with whom they do business,

Shading into the first reason is the second reason—the eco-
nomic reason—much of the same nature, in that the expendi-
ture of money for public buildings stimulates industry in every
direction, with effect that spreads throughout the land.

Thirdly, there is what I admit to be a sentimental reason, in
that we of New England wish our monumental edifices erected
by the Nation to be built of that material which has been the
pride of New England from its earliest days—granite, We
yield to other parts of the country if they have similar desires,
Let them embody the spirit of their localities in the nature of
their buildings. [Applause.]

Next comes the practical reason. We live on a bleak coast.
‘We thrive on the east wind, but the east wind brings to us the
damp and the fog and the salt air which attack every kind of
building material. They will enter through the pores of lime-
stone, and then, sitnated as we are on the coast, where the
weather fluctuates from day to day—now freezing, now thaw-
ing—inevitably the result is that the softer materials will not
endure. We have our own soft stones of one kind and another,
but never will we use them if we can help it for those structures
that are to last through the generations. We want the thing
that endures, and that is granite. [Applause.]

There is, next, what I shall call the artistic or esthetic rea-
son. The suggestion may fittingly come, you will say, from that
part of the country, and I shall not disclaim the impeachment.
Yet in every corner of the land there should never be forgetful-
ness of the double purpose of great public buildings—the in-
tent to inspire the people with a sense of respect for govern-
ment and at the same time to arouse a desire for that which is
beautiful. Are we to be answered with the demand that
economy shall prevail?

Go outside of this very Capitol Building, view the center
of it, made of Virginia sandstone, see the paint falling off, and
then compare it with the marble of the two wings. Do you
think that is the best lesson to teach the countless visitors that
come to Washington? Go down and look at the Washington
Monument. See where the line of cleavage is between the old
work and the new, the blemish that always attracts the eye. It
is the flaw in the jewel. To the onlooker it grievously lessens
the value of that glorious shaft. In my own Commonwealth
we have a statehouse, the front of which we acclaim for its
architectural beauty. It is famed as “the Bulfinch front.”
Through misjudgment more recent builders have added to the
original structure wings of different materials, that will al-
ways lack in harmony. Always will there be the regret that
there is not the unity which ought to characterize every great
public building.

I have consulted in this matter with two experts in architec-
ture, one a man of long experience and now engaged in teaching
architecture, the other the editor of an architectural journal.
Each threw up his hands in abhorrence at the idea of put-
ting two kinds of stone in the main walls of such a build-
ing as this is to be. One said jocosely that it is like the
meringue on top of a lemon pie. You propose to confront the
eye of the connoisseur with that incongruity—yes; to disturb
as well many a man without training. I myself never had
architectural training, but there is some instinct in me which
rebels against the theory that for the sake of saving a few
dollars you should erect a building which will never fully satisfy
even the untrained instinct.

Mr. Speaker, we want this building a thing of beauty, a
thing of massive grandeur, a thing which by its unified mass
shall impress the people with the majesty and dignity of the
American Government, and for this, in addition to the other
reasons, we ask that you grant the plea of those who must live
with this building. [Applause.] -

Mr, WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON].

Mr. ORAMTON. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the
House, I understand that through his spirit of fairness, the
chairman has apportioned 40 minutes to those who are urging
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granite and 20 minutes to those who are defending the com-
mittee action. Inasmuch as I have so little time I ask that I
be not interrupted until I have completed my statement.

First, as to this matter of taste on which many of us are al-
ways inclined to follow the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Luce]l. Mr. Wetmore, the Supervising Architect, in the
hearings, said that there is nothing inartistic about a combined
granite and limestone building; that many buildings are built
that way. He says-

It is a matter of taste. Now, the architects in our office who are
working on this particular building prefer the design that they have to
one of all granite; but the building would look more substantial if it
was of granite.

So far as the artistic is concerned, there are many buildings
that combine the two stones.

It is to be understood that the issue here is whether this
office building in Boston, 21 stories high, shall be entirely of
granite, or shall be as the House originally voted, three stories
of granite and the balance of limestone. For fear that, after
hearing my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Lucel, you may
conclude that limestone is a most unworthy stone, let us re-
member that the entire building program that we are carrying
on now in the Mall in the Capital of the Nation, to challenge
the attention of the world, is of limestone,

There is a difference of $750,000 whether you use granite or
limestone in this building. My friends from New England very
naturally are in favor of granite, because the granite will be
produced in New England, and the labor will be there. But if
limestone is to be used, that is not to be imported from abroad.
The men who quarry the limestone will need the labor as much
as the men who guarry the granite, and they, like those in New
England, will be residents of the United States. I see no dis-
tinetion there. Some will suggest, perhaps, or think it anyway,
that my colleague from Indiana is interested in limestone be-
cause they quarry that in Indiana. I am sure my friend would
have the same right that my friend from New Hampshire [Mr.
Wason] has to favor granite or my friend from Massachusetts
[Mr. Luce] has to favor granite, but I know enough about WirL
Woobp to know that that is not what actuates him. His duty is
to protect the Treasury, and he is trying to do it. Furthermore,
limestone does not come from his distriet. It may come from his
State, and if it does it will come from a district represented by a
gentleman on the minority side of the House [Mr. GREENwoOD].

Mr. DUNBAR rose.

Mr. CRAMTON. I guess my friend [Mr. DuxBar] wants to
remind me that some of it is in his district. However, the
question is, Shall we add another $750,000 to the appropriation
for this post office? The House added $1,750,000 as I remember
it to enlarge the structure, and having secured that, then these
gentlemen have gone to the Senate to get another three-quarters
of a million dollars to make it all of granite.

Let us remember the condition of the Treasury. Let us re-
member the industrial conditions that may easily adversely
affect the condition of the Treasury. We must continue to do
as we are doing this afternoon and consider the effect on the
Treasury of these additional appropriations.

Another reason why I oppose this additional $750,000 is that
the old system was changed on the theory that these programs
would be arranged, not just on the score of local pride, but
in accordance with the needs of the public service. The old
“pork barrel” building bills were arranged to meet local pride.
‘We have adopted a different system with these appropriations
based on needs of the service. Under the new system these
appropriations were not to be based on local pride but on the
needs of the public service. The efficiency of the service would
be promoted and accomplished by an appropriation of $6,000,000,
but they are not satisfied with that. They must come in for
$750,000 additional on the score of local pride, That was not
the jdea in the present publie-building program. It violates the
principle of the existing legislation.

. Other Members have the same right as the Members from
Massachusetts to speak in behalf of their own districts. If I
were to speak of my own distriet, it would but express the
situation that is found in scores of other distriets. As author-
ized by the law to-day, the program does not permit the expendi-
ture of five cents on any post-office building in any community
having less than $40,000 per annum in postal receipts. Here
we are trying to get buildings for towns of five or six thousand
population, but they can not now be considered—the great cities
must be first cared for. Adding $750,000 to Boston defers seven
$100,000 buildings elsewhere. The new legislation that passed
the House and is pending in the Senate will bring it down even-
tually to offices with receipts of $25,000 per annum—if we do
not keep adding large amounts to the items now on the program.
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Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. I regret I can not yield.

This is a policy which this House has got to determine,
whether we shall adhere to a sound and economic building pro-
gram or whether we are going to go in for local pride through-
out the country. If you increase this item, you must increase
others, so that they, too, ean have marble or granite instead
of limestone. Every time you approve such an increase a
number of towns and districts represented in this House are
going to have their buildings postponed and be compelied to
wait a long time before their real need for public buildings
can be supplied. It is natural to have sympathy with my
friends from New England, but whether it is for New England
or Indiana or anywhere else I think our first consideration
must be given to the Treasury, without any $750,000 contribu-
tions to local pride. [Applause.]

Mr. WOOD, Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Maine [Mr. NELsON].

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. NELSON of Maine, Mr, Speaker and Members of the
House, my duty to the unemployed granite cutters of Maine
and my own sense of justice compel me to speak at least a
word here this morning. The principle involved in this dis-
cussion is a far broader one than just what Boston is to have
for a post office. It concerns not only Boston and the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts but all New England, and most vitally
affects the State which I represent.

The granite business is one of the oldest in my section of
the country. In it millions of dollars are invested and upon
it thousands of people are dependent for their livelihood. Of
late the industry has been going through a lean period. Busi-
ness is depressed and unemployment in the industry serious.
Qur people had been looking forward with hope to the inaugu-
ration of the great Federal building program which promised
to stimulate business in all parts of the country and to help
relieve unemployment everywhere, when they learned, with
consternation, that it was proposed to come up among the
granite hills of New England and erect, amongst the dignified
and beautiful granite municipal buildings of Boston, a post
office of limestone from half way across the continent, leaving
the idle stonecutters of New England, represented by those of
Quincy and Milford and Rockport, to stand around with their
hands in their pockets and watch the Federal Government
stimulate one of our basic industries with blows and relieve
unemployment in New England by sending its pay rolls ouf
into the Middle West.

Nationally, the decision made here to-day marks a crisis in
the granite industry of the entire country. It means either a
revival of the business or a serious threat to its future. So far
as New England is concerned, if the subcontract for the exterior
finish of this building goes to Indiana instead of to some New
England State or States, it will be a severe economic blow to
many a New England community and a severe politieal blow to
many a New England Congressman.

I do not feel that we of New England are selfish in asking that
the material for this building come from our own section rather
than from the one State that is already assured of furnishing
the material for the entire governmental building program of
the city of Washington. I do not feel that we of New Hngland
are provincial. We have consistently voted for the appropria-
tion of hundreds.of millions of dollars for the welfare of the
West, including those for flood relief, Boulder Dam, and farm
relief. In the latter case we have received much adverse
criticism from some constituents, but we still believe that what
is best for the country as a whole is best for its individual sec-
tions. We have sought to do justice to the West. That is all
that we ask for New England.

Our people are deeply concerned in this matter. They feel that
the proposed action is a good deal like pushing a man off his own
doorstep ; that it is fundamentally wrong and antagonistic to the
sentiment and to the material well-being of our people. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. WOOD. I yield three minutes to the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGERs].

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that New Eng-
land is asking very little in requesting this additional §750,000
appropriation for our own granite. Boston rates a granite
post office. Judge Wetmore, the Supervising Architect of the
Treasury, stated before the Senate Appropriations Committee :

Well, I will say that if this building had been authorized under the
old system, when we made estimates separately for bulldings, it would
undoubtedly have been estimated a granite building.
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The first graaite that was ever quarried in the United States
was quarried in Massachusetts. We now quarry more granite
than any other State in the Union. We have the oldest build-
ing of granite in the United States in Boston, Kings Chapel,
which was built in 1749 of bowlders from Braintree, which
at that time were split by fire. 'That is still standing and is
in fine condition. HEvery public building in Boston, with but
one exception, is built of granite.

This year we celebrate the three hundredth anniversary of
the birth of free government in Massachusetts Bay Colony,
the birth of free government in this country, and that iz the
heritage that Massachusetts has given to the United States. I
hope you will all come and help us celebrate that anniversary
of the birth of free government. We shall give you a very cor-
dial welcome., It will be very humiliating to us if we have
to tell the visitors to Massachusetts that we sent to Indiana,
over a thousand miles away, for limestone to build our post
office, when we have in our own State and in other parts of
New HEngland the most beautiful granite in the world.

We have in my own district at Chelmsford, granite, a very
beautiful light or white granite, and the people of Lowell have
just built a bank of that material.

If you have any doubt as to which is the better stone—Ilime-
stone or granite—I refer you to two letters that I have just
received in answer to some questions I asked—one from the
Geological Survey and one from the Bureau of Standards. Here
is the letter from the Geological Survey and my questions, also
one paragraph from the Bureau of Standards letter.

UsITED BTATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
GEOLOGICAL BURVEY,
Washington, March 18, 1930,
Hon. EpiTH Novrse RocEems,
House of Repreésentatives.

My Dear Mgs. RoGers: In reply to your letter of March 17, I am
pleased to send you herewith answers to your questions relative to the
durability of granite and limestone. These answers have been prepared
by G. F. Loughlin, geologist in charge of stone investigations.

Yery cordially yours,
JULiAx D, Bmars, Acting Director.

LIST OF QUESTIONS ABOUT GRANITE AND LIMESTONE

1. Have you any information relative to the durability and weather-
ing of granite in buildings in climate similar to that of Boston?

2, Wounld granite be as liable to stain and unsightly discoloration
as limestone ?

3. Which stone, granite or limestone, will withstand the action of
frost the longer?

4. Would the effects of frost action on limestone in a climate similar
to Boston be serious in 50 years? Granite?

5. Is granite more durable than limestone?

6. Ig limestone as uniform in quality as granite as to weathering or
discoloration in such a structure as the Boston post office?

7. Will carving and delicate ornament retain its detail in limestons
ag long as in granite?

8. Is there any evidence of chemical corrosion in granite bulldings?
In limestone?

9. Which stone is easier to clean, granite or lmestone, and which
will stay clean longer?

10. Will soot and ofl in the atmosphere be more detrimental to lime-
stone or granite in a building?

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS REGARDING GRANITE AND LIMESTONE SUBMITTED
BY EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, MEMBER OF CONGRESS, MARCH 17, 1930

1. A study of building stones used in Boston was made by the under-
gigned in 1903 and has been renewed at intervals since then. In
granite buildings erected at such early dates as 1805 (State prison,
Charlestown), 1825 (Bunker Hill Monument), and 1847 (customhouse)
the granite shows no perceptible evidence of weathering, in spite of
the fact that the granite was cut from bowlders and superficial parts
of ledges that have been exposed to weathering for thousands of years.
In all other respects the durability of the granites is satisfactory,

In a few old bulldings, where soft granite was used, excessive ham-
mering used in obsolete methods of finishing has caused a thin shat-
tered skin to yield to frost action, but after that shattered skin was
removed no further change has taken place in 25 years or more (e, g.,
eity hall, erected in 1865, first studied by the writer in 1903 and last
geen by him in 1827).

2, Granite would not be as liable to stain and discoloration as lime-
gtone. Both the high porosity and the chemical composition render the
limestones most commonly used for building stone much more subject
to stain and discoloration, both from galts derlved by seepage from
cement, mortar, backing, ete., and from copper or bronze,

3. Granite will withstand the action of frost much longer than the
limestones commonly used for building, especially in a humid climate.

4. This question can not be adequately answered merely by “yes™
or “mno.” Bome limestone where most exposed to frost action in a
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climate like Boston's would show very conspicuons effects of freesing
within a period of 50 years, but the better grades where similarly ex-
posed might show only minor effects. Granite will show no effects of
frost actlon in 50 years, or even a much longer time.

B. Granite is the most durable of all the ordinary building stones,
and will retain its surface details long after limestone has been mark-
edly corroded.

6. There is more likely to be marked variatlon in limestone than in
granite as regards weathering and discoloration in such a siructure as
the Boston post office.

7. Carving and delicate ornament will not retain their detail nearly
as long in limestome as in granite.

8. There is no evidence of chemical corrosion in granite buildings,
but plenty of evidence of chemical corrosion in limestone buildings.

9. Bo far as I know there may be little or no difference in the ease
of cleaning either granite or limestone, and the period that each will
stay clean depends upon loeal conditions. Sooty dust will fall with
equal readiness upon each stone, and its degree of retention will depend
upon the roughness and porosity of surface. Corrosion of limestone
surfaces by rain water tends to remove in some places, but in others
dust continues to collect and retains moisture, thus acting as a poul-
tice and giving moisture a longer opportunity to corrode the limestone.
The immunity of granite to such corrosion eliminates both of these
possibilities.

If stains are due to seepage of moisture through limestone, the
stains will reappear go long as material causing the stain continues to
be supplied from mortar or backing.

Cleaning by sand blast does not injure granite surfaces but bruises
softer stone like limestone and renders it just so much more subject to
corrosion by rain water and to frost action. Steam cleaning is prob-
ably satisfactory on both stones, although any slight tendency to corro-
sion by moisture condensing from the steam will be more effective on
limestone than on granite. Acid or alkali preparations for cleaning are
not to be recommended on elther stone, but on the whole are less likely
to bring out subsequent stains on granite than on limestone.

10. Boot and oil will mar the appearance of any stone but, as
stated in the third paragraph above, is more detrimental to limestone
than to granite.

Respectfully submitted,
G. F. LouvcHLIN,
Geologist in Charge of Stone Investigations,
United States Geological Survey.
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
BUREAU OF BTANDARDS,

Washington, March 18, 1930,

Hon. EpitH Nourse RoOGERS,
House Office Building, Washington, D. O.
8Bubject : Granite and limestone for bullding purposes.

MY Deasr CONGRESSWOMAN : First. Answering your letter of Mareh 17
concerning the weathering qualities of granite in Boston and vicinity it
may be said that the old buildings and monuments of this material in
Boston afford the best information available on the subject. 0ld King's
Chapel was erected in 1749 of granite bowlders which are said to have
been split by means of fire. 'This is probably the oldest stone building
in this country, and it has withstood the rigorous climate of Boston
remarkably well. A considerable number of old granite structures may
be cited in Boston, such as the customhouse, Bunker Hill Monument,
post office, Massachusetts General Hospital, Quincy Market, etc. From
present appearances it may be judged that any of these structures will
stand for several centuries.

I have also the following statement :

RE GRANITE VERSUS LIMESTONE

P. 453 : Stones for building and decoration, by late Dr. George P.
Merrill, curator of geology, United States National Museum.

Life of various kinds of building stone in New York City. * Life”
being understood to mean the number of years that the stones have been
found to last without discoloration or disintegration to the extent of
necessltating repairs,

(From Report Tenth Census, 1880, vol. 10, p. 391)
Life in year'a

Coarse brownstone Hto 15
Fine laminated brownstone 20 to 50
Compact brownstone o 100 to 200
Bluestone (sandstone), untried, probably centuries,

Nova Scotia sandstone, untried, perhaps— - _________ 50 to 200
Ohio sandstone (best silicious wvariety), perhaps from one

to many centuries.

Coarse fossiliferous limestone. == 20 to 40
Fine colitic (French) limestone 30 to 40
Marble, coarse, dolomitie 40
Marble, fine, dolomitic 5 60 to 8O
Marble, fine. e 50 to 100
GragHe S e T AR N ——== 6 to 200

Gneiss, 50 years to many centuries.

Both point to the fact that the
about 50 years. That is the best selected limestone,

ordinary life of limestone is
The life
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of granite is centuries. It has already been pointed out by
Congressman Luce that in our climate limestone ean not
stand up as well as it ean in other elimates, and you know from
the buildings we have already built of granite that granite
withstands centuries without decay. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the lady from Massachusetts
has expired.

Mr, WOOD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. GREENwW00D].

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, we have a
building program that was adopted at the last Congress. I
supported the program, together with my colleague from Indi-
ana [Mr. Hruiorr]. Certain authorizations have been made
to build public buildings throughout all parts of the United
States. To increase the authorization or appropriation on any
one project now means to cut down the prospect of building
public buildings in many States under that former authoriza-
tion.

To increase this appropriation by $750,000 will mean to take
$75,000 each from 10 public buildings in other parts of the
United States.

Of course the unemployment situation is bad everywhere, but
it does not relieve that situation generally to furnish more
employment in New England. We have unemployment in Indi-
ana, and at these 10 places where these public buildings will be
built there is unemployment to be taken care of.

Of course granite is a great building material, but it is very
expensive, and it is an expense that is not needed. The engi-
neers and chemists of our Government have determined that
Indiana limestone is the premier building material. So confi-
dent are they of the permanent qualities of this stone that they
have accepted it and adopted it for the public-building program
in the Capital City in the triangle. That should be sufficient
recommendation to this House.

Something has been said about the gquality of Indiana lime-
stone. Indiana limestone is 97 per cent pure carbonate of lime
with a small proportion of silica, magnesia, and oxide of iron.
It is a perfect resistant to corrosive gases and acids contained
in city smoke-laden air. It is a most valuable quality for
permanence.

The pyramids of Egypt, the temples of Karnak, St. Paul's
(Cathedral in England, were built of limestone, but the English
limestone is a poor second to Indiana limestone. The great
cathedral of Mount St. Albans, which the specifications say is
to stand 10,000 years, is built of Indiana limestone,

On North Sixteenth Street the great Scottish Rite Temple
is being built of Indiana limestone. The Grand Central Ter-
minal Station in New York City is built of Indiana limestone,
The engineers report that it is thirty-five ﬁmes as strong as
necessary to bear the load. [Applause.]

Mr. WOOD. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. KNUTsoN].

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen, if
all the buildings that are being constructed as enumerated by
the gentleman who has just taken his seat are to be built of
Indiana limestone it would seem only the part of fairness that
they leave a few crumbs for us and erect the Boston building
of granite.

Mr, BRIGHAM. Will the gentlemfn yield for a guestion?

Mr. ENUTSON. I yield.

Mr. BRIGHAM. Is the State of Indiana the only source of
supply of the limestone used so extensively in the building pro-
gram of the Government?

Mr. KNUTSON. It is. According to the Burean of Mines,
it is the only State in the Union that furnishes limestone suit-
able for building, and before I finish I will be able to explain
the activities of the limestone bloc.

Mr. BRIGHAM. Then the only rellef to the stone industry
from the great building program we have authorized, aggregat-
ing hundreds of millions of dollars, will accrue to the quarry
industry of one State, and even though depression and wide-
spread unemployment exists in the quarry industries of the
other States of the Union which are being taxed to provide the
money to carry out this program, no relief may be expected if
the policy advocated by the Appropriations Committee of the
House is adopted?

Mr, ENUTSON. Absolutely none,

Mr. Speaker, in a recent issue of the Boston Record I en-
countered an editorial which spoke of the Indiana *limestone
bloc” in the House, and it credited its ereation to that astute
and master salesman, the chairman of the House Appropriations
Committee.

In reading the hearings had on the deficiency appropriation
bill, one is struck with admiration by the determined efforts of
the gentleman from Indiana, who appears in the rdle of super-
salesman for Indiana limestone, and he apparently acts on the
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precept of the old lady in the Hoosler Schoolmaster who be-
lieved in *gittin’ plenty while the gittin’ was good.” 8o far
as Indiana limestone is concerned, Mr. Speaker, the “gittin’”
never was better, The majority leader in another body is a
Hoosier, as are the chairman of the Appropriations and Public
Buildings and Grounds Committees of the House,

No wonder that so many Government buildings are being
built of Indiana limestone. With that combination, they could
sell soapstone and get away with it.

In his zealous efforts in behalf of Indiana limestone, the
adroit chairman of the Appropriations Committee denominates
the Indiana stone *neolithie,” which I had always supposed
referred to the “stone age.” He probably employs the term
because his methods savor of that period. [Laughter.]

The hearings disclose that the gentleman from Indiana sought
to make a disparaging comparison between the Treasury Build-
ing, which is built of granite, and the Treasury Annex Building,
the material of which comes from the gentleman’s beloved home
State, He fails to take note of the fact that the Treasury
Building was erected immediately following the Civil War,
whereas the annex was completed in 1919. In other words, the
granite building is more than 50 years older and is to-day a
monument to the enduring qualities of granite, the “rock of
ageﬁ."

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, I am perfectly willing
that the great State of Indiana shall have its fair share of any
business that may accrue from the forthcoming public-building
program, but I am not willing that the gentleman from Indiana
shall recline his manly form full length in the trough to the
exclusion of all other sections of the country. The granite
interests are willing to go into any sort of legitimate competi-
tion to get its share of the business, but it does object most
strenuously to playing the game with a “cold deck.” [Applause
and launghter.]

INDIANA'S MISTAEE—SHE WOULD FORCE U8 TO USE HER LIMESTONE ON
OUR POST OFFICE—WE WANT GRANITE

That New England’s campaign for the use of grapite in the con-
struction of Boston's new Federal building is a long distance from
vletory is indicated by dispatches from Washington.

A group of Congressmen known to their colleagues as the Indiana
limestone bloe are opposed to an all-granite facing.

If they can, these gentleman will compel us to take limestone.

Strategically, our friends from the Hoosler State occupy a strong
position. Wit R. Woop, a veteran of their delegation, is chairman of
the House Appropriations Committee, and, as such, exercises a good
deal of power.

We are both surprised and pained to read that Congressman Woop
is “ violently opposed ™ to an all-granite post office for Boston.

As one of the officers of the Republican National Congressional Com-
mittee, Chairman Woop has been a frequent visltor to this section.
He has been looked upon &s onme of New England's friends at the
Capital,

Congressman Woobp ought to realize, and the men of the *limestone
bloe " should concede, that it is proper and reasonable for New England
to prefer its native granite to a cheaper stone from far away.

Granite is found in each of the six States. Millions of dollars are
invested in our quarries and cutting plants. Thousands of workmen,
with the members of their families, are dependent upon an industry
which, throughout the generations, has contributed to the prosperity
of this section,

This fourth largest postal district of the United States wants—
demands—a post office bullt of New England granite!

And if Indiana persists in her opposition to that preference, Indiana,
in our opinion, will make a serious mistake,

Mr., WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WIieGLESWORTH].

Mr, WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from
Michigan has emphasized two polnts in opposing the increase
in appropriation which is desired by New England and by the
granite industry generally, He has indicated in the first place
that he considers the increase requested excessive. My answer
is that we are dealing with a $6,000,000 building and that we
are asking only for an increase in the maximum limit of cost
amounting to approximately 12 per cent. Having in mind the
definite purpose of the administration to relieve prevailing
unemployment through the Federal building program, it does
not seem to me that it ean be justly maintained that an increase
of 12 per cent in respect to the outstanding building in the
whole of New England is excesgive,

In the second place, the gentleman from Michigan suggests
that if the desired increase is allowed some of us may lose
some of the smaller buildings we might otherwise ultimately
obtain under the building program. 1 submit with all defer-
ence to the gentleman from Michigan that this argument,
however true in theory, is entirely without value from the prac-
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tical standpoint. I am assured by the Treasury Department
that the desired increase, if allowed, will be so reflected, if at
all, only when the total funds authorized for the general pro-
gram have been definitely appropriated. The total funds au-
thorized for this purpose, if the Elliott bill is passed by the
Senate, will amount to $363,000,000, to be expended, pursuant
to annual appropriation, over a further period of from 8 to 10
years,

I have only time for a word from the standpoint of the
granite industry of America—an industry operating in 38 States
of the Union, represented in New England by some 500 separate
concerns, and affording a means of livelihood for upward of
40,000 American families.

That industry has placed its hopes and its faith in the Fed-
eral building program and in the announced program of the
administration for the relief of unemployment, It has been
confident that the Federal Government would accord it its full
share of construction, its full share of unemployment relief.

What, in fact, has happened? Building after building out-
side New England has been awarded in large measure to lime-
gtone, a material believed to be inferior to granite, largely
supplied by a single organization within a single State. Under
present conditions, I am advised that this organization in this
State may well obtain $100,000,000 worth of business under the
Federal program. ;

Now it is suggested that the most important Federal building
in all New England, in the capital of Massachusetts and in the
heart of the New England granite industry, shall be similarly
constructed—1 story of granite, 20 stories of Indiana limestone,
The suggestion has provoked a storm of protest in New Eng-
land. The Governor of Massachusetts, the Massachusetts House
of Representatives, the mayor of Boston, chambers of commerce,
labor organizations, and newspapers throughout New England
have united in a concerted and earnest appeal for an all-granite
Federal building in Boston.

The Boston postal district is the fourth in America, serving
gome 2,000,000 of people in an area of about 270 square miles,
and doing an annual business of over $18,000,000, The new
Federal building, 21 stories in height, will accommodate not
only the post office but the Federal courts of the district, 10
major Federal departments, and various independent offices,
such as the Veterans' Bureau, the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, the Shipping Board, and the Civil Service Commission.

Under the regulations of the Treasury Department hereto-
fore in force, as the Supervising Architect has testified, a build-
ing of this importance in this locality would clearly call for
an all-granite construction. The old post office was made of
granite. Most of our public buildings in Boston are made of
granite. The customhouse, which will tower over the new
building a stone’s throw away, is made of granite. HEven under
the present Federal program granite buildings will be found at
Duluth, at New York, and elsewhere. I believe that the new
building in Boston should be made of granite,

The granite indusiry has no desire to ask the unreasonable.
It does believe it is entitled to its fair share of Federal con-
struction, to its fair share of unemployment relief under the
program of the administration. It believes that it is entitled,
with other industry, to a steadying hand at this time of depres-
sion. It believes that it is entitled to particular consideration
in respect to this great Federal building which is to be erected
in Boston—the most important piece of construction in all New
England under the Federal program.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to my co-
conspirator, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ErLiiorr].
[Applause.]

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the
House of Representatives, I knew there was a lot of hard
work for the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds of the House of Representatives to do, but I
never knew before I heard the speech of the gentleman from
Minnesota that there was anything disgraceful about it. I
want you gentlemen to understand that I am not interested in
the fight between granite, marble, and limestone. Personally,
I represent that vast body in here who are thankful to get
brick in their districts, [Applanse.]

A lot has been said to-day about the limestone industry get-
ting the most of the money for these publie buildings. The
Treasury Department informs me that the amount of money
that is given to the granite industry and to the marble industry
for inside decorations in these buildings is as great, if not
greater, than the money that is going to the limestone industry.
[Applause.]

Every building in the country of any character whatscever
gets a granite base. All of these bulldings, unless it be some

inconsiderable building, get marble decorations on the inside,
However, the vast majority of the people of this country are
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going to be well satisfied to get a combination of a granite
foundation, a brick superstructure, and some marble decora-
tions on the inside. [Applause.]

My principal interest in this matter is this: I have endeav-
ored to bring to you folks a building program that would not
only build decent buildings in the great cities of this country
but which would enable the patriotic citizens in little county-
seat towns to have a chance to look at something that Uncle
Sam had put there, recognizing that they were a part of this
Republic. [Applause.] 3

We have authorized at this time $248,000,000 for public build-
ings outside of the District of Columbia, which has been al-
located by the Treasury and Post Office Departments to various
cities throughout the country. If this additional appropriation
is added to-day you will be trespassing upon allocations that
have been made to some other places in the United States, be-
cause there is no other way to do it. The $248,000,000 is all
that has been authorized at this time and it has all been
alloeated.

The building that has been designed by the Treasury De-
partment for the city of Boston is a magnificent affair. The
average fellow could walk along the streets of Boston and
look up at that building, with its 300 feet of limestone above
the foundation, as they say, and he would never know but
what it was all granite, and so far as that is concerned it
would stay there so long that even the oldest old-timer in
Boston would not be there when it got to be an old building.

I think the amendment carrying the $750,000 shonld be cut
out in the interest of the rest of the country. [Applause].

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. KetrouHAM].

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr, Speaker and Members of the House,
knowing the interest that all of us have in the publie building
projects, I have taken the time to run through hurriedly the
increases that are provided in this bill over the original authori-
zations provided when the Elliott bill was first reported, and I
find the very interesting information that 15 projects are listed
here with total increases of $3,996,000, which would construct
practically 40 new buildings in various parts of the country of
the value of $100,000 per building. My conclusion is that by reason
of the fact that we only have a stated sum authorized, if these
allowances are granted and we give $3,820,000 more to the build-
ings already authorized, this means that 38 of the smaller cities
of the United States, under the terms of the authorization, must
do without public buildings.

Mr, FORT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes.

Mr. FORT. Have the balance of the increases been passed by
the conferees?

Mr. KETCHAM. I think not all of them have been approved
by the conferees.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr, TREADWAY].

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in connection
with this matter of the Boston building that I consider the
chairman of the Appropriftions Committee, Mr. Woob, has acted
with eminent fairness. He was willing that there should be two
extra conferees added, knowing that at least one of those con-
ferees was favorable to the New England interests, and I there-
fore deprecate very much any statement on this floor that his
position is inspired by the fact that he himself is a citizen of
Indiana. [Applause.] He is too big a man fo take any such
position, and the advoecates of this motion from our State cer-
tainly do not consider that is the position he is assuming. He ig
sincere in his opposition to the appropriation exactly as we are
sincere in our efforts in its bebalf. Whether he favors or
opposes an appropriation no selfish motive is involved.

In relation to the increase that has previously been made, I
may say that this was not at the solicitation of the citizens of
Boston or of New England, but was for the convenience of the
department and the interests that will use the building, The
genfleman from Michigan [Mr. CramToy] would lead you to
think that New England asked for this additional $1,250,000 in
order to change the building from a 10-story to a 21-story build-
ing, but this was done by the department, and not by those
interested in this additional appropriation now wunder consid-
eration.

I also call attention to the fact that in the city of Springfield,
Mass., limestone was used in the municipal group, and in con-
versation with the mayor of Springfield on Monday of this week
he informed me that limestone is not a satisfactory material in
our New Ingland climate. The bnildings in Springfield are
showing the disintegration of the stone.
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Therefore I concur most heartily in what my colleague [Mr.
Luce] has said in reference to the need of a harder stone than
Indiana limestone in a building to be located where the new
Government building will be in Boston.

Let me read to you two communications. We have had innu-
merable communications from the various interests in behalf of
the labor that is involved in this extra $750,000, but I am only
going to call attention now to two communications.

BosToR, MAss., March 19, 1930,
Representative ALeN T. TRRADWAY,
Housge of Represeniatives!

This commission, deeply interested in bettering employment in Masea-
chusetts, respectfully urges your support of appropriation to provide
granite for Federal buildings here, thus affording work for 1,000 men
for one year.

MagsACHUSETTS INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION,
By L. M. Lams, Ezecutive Secretary.

This is an official State organization.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts has expired.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a communieation
from the Governor of Massachusetts in support of this appro-

riation.
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

The communication referred to is as follows:

BosToN, MAss., March 19, 1930,
Hon., ALLEN T. TREEADWAY,
Heouse of Representatives, Washington, D. O,

Desg CoNGRESSMAN TREADWAY : Please use your utmost endeavors to
have the appropriation for the Boston post office increased threequarters
of a million dollars, so that the building may be constructed of granite,
which, in our opinion, is the proper material to use for post offices in
this district. Granite will wear enough longer and look enough better
to warrant the fncreased expenditure, which means it is fully as eco-
nomical for the Government and at the same time will permit the
building to be made of local material and furnish work for at least a
thousand New England workmen.

Sincerely yours,
FrANE G, ALLEN, Governor.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle-
man from Vermont [Mr. Gisson].

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague and myself repre-
gent one of the great granite and marble producing States of
the country. The impression should not go abroad that New
England is the only section interested in the erection of publie
buildings of granite, for 31 of the States produce it, notably
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Minnesota, with
productions running in value into millions of dollars annually.

In my State whole communities and thousands of people are
dependent upon the prosperity of the granite and marble indus-
try. Throughout the country many, many thousands are de-
pendent upon the prosperity of the granite industry alone. I
voice the earnest hope of these thousands of laborers and their
families that the industry may have greater recognition in the
great publie-building program than originally contemplated.

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Wason] and the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. NeErson] have called attention to
the fact that President Hoover has recommended a great public
building program as a help to business conditions, by taking up
the slack of unemployment. In that connection work should
be provided for as many different classes of laborers in as many
different sections as possible. It does not help the unemploy-
ment situation to provide opportunities for one group alone.
8o something more than an addition to this item of appropria-
tion is before us. The policy of help generally to the laborers
of the Nation is involved in the proposition to give work to the
employees of the granite industry.

Mr. WYANT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GIBSON. I am very sorry, but 1 have not the time.

For this building program an appropriation for the use of a
reasonable amount of marble and granite should be made. In
the construction of the Boston post-office building granite should
be used, granite that comes from our hills, rather than limestone
that must be transported more than a thousand miles from
Indiana. The motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire
[Mr. Wason| should prevail.

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Luce] has well
stated the adaptability of granite for the purposes intended in
the Boston construction. Let me say in addition, and generally,
that it is an ideal building material and is one of the basic nat-
ural resources of New England. An abundant supply can be
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obtained in each of the States that belong to that group and
near to where it would be used. There well-developed quarries
and well-equipped cutting plants would farnish employment to
thousands of wage earners and contribute materially to the wel-
fare of New England as a whole.

It is argued that granite would cost so much that some cities
and towns would lose post-office buildings, because there would
not be enough in the building fund to go around. Congress can
take care of such a sitmation if it arises. In any event, the
people of the country should not let cost be the sole determining
factor in a permanent bullding program.

The whole matter of building material, aside from the cheap-
est in price, is up to Congress, The position taken by the Treas-
ury Department is well set forth in the following letter to Sena-
tor GrEexE, of Vermont, from the Secretary. I am quoting this
not in any critical way but to set forth the policy of the depart-
ment ;

TrEASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, January 28, 1930,
Hon. FRANE L. GREENE,
United States Benate.

MY DEsr SENATOR: I have your letter of January 23, which slso bears
the signatures of Benator DALE and other members of the Vermont
delegation, stating that this delegation iz unanimously of the opinion
that grantte and marble should, go far as possible, be used in construct-
ing Federal buildings under the publie-building program, on account of
the merits of these materials as well as on sccount of the desirability
of stimulating these industries.

As you know, granite and marble are considerably more expensive
than other stones ecommonly used in construetion work, Buildings can
therefore be faced with these materials only where the limits of cost
established by Congress are sufficiently high. Limited amounts of gran-
ite or marble are, nevertheless, uged in nearly all buildings of importance
constructed by this departmnent. In the e¢ase of the proposed new Bos-
ton post office, if the limit of cost is increased by Congress to $6,000,000,
it will be possible to face the building with granite up to the level of
the second floor.

It 18 contrary to the policy of this department to specify materials
from particular loealities to the exclusion of other similar materials of
equal merit. However, in the case of buildings to be constructed in
New Enpgland, it would seem that local producers of granite or marble
should, due to more favorable freight rates, have a deeided advantage
in competition with outside producers.

Very truly yours,
A, W. MBLLON,
Secretary of the Treasury.

The Union Station, the Congressional Library, the city post
office, the Treasury Department Building, the National Mu-
seum, and many other notable public buildings here in the
Nation's Capital are built of granite. They speak for them-
selves. They are monuments of beauty and durability, They
prove the fact that granite is an ideal building material to
stand the test of time. [Applause.]

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr, Dussar].

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, one
ean not present in two minutes the claim that the Boston post
office should be built of limestone instead of granite. Two-
thirds of the time has been awarded to those who favor granite
instead of those who favor limestone., The chairman of the
committee, from Indiana, has taken no part in advoeating that
the product of his State be used in the building of the Boston
post office,

One gentleman who has presented the claims for granite here
to-day has assumed that there is some superior quality asso-
clated with granite aside from its tensile strength and mone-
tary value over limestone. The gentleman from Massachusetts
stated, among other things, that granite was emblematical of
more culture, education, and esthetic attainments than lime-
stone. I wonder if he had in view when he so stated the old
verse which I learned some time ago:

Here is to good old Boston town,
The land of the bean and cod;

Where the Cabots speak only to the Lowells
And the Lowells only to God.

[Laughter and applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Doverass].

Mr. DOUGLASS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, Iadies and
gentlemen of the House, if I were a Congressman from Indiana,
that produces limestone, if I were a Congressman from a State
that produces marble, I should deem it my bounden duty to
stand before the House and advocate in the interest of what-
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ever State I represented that the native product should be used
in that State's public bulldings. [Applause.]

And so, my friends, while I have not the honor to represent
Indiana, I do have the honor to represent the great State of
Massachusetts, where Is to be built in my district—which, praise
Heaven, is a Democratic district—a Federal building. [Ap-
plause.]

I may first state that from boyhood I have looked at that old
granite post office in Boston, one of the finest Federal buildings in
all the country—I was born almost within a stone’s throw of the
recently demolished foriress-appearing granite structure—I have
stood before that building and looked at that massive edifice
representing the power, dignity, and majesty of the United
States Government, and here to-day in pleading for the reten-
tion of granite in the new building I am pleading again that
that native product, New England granite, as imperishable as
bronze, shall be used in that proposed imposing building of 21
stories, which will be the outstanding Federal structure in New
England, and house the fourth largest post office distriet in the
United States in size and in postal revenue.

I see no parallel ecase to the present that would call for in-
ereasing the appropriation for other post offices as has been
suggested. I stand here as the Congressman for that district
for the rights of my State about to have built under National
Government auspices, a structure of native granite that will
comport with the dignity, power, and majesty of our great Gov-
ernment, and at the same time prevent the practical extinetion
of the heretofore very substantial granite industry of New
England. [Applause.]

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes,

Mr. WOOD. I wish the Speaker would notify me when I have
used eight and three-quarters minutes.

Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House, I certainly have
tried to be fair in this matter, and I thank the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr, Treapway] for expressing the thought that
I have been. I have given two-thirds of the time to the pro-
ponents of this amendment. I wanted them to have an oppor-
tunity to tell the things they want and what would be essential
to their convenience. I want to say to you that I have had no
purpose throughout the consideration of this question, and I
have no purpose now, but to do exact justice to the people of
the United States.

I am opposed to this appropriation for the reasons already
stated by others. If it is allowed, we are going to give to the
clty of Boston not only all its needs, for its needs have been
weighed twice, and we have given the full measure of those
needs, but in addition $750,000 more, and for what purpose?
For the purpose of their own local pride. Local pride is a fine
thing, but it should never be used to the detriment of your neigh-
bor. If this policy is to be adopted, we are going to lessen the
possibilities of building post offices throughout this country. If
this one amendment be adopted, we are going to make it impos-
gible at least to build seven $100,000 post offices in the United
States. I have no fight to make against the city of Boston;
I have no fight to make against anyone, but I do have to buckle
up my back to resist the supplications and applications that are
coming to me constantly to use my influence as chairman of this
committee to get post offices here, there, and yonder.

As has been stated, under the program as it now stands, no
town that does not have receipts amounting to $40,000 a year
has a look-in. There are many cities in the United States that
are falling a little below that point, that are entitled to as
much consideration as the city of Boston, the city of Chicago,
the city of Washington, the city of New York, or any other
great city. Take these smaller cities, for instance, and the
only evidence of gevernment they can hope to have is a post
office. It is the only evidence of the United States Govern-
ment that in all probability they will ever have. You can
hardly turn around in Boston, er in New York, or Chicago, or
Philadelphia, or in many of the other great cities, that you
will not see a monument built by the United States Govern-
ment out of the United States Treasury; but in these little
towns throughout the United States where the population is
sparse, where the cities are small, there is not now a single
evidence of the United States Government.

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

Mr. WOOD. No; I have not the time to yield. There are
many things that are objectionable about this proposition. For
the first time during all of the consideration of this building
program do we have this spectacle of people coming here and
asking us to legislate the plans and specifications of a building.
I have thought that is a part and parcel of the business of the
Post Office and of the Treasury Department. We are asked to
supersede them, We are taking away from them, if we adopt
this proposal, the duties that we assigned them under the
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original building bill, and taking on ourselves to decide whether
the building shall be built of marble, of stone, of granite, or of
brick. This would be a bad policy. If we adopt it, it will live
to haunt us, as it ought to.

I think the program that we have adopted for the purpose of
trying to equalize the expenditure of money in the building of
post officed throughout the United States is working well, and
that we should stick to it, and if we do, then some of us who
would like to get a brick post office may eventually get it, pro-
vided we do not spend these large sums of money in addition to
the needs already satisfied. It has frequently happened that
the Treasury Department has found after they have made an
estimate and survey that they have not allocated enough for the
reason that they have not provided for sufficient space. It fre-
quently happens that they find that they have not obtained
enough ground. In those cases, without exception as far as I
know, building for the future as we should build in building
these post offices, we have allowed additional sums, but we have
never allowed up to this hour, and this committee will never
allow unless it be by the sanction of this House, an increase,
voluntarily or otherwise, after we have supplied all the needs
of a given post office. There is more to it than just giving to
Boston $750,000. This program will continue for five years, and
if this precedent is established to-day, be mindful of what may
happen to us during the carrying out of the rest of the program,
We had better leave the building proposition to the Treasury
and the Post Office Departments, and leave to them the deter-
mination of these necessities. They are qualified to do that
thing and if we did nof think they are qualified to do it, they
would be roundly condemned. ILet us not depart from the policy
th:i} we have been pursuing thus far and that is working fairly
well,

I hope that within these five years, within which it was an-
nounced the program should be completed, we will have so com-
pleted it that every section of the country entitled under the
regulation to a post office may have it as a monument to the
greatest Government that God ever gave men and women, Be
a little mindful of the step that we are going to take to-day.
I have sympathy with Boston as I have sympathy with every
other section of the country where there is unemployment.
There is unemployment everywhere, and if it were confined to
Boston alone there might be something in the argument put
forth here to-day, but it is not peculiar to Boston. I do say,
however, that it might be well for gentlemen in Boston who are
proud of their city to go down in their own pockets and con-
tribute a little something themselves to the beautification of
that building. [Applause.] That has been done in other places.
I could mention a half dozen cases throughout the conntry, some
in the South and some in the North, where the citizens them-
selves in order that they might have a little better-appearing
building or a little more ground about it, have raised the money
themselves, actuated by their own civie pride. It occurs to me
that there is no well-founded argument for us to deviate and
go far afield of the program, far afield of the purposes, and far
afield of the manner in which we have been administering this
building program throughout the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from New Hampshire to recede and concur in the
Senate amendment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Stoees) there were—ayes 96, noes 170.

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts de-
mands the yeas and nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas
and nays will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.]
Yorty-nine Members have risen, not a sufficient number, and the
yeas and nays are refused.

So the n:otion was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion now is on the motion of the
gentleman from Indiana to further insist on the disagreement
of the House to the Senate amendment,

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate amendment No, 47: On page 75, line 14, insert the following:

“ Denver, Colo., customhouse, etc.: The limit of cost fixed in the
act of March 5, 1928, is hereby increased from $1,060,000 to $1,235,000,
and appropriations heretofore made are hereby made available for
the acquisition of additlonal land and toward the construection of said
building.””

Mr. WOOD. Mr., Speaker, I move to insist on the disagree-
ment of the House to this amendment.




1930

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that
the House inslst on its disagreement to this amendment,

Mr. WOOD. Mr, Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Colorado [Mr. EAaToxN].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado is recognized
for 10 minutes.

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I move that the
House recede and concur in the Senate amendment increasing
the limit of the Denver, Colo., building from $£1,060,000 to
$1,235,000,

Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the attention of those
who are actually interested, because this is a different sitnation
in many respects from that of the other public buildings dis-
cussed here to-day. In the first place, this building is a cus-
tomhouse and not a post office; it is also an office building.
In the second place, this project has been in operation for about
nine years, In the third place, for the last four months I, as
a new Congressman from Colorado, with three other men from
Colorado who know all the ropes, two of whom are on the
Committee on Appropriations, have followed every step in
regard to the approval of the site and the material and the
plans and specifications and the contract and the letting of the
contract in every single detail.

As I understand it, the only reason why we were turned down
at the last minute is because the figures and the recommenda-
tions did not come In until the deficiency bill had been passed by
the House.

As a matter of fact, the approval of the Budget and the rati-
fleation by the President were secured the very afternoon this
bill was passed in the House.

By the last published directory of the United States Govern-
ment offices and officials you will see that in Denver there are
more than 2400 officials and employees of the United States,
operating 51 departments under 181 officials and their immediate
subordinates. TUnderstand, these are not all Colorado citizens.
They are employees of the Government and come from all over
the United States under eivil service and other distributions.

Of these there are 1,006 working in the post office and running
in and out of Denver in the Railway Mail Service.

Two hundred and eighty-one officials and employees of 25
departments fill the rest of the Denver post office and the United
States courts building, which was built of Colorado yule marble,
and is situated at Bighteenth and Stout Streets, just two blocks
from the very center of the city of Denver.

At the United States mint the number of officers and employees
is T2

At the Fitzsimons General Hospital the number of officers and
employees is 351.

In the old customhouse less than 30,000 square feet of floor
space is furnished for and used by 307 officers and employees of
12 departments.

These buildings at Denver are all owned by the United States
Government, and furnish the offices and places of employees
for 2,017 persons in 41 departments of the Government.

In 15 office and other buildings of Denver, 384 officers and
employees of 15 different departments are crowded into and do
their work in 172 rooms of less than 57,000 square feet of floor

ce,

The proposed new customhouse and office building is to furnish
proper office and other facilities for the 27 departments and 691
employees who are now crowded into the old customhouse and
15 other buildings, for which, I am told, the Government pays
over $100,000 annual rent,

There is a salvage value in this old customhouse of half a
million dollars.

Nine years ago the Inadequacy of the Government-owned
buildings was so apparent that a movement was then com-
menced by the Government to acquire property and erect a suit-
able building to take care of the Government's business in the
Rocky Mountain region.

A suitable building site of an entire city block was diagonally
across the street from the present post office, upon which there
was an old high-school building. My Republican predecessor,
the late William N. Vaile, and our Colorado Senators com-
menced negotiations with the school board for this property,
and then it was found that a special act of Congress was neces-
gary to clear the title to the site. This was done during Mr.
Vaile’s lifetime, Then ensued the usual period of competition
* with offers of other properties, during which time the school
board was prevailed upon to place a price on this block which
would be an inducement for the Government to provide a suit-
able office building in keeping with the magnificient post-office
building, which was built of Colorado yule marble, across the
corner, a number of years ago. The Denver post office, with the
possible exception of some of the buildings in Washington, is
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the most beautiful structure owned by the United States. It is
s0 conceded and made famous by artists and architects,

And when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] mentions
the fact that this is a matter of local pride, I am glad to admit
that it is indeed a matter of local pride, not only in the State
of Colorado but in the entire Rocky Mountain region; pride
in the fact that there is in the State of Colorado a marble so
white and pure that it will outlive all the ravages of time.

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

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Yes.

Mr. BRIGHAM. How far is this quarry from Denver?

Mr. EATON of Colorado. About 230 miles,

Mr. BRIGHAM. What is the condition of the quarry there?

Mr. EATON of Colorado. As a quarry town it is almost
destitute.

Mr. BRIGHAM. And you need -this contract to provide
against nnemployment?

Mr. EATON of Colorado. We certainly do.

To facilitate the purchase of a site, an original estimate of
$2,000,000 was made as the cost of the entire project, and dur-
ing the years the negotiations continued, this was cut in half as
an estimate, in round figures, to $1,000,000. A portion of the
property was purchased, then preliminary plans were com-
menced. Later an additional parcel of the land was obtained
and an additional $60,000 added to the estimate, Mr. Vaile died
almost three years ago, and since that date plans have been
prepared, specifications made, bids received, and a contract let
for the erection of the building, with a rider upon the contract
that work shall not be started on the outside walls for 90 days,
or until this question of obtaining the additional funds is settled
by a sufficient appropriation.

Never has the Committee on Appropriations or the subeom-
mittee on the deficiency bill or anyone connected with the Com-
mittee on Appropriations ever heard or given either to me or any
other Representative of the Btate of Colorado an opportunity to
present this matter except the chairman of that committee. I
wish to have proper consideration given to these facts.

Let me remind you that this building site is just three blocks
from the very center of Denver; compared with Washington
property it is in practically the position of Fifteenth and H
Streets. When I tell you that the price of this entire block is
only $450 per front foot you will understand how much value
the Government has been given by the people of Denver by its
school board. In any other direction three blocks from the
center of the city of Denver you can not buy an entire city
block for a million dollars, and you would have to pay in addi-
tion thereto the value of the structures upon it. :

As a matter of appraisement by your own people, the addi-
tional value we have given you is more than $250,000 and up to
$350,000, which the eity of Denver has given you in the site.

I have heard on this floor from time to time the question
asked, “Have you a definite plan or something definite?” I
am following that indication. Each one of these details has been
taken care of, and yet when we come here they say, “ The bill
is just about to be passed,” and they will not listen. We get
the approval of the Budget, but the committee now says “ No.”
}‘?Ig g’et the ratification of the President, but the committee says

0.”

The Denver proposition is not a matter of mere estimates
to-day. The contract price is fixed. The price of the balance of
the gite is covered by a firm option of $100,000. The additional
amount for the marble facing has been fixed at $75,000.

The amount that was added by the Senate to this item was
just $175,000, raising the figures in the bill as passed by the
House from $1,000,000 to $1,235,000. (Item 47.)

One of the reasons for this situation coming up at this time
was the delay in obtaining a definite price upon the Colorado
Yule marble so that there would be an aectual, instead of an
estimated, cost to be considered with and attached to the con-
tract for the erection of this building.

The bids were opened January 7, 1930. It is surprising to me,
and I think it is surprising to you, that it is possible to erect a
building in Denver as large as this one for $841,900, whether
the exterior is of marble or any other stone, or brick.

This building will be five stories high, with basement and
subbasement. It will contain a total of 212 rooms, of which
145 will be office rooms, 5 drafting rooms, and 62 other rooms
will be used for other purposes. Its area is 228 by 156 feet.
Its floor area is 132,300 square feet.

Since the date the bids were advertised for last November,
until the day this bill passed the House, I was present at inter-
view after interview for the purpose of getting the final word
authorizing this building to be made of Colorado yule marble,
which is the most beautiful, lustrous, white marble that can
be found any place in the world.
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The quarries are in western Colorado. In our city of Denver
the building of the State Historical Society, an office building,
is of this marble. So is the United States post office, as I
have already reminded you. 8o is the Colorado National Bank,
the Federal reserve bank, and other large buildings. Right here
in Washington, any morning, take a look from the other side
of the Potomac toward Washington, or go down through the
park and see the Lincoln Memorial, You do not have to be told
that it is of marble. Its daily appearance is sufficient answer
to every story of filth, grime, or dirt which attaches to and
covers up the outside of any building material. You do not
have to make any guess about the Lincoln Memorial. Even
the gnard speaks with pride when you ask what kind of marble
it is; he answers, “ Colorado yule.”

The final selection of the Colorado yule marble for that
majestic memorial is credited to the late ex-President and
Chief Justice Taft, who was the chairman of the committee
which built that monument. My colleague, Mr. TAYLOR, Rep-
resentative from the fourth congressional distriet of Colorado,
was present at that meeting. As you all know, he has been very
ill for a number of months, but he is here to-day for the second
time during this session to fell you about the Colorado yule
marble and the selection of it for the Linecln Memorial, as
well as for our United States post office in Denver. And it is
this same marble that the people of the entire Rocky Mountain
region would’ be pleased to see in this new customhouse, and
which all the Representatives of Colorado have requested.

It is this same marble that is used in the erection of the
beautiful Denver post office and United States courts building,
which is now known throughout the world fer its architectural
beauty and majestic colonnade.

When I came back here last fall I talked with the Colorado
and other members of the Appropriations Committee and House.
I wanted to know what was necessary to get proper considera-
tion of a sufficient amount for the erection of this building. The
records were examined and I was shown that $1,060.000 was
included in a table upon which the committee was working.
Everyone without exception advised that it was best to let all
questions of appropriation wait until the bids were opened, and
then if any additional funds were required, I would have a
definite figure to submit to the proper subcommittee, On this
floor I have heard the gentleman from California [Mr. BArBOUR]
time and again ask the question if an estimate of the cost of a
building was based upon a definite plan for building, and actual
estimate based thereon. It seemed to me to be proper practice
to do this,

And so it was done. As soon as the bids were received, it
then took a month’s time to obtain a firm bid upon Colorado
yule marble due to the absence of different people from Wash-
ington. The firm option for the additional price of the land
was received in a shorter time,

In the meantime I was asked to and did attend a conference
with the committee of Cabinet officers, who are the last word
in the present building program. After presentation of the situ-
ation, much as I have outlined it here, they approved this
Denver customhouse to be erected of Colorado yule marble and
set in this city block. A few days afterward I attended a meet-
ing at the office of the Budget commission, where the entire
matter was again presented, and the Senators from my State
and I were examined at length on details.

«Within a day or two I was informed that the Budget com-
missioner had approved the additional amount of $175,000 and
that this approval had been ratified by the President.

As stated before, this information came on the very day that
the deficiency bill was up for final passage in the House, and
therefore too late to be presented to the subcommittee for
inclusion in the bill before us.

Now, here are two or three other things I want to make
plain:

This new Denver customhouse presents several situations
that are different from those connected with any other proposed
building.

In the first place, this building is a real necessity to put
under one roof 691 officers and employees of 27 different Fed-
eral activities who are scattered all over the business district
of Denver. \

Second. The Government is getting over half a million dol-
lars’ worth of land for $360,000, due to the generosity of the
people of Denver. This item alone more than compensates for
the amount requested.

We have done that for the purpose of having our building
material recognized, for we know it costs a little more money
than some of the other building materials.

While, of course, this subject comes up here as if it were a re-
quest for more mouey, in reality it is just our report of what is
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the real, actual cost of the kind and type of building which the
United States needs and wants at Denver, of the very building
and gite specified and approved by all Federal officials who pass
upon such subjects, including the Budget and the President,
and of the savings we have been able to make on construction
figures, and of the liberality of the local people. These actual
figures and the designation of Colorado yule marble have been
ratified, approved, and passed upon favorably, without a dis-
senting vote by anyone except the conference committee on this
bill. And I am informed that there was only 1 voice and 2 votes
out of the 10 against this appropriation.

Third. The Government can erect a G-story building 228
feet by 156 feet with marble facing upon a whole block, just
three blocks from the very center of the city of Denver, at a
cost of only $841,900. Can you imagine any kind of a building
of that size, marble or otherwise, being erected at any other
place in the entire United States than out there at the foot
of the Rocky Mountains at such a low cost? And at a total
cost for a 212-room office building and building site for only
$1,235,000?

Fourth. Please remember that the labor and industries which
will benefit from the erection of this bunilding are 1,800 miles
from Washington, and that a large part of the additional cost
for marble is a labor cost.

Fifth. If it is a mere question of dollars and cents, let me
tell you further: The salvage value of the old customhouse is
half a million dollars or more. While these negotiations have
been pending a request was mmade by responsible people to pur-
chase the old customhouse, but probably for the same reasons
that there have been other delays, those in authority would not
consider either a sale at the present time for future delivery
after the completion of the new building or a price as a mini-
mum in advertised sale. As a matier of the dollars and cents,
the Government is getting this building and site at an outside
cost of less than $750,000 in money expended, with an additional
vatue of $250,000 more thrown in as a bonus.

Therefore I ask again that you support my motion that the
House recede from its position and concur in the Senate amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in answer to the
gentlemen who have spoken in behalf of Colorado that it would
be a very great pleasure, indeed, for me to accede to their
desires. Personally it would have been a very great pleasure
if I could have acceded to the desires of the New England
people, whose item we have just considered. Exactly the same
principle is Involved in this item that was involved in the
item with reference to the Boston public building. It is not
s0 much a question about the $75,000 that is involved, and I
will say that in this item $175,000 is involved, $100,000 being
an increase put in by the Senate for the purpose of purchas-
ing additional ground. Whether they made a sufficient show-
ing for additional ground I de not know, for I did not read
the hearings. But they were so insistent upon the $75.000 for
the marble that there was no use of trying to tallkk about a
compromise and giving them the $100.000 inerease for their
ground. However, as I have stated, the same principle is in-
volved that was involved in the Boston proposition, and the
Boston proposition having been defeated we would place our-
selves in a very ludicrous position if we allowed this,

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. BEATON of Colorado. May I call the gentleman’'s atten-
tion to the fact that there was mo showing by the Boston
people that they had given $250,000 in money or value or any--
thing, having in mind the very proposition of local pride or
local material.

Mr. WOOD. Well, I do not know what the Boston people
might have done about that, but even if they did, we are here
to-day setting a principle and adopting a policy for the futire.

If we have said to Boston that this Congress is against that
city having $750,000 more than is needed for the construction
of the building in that city, and have refused to permit that
appropriation to go to them, how could we explain to anybody
the position we would occupy when the same proposition is
involved and when the same example would be set if we adopted
this proposal, the only difference between the two propositions
being a difference in amount.

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. ALLGOOD. If they would take off one or two stories

of the building, they ecould stay within their appropriation and
could use their marble, could they not?
Mr. WOOD. Yes; they could do that.
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Mr. EATON of Colorado. May I say to the gentleman that
the plans and specifications have been completed and the con-
tract let, so that those things can not be changed.

Mr. WOOD. I do not wish to take any further time, but 1
wish to say we should not undo what we have already done. 1
dare say that two-thirds of the votes in the negative were cast
not because they had anything against Boston or against Boston
having the kind of a building it wdnted, but they voted as they
did for the reason that they did not care to set a precedent and
establish a principle that would live to haunt us throughout
this entire proposition. So having defeated the other item, by
the same logic we should defeat this item. Not to do so woul
make us the laughing stock of the country. :

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Colorado to recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Baton of Colorado) there were—ayes 11, noes 39.

So the motion was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The guestion now recurs on the motion of
the gentleman from Indiana to further insist on the House dis-
agreement to the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks on the subject of the Boston post-office
building.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, in asking for the allowance
of this item we can appeal to the sense of fair play and to good
business judgment of the Members of this House.

Last autumn following the crash in the stock market we en-
tered a period of depression in this country, which has been at-
tended with unemployment and consequent hardship. The
President acted promptly to relieve the situation and called into
council the leaders in agriculture, industry, and transportation.
As a measure to shorten the period of depression and to create
employment for those who are out of work a policy was adopted
which contemplated that the industries of the country would
make necessary improvements and that the Governments—Fed-
eral, State, and local—would undertake an enlarged program of
public improvements. This House acted promptly, and on the
16th of December passed an authorization bill providing for
$230,000,000 in addition to sums already authorized to increase
the publie-buildings program.

Some of us who come from regions where the marble and
granite industries are very important and have been developed
with large investments of capital have looked forward to some
business to come to these industries from this enlarged building
program of the Federal Government bvt it seems practically
none has come nor will come if the arguments of the chairman
of the House Appropriations Committee should prevail here.

This enlarged program will result in great prosperity for one
stone industry located in one State because the greater part of
the hundreds of millions of dollars we have appropriated for
new buildings will flow into that one industry in that one State,
and that one alone. We shall build all our new public buildings
where stone is used of limestone and for the sole reason that it
is a few dollars cheaper.

We are asking members of the House to concur in the Senate
amendment to increase the limit of cost of the Boston post
office and also to econcur in the next item for the Denver post
office so granite and marble can be used in the construction of
these buildings and some relief be given to the unemployment
conditions in these two industries.

I would appeal further to the good business judgment of the
House that first cost alone should not be the only consideration.
Attention should be paid to durability as well as to cheapness.
In going through New England you have seen that our best
buildings are made of marble and granite materials which have
stood the test of exposure to our severe climate for more than
100 years. In asking for this extra appropriation to use stone
of local origin we are asking the Federal Government to use
materials which we have used and are using in our best build-
ings, materials which will be in keeping with the buildings
which surround them and will endure for centuries.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment
in disagreement.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, in this next item there are two
sets of figures involved. I refer to amendments Nos. 49 and 50,
and I ask unanimous consent that the two items may be con-
gidered together.
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent that the two items referred to be considered
together, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments in
disagreement.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 79, line 10, strike out the figures * $550,000™ and insert In
lieu thereof the figures ** $900,000.”
" Page 79, line 15, strike out the figures “ $950,000" and insert in
lieu thereof the figures * $600,000."

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur in the
Senate amendments. I desire to say that an additional amount
is not involyed. Nine hundred and fifty thousand dollars was
appropriated for the construction of a new parecel-post building
and $650,000 was appropriated for an addition to the old Fed-
eral building. The Senate, on the motion of Senator SwWANsoON,
took $300,000 off of the appropriation that was made for the
parcel-post building and added it to the Federal building, so no
additional amount of money is involved. However, the super-
vising architect is not clear with reference to the possibility of
building the parcel-post building within the amount that re-
mains. The gentlemen who are interested think it can be done,
and Mr. Wetmore does not say it can not be done. They are of
the further opinion that there may be a reduction, and should
be a reduction, in the amount for the erection of the Federal
building. They asked for bids, and the lowest bid they received
was about $300,000 above the amount of the allocation for the
erection of that building.

So it is perfectly patent that it is going to take more money
to complete this building, and we are hopeful it will not take
more money to build the other one.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I understood the gentleman to move to
recede and concur in the Senate amendment?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That meets my purposes and I thank the
gentleman for his argument. I can assure the gentleman that
so far as I am individually concerned I shall do my very best
to keep the total appropriations within the amounts named in
the pending measure.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I understand there are about
20 cities in the United States asking through their Repre-
sentatives to have an appropriation made to cover the expense
of sand-blasting the outside of Federal public buildings in
these 20 cities. I have a very pressing request from the city
of New Orleans to have something done with reference to
sand-blasting the old New Orleans customhouse, one of the
oldest bulldings, I suppose, on the continent, which has become
very unsightly as a result of the years having passed bringing
stains and all that sort of thing. Age, wind, and weather, and
the grime and dust of many days suggest that the old build-
ings need a cleaning. I want to ask the gentleman if there is
any hope of an appropriation being made that will permit the
Treasury Department to clean all of these buildings throughout
the country, and I make this request for the purpose of con-
veying the information his reply will give to my constituents
who have been very pressing with reference to the matter.

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the Treasury
Department has never brought that matter to the attention of
the Committee on Appropriations, and there never has been any
estimate submitted for such work. The Treasury Department
will have to move first in the matter.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Is there any aunthorization of law permit-
ting the Treasury Department to sand-blast and clean the ex-
terior of these public buildings?

Mr. WOOD. None that I know of.

Mr. STAFFORD. There has been sand-blasting done on the
exterior of some of the public buildings in Washington—ithe
old Post Office Building and the Land Office Building, on F
Street. Was special authorization of law provided for that
work?

Mr. WOOD. I do not think there is any speclal authoriza-
tion, and I do not know that that is required. They may do it
out of their maintenance fund. I do not know of any provision
of law that authorizes it otherwise.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOOD. Yes.

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I may say to the gentleman that
the same question has arisen with reference to sand-blasting
the Federal building in St. Louls, and the answer received from




2648

the Supervising Architect has been that it is aganist the policy
of the Treasury Department to sand-blast public buildings of
that character, because it opens the pores in the stone, and in
the end is detrimental to the stone and shortens the life of the
building.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I may say, before the gentle-
man takes his seat, I was informed through the office to which
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHraN] refers, they did
not have an appropriation even to paint the inside of the Fed-
eral buildings throughout the country, and this is certainly
very poor economy, because the extreme of economy is the
extreme of extravagance. The interior of the buildings, in the
interest of economy, I think, ought to be painted now and
then, and the outside, because, to use a now trite expression
but a good one nevertheless, cleanliness is next to godliness.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Indiana to recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment,

The motion was agreed to.

ANDREW JACKSON

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks by inserting an address 1 delivered on An-
drew Jackson Lodge, No. 120, A. F. & A. M., Alexandria, Va.,
Va., last Saturday evening.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my remarks
in the Recorp, I include an address delivered by me before An-
drew Jackson Lodge, No. 120, A. F. and A. M., Alexandria, Va,,
on the evening of March 15, 1930. This lodge was organized and
named for Andrew Jackson in 1854. This lodge meets in the
same hall as Alexandria-Washington Lodge, No. 22, of which
George Washington was a member and a master, This lodge
room, in which the address was delivered, contains the famous
collection ‘of Washington Masoni¢ and other relies, portraits,
and so forth, known as “The Washingtonia " ; the lodge has a
standing offer of $100,000 for its Williams's Portrait of Wash-
ington,

The address is as follows:

Your lodge is named for the most colorful, the most picturesque, the
most dynamie fizure in American history.

Commonwealth builder, soldier, jurist, statesman, diplomat, President,
he was preeminent in them all,

T esteem it an honor to be invited by your historic lodge to talk to
you in this hallowed hall and amidst these sacred relics, on this, the
one hundred and sixty-third anniversary of the birth of that great
American, Andrew Jackson.

PREESENTATION OF PICTURE AND CHECK OF ANDREW JACKSON

When your committee called and invited me to address you on this
occasion, they admired a plcture of General Andrew Jackson in my
office, which had been presented fo me by Mrs. Bettie M. Donelson, a
grand niece of General Jackson, and presldent of the Andrew Jackson
Bociety ; and they expressed a wish for a similar picture to hang in
this lodge room. Thereupon, I wrote Mrs. Donelson inquiring whether
she could send me another copy of the picture for presentation to your
lodge. 1 received a prompt reply from her, advising that she was send-
ing the picture, and inclosing a message to you in part as follows:

“1 apprecilate your desire for the picture, sinee it increases interest
in and respect for the benefactor of my father, Major Andrew Jackson
Donelson, who was reared and educated by General Jackson as his
ward and nephew, was on his staff in Florida, his private secretary
during his two presidential administrations, bils confidential friend
and counselor until the old hero's death.”

Mrs. Donelson also sent to me for presenfation to your lodge a
check for $50 given by General Jackson to her father, the check being
entirely In the handwriting of Andrew Jackson. Mrs. Donelson face-
tiously suggests that, if the lodge is ever in need of funds, you can re-
cash the check, i. e, can sell it.

Wherefore, upon behalf of Mrs. Bettie M. Donelson, grandniece of
the great hero whose memory we are to-night commemorating, I take
pleasure in presenting to Andrew Jackson Lodge, No. 120, this picture
of Maj. Gen. Andrew Jackson and this check.

JACKSON'S ANCESTRY

Andrew Jackson’s ancestry on both sides ran back to the old kings
of Scotland ; however, this royal blood in his veins did not prevent him
from having a contempt for all things pertalning to royalty; he was
always a democrat in thought and action, not only politiecally, but in
the broadest sense of the term.

His ancestors for soveral generations resided im Carrickfergus,
county of Antrim, on the northern coast of Ireland, to which place
some of his early ancestors had moved from Scotland. His father,
likewise named Andrew Jackson, and wife, Elizabeth Hutchinson, and
two small sons, Hugh and Robert, migrated to America in 1765, land-
ing at Charleston, B, C. They went by stagecouch about 160 miles
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northwest to Waxhaw settlement, on the North Carolina and South
Carolina borders. Many of their relatives and countrymen had
previously settled there. They went several miles farther, made a
clearing in the virgin forest and built a log house, on the banks of
Twelve Mile Creck, a branch of the Catawba River.

JACKSON’S BIRTH

Two years after he settled in his frontier home Andrew Jackson, the
elder, passed away, a victim of overwork and pneumonia. Betty Jaek-
son did not have the heart to return to their little home in the wilder-
ness with her two small boys, and daily expecting the birth of a third
child. She put her boys and her meager personal belongings in a single
wagon and started to the home of her sister, Jane Hutchinson Craw-
ford, 12 miles away, near the old Waxhaw Church in South Carolina.
Hhe was taken ill before reaching her destination and stopped at the
cabin of another sister, Peggy Hutchinson McKemey, just over on the
North Carolina side, where Andrew Jackson was born on the night of
March 15, 1767.

Ever since Andrew Jackson rose to fame there has been a controversy
among historians, and many debates in Congress, as to whether he was
born in North Carolina or South Carolina, each of those States having
claimed his birthplace. Regardless of whether he was born in the one
State or the other, what s more important, as soon as he reached the
age of discretion, he displayed the good judgment to move to Tennessee,
which appreciated and honored him in a manner seldom if ever equaled.

JACKSON’S BOYHOOD

After three weeks spent in the McKemey home, Betty Jackson, with
her three little sons, proceeded to the home of her gister, Jane Hutehin-
son Crawford, and her busband, James Crawford, where they lived for
10 or 12 years.

Frontier life was hard at best. It was especially so for this penni-
less widow and three small children. However, Betty Jackson was
ambitious, energetie, and thrifty, and did the best she could for her
boys. Andrew Jackson received meager training in the crude schools
of Waxhaw settlement. The educational opportunities in pioneer set-
tlements of that day were scant, indeed, especially for a poor boy who
had to assist a widowed mother to keep the wolf from the door.

By 1780 the Revolutionary War was raging in the Carolinas, which
were pretty well under the domination of the British and the hated
Tories. Andrew's oldest brother Hugh had joincd Colonel Davie's
famous regiment the year previous and had given his life for Amerlcan
freedom.

The relentless British commander, Tarleton, and his dragoons de-
scended npon the peaceful Waxhaw settlement and massacred a large
number and ravaged the homes of the settlers, Betty Jackson and
her sons, Andrew and Robert, ministered to the wonnded

British troops soon returned to demand a promise from everyone to
take no part in the war thereafter. The Jacksons and Crawfords, not
desiring to make such a promise, took refuge in the hills.

REVOLUTIONARY SERVICE

Thereafter Andrew and Robert Jackson frequently accompanied bands
of patriots who wounld attack and harass the British troops. After one
heated engagement these boys of tender years spent the night in a forest
alone, and early next morning repaired to the home of a cousin for food.
A Tory informed the dragoons, who surrounded the house and captured
Robert and Andrew. The redcoats procecded to wreck everything in
the home, and a browbeating Hessian officer ordered Andrew to clean
his boots, Andy refused. *“ 8ir, I am a prisoner of war, and eclaim to
be treated as such,” he said. The officer’'s sword descended upon
Andrew’s head, when he parried the blow with his left hand, receiving a
deep gash, the uvgly scar of which he carried to his grave. The brutal
officer next turned on Robert and ordered him to clean his boots.
Robert likewise refused. The officer struck Robert upon the head with
full force, cutting a deep gash. The boye were then thrown in a
crowded prison, where they and the other prisoners were cruelly treated,
ware furnished no beds or medieal attention, and given but a scant sup-
ply of miserable food. Smallpox broke out among the prisoners and,
being unchecked by medical attention, spread rapidly. Both Robert and
Andrew fell vietims to this dread disease. In addition Robert's wound,
having never been dressed, had become infected.

JACKSON'S MOTHER

In the meantime the mother worked tirelessly to effect the rolease of
her sons and finally succeeded in arranging for an exchange of prisoners.
Betty Jackson carrled her disease-racked and emaciated boys back home
and labored day and night to save them. Her efforts were of no avail as
to Robert. In two days she buried him in the Waxhaw churchyard
beside his father. Andrew hovered botween life and death for weecks—
in a state of delirlum. He finally began to improve under the faithful
ministrations of his devoted mother, althongh he was an invalid for
many months.

The following summer a cry for help came from the prison ships at
Charleston. Many of the prisoners were the kindred and neighbors of
Betty Jackson. Andrew now on the road fo recovery, she went with

other Waxhaw women on this mission of mercy. After a tiresome
and perilous journey of 160 miles they reached their destination.

In a
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few weeks Betty Jackson jolned her husband and two sons, a vietim
of the sghip fever which she contracted while ministering to the sick
and wounded men on the British prison ship. Bhe was buried in an
unmarked grave in an open fleld. Years later Andrew Jackson insti-
tuted a special inquiry to locate the spot where his herole mother was
buried, but to no avail.

We catch but a fleeting glimpse of his mother, but enough that we can
easily surmise the source of Andrew Jackson's devotion to duty, his
fidelity to purpose, his superb courage, his patriotism, and many other
traits that characterized him. Betty Jackson’s nobility of character left
a deep impress on her illustrious son, who often spoke of her in terms
of tenderness and reverence,

Reverting to our narrative, we thus find Jackson facing the world
alone at the age of 14.

What hardships, what eruelties, what suffering, what sorrows, what
nerve-racking, soul-stirring experiences have been crowded into that short
gpan of years for Andrew Jackson!

TREACHES SCHOOL, STUDIES LAW

However, Jackson was never known to give up. He never surrendered
to obstacles, however great. After his mother's death he worked for
gix months in a saddler’s shop, but this gave no outlet for his ambitions.
Besides, it was not In Andrew Jackson's make-up “ to play second fiddle.”
He was a born leader and was never satisfied to follow or to take orders
from others. He next taught a “ field school ” in the Waxhaws for two
years. He then studied law in the office of Spence MecCay, a lawyer of
Salisbury, N. C. According to reports he spent a portion of his time in
horse racing, cock fighting, eard playing, and rollicking. Despite these
diversions, he applied himself assiduously to the law books and was an
apt student. He completed his preparations for admission to the bar
in the office of Col. Spence Stokes.

In the spring of 1787, at the age of 20 years, young Jackson ob-
talned his law license.

Even at this age he bore unmistakable evidences of leadership. Tall,
erect, graceful, dashing, with a strong personality, supreme courage,
and g high sense of justice, he was a recognized leader of the young
men” among whom he moved. He was likewise very popular with the
ladies, toward whom he was always courteous and chivalrous.

APPOINTED PUBLIC PROSECUTOR—GOES TO NASHVILLE

In 1788, John Mg¢Nairy, a friend of Jackson, was appointed judge
of the Buperior Court for the Western Distriet of North Carolina,
which embraced that vast wilderness between the Alleghenies and the
Mississippi River, which later became the State of Tennessee. The
office of solicitor or public prosecutor, was offered to Jackson, and he
accepted. The courts for this district were to be held at Jomesboro
and Nashville,

The judicial party, Judge MecNairy, Bolicitor Jackson, and a few
lawyers made the long and hazardous trip to Jonesboro. After re-
maining there for several weeks, they, together with a crowd of
emigrants, made the long and dangerous trip to Nashville, through
trackless forests infested with hostile Indians. By common consent
young Jackson took command of the party. About the time of their
arrival in Nashville news reached there that a majority of the States
bad adopted the Federal Constitution,

At this time Nashville was a rather important frontier settlement.
That country, embracing what later became the Btate of Tennessee,
was inhabitated by various tribes of Indians, including the Cherokees,
Choctaws, Shawnees, Chickasaws, and Crecks. There had been many
clashes between the white settlers and the Indians with the result that
much hostility existed. From the year 1780 to 1704 the Indians killed
an average of one white person in every 10 days within 5 miles of
Nashvillee. In 1787, the year before Jackson's arrival, 33 white men
had been slain by the Indians within the immediate vicinity of Nash-
ville. Of counrse, conditions were still more perilons in sections more
sparsely settled by the whites,

Jackson applied himself assiduously to his duties as public prosecutor,
and also built up a large private law practice. He made a reputation
as an able, fearless, and successful prosecutor and general practitioner.

AFPPOINTED FEDERAL ATTORNEY GENERAL

On May 26, 1790, Congress organized the country between the Ohio
River and the present States of Alabama and Mississippl and bounded
on the west by the Mississippi River, as * the Territory of the United
States southwest of the Ohio River.” John McNairy was continued in
office as Territorial judge and Andrew Jackson was appointed Federal
attorney general of the Mero district,

RACHEL DONBLEON

Right years before Jackson's arrival at Nashville a company of set-
tiers, led by Col. John Donelgon, a Virginia surveyor, had arrived there.
Rather than hazard the dangers and hardships of traveling through the
wilderness, this company had made the trip by water in flatboats, float-
ing down the River Holston to the Tennessee, down the Tennessee to
the Ohio, up the Ohio to the Cumberland, and up the Cumberland to
Naszhville, a distance of more than 2,000 nriles. T sghall not take time
to narrate the hardships endured on this perilous 4-month voyage.
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In this party was the daughter of Colonel Donelson, black-eyed, black-
haired, vivacious Rachel. At an early age she married Lewis Robards,
of Kentucky. All did not go well with them. While handsome, Robards
was overbearing and brutal. They separated, Robards returning to Ken-
tucky. After a time word came direct from him that he had obtained a
divorce from Rachel. This news was accepted as the truth by every-
body. Andrew Jackson and Rachel Donelson Robards fell in love with
each other and were in time married—in November, 1791; Jackson
was then 24 years of age and Rachel 4 years younger. After they had
been happily married for two years It developed that, while proceedings
had been instituted, yet Robards had not obtained a decree of divorce
at the time Jackson and Rachel were married, although a final decree
had subsequently been entered. While Andrew Jacksen and Rachel had
undoubtedly married in perfect good faith, yet, upon receipt of this news,
they were promptly remarried. However, the fact that they had lived
together as man and wife for a time prior to an actual divorce between
Robards and Rachel furnished a sweet morsel for the enemies of
Jackson, and this ecircumstance played a conspicuous part in the subse-
quent lives of both Andrew Jackson and his wife.

In passing it may be of interest to note that Col. John Donelson
bad been killed by the Indians prior to Jackson's arrival at Nashville,

The greatest tragedy in the life of Old Hickory was that his beloved
wife, the sweet, pious Rachel, than whom a more chaste woman never
lived, should be cruelly and unjustly branded with the scarlet letter,
However, the good women and men of Nashville understood and Rachel
Jackson was invariably received and welcomed into the very best circles
without question. There was only an intermittent remark by some
enemy or scandal monger, until the circumstance referred to was
revived during Jackson's candidacy for the Presidency, to which refer-
ence will later be made.

MEMBER OF CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

The Territorial legislature ordered the census to be taken in 1795,
when it developed that the Territory eontained 77,262 inhabitants, more
than the 60,000 inhabitants required for admission of the Territory
into the Uniom as a State. Governor Blount called a constitutional
convention to assemble Janudry 11, 1796, at Knoxville, “ for the purpose
of forming a counstitution or permanent form of government,” the Terri-
torial governor and the inhabitants proceeding upon the basis that they
were entitled to statehood, although Congress had not enacted legisla-
tion providing for the admission of the Territory to statehood. Andrew
Jackson was one of the five delegates from Davidson County elected to
this convention.

The convention eompleted its labors, leaving to the assembly, which
it created, the task of putting the new State government into operation,
and fixed March 28, 1796, as the time when the Territorial government
should expire. It declared, moreover, that if Congress should fail to
admit T to statehood, the Commonwealth would continue to
exist as an independent State.

This deflant attitude was not received with entire favor by President
Washington or the Federalists. However, Thomas Jefferson, after
studying this constitution, praised it as the most republican one of all
the State constitutions.

At any rate, after considerable debate, Congress admiited the State
of Tennessee into the Union on June 1, 1796.

JACESON FIRST MEMBER UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVES FROM
TENNESSER

Tennessee was entitled to but one Representative in the House of Rep-
resentatives, and Andrew Jackson was elected to this post in the fall
of 1796, In the latter part of October he bade Rachel good-bye and
set off on horseback for Philadelphia, a distance of 800 miles, and served
in Congress until the 8d of March following. During this brief period
he manifested that deep conviction and independence of spirit which
always characterized him. He also succeeded in obtaining the passage
of two measures of particular interest to Tennesseeans, which increased
his popularity at home. Upon his return home he was enthusiastically
received at Nashville, as his service at the National Capital had im
every way been satisfactory to his constituents.

UNITED BTATES BENATOR

On November 22, 1797, Jackson was elected United States Senator
by the Legislature of Tennessee. However, senatorial work and Phila-
delphia life were distasteful to Jackson. He longed for his devoted
wife, his beloved Tennessee, and the great outdoors. In April, 1708, he
took leave of the Benate, returned home, and resigned from the Senate
in Jume,

JUDGE OF STATE SUPREME COURT

Jackson was now 31 years of age. Having divested himself of
public office, he made up his mind to devote the rest of his life to
managing his plantation and keeping a general store; but without any
suggestion from him, the legislature elected him a judge of the State
supreme court. He reluctantly accepted the office and served in that
capacity for six years. Jackson was not very learned in the law, but
he had a profound sense of justice, and consequently made a splendid
judge. He maintained the dignity and the authority of the position
at all tinres.




MATOR GENERAL OF TENNESSEE MILITIA
In 1801 Jackson was elected major general of Tennessee Militia, This
was an important office in that day, as the Indian menace in Tennessce
was serious.
In 1804 Jackson resigned from the supreme court.
JACKSON NOT AN OFFICE SEEEER

It could not be said that Jackson was politically ambitions. I do
not recall that he ever sought any office save one, and he failed to
obtaln that. When Jefferson was President, Jackson applied to him for
appointment as Governor of the Territory of Louisiana, but Jefferson
turned him down. This was in 1803, soon after the purchase of the
Territory of Louigiana. It is singular that the founder of the Demo-
cratic Party and the greatest exponent of Democratic principles should
have denied a relatively unimportant appointment to that other great
Democrat, who subsequently, more than any man in the history of this
Republie, injected breathing, throbbing life into the principles enun-
clated by Jefferson.

HOME LIFE

Jackson spent the next few years at The Hermitage, devoting his time
and efforts to his plantations and stores. He was a progressive, suc-
cessful planter. He had as many as 150 slaves at a time; he was very
kind to them and they loved him. His name gigned to paper made it
good as legal tender anywhere in Tennessee,

Andrew and Rachel Jackson were not blessed with any children of
their own. However, he adopted a son of one of Mrs. Jackson's broth-
ers and named him Andrew Jackson, jr. Another nephew of Mrs.
Jackson was named Andrew Jackson Donelson. Jackson would fondle
and play with these boys by the hour. He was very hospitable and
frequently had other children, relatives, and friends in his home.

Having heard so much of his turbulent, flery spirit, even of him
being a man-killer, visitors to The Hermitage and later the White House
marveled at the extraordinary patience of General Jackson in his
home. He was never even cross with the children, his wife, or the
servants, Relentless and ruthless as he was toward his adversaries,
Jackson was tender, gentle, and affectiondte in his own home. Tem-
pestuous as was his life elsewhere there was always peace and quietude
around his own fireside. However much his grim and austere demeanor
may have held others in awe the members of his own household re-
garded him with tenderest affection and treated him with utmost
familiarity,

However, this peaceful and happy existence at The Hermitage was
not to continue indefinitely. Jackson was born under a star that
presaged action. To be precize, he was born under the sign of the
planet Mars—the God of War.

WAR OF 1812

War clouds were rapidly gathering, due to the controversies between
the United States and Great Britain. War was declared on June 12,
1812, Led by Henry Clay and John C, Calhoun, the war fever ran
high in the West and South. New England was decidedly hostlle to
the war. To quote the language of David Karsner in his blography of
Andrew Jackson, * Daniel Webster led a strong antiwar contingent
which skated mighty close to the brink of sedition.” He gucceeded in
defeating the conscription bill in Congress, leaving this country entirely
dependent upon volunteers. The standing Army of the United States
cousisted of about 7,000 men. The American Navy consisted of a dozen
fighting ships, while England possessed nearly a thousand.

New England remained hostile to the war and refused to send their
guota of soldiers to the front. As late as 1814 a convention repre-
senting five New England States was held at Hartford and expressed its
opposition to the war in which we were then engaged.

Within a few days after the declaration of war General Jackson,
through Governor Blount, tendered to President Madison his services
and those of the 2,500 militiamen under hls command. The offer was
promptly accepted, but no funds for the equipment and support of the
command were furnished by the Federal Government. However, Jack-
son proceeded with preparations, advising the soldiers that they should
furnish their own arms, ammunltion, and ign equiy t, for
which it was confidently expected that the Government would later
compensate them. On Jamuary 7, 1813, two months after President
Madison had requested Tennessee to move the army to the Gulf,
Jackson's army started for that point, the eavalry going through the
country and the infantry on boats down the Cumberland into the Mis-
sissippl. General Wilkinson, who was in command at New Orleans,
sgent a courier informing Jackson to halt his troops at Natchez, as
neither quarters nor provisions were ready for them at New Orleans.
On February 6 Jackson received orders from the War Department to
dismiss his troops and deliver to Wilkinson all articles of publie prop-
erty in his possession, “as the cause of embodying and marching to
New Orleans the corps under your command has ceased to exist.”

Jackson’s soldlers had no Government property, had not received a
penny of pay, were 500 miles from home, many of them sick, and the
order was that they be dismissed—without means of transport back to
their homes. Jackson very properly ignored the order from the War
Department, resolving to personally conduct his men back to their
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homes. He purchased supplies in Natchez for the march homeward,
giving the merchants drafts for the amounnts, advising them that if the
Government failed to honor the drafts, he would make them good out of
his own pocket. One hundred and fifty of his men were sick as they
commenced the long, cold, arduous march of 500 miles through the
wilderness to Tennessee. Means for the transportation of the sick
were very meager, and General Jackson himself gave up his three
mounts to the sick men, and marched afoot with his ragged army, al-
though then 46 years old, Jackson's conduct toward his men during
this trying ordeal won him their everlasting affection and reverence,
and they bestowed upon him the affectlonate nickname, “ 0ld Hickory."”
On May 22, 1813, his army was dismissed. However, as will be later
seen, this mistreatment of Jackson by the War Department did not coal
his ardor or dampen his patriotism.

Affairs had been going badly for American arms, with the single
exception of the notable victory of Commodore Perry on Lake Erie.

CONQUERS CREEE INDIANS

Incited, armed, and aided by the British, the Creek Indians were over-
running the southern country, marauding, pillaging, burning, and butech-
ering the whites and friendly Indians. They had massacred the garri-
son and inmates of Fort Mims, on August 80, 1813, The Governor of
Tennessee and others repaired to The Hermitage to consult General
Jackson, who was in bed from serious wounds recently received in an
altercation with the Bentons. His wife propped Jackson up in bed for
the council of war. He assured the governor and commiitee that he
would lead the army if he had to be borne on a stretcher. Governor
Blount called for 3,500 volunteers and selected Andrew Jackson to lead
them, Jackson at once assumed direction of the movement for de-
fense, calling the volunteers to assemble at Camp Blount, Fayetteville,
Tenn., on October 4; he arranged for supplies of food and ammunition
and looked after other details. The army assembled at the time and
place appointed, Jackson conducted a vigorons campaign against the
Creek Indians, completely routing them in five important battles, and
effecting a binding treaty of peace, This was one of the bloodiest and
most important wars ever waged against the Indians on this continent.
It had an electrifying effect throughout the Nation and did mueh to
improve American morale, and to lessen British arrogance,

Many have felt that one of Jackson's faults was that he was too
relentless toward the Indians. If he was, he viewed It ns a matter of
military strategy and necessity. As evidence of the personal side of
lis nature an incident is given. In the battle at Tallushatchee all of
the Indian warriors were killed. An Indian papoose was found on the
battle field. Jackson asked first one squaw and then another to care for
the infant, but each refused. Whereupon Jackson took charge of the
papoose, tenderly cared for it temporarily, sent him to Huntsville to ba
cared for until the end of the war, and then took him to The Hermitage
where he became the playmate of little Andy. General Jackson reared
and educated him, and this body reposes in the garden of The Hermitage.

Camp Blount was used as a place of rendezvous during this eampaign,
and when the Creek War was ended the army was there discharged from
further service. Camp Blount is in the district which I have the honor
to represent.

MATOR GENERAL OF UNITED STATES ARMY

After he had conquered the Creek Indians Andrew Jackson was
appointed major general of the United States Army., Having learned
that the Spaniards were harboring Creek Indians and also allowing the
British to occupy the town and forts at Pensacola, Jackson came to the
conclusion that the British had designs on FPensacola or New Orleans.
He again ecalled for volunteers. General Coffee ralsed about 2,500 cav-
alrymen and occupied Camp Blount, and moved from there on October 5,
1814, and marched to Fort Montgomery, near Mobile, where he joined
General Jackson’s army.

General Jackson took command and marched to Pensacola, where he
conquered the Spaniards, blew up the Spanish forts, and drove the
British out of town. After this Jackson and his army marched to
New Orleans for the defense of that city.

BATTLE OF NEW ORLEANS

General Jackson with his army arrived in New Orleans December 2,
1814. The people of New Orleans were disappointed in the appearance
of General Jackson. They expected to see a robust, pompous general
arrayed in all the gay panoply of war. Instead they beheld a spare,
gaunt frontiersman, his garb simple and badly worn from the cam-
paigns through which he had passed. However, they were glad to
welcome any defender, and gave a banguet, at which local orators in-
dulged in much fervent patriotic appeal. Jackson replled in a brief,
simple talk, but to the point. He declared that he had come to protect
the city and to drive the enemy into the sea, or perish in the attempt.
He called upon all citizens to bury their differences and rally to the
defense of their country. He made it clear that his word would be law
and must be respected and obeyed.

The facts relating to the Battle of New Orleans are so well known
that I shall but briefly describe them. However, such a description

would be incomplete without referéence to the conditions leading up to
that famoug victory.

During the first two years of the War of 1812
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the British victories over our Armies had not only been complete but
disastrous and humiliating—we had not won a single land battle.

The enemy had captured and burned the city of Baltimore and in turn

had ecaptured and partially burned the National Capital. Our President
and the seat of government had been driven from Washington. The
martial spirit of the Natfon seemed to have been largely broken; our
morale was at a low ebb. England was in a state of glorifieation.
Many sections of our country were demanding peace at any price. The
President had sent a commission of five notable men to Hurope to seek
peace. They had been haughtlly received, and the British demanded
most unreasonable terms, Including a cession of that territory now
compriging the great Middle West. These were the conditions when
Andrew Jackson was commissioned a major general and authorized to
appoint his subordinate officers and mobilize an army, but the Federal
Government provided no means with which to do it. It is with pride
that I point to the fact that the old Volunteer State of Tennessee met
the emergency, and through its legislature appropriated $300,000 for the
equipment and expenses of an army to be raised by Jackson. Bo far as
1 am aware, this is the only instance since the establishment of our
Government that a State has made an appropriation for the national
defense. Whereupon, General Jackson quickly mobilized an army of
5,300 men at Fayetteville, Tenn,
' Jackson had about 6,000 troops at New Orleans, sturdy frontiersmen,
wearing coonskin eaps, hunting shirts, and armed chiefly with squirrel
rifles. He wans confronted by General Pakenham, with over 12,000
trained and seasoned British troops, who had fought under Wellington
and many of whom later covered themselves with glory at-Waterloo
in combat with Napoleon's legions; many of whom had recently partici-
pated in the ecapture of Baltimore and Washington, Jackson began
attacking the British at night on December 23, 1814, and kept it up
until the final, decisive battle on January 8, 1815, when he and his
troops won their miraeulous victory, killing and wounding a large
number of British troops and driving the remainder in disorder from the
field. The deadly aim of the Tennessee frontiersmen was evidenced by
the fact that General Pakenham was killed ; Gibbs, who soeceeded him,
was killed; and many other high officers in the British ranks met a
gimilar fate. The most remarkable feature of this wonderful victory
was that the Americans sustained a loss of only 8 killed and 13
wounded. This most marvelous and glorious vietory ever won by Amer-
fcan arms was acclaimed with wildest joy thronghout the Nation from
President Madison down to the humblest citizen. Jackson was the
great national hero. His name was on every tongue. As expressed by
Bowers, this victory had * brilliantly avenged the humiliations of an
unhappy war."”

While it is true that this great victory was won after the signing of
the treaty at Ghent, yet in the light of subsequent events we know that
it was one of the most important and far-reaching events in our history ;
among other things it assured to us the preservation and possession of
the Louisiana Purchase, comprising 14 of our great Btates.

DECLINES APPOINTMENT AS SECRETARY OF WAR

Upon his election in 1816, President Monroe tendered to Jackson the

position of Becretary of War, but he promptly declined it.
GOVERNOR OF FLORIDA

However, December 26, 1817, General Jackson entered upon his sec-
ond Florida campaign. In February, 1819, Spain ceded Florlda to the
United States. In 1821 President Monroe appointed Jackson Governor
of Florida, which he reluctantly accepted. He resigned as major gen-
eral in the Army and on July 17, 1821, took possession of Florida as
governor, it becoming a Territory of the United States. In October fol-
lowing, Jackson resigned as Governor of Florida.

AGAIN UNITED STATES SENATOR

Hewever, 0ld Hickory is to again be pulled from his peaceful lair at
The Hermitage. In October, 1823, without solicitation on his part, he
was elected United States Senator by the Tennessee Legislature. He
resigned from this position in October, 1823,

FIEST EACE FOE PRESIDENT

On July 20, 1822, Jackson had been placed in nomination for the
Presidency by the Legislature of Tennessece. On March 4, 1824, he was
nominated for President by the Philadelphla convention. In the ensu-
ing election Jackson received a plurality of both the popular and elec-
toral votes for President over his three opponents, Adams, Clay, and
Crawford, but, not having received a majority of all the electoral votes,
the election was thrown Into the House of Representatives, which
elected John Quincy Adams.

RLECTED PRBSIDENT

In October, 1825, the Tennessee Legislature again placed Jackson in
nomination for the Presidency.

He was again nominated as the Democratic standard bearer for the
Presidency in 1828, After the most bitter and scurrilous campaign
this country has ever known he was triumphantly elected, In view of
the powerful interests arrayed against him and the character of the
campalgn waged agsinst him, he achieved a remarkable vietory, secur-
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ing 178 electoral votes, while John Quincy Adams recelved but 83, It
i5 needless to state that he had the loyal support of the masses of the
people.
OVERWHELMINGLY REELECTED PRESIDENT
The popularity of his first admlnistration was attested by the fact
that he was triumphantly reelected in 1832, receiving 219 electoral
votes against 67 for all of his opponents.

JACKSON THE MASON

General Jackson had heen grand master of the Masonic fraternity of
Tennessee. During his first term as President the head of his Cabinet
was Secretary of SBtate Edward Livingston, who was the highest-ranking
Mason in America. In 1832 William Work was nominated for President
by the anti-Masons and Henry Clay wns nominated by the Whigs. The
anti-Masons and Whigs worked in close cooperation and with complete
understanding. During the campaign ex-President John Quincy Adams
made a bitter attack on Masonry and Edward Livingston. It is need-
less to relate that Jackson went on record against this anti-Mason
bhysteria and that the Masons rallied to Jackson's banner. The cam-
paign against Jackson in 1832 was quite as bitter and scurrilous as
that waged against him in 1828, but with even more disastrous results
to the opposition. In discussing this campaign in his admirable work,
the Party Battles of the Jackson Period, Claude G. Bowers says in
part :

“Thus the Whigs used every weapon that came into their hands—
money, subsidized and bought papers, the hostility of Masonry, the hate
of the nullifiers, the fear of Van Buren, intimidation, eoercion, and
slander. And something comparatively new to politice—the cartoon—
scon became a feature of the fight. Here the Democrats were at a dis-
advantage and the pictorial editorials that have come down to us are
largely anti-TJackson. Here we find the President pictured as a raving
maniae, as Don Quixote tilting at the plllars of the splendid marble
bank building in Philadelphia, as a burglar attempting to force the
bank doors with a battering ram, while the most popular cartoon among
the friends of Clay pictured Jackson receiving a crown from Van Buren
and a scepter from the devil.”

When Jackson entered the White House he had about $5,000 in
money. After his eight years’ distingnished and triumphant service as
Chief Executive he left Washington for The Hermitage with $90 in money,
with Rachel’s picture and her Bible, from which he had read every
night. The Presidency had cost him all of his savings, and he was
in debt. He once more settled down to the quiet life of a farmer and
spent the rest of his days. He paid all of his debts, for he was a good
farmer, but died comparatively a peor man.

I am discussing rather the personal side of Andrew Jackson. Time
forbids a detailed narrative of his many and wvaluable achievements
while an occupant of the White House,

MOST POPULAR AMERICAN—ACHIEVEMENTS

When Jackson entered the White House he was the most popular of
all Americans. After eight years of the most bitter and turbulent
administrations in the Nation’s history he retired to private life
stronger than ever in the affections of the people. Throughout his presl-
dential career he was constantly harassed by a hostile SBenate; he had
pitted against him those able and astute statesmen, Clay, Webster,
and Calhoun. The battle between the hostile Senate on the one hand
and President Jackson on the other raged with unremitting fury and
bitterness, Jackson asked no guarter and gave none. He always came
out victor. He was Invinciblee He never lost the confidence and
support of the people,

From his quiet retreat at The Hermitage, which by the way is
quite as attractive and Interesting as Mount Vernon, Jackson caused the
nomination and his influence effected the election of his two successors
in the presidential chair, Van Buren and Polk. For a quarter of a
century he controlled the political destinies of this Nation and for
a century his achievements and influence have colored the affairs of
our country.

In accepting upon behalf of the United Btates the 'splendid bronze
statue of Andrew Jackson presented by the State of Tennessee, to be
placed in Statuary Hall, President Coolldge sald of him:

“ History accords him one of the high positions among the great
names of onr country. He gave to the nationalist spirit through loyalty
to the Union a new strength which was decislve for many years. His
management of onr foreign affairs was such as to secure a wholesome
respect for our Government and the rights of it citizens, He left the
Treasury withont obligations and .with a surplus. Coming up from
the people, he demonstrated that there is sufficient substance in self-
government to solve important public questions and rise superior to a
perplexing crisis. Like a true pioneer, he broke through all the re-
straints and impediments into which he was born and, leaving behind
the provincialisms and prejudices of his day, pushed out toward a larger
freedom and a sounder Government, carrying the country with him.”

As before shown, Jackson's scholastie training was very meager; but
he had such a splendid natural intellect and acguired soch an excel-
lent eduecation in the school of experience, by keen observation and
intelligent reading, that one of his blographers expressed his opinion
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that Jackson was the finest letter writer this country had produced,
and the late Congressman James D. Richardson, who compiled the
Messages and Papers of the Presidents, gave it as hiz mature judgment
that Jackson’s state papers were the greatest of all our Presidents.
Jackson was not cultured; he did not have a literary education. He
did not know the difference between a ballad and a sonnet, and prob-
ably cared less. He made mistakes In orthography, but, after all,
spelled better than the Father of OQur Country; even as late a Presi-
dent and as learned a scholar as Theodore Roosevelt indulged in
phonetie spelling. Yet Jackson’s head was chuck-full of wisdom such
as is seldom possessed even by perfect grammarians and spellers. His
superior intelligence, his iron will, his dauntless courage overcame all
deficiencies of scholastie training; and the latter are overlooked except
by those puny, contemptible minds which grovel on the floor looking
for specks.

By sheer force of intellect, unadulterated patriotism, indomitable will,
and invincible courage, he displayed qualities of extraordinary ver-
satility., By his thirty-third birthday he had served as publie prose-
cutor, Federal attorney general, Representative in Congress, United
States Senator, supreme court judge, and major general. He had
sought none of these offices, and resigned from all of them before his
terms expired,

Like all great men of positive character and fearless action, he had
many bitter foes and was the victim of much unjust slander. Only
recently we are getting histories and blographies which do justice to
Andrew Jackson and his great achievements; even some of the recent
writers still give currency to slanders which have long since been thor-
oughly diseredited.

Jackson is now generally recognized as having beenm truly a great
President. He so Impressed himself upon the history of our country
that we speak of the “Jackson period.” One of his greatest contribu-
tions was to make our Government responsive to the will of the people.
As has been aptly said, Jefferson enunciated the principles of a gov-
ernment of the people and for the people, and Jackson compieted the
process by making it a government of the people, for the people, and by
the people.

To again quote that trenehant blographer, Claude G. Bowers:

“Andrew Jackson was the organizer of democracy. He found the
masses helpless and fotile in the midst of theéir tools, and he taught
them how to use them. He mobilized the scattered forces of ordinary
mren ; vitalized them with energy, fired them with his faith, and made
gharpshooters of them, every one, He made the trapper in the wilder-
ness, the worker on the wharf, the toiler in the factory, and the farmer
in the field realize that the Government is his Government in days of
peace as well as when he is solemnly reminded of it in days of battle.

“ When they reminded him that these men of the masses were un-
trained in government, he answered that in a democracy it was high
time to train them. When the timid eringed at the thought of these
crude folk being awakened to a realization of their civic power, he
consoled himself with the reflection that they were the game crude folk
who battled behind him at New Orleans. He knew that men good
enough to die for the Republic are good enough to have a voice in the
determination of its destiny; and he knew that a nation that will
exaet a lfe and withhold a civic right is not fit to live.”

Without previous training, Jackson demonstrated his ability to eope
with every situation iIn any field of endeavor. He even demonstrated
the fact that he was a diplomat and eapable of successfully coping with
grave international problems. When he became President many old
and vexatious questions with forelgn eountries were pending, all of
which he soon satisfactorily adjusted, and when he retired from the
Presidency he did not bequeath to his successor a gingle peuding
controversy with a foreign nation.

His sterling party service has furnished us the descriptive term,
# Jacksonian Demoeracy,” and Demoerats throughout the Nation assem-
ble on * Jackson Day,” to pay him homage.

It was Jackson who established the custom of party platforms, his
purpose being to take the people into the counsel and confidence of
party leaders.

CHARACTER BKRTCH

Andrew Jackson had many faults, it is true, but absolutely none that
compromised honor, integrity, justice, or patriotism. Generally his
faults were merely the excesses of the very virtues which made him
great, '

His sensitive, high-strung nature, his impetuous will, his readiness to
resent an insult, his determination tg redress a wrong, his utter fearless-
ness naturally led him into paths that more phlegmatle and timid
souls would dare not tread. However, a remarkable feature of Jackson's
complex nature was that he was always calm and ecollected in every
crisin.

Jackson was not sly or subtle. He never resorted to artifice, deceit,
or even tact. He was blunt and straightforward. He always spoke in
unmistakable terms. He never equivocated. He never “trimmed his
eails.,” He always struck straight from the shoulder.

No obstacle discouraged, no danger deterred Andrew Jackson. Both
his moral and physical courage was supreme under all circumstances,
He feared no mortal man ; he feared no aggregation of men. No power,
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no influence could turn him away from the path of duty as he saw it.
His lion heart never qualled; his fron will never wavered. He was
superlatively a real man,

Commodore Elliott brought from Palestine, in the U. 8. 8. Constitu-
tion, a magnificent sarcophagus belleved to have eontained the body of
the Roman emperor, Alexander Severus. A short time before Jackson's
death the commodore wrote to him telling about the sarcophagus, saying,
“1 pray you to live on in fear of the Lord, dying the death of a Roman
soldler ; an emperor’s coffin awaits you.”

General Jackson promptly repled as follows:

“1 must decline accepting the honor intended to be bestowed. I can
not consent that my mortal body shall be laid In a repository prepared
for an emperor or a king. My republican feelings and principles forbid
it; the simplicity of our system of government forbids it. True virtue
can not exist where pomp and parade are the governing passions; it
can only dwell with the peaple—the great laboring and producing classes
that form the bone and sinew of our confederacy. I have prepared
an humble depository for my mortal body beside that wherein lies my
beloved wife.”

Jackson spent the last 17 years of his life without his beloved
Hachel, who passed away shortly after his first triumphant election to
the Presidency. Rachel had pilned away with a broken heart as a
result of cruel slanders before mentioned, which were revived and
embellished in that campaign.

A short time before his death, General Jackson's pastor went to his
bedside and sald:

* General, the doctor informs me that you have but a short time to
live. You must remember that If you expect forgiveness you yourself
must forgive all your enemies,”

The old fellow turned his eyes to the wall where hung Rachel’'s por-
trait,- with trembling fingers pointed to it, and said:

*“1 forgive them all—except her traducers.”

For many years before his death General Jackson was afflicted with
tubereulosis, and finally dropsy developed. He soffered the most excru-
clating agony, but he never flinched nor complalned.

THE END

During his last hours Jackson manifested his greatness and patriotism
when he said:

“May my enemles find peace ; may the libertles of my country endure
forever.”

The end came on Sunday, June 8, 1845. The members of his house-
hold, and even his faithful slaves, were admitted into his presence.
General Jackson heard them sobbing and said : “ Do not ery, dear chil-
dren, we all will meet in heaven—all—white and black.” And then in a
voice so weak that It was scarcely audible, he uttered his last words:
“ Heaven will be no heaven to me if I do not meet my wife there.”

The Grim Reaper mercifully ended his sufferings and sent his proud
gpirit to joln his Rachel. His mortal body was lald to rest beside that
of his beloved wife in the garden of The Hermitage.

In the graphic words of Gerald W. Johnson :

“The wilderness which had slain his father ylelded to Andrew Jack-
son. The war which destroyed his mother and his brothers he survived.
The wild frontier to which they dispatched him on a dangerous milssion
he subdued. The enemies that rose against him he sgtruck down, He
swept the red man beyond the great river. He swept the British into
the sea. The eountry thundered his acclaim and showered honors upon
him, It gave him the Presidency, and he made the Presidency such a
power as it never had been before. The immigrant linen draper's son
touched the height of human glory and hig renown echoed throughout
the world.”

As his handsome bronze statue graces the National Hall of Fame, so
his character and achlevements place Andrew Jackson smong the im-
mortals,

The message from Mrs. Donelson to the lodge, referred to in
the foregoing address, is as follows:
NasuaviLLe, TexN., March 8, 1930,
Hon, E. L. DavIs.
Dear Siz: 1 am just in recelpt of yours of the 6th and hasten to
reply since the time is short to the 15th, the birthday of our great hero.
The message 1 send to the lodge:

ANDREW JACKSON, THE GUARDIAN

I appreciate your desire for the picture, slnce It increases interest in
and respect for the benefactor of my father, Ma). Andrew Jackson Donel-
son, who was reared and educated by General Jackson as his ward and
nephew, was on his staff in Florida, hig private secretary during his
two presidentinl administrations, hls confidentlal friend, and counselor
until the old hero’s death.

There never was such a guardian as General Jackson. Major Donel-
son lived with him all his life. General Jackson sent him to West
Point, where he made the 4-year course in three, graduating second in
his class (the first student from Tennessee), to University of Tennessee
next, then next to Lexington, without one cent of expense for clothes,
tultion, ete.; built him a fine home on Donelson's 2,000 acres, adjoining
Hermitage ; helped to furnish it with all its rich gilver, ete, ; 80 incressed
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his estate as to almost equal his own, and at his death apologized for
not leaving any more of his worldly goods save his handsomest gold
sword presented to him by Tennessee. Can such a goardian be equaled?
Thus I have devoted my life to the preservation of his home, and have
gucceeded in getting a bill passed in the last legislature to perpetuate
his noble character and deeds. Rather than a holiday It calls for a
“ Jackson Day " in all Tennessee schools on January 8,
Sincerely,
Brrrie M. DONELSON.

Andrew Jackson's check and Mrs. Donelson’s comment thereon
are copied, as follows:

Mr. John Sommerville, Cashier of the Branch Bank of the State
of Tennessee at Nashvllle wlil please pay to Capt. A. J. Donelson Fifty
Dollars in U. States notes & charge the same to his friend

ANDREW JACKSON

JuLy 19, 1827,

P. 8,—1If convenient in a $50 U. B. note. A. J.

Mr. Davis, I am inclosing a check for you to present to the Andrew
Jackson Lodge. I choose this one because it is made out in its en-
tirety by General Jackson. I gave one recently to the Masonic lodge
at St. Louis; they framed it and seemed appreciative of same, Thus
hope the Virginia people will, too.

I gave one to John Trotwood Moore and he had it mounted on
glass, for a paper weight, and presented it to John W. Davis while
a candidate for President of the United States when in Nashville, Tell
the lodge members if they are ever in need of funds, can recash the
check, i. e, can sell it

BerTiE M. DOXELSON.

RESTORATION OF THE FRIGATE “ CONSTITUTION "

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Union Calendar the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 264)
making an -appropriation to complete the restoration of the
frigate Constitution, and to consider the same at this time,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous
consent for the present consideration of a joint resclution, which
the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows:

Rz:qawcd, ete.,, That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $300,000, to
remain available until June 30, 1931, for completing the repair, equip-
ment, and restoration of the frigate Conmstilution, as authorized by the
act approved March 4, 1925 (43 Stat. L. 1278).

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I object. What
is the nature of the emergency that we should follow this un-
usual procedure to take $300,000 of the taxpayers' money out
of the Federal Treasury?

Mr. FRENCH. If the gentleman will withhold his objec-

tion——
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin., I reserve it.
AMr. FRENCH. 1 think he will be agreeable to the program.

The act of Congress of March 4, 1925, provided for the restora-
tion, equipment, and repair of the old frigate, the Constifution.
It was also provided in the act that the Navy Department might
receive public contributions for the work.

Up to this time the Government has received something more
than $600,000 to earry forward the work and, apparently, we
are at the end practically of our opportunity for public receipts.

The work has been progressing and is practically two-thirds
completed. May I say that the work is of a peculiar character,
becaunse it is work that is being performed upon an old wooden
type of ship, a ship that originally was authorized by the Con-
gress in 1794. In order to assemble the force to carry on this
work it was necessary to comb, yon might say, the New England
States to obtain workmen who are familiar with construction
work of this kind. The force has been assembled, it has been
carrying forward the work until now the funds collected have
been well nigh exhausted. All the members of the committee
felt that the balance of the funds should be appropriated by the
Federal Government,

More small contributions will be made from now on, and to
the extent that they are made they will reduce the amount
earried in the appropriation. N

If we do not make the appropriation now—Iif we permit the
matter to drag along until it may be carried in the regular appro-
priation bill, or if we pass this resolution some weeks hence—it
will mean expense through the disassembling of the force now
gathered together. In the interest of economy the members of
the committee are unanimous in the thought that the work
ought to go forward at this time. :

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr, Speaker, I think the gentle-
men will be interested in this fact: That the Congress did en-
courage the donation by the act to which the gentleman from
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Idaho has referred, and that a very large part of the donation
came from school children.

Mr. FRENCH. The school children of the country have con-
tributed more than $150,000 in what has been called penny
contributions.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Was the work let on a contract
and did they not know what the cost would be?

Mr. FRENCH. No; the work is being done in the Govern-
ment navy yard.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. One further question: We have
heard the same old swan song raised here by the distinguished
gentleman from Alabama about Congress encouraging the col-
lection of these contributions. I believe that if you go back to
the debates you will find that Congress was told that if the
bill passed there would be no expense to the Treasury. Having
railroaded the bill through Congress, telling the Congress there
would be no expense to the Federal Treasury, they now refer
back to the passage of the aet and say that Congress is re-
sponsible and should appropriate. I would like to ask whether
the Bureau of the Budget has approved this appropriation?

Mr. FRENCH. This matter has not come from the Bureau
of the Budget. We are lifting this out of the consideration of
many items that the Naval Appropriations Subcommittee is
handling because of its emergent character. It is in the interest
of economy that we do so.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I believe in economy. How-
ever, it would be better economy, if we have $300,000 extra kick-
ing around the Treasury, to appropriate it for the erection of
much-needed Federal buildings, such as post offices and addi-
tions to the national homes and Veterans' Bureau hospitals.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? These men
who have been at work on the Constitution have been drawn
from every section of the country—from Wisconsin, from Wash-
ington, from Oregon, from Maine. For the last two weeks they
have been held in Charleston or Boston without pay on a fur-
lough in the hopes that Congress might supplement the efforts of
the people of the United States, largely school children, in
raising a fund to preserve this great naval relic.

Congress took action, in the first place, on the universal de-
mand from all over the country that the Constitution, which will
forever live in song and story, as a representation of the valor
of American seamanship, which put the American Navy on a
plane second to no other nation in the world—that the Consti-
tution, about which Oliver Wendell Holmes wrote when it was
at one time threatened with destruction:

Tear her tattered ensign down.

And the people of the United States at that time rose up and
saved the Constitution.

Now she is a relic of the past, she is a naval museum; an
effort is made to supplement the voluntary donations of the
public by an appropriation of the Nation.

The United States Government is not going to let this old
hulk remain as it is.

Mr, SCHAFER of Wisconsin, This might have interested the
Governor of Massachusetis, who is a wealthy gentleman.

Mr. UNDERHILL. The duty of the Governor of Massachu-
getts is no less and no more than the duty of the Governor of
Wisconsin or any other State when it comes to a question of
great national interest. Are you going to let this vessel re-
main without a mast, without a spar, without a rope, without a
sail? It is a disgrace to the American public, a disgrace to the
American Government. Surely the gentleman is not going to let
these skilled workmen, some ninety-odd, the only men in the
United States and perhaps in the world who are competent to
work on this old type of vessel, be dispersed and sent back to
their homes? If the gentleman is going to refuse to let this go
through by unanimous consent, these men will not remain in the
navy yard any longer.

They have to pay their living expenses while there, and they
will be compelled to go back to their homes in Wisconsin and
Washington and in Oregon and other States,

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

Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Then, is it not a fact, since we all know that
ultimately Congress will do this thing, that the only ones who
will be affected by the objection now will be those men who are
up there at their own expense, waiting for a resumption of the
work.,

Mr. UNDERHILL. Those are the only ones.

Mr. FRENCH. More than that, the fund itself will neces-
sarily suffer, whether a public fund or a Government appropria-
tion, through having to reassemble those who can carry forward
the work.

Mr. SCHAFHER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, this bill shounld
bhave the approval of the Director of the Budget. There are
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many people suffering in this country to-day by reason of the
failure of appropriations. Veterans' hospitals have not been
completed, and in the National Home for Disabled Volunteer
Soldiers, 11 of them scattered throughout the country, many of
the men who fought during the Nation’s wars, who are sick and
dizabled, can not receive care because of failure of the building
program. Until such time as the Director of the Budget ap-
proves this $300,000 expenditure I shall oppose it. I am not
going to let the policy of economy enter into consideration,
whereby we will be denied appropriations for national military
homes, and hospitals for the Veterans' Bureau because of in-
sufficient funds through taking this $300,000 out of the Treasury
of the United States.

Mr. UNDERHILL. This is not going to take a dollar from
the veterans, it is not going to take a dollar from the hospitals,
and in no way, shape, or manner is it going to affeet other
appropriations.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. It certainly will. When the
appropriation estimates for new buildings for national homes
and hospitals comes before the Director of the Budget he con-
siders the finanecial condition of the Treasury, and when redue-
tions or deductions are made, they are made due to the balane-
ing of the account, based on the financial condition of the
Treasury. The Director of the Budget will ultimately pass on
these necessary appropriations for hospital buildings, and so
forth. We should also pass on the appropriation of $300,000
contained in this bill.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Is the gentleman going to hold him su-
perior to the Congress of the United States?

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Since the Congress under the
law has created the Director of the Budget, and since under
the law created by Congress the appropriation estimates neces-
sarily go through the Director of the Budget, and since he will
have a great deal to say about recommending appropriations
for national home and veteran bureau hospital additions, I be-
lieve it is only fair that the Congress should ask the Director of
the Budget for his opinion about this $300,000 appropriation.

Mr. UNDERHILL. If he has made one error, if he has been
unfair about some things, does the gentleman wish to take a
gimilar position on this matter.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I am not talking about his
being unfair, but a matter of policy, and there i{s no reason why
the Committee on Appropriations should not have asked the
Director of the Budget whether he approves this legislation
which the gentleman from Idaho is asking to take up out of
order under unanimous consent. I appreciate that there may
be a great deal of merit in the proposition, but I believe a day
or so will not interfere, and if the Director of the Budget
within the next day or so approves of this appropriation, I shall
not interpose an objection. Until the matter has been presented
to him I shall object, and I do object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard.

MRS, MERCEDES MARTINEZ VIUDA DE SANOHEZ (H. DOC. NO, 320)

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which was read, and
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs and ordered printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith a report regarding the request of Mrs.
Mercedes Martinez Viuda de Sanchez, widow of Emeterio
Sanchez, for an award which will enable her to be provided with
the necessities of life.

I recommend in accordance with the suggestion of the Acting
Secretary of State that the Congress, as an act of grace and
without reference to the legal liability of the United States in
the matter, authorize an appropriation for $500, to be paid to
Mrs. Sanchez as a recognition of the meritorious services ren-
dered by her deceased husband in rescuing certain American
seamen, and to relieve to a certain extent her present financial
condition,

HERBERT HOOVER.

Tre WHrTE House, March 19, 1930.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr.
CHasEg, at the request of Mr. Kurtz, indefinitely, on account of
iliness in his family.

GANGSTERS

Mr. BLACK. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the
press of the country within the last few days has been filled
with stories concerning the whereabouts of a notorious gangster
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and criminal. Some people are prone to idealize this convict.
What does it signify that so much space is taken up in the
publie press about a low character. It tends to point out the
mational significance and proportion of the gangster problem,
and should make the Congress pause to think what we should
do to help put down the organized criminal element, It is time
soclety joined forces to break down the merged forces of the
underworld. It is time we tried to do something to extermi-
nate these cattle. I suggest that it would be wise for the
Attorney General to invite to a conference in the city of Wash-
ington the enforcement officers of the large cities, State, and
county, together with the Federal supervising agents and dis-
trict attorneys from the large cities, so that they can form a
cooperative movement to break up the gangs that are threaten-
ing the peace and security of this country.

They can arrive at a clearing house of information. For
Instance, the Department of Justice might have some informa-
tion concerning a group of gangsters, and the district attorney
of my city might have further information concerning them,
and the distriet attorney of Chicago might have more informa-
tion. The complete information might work out as a mosaic
charge as a means of enforcing the eriminal laws of one
jurisdiction. The gangster resorts to all kinds of inhuman
acts in order to terrorize the people. He commits arson, he
commits robbery, he commits murder.

These people should not be held up as being anything
romantic. The leaders of these gangs are nothing but cowardly
arch eriminals. They employ assassinsg and outlaws to execute
their plans. There should be seme means of effecting the ex-
termination of these people. These gang leaders are responsible
for the murders committed here and elsewhere. They do not
seem to fear such a thing as capital punishment. It is time
for a parade of these murder mobs to the electrie chairs. There
should be an end to this lawlessness and anarchy in the various
cities of the country. I do not think that there is any law-
enforcement officer who alone could take up the challenge of
these lawless gangs. The way to do it is to build up a struc-
ture of cooperation between the falthful law officers throughout
the country, so that these people can be done away with and
no longer terrorize decent people and the Government of the
United States. It is a serious problem, particularly in our big
cities, and we need unified cooperation to solve it. [Applause.]

HYDRAULIC LABORATORY

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to speak for one minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Louisiana? ;

There was no objection.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. At the conclusion of my re-
marks I will ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks
on the bill I have introduced and which was reported by
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the purpose of which
is to establish a hydraulic laboratory in the Bureau of Stand-
ards. I wish every Member would read the extension which
I will put in the Recorp in regard to this great hydraulic
laboratory project. In that extension I have endeavored to
convey to my fellow Members a wealth of information which
was supplied by the civil engineers of the United States at the
hearing before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I hope
that some method will be adopted to bring this bill before the
House on account of its importance. The President of the
United States, then Secretary of Commerce, indorsed unguali-
fiedly and enthusiastically a similar bill considered during the
Seventieth Congress by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,
and I understand from the chairman of that committee that,
as President, Mr. Hoover has not changed his viewpoint in
l.lrj:gard to the blessings that will flow from this bill if enacted

to law,

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks
as indicated.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Louisiana?

There was no objection.

Mr. O)CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors hearings on the bill to create a hydraulie
laboratory In the Bureau of Standards and the Senate committee
hearings on the same subject should be made a single publie
document and sent to every library, high school, eollege, and
university in the United States. Those hearings contain a
wealth of information in regard to hydraulics that ought to be
made available to the engineering profession and to students in
our higher educational institutions. Most of that information
has never appeared before in print.

The House committee in its endeavor to investigate the propo-
sition from every imaginable slant and angle were carried into
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hitherto unknown geas. Explorations were made that will be
of the greatest value to students of hydraulies and add immeas-
urably to the knowledge of a subject which ranges over such a
vast fleld. No bill in recent years has aroused such intense
interest among the members of any profession as the proposed
hydraulie laboratory in the Bureau of Standards has created in
the membership of the engineering counecils, associations, and
societies of this country. The American Engineering Council,
the membership of which is made up of 24 engineering and allied
technical professions of the United States, numbering 43,000
engineers, have unqualifiedly indorsed the bill,

Representatives from that council in conjunction with emi-
nent engineers from many parts of the United States have
appeared before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and have
submitted testimony showing the desirability and need for es-
tablishing a national hydraulic laboratory under the Bureau of
Standards, They hold that a national hydraulic research
laboratory is needed not only for the purpose of conducting ex-
periments for river and harbor projects but also for the purpose
of conducting scientific hydraulic experiments for any ecitizen
who submits a plausible problem and is willing to pay for the
work involved in conducting the experiments. They further
hold that such a laboratory is needed for the purpose of aiding
in the solution of hydraulic problems of such Federal agencies
as the Geological Survey, Federal Power Commission, Reclama-
tion Service, and others.

The council maintain that the hydraulic laboratory should
be under the direction and control of the Bureau of Standards,
because through the years it has developed a scientific attitade
and technique for the handling of such problems that may be
undertaken in such laboratories; and has on its staff men
trained in the several sciences, knowledge of which would be
required of the staff of such a laboratory if it is to function
" with efficiency and effectiveness. They do not desire to take
from the Corps of Engineers any authority to conduct what-
ever researches it may deem necessary in prosecuting its work
of flood control.

Nor do I wish in any way to dim the glory or blur the prestige
of the Army Engineers, whose great services to the Nation re-
flect magnificently the discipline, courage, loyalty, patriotism,
intellectuality, and training imparted and developed by the Mili-
tary Academy at West Point, which sent them out into the
world to overcome obstacles and to conquer the forces of nature
in order that civilization might blaze along the way that destiny
evidently marked for it. No one has a greater esteem, affection,
and loyalty to Annapolis and West Point than myself. Our
country could not separate itself from the history of those two
great institutions without dimming its own glory. May they
last and go out only when the Republic itself expires, which we
all hope is in the never to be. If they are jealous of their ac-
complishments, their privileges, and the trust confined to them,
we should be proud of them for that attitude. A man who is
careless of his rights can not be expected to protect the rights
of others, While those who jealously guard what they deem
to be a sacred trust can be depended upon to fight upon land
and sea for the maintenance of the Republic from which flow
our rights and privileges and to which we all owe the solemn
duty of so living our lives that the Nation will be stronger and
farther along the road of a mighty civilization on the day we go
westward forever than on the day through the miracle of birth
we became a part of our country’s life.

But I can not blind my eyes to the fact that a national
hydraulic laboratory such as is planned by H. R. 8299 will
prove a great auxiliary to the force of Army engineers
in solving the as yet unconquered difficulties and problems in-
volved in flood control and related hydraulic subjects. The
hydraulic laboratory would not be an antagonistie or hostile
body but a friendly agency whose findings would be persnasive
and not arbitrarily binding upon the Army engineerss The
reports of the Army engineers show that that great body of
men have written into the history of our country some of its
most brilliant chapters; not flamboyantly but with the steady
courage of men whose education at our great Military Academy
has fitted them to fight and do noble things in every field to
which they may be assigned. But with all the deference that
we may show to men whose careers we admire and whose
exploits we proudly acknowledge, we can not but see that
there are many new things that may come into the life of the
world through the aid and assistance of the civil engineers
that will “ broaden the vision and make golden the hearthstone
where we with loved ones dwell.” We can not ignore the fact
that the engineering profession as a whole is largely responsible
for the civilization which we enjoy, though many of its vietims,
for it has its vietims, in aceordapee with the law of compensa-
tion, assert that it will not be an unmixed blessing until its
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benefits are more wisely distributed so that those who are
doomed to play the part of hewers of wood and drawers of
water may become in some measure its beneficiaries and enjoy
its opulence in a small way with those who by birth and for-
tune are in control of the great movement.

Mr. Speaker, I repeat, a wealth of information has been
brought to light and may be discovered by reading these hear-
ings on H. R. 8299 held by the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors during the Seventieth Congress. We have acquired
more information than we originally sought and are perhaps
building more wisely than we know. Those who went in search
of the Golden Fleece brought back something more valuable
than the mythical raimenf. They brought back knowledge as a
result of their romantic journey. Even the obvious becomes
tinted with an appealing color when brought to light into such
a trip as the committee has made in search of truth.

rtation, the foundation of the world order, takes on a
new interest when we trace our highways, over which move
millions of automobiles, and our railways, that carry such a
stupendous commerce, to the path through the wilderness made
by animals in quest of water with which to slake their thirst.
The Brooklyn Bridge is seen in a new perspective when we
gee its genesis in the tree trunk thrown across the stream as a
dam. The wonder grows as we see the dug and hollowed tree
developing by the magical touch of the engineering wand into
the leviathan that races through the storm and the night across
the broad expanse of the Atlantic or the Pacific. From Frank-
lin's kite and key have evolved the electrical titanic that light
and rule the world to-day. The fabulous stories of the Arabian
Nights pale into insignificance when contrasted with the actoal
accomplishments and intellectual trinmphs of the great engi-
neers of the world. Let us have the hydraulic laboratory. It
will be the scientific university of the United States and will
radiate that knowledge and wisdom which will enlighten the
world. And God said: “ Let there be light and there was light,”
should be our inspiration. The future beckons to us to establish
this beacon. Build the laboratory; unshackle knowledge ; untie
the hands of inquiry. Give wisdom winged feet so that the
glories of the coming day may be hastened.

The virtue, the wisdom, the necessity of proposed legislation
may be seen frequently from the high character of its Indorse-
ment. Read them. I am sure they will impress upon the Com
gress and our countrymen the importance of this proposed
mesasure, whose far-reaching consequences no man can fathom,
as its ramifications may lead to the knowledge as yet locked
securely in the undiscovered caverns and bowels of the earth,
and carry us to those heights which will give us a clearer view
of that celestial splendor which the lighthouses of astronomy of
to-day but obscurely and darkly disclose.

I hope that the following remarks will be read from Maine
to California, as they convey of themselves the basis of a liberal
education. “Ye shall know the truth and the truth will make
you free.,” I can make this statement, vain as it might imply
I am, with great modesty, for I am but singing a song and telling
a story imparted to me by those who appeared before the com-
mittee, notable among them being B. R. Van Leer, assistant
secretary of the American Engineering Council. Ye who have
a curiosity to know how man conquers the forces of nature and
makes them render him service such as will be given to a great
part of the golden West by the construction of Boulder Dam,
;ei:df mil:d you will see that man has indeed put all things under

eet.,

Hydraulies, although one of the most ancient of the branches
of engineering, is not an exact science. The correct solution of
every hydraulie problem iz dependent upon the correct use of
coefficients which have been obtained through experimentation,
and most of these experiments have been performed in hydraulic
laboratories. The vast bulk of our experimental knowledge of
hydraulice has been supplied by hydraulic laboratories which
were a part of some educational institution, although in recent
years corporations manufacturing hydraulic machinery have
found it necessary to build hydraulic laboratories for their
own partieular needs. The 63 institutions which attempt in
some way or other to carry on hydraulic laboratory experi-
mentation in the United States are as follows:

Allis-Chalmers Co., Milwaukee, Wis.

Armour Institute of Technology, Chicago, IIl.

Asgsociated Factory Mutual Fire Insurance Co.'s, Boston, Mass,

Brooklyn Polytechnie Institute, Breeklyn, N. Y.

Brown University, Providence, R. L

Bureau of Standards, Washington, D. C.

California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, Calif.

California, University of, Berkeley, Calif.

Carnegie Institute of Technology, Pittsburgh, Pa.

Case School of Applied Becience, Cleveland, Ohio.
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Cochrane Meter Testing Laboratory, Philadelphia, Pa,

Colorado College, Colorado Springs, Colo.

Colorado Experiment Statlon, Fort Collins, Colo.

Columbia University, New York City.

Cornell University (8ibley College of Mechanical Engineering), Ithaca,
N. Y.

Cramp, William & Sons, Ship & Engine Bullding Co.
Hydraulic Laboratory.

Dartmouth College (Thayer School of Engineering), Hanover, N. H.

Harrison BSafety Boiler Works. See Cochrane Meter Testing Labo-
ratory.

Harvard Englneering School, Cambridge, Masa.

Holyoke Water Power Co., Holyoke, Mass,

Horton Hydrological Laboratory, Voorheesville, N. Y.

Hlinois, University of, Urbana, Il

Iowa Btate University, Iowa City, Iowa.

Johng Hopklns University, Baltimore, Md.

Lafayette College, Easton, Pa.

Lehigh Univergity, Bethlehem, Pa.

Leland Stanford University, Stanford University, Calif.

Lowell Locks & Canals, Lowell, Mass.

Mason Laboratory. B8ee Yale University.

Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Mass,

Michigan, University of, Ann Arbor, Mich,

Midwest Engine Co., Anderson, Ind.

Minnesota, University of, Minneapolis, Minn.

Morris, 1. P., Hydraulic Laboratory, Philadelphia, Pa.

National Board of Fire Underwriters, Chicago, Ill.

Naval Academy. Bee United Btates Naval Academy.

North Carolina, University of, Chapel Hill, N. C.

Ohio Btate University, Columbus, Ohio.

Pennsylvania State College, Btate College, Pa.

Pennsylvania, University of, Philadelphia, Pa,

Pittsburgh, University of, Hydraulic Laboratory, Pittsburgh, Pa.

Polytechnic Institute of Brooklyn. See Brooklyn Polytechnie Insti-
tute.

Princeton University, Princeton, N. J.

Proprietors of the locks and canals on Merrimac River, Lowell, Mass,
Bee Lowell Locks and Canals,

Purdue University, Lafayette, Ind.

Rensselaer Polytechnle Institute, Troy, N. Y.

Rochester, Universlty of, Rochester, N. X,

Rose Polytechnie Institute, Terre Haute, Ind.

Bheffield Scientific School. See Yale Unlversity.

Bibley College. See Cornell University.

Smith, 8. Morgan Co., York, Pa.

Stanford University. Bee Leland Stanford University.

Btevens Institute of Technology, Hoboken, N. J.

Byracuse University, Byracuse, N. Y.

Texas, University of, Austin, Tex.

Thayer 8chool of Engineering. Bee Dartmounth College.

Throop College of Technology. See California Institute of Tech-
nology.

United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md,

Washington University, 8t. Louis, Mo.

Winchester Hall. Bee Yale University.

Wisconsin, University of, Madison, Wis.

Worcester Polytechnic Institute, Worcester, Mass,

Yale University, New Haven, Conn.

Many of these have performed notable work and some are
in the forefront of scientific advances along hydraulic lines,

As an outstanding example of the present work carried on
by these laboratories the work of the laboratory at the State
University of Towa for 1029 may be cited. Report of this work
was prepared by Mr. Floyd A. Nagler, professor of hydraulie
engineering. It is as follows:

This past year (1929) has witnessed the completion of the new river
laboratory of the Unlversity of Iowa, and the demand for its facilities
has been so great that the projeets which have been under investiga-
tion in the laboratory during the past year seem worthy of mention.
Throughout the year it has been necessary to carefully schedule all
experimental projects In order to avoid interference, and on some
days the laboratory has been operated continuously for 24 hours
when graduate students and others have been forced to perform thelr
investigations during night hours because of lack of space and water
during the daytime.

{1) The laboratory opened In April, 1929, with the United States
Bureau of Public Roads continuing investigations started during the
previous year on the flow of water around bridge plers of various
shapes. This work was conducted in the large testing canal, using as
much as 200 cubic feet per second of water in the 10-foot canal. The
water was made to flow around plers of warious shapes, which were
larger than any used by previous investigators. These could be low-
ered or raised out of the water at will in measuring the backwater
effect,

See I. P. Morris
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(2) Attudyottheeﬂ!ectotcut—oﬂdme!samashmd:_ln the Des
Moinés River at Ottumwa was undertaken in the river model flume
upon its completion in March. This Investigation was conducted for
the city of Ottumwa by the Bureau of Public Roads in cooperation with
the State University of Iowa. A model of a section of the river ap-
proximately 10 miles long was constructed to a scale of 1 foot=S800
feet, and the beneficial effects which were produeed by straightening
the river channel were accurately measured at various points along the
stream.

(3) The next investigation to come into the laboratory was under-
taken by the Management and Engineering Corporation of Chicago In
order to determine remedial measures needed for the protection of the
power dam on the Upper Iowa River at Decorah. Serious erosion had
taken place below the dam during the 1929 spring flood, and in the past
a great amount of money had been expended in the maintenance of the
structure. A model of this dam on a seale of 1 foot equals 25 feet was
constructed on the second floor of the laboratory. The experiments de-
termined the type of abutment and toe which would eliminate the present
dificulty, and the construction recommended was started during the
fall of 1929, immediately following the investigation.

(4) In August a problem was brought to the laboratory by Robert
E. Horton, eonsulting engineer of Albany, N. Y., from a power develop-
ment in Richmond, Va. This involved the accurate calibration of head
gates, duplicating those which had been installed in former years at an
old mill, in order to determine the amount of present water rights. The
amount of water used by these gates involved the determination of
orifice coeflicients under rather unusual conditions on a full-seale model
of the gates which was installed in the river canal.

(5) In August the Management and Bngineering Corporation of
Chicago brought another problem to the laboratory involving the design
of a dam which is now under comstruction at Lebanon, Mo., on the
Niangua River. In a model flume made of glass a type of stepped apron
was developed which appeared to effectively prevent damaging eroslon
below the dam. The model was bullt to a scale of 1 foot equals 25 feet.

(8) The question of the amount of flood water which flowed over
gingle and double track railway embankments was brought to the labora-
tory by the United States Bureau of Public Roads from Texas. A full
scale model of a single and double track railway with embankments wag
constructed across the 10-foot canal and discharge coeflicients deter-
mined for various conditlons and depths of flow.

(7) In Beptember, a problem involving the solution of a flood-con-
trol situation at Milan, I, was solved in the laboratory for the United
States District Engineer, Rock Island, IlIl. A model of the ecritieal
location along Mill Creek, the Illinois-Mississippi River Canal, and
Rock River was constructed to a scale of 1 foot=80 feet. The inade-
quacy of certain structures was determined, and a type of flood-relief
spillway was developed which allowed the waters of Mill Creek to pass
through the Illinois and Mississippi River Canal into the Rock River
with the minimum deposition of sediment in the eanal,

(8) In September, the Management and Engineering Corporation of
Chicago undertook another investigation on a laboratory model of their
power plant on the Kickapoo River at Gays Mills, Wis., in order to
determine measures that might be undertaken to prevent the continual
silting of the river bed upstream from the power-house intake during
periods of high water. The first model was constructed on a scale of
1 foot=40 feet.

(9) The last problem to be undertaken in the large river canal was
the determination of the obstruction of pile trestle bents to the flow
of water. This investigation was conducted in ecooperation with the
United States Bureau of Public Roads on full and reduced seale models
of standard bridge trestles. This problem arcse in connection with the
construction of a Texas flood way.

(10) In November the St. Paul office of the United States Engincer
Department began investigations on the hydraulie characteristics of
the §3,000,000 navigation dam mnow wunder construction on the Mis-
sissippi River at Hastings, Minn. A model of the entire dam to a
scale of 1 foot equals 100 feet was constructed in the rlver model flume,
and otbher larger models of speclal sections of the dam were Investigated
in the glass model flume. This investigation resulted In the develop-
ment of a superior type of stilling bay and making certain modifica-
tions in the apron of the dam already under construction,

Aside from the above projects, graduate students were also engaged
in the study of more academic problems involving the pressure and
veloeity distribution at conduit outlets, the velocity and pressure ad-
justments at sudden expansions in conduits, and the mixing of strcams
of different velocities. The laboratory also had under its supervision
for the fifth consecutive year the detailed hydrologic investigation
of the rainfall and run-off characteristics of a small watershed of 3
square miles at Towa Clty.

Work along these lines has also been engaged in extensively
in foreign countries and a complete description of the labora-
tories and their contributions to experimental research will be
found in the book edited by John R. Freeman, published by the
American Society of Mechanical HEngineers (1829), entitled
“Hydraulie Laboratory Practice.” (Each member of the Rivers

and Harbors Committee was given a copy of this book.)
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The modern problems which the hydraulic engineer has been
called upon to solve require more accurate information than
is now available. Even in the case of a simple phenomena of
frietion flow in hydraulie pipes somre 10 or 12 different formula
with different coefficients are found in current use.

A complete treatise and description of these formuls is found
in the 1929 edition of King's Handbook on Hydraulics, MeGraw-
Hill Publishing Co. There is considerable discrepancy in com-
puting the head loss due to friction in pipes from these formule,
and this discrepancy can not be attributed to carelessness and
incompetency on the part of the men who haye obtained the
experimental data upon which the formuls were based. There-
fore there is great need for additional knowledge, even upon
this old, comparatively simple problem.

Many of the hydraulic laboratories mentioned above are and
will continue to make available contributions te experimental
research in hydraulics. However, the development has reached
such a state that the eost of equipment and the actual work of
carrying on the experiments are of such a nature that the insti-
tutions have not funds with which to conduct the more expen-
give work. The leading hydraulic engineers and those in charge
of the hydraulic laboratories have indorsed the need of a na-
tional hydraulic laboratory. This is borne out by the follow-
ing list of distinguished engineers who have indorsed the pro-
posal for a national hydraulic research laboratory: -

L. P. Alford, vice president Ronnld Press Co., New York City.

L. B. Ayres, hydraulic and electrical engineer (Ayres, Lewis, Norris
& May), Ann Arbor, Mich.

J. B. Babcock, professor railway engineering, Massachusetts Institute
of Technology, Cambridge.

Morris Bien, former assistant director, United States Reclamation
Bervice, Washington, D. C.

C. K. Billin, secretary Engineers' Club of Philadelphia, Pa.

P. L. Brown, consulting engineer, Merchants' Laclede Building, St.
Louis, Mo.

George K. Burgess, Director Burean of Standards, Washington, D. C.

Q. C. Dillman, deputy commissioner chief engineer State highway, de-
partment, Lansing, Mich.

A. B. Domonoske, head School of Mechanical Engineering, Stanford
Universgity, California.

Gano Dunn, president J. G. White Engineerlng Corporation, New
York City.

H. F. Dunham, civil and hydraulic engineer, 32 West Fortieth Street,
New York City.

W. F. Durand, professor emeritus, M. E., Stanford University, Call-
fornia,

Hubert Engels, professor of hydraulic engineering, Technische Hoch-
schule, Dresden, Germany.

A. D. Flinn, secretary Engineering Foundation, 29 West Thirty-ninth
Btreet, New York City.

John R, Freeman, consulting engineer and president Manufacturers'
Mutual Fire Insurance Co., Providence, R. L

J. D. Galloway, consulting engineer First National Bank Buillding,
Ban Francisco, Calif.

B. F. Groat, consulting engineer, 137 Audubon Road, Boston, Mass.

N. C. Grover, chief hydraulic engineer, United States Geological
Survey, Washington, D. C.

C. B. Grunsky, consulting engineer (C. E. Grunsky Co.), 57 Post
Street, Ban Francisco, Calif.

J. L. Hamilton, chief engineer Century Electrie Co., 1806 Pine Street,
Bt. Louis, Mo.

J. L. Harrington, consulting engineer (Harrington & Cortelyou), 1004
Baltimore Avenue, Kansas City, Mo.

Hon. Herbert Hoover.

H. E. Howe, editor, Industrial and Engineering Chemistry, Washing-

ton, D, C. .
E. C. Hutchinson, editor, Power, Tenth Avenue at Thirty-sixth, New
York City.

R. D. Johnson, hydraulle engineer, 67 Wall Street, New York City.

D. 8. Kimball, dean College of Bngineering, Cornell Unlversity,
Ithaca, N. Y.

R. A. Kingsland, former president, Engineers Club of San Franclsco,
Calif.

W. H. Kirkbride, engineer, M. of W., 8. P. Co.,, 65 Market Street,
San Franelsco, Calif,

Morris Knowles, president and chief engineer Morris Enowles (Inc.),
Westinghouse Building, Pittsburgh, Pa.

0. H. Koch, consulting engineer. (Koch & Fowler), Central Bank
Building, Dallas, Tex.

Walter G. Lineberger, former member Rivers and Harbors Commit-
tee, House of Representatives.

¥. H. Low, McGraw Hill Publishing Co., Chieago, IIL

W. T. Lyle, professor, civil engineering, Washington and Lee Univer-
sity, Lexington, Va.

F. H. Matthes, geologist, United States Geological Survey, Washing-
ton, D, C.
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Elwood Mead, Director United States Bureau of Reclanmtion, Wash-
ington, D. C.

Thaddeos Merriman, chief engineer Board of Water Bupply, city of
New York.

John Millis, colonel,
Cleveland, Ohlo.

L. F. Moody, construction engineer, Cramp Morris Industrials (Inc.),
Philadelphia, Pa.

Arthur B. Morgan, president Antioch College, Yellow Bprings, Ohio.

H. B. Muckleston, construction engineer, 901 Rogers Building, Van-
couver, British Columbia, Canada. -

A. W. Newton, chief engineer Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad
Co., 547 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Il

M. P. O'Brien, assistant professor, mechanical engineerlng, Univer-
sity of California, Berkeley, Calif.

Farley Osgood, consulting engineer, 31 Nassaun Btreet, New York
City.

M. M. O'Shaughnessy, city engineer, San Francisco, Calif.

Charles J. Peck, former president, Detroit Engineering Soclety,
Michigan.

W. B. Powell, treasurer Consolidated Packaging Machinery Corpora-
tion, 1400 Western Avenue, Buffalo, N, Y.

G. W. Pracy, superintendent Spring Valley Water Co., S8an Francisco,
Calif.

Hon. JoskrH E. RANSDELL, Louisiana.

Calvin W. Riece, gecretary American Soclety of Mechanical Engineers,
29 West Thirty-ninth Street, New York City.

A. T. Safford, engineer, Proprietors of Locks and Canals; construction
hydraulic engineer, Lowell, Maas,

Thorndike Saville, professor of hydraulics and sanitary engineering,
University of North Carolina; chief hydraulic engineer North Carolina
departmenf of conservation and development, Chapel Hill, N. C.

G. T. Seabury, secretary American Society of Civil Engineers, 33 West
Thirty-ninth Street, New York City.

F. C. Shenehon, construction engineer, Metropolitan Bank Building,
Minneapolis, Minn.

L. K. Sherman,
Street, Chieago, I1L

8. W. Stratton,
Cambridge.

F. H. Stephenson, engineer, water system, department of water supply,
Detroit, Mich,

Francis Lee Stuart, consulting engineer, 949 Broadway, New York
City.

T. U. Taylor, dean of engineering, University of Texas, Austin,

Max Toltz, consulting engineer, Builders Exchange Building, St. Paul,
Minn.

Calvert, Townley, assistant to president, Westinghouse Electric &
Manufacturing Co., New York City.

K. T. Treschow, secretary Engioeers' Soclety of Western Pennsyl-
vania, Pittsburgh, Pa.

L. W. Wallace, executive secretary, American Engineering Council,
Washington, D. C.

G. 8. Williams, consulting engineer, Cornwell Building, Ann Arbor,
Mich.

James R, Withrow, head of “department of chemrical engineering, Ohio
State University, Columbus.

Dennistoun Wood, engineering tests, Southern Pacific Railroad Co.,
San Francisco, Calif,

United States Army, 8250 Ruclid Avenue,

president Randolph-Perkine Co., 33 South Clark

president Massachusetts Institute of Technology,

The organized elements of the engineering profession are sup-
porting the movement to secure a national hydraulic research
laboratory. This is borne out by the indorsement of the project
by the following engineering societies:

American Engineering Council; American Institute of Chemical Engl-
neers ; Ameriean Institute of Consulting Engineers; American Institute
of Electrical Engineers; American Society of Agricultural Engineers;
American Society of Civil Engineers; American Soclety of Mechanical
Engineers ; Detroit Engineering Bociety ; Duluth Engineers’ Club; Engi-
neers and Architects Club of Loulsville ; Engineering Soclety of New York;
Engineers’ Club of Cincinnati; Engineers’ Club of Columbus; Engineers’
Club of Philadelphia; Engineers' Club of 8t. Louis; Engineers' Club
of San Francisco; Englneers’ Soclety of Milwaukee; Engineers’ SBociety
of 8t. Paul; Grand Rapids Engineers’ Club; Indiana Engineering So-
ciety ; Iowa Engineering Society; EKansas Engineering Soclety; Little
Rock Engineers’ Club; Michigan Engineering Bociety ; Mohawk Valley
Engineers' Club; New Orleans Chapter, American Association of Engi-
neers; Society of Industrial Engineers; Technical Club of Dallas;
Topeka Engineers’ Club; Vermont Sociely of Engineers; Washington
Society of Engineers; Western Soclety of Engineers.

Many of the university hydraulic laboratories were established
and are operated primarily for the purpose of giving instruc-
tion, and research is only a minor and secondary consideration.
Practically all of them are so erowded with work that there is
little time available for research.




2658

The hydraulie problems of to-day entail the expenditure of
large sums of money even when they are performed with models
and there is practically no hope for financial remuneration for
these experiments because they apply to projects under the con-
trol of National, State, or municipal governments. There is
not the spur of private gain that comes from carrying on re-
search and making discoveries as in the case of other lines of
endeavor, There are four national governmental agencies which
are greatly concerned with hydraulic problems. These are the
War Department, through its Corps of Engineers; Interior De-
partment, through the Bureau of Reclamation and water branch
of the United States Geological Survey; Department of Agricul-
ture, through its engineering branch, Bureau of Public Roads;
and the Department of Cominerce, through the Bureau of Stand-
ards, All of these departmenfs have testified through their
representatives of the need of a national hydraulic research
laboratory. One of the most recent statements of the need for
a national hydraulic laboratory is that prepared by Mr. R. F.
Walter, chief engineer, who will have charge of the construe-
tion of the Boulder Canyon Dam project. His statement is as
follows:

The Bureau of Reclamation respectfully urges the passage of the bill
providing for the eonstruction of a pational hydraulie laboratory in the
Bureau of Standards at Washington, because of the great value the
work done at the laboratory would be to the Government in reducing the
cost of the works constructed by the Bureau of Reclamation and by
other organizations of the Federal Government as well as because of its
great economic value to other interests,

The Bureau of Reclamation has charge of the construction of most
of the irrigation work ecarried on by the Federal Government. Up to
June 30, 1929, it had construocted over 16,000 miles of Irrigation ditches
and drains, nearly 100 dams, reservoirs having a capacity of nearly
13,000,000 acre-feet, many miles of tunnels and pipe lines, 35 electric
power plants, and nearly 150,000 canal structures. In securing the most
efficient design of theése works the bureau has been bandicapped by the
lack of an adequate laboratory.

The design of hydraulie structures until recent years has been almost
entirely a matter of trial and error., New structures have been largely
coples of successful ones already built, with perbaps a few new features
If the new features were successful they were copled in ing
structures ; if net, they were taken out and a new trial made. This Is a
very expensive method of design, but nevertheless, progress has been
made. The application of the hydraulic laboratory to the solution of
design problems during recent years has greatly accelerated the evolu-
tion of hydraulic structures and reduced the number of expensive mis-
takes. Hydraulic science has been almost entirely bullt on experimental
evidence. The observation of the actual physical phenomena has pre-
ceded the development of the laws controlling them. For many years
hydraulic science was confined to the development of the elementary
principles of hydraulics, and laboratories were used to determine the
coeflicients for the fundamental laws,

Many of the problems of hydraunlics, however, are so complicated
that they can not be solved by simple applications of elementary laws.
It gradually came to be realized that experiments on small models
would give results comparable with those on full-sized structures,
and in recent years this has developed into a wonderful tool for the
use of the engineer, No longer must fthe engineer slavishly follow
the precedents of past structures, making only minor changes in order
to avold the risk of a serious failure. In the laboratory he can try
out his ideas and know that they will work before the expensive
work of construetion is undertaken. As a result of this method of
analysis great strides are being made in the hydraulic engineering
fleld comparable with the remarkable development made in the field of
the radio and airplane, as the result of the application of similar
research methods.

The Bureau of Reclamation has many problems on which it would
like to make tests by hydraulic laboratory methods. For some of
these no hydraulic laboratory in the country is suitable; but a
properly equipped laboratory in Washington, such as that proposed,
would be ideal for the purpese. The great dam on the Colorado
River popularly known as the Boulder Dam, will be designed and
constructed by this bureau. It will be the highest dam in the world,
and its design involves many problems, which will require careful
investigation, as there are no other gimilar structures to be guided
by. One of the features which will require extensive hydraulic labora-
tory studies is the gpillway. It is expected that this will be of what
is known as the shaft type. These spillways are lke large funnels
with long discharge tubes, the water spililng from the reservoir
over the rim of the funnel falling down into the tubes. The rim of
the funnels will probably be about 150 feet in diameter and the
sghaft, or tubes, 50 feet in diameter. In these tubes the water will
fall about 525 feet, and the energy which will have to be absorbed
in case they are ever used to their capacity will be about seven times
the total power in the falls at Niagara.

The secious consequences of a mistake In handling this water will
be readily appreciated. Every effort must be made to solve the problem
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correctly. An hydraulic laboratory Is the only means of obtaining a
reliable solution and therefore an hydraulic laboratory study must be
made. Bince the laboratory at the Bureau of Standards has not been
approved, and no other suitable luboratory exists, it will be necessary
for the Bureau of Reclamation to construct a temporary laboratory
large enough to work out this and the many other complicated hydraunlic
problems involved in the design of the immense Bouldér Dam., When
the experiments for this one project are finished, so large and com-
plete a laboratory will not be needed for the sole use of the Bureau
of Reclamation. Moreover, for this speclal work, the bureau will have
to select from its personnel such men as it ean spare for the work at a
time when there is more than enough for every man to do in the prepa-
ration of plans for the gigantic task of building the great dam and canal,
and hire such additional help as can be secured on a short-time en-
gagement. If the laboratory in the Bureaun of Btandards were in exist-
ence, this work could be done there, in a bullding that was already fully
equipped and staffed with a complete quota of highly skilled laboratory
men. In connection with the Boulder Dam projeci there are a number
of other hydraulie laboratory studies which must be made in order to
insure safety. Among these are a study of the effect on the water
levels at the power house of the high velocity flow from the spillway
tannels and of the discharge from the gates which deliver the surplus
water from the great reservoir. Another problem on which laboratory
studites would aid is the design of the intake dam for the All-American
Canal to prevent the floods flowing ower it from scouring the bottom
below and endangering the structure.

There are many other hydraulie studies which the Bureau of Recla-
mation would like to undertake but which have so far been prevented by
lack of funds. Among these are the following:

A determination of the rating curve and necessary losses on a control
section welr for measuring the flow In Irrigation canals.

A study of the losses and disturbances caused by curves In both open
and closed channels of various designs.

A study of the losses due to bridge piers and abutments, check bents
and ahutments, and headworks, plers, and abutments.

Establishing the rating curve and determining the necessary loss
through outflow control gates of different types.

Determining the flow of water over dams, including the shape of the
nappe and the effect of the velocity of approach.

A study of the flow in spillway channels parallel to the crest, including
a determination of the surfaee curve, the air content, and the area
necessary for letting the air under the nappe.

A study of chutes to determine the effect of the angle of entrance to
the basin, the effect of basin length, and of baffles. 3

An investigation of the hydraulic jump, to determine the conditions
under which it will take place and the most feasible methods of con-
trolling its oceurence.

The determination of nonsilting and nonscouring velocities in irriga-
tion canals.

The determination of the effect of turbidity and eilt content om
friction losses in conduits.

The determination of the hydraulic principles involved in the design
of siphon spillways.

A sgtudy of distorbances below transitions or other structures and
determination of methods of controlling such disturbances,

A study of problems of entrained air in closed conduits,

Another benefit which the Burean of Reclamation hopes to receive
from the establishment of the proposed laboratory is the availability
of the results of experiments carried on for other partles. Under pres-
ent conditions the results of much of the experimental hydraulie work
that is carried on is never published, not becanse of any desire to
keep the results secret but because the experiments have served their
purpose and the sponsors would derive no benefit from the publication
of the results which would justify the necessary expenditure. The
results of such investigations become available to the bureau only If
the engineers in charge of the work undertake on their own time to
prepare an article describing them for some englneering soclety. Many
experiments which wounld be valuable to the bureau are no doubt per-
formed of which it mever hears. If only a part of these experiments
were performed by the Bureau of Standards, the results would be avail-
able for the use of our organization and material reductions would be
made possible in the cost of Government works.

A number of arguments have been advanced against the proposed
laboratory; none of these seems to have any justification in fact.
Most of them result from an entirely erroneous idea of the funetion and
methods of a hydraulic laboratory. Some seem to think that a model
of a whole river or irrigation system would be bullt, and when water
was turned on all the problems of the system could be solved. This is
not the case, A laboratory is used to solve a particular problem at a
particular locality.. It has a particular function, and if used outside
of that fleld it will not give successful results, but within that field it
is indispensable ; nothing else can take its place. No laboratory could
solve all the problems of a river improvement or an irrigation system,
but it could sclve many of the problems of both; and becaunse it will
not solve them all is not a justification of not using it on those problems
which it will solve.
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The argument has been advanced that the laboratory should be mnear
to the work under construction. This argument is in direct conflict
with the experience of this bureau. Take, for example, the proposed
experimental work for the design of the Boulder Dam. This work will
have to be undertaken in the near future, possibly before there is even a
railroad to the dam site. It is obvious that no one would install a labora-
tory in & remote, inaceessible desert district, such ag that surrounding the
Boulder Dam site, where there would be dozens of drawbacks, in order
that the experimenters might go out occasionally and see the site of
the work to get information which they could more easily and accurately
obtain from looking at a topographic map. It is highly probable that
the experimental work for this dam will be completed before the con-
struction work 1s well started.

It is obviously true that if a well-equipped laboratory with a highly
teained staff of engineers eonld be made available near at hand at the
same cost as one at a distant point, the former would be better. If
that result cam not be obtained, however, and it is necessary to choose
between a makeshift laboratory with unskilled observers on the ground
and a well-equipped one with higzhly trained men at a distance, there
can be no guestion which is preferable. The expenses of travel and the
disadvantages of distance are of small moment as compared with the
advantages of good equipment and skilled personnel, and there can be no
doubt that a complete laboratory in Washington, with a staff of highly
trained scieatists, would be much preferable to having work done locally.

A hydraulle laboratory study fs required for the Boulder Dam design.
Since the proposed laboratory has not been approved, no adequate
facilities are available. Does this burean expect to build a laboratory
at the site of the work? No, indeed! Does it expect to build one in
Denver, where the design office is located and where nearly all of the
planning Is being done? No; it expects to build a temporary laboratory
on one of the Federal irrigation projects, far from both the site of
the work and the Denver office, at a point with only a single advantage :
That there is an ample supply of water available and therefore a
laboratory can be set up at an expense within the reach of the bureau.
If it is advantageous to build a laboratory at a remote point, far away
from the site of the work and the planning organization, because a part
of the facilities for the laboratory are available there, how much more
advantageous it would be to have a laboratory fully equipped with
apparatus and Instruments, staffed with a group of ekilled men, and
surrounded by specialists in every field of science, even if it were as
far from the scene of action as Washington, D, C.

The arguments in favor of a laboratory mear the site of the work
where one can see the local conditions, apply with equal force to the
design of the structures such as dams, power houses, ete., locally., It
is the experience of the bureau, however, that this advantage is not as
great as that of having a centralized designing office where a force of
specialists can work, each man in his own particular field, and thus
bring out a plan, every detail of which Is designed by men of wide
experience in the working out of that detail. When this organization
was first established much of the design was done locally, but expe-
rience has taught that a central organization is better, in spite of
the disadvantage of not being mear to the work. As a result of this
experience, practically all the design work on the great Boulder Dam
project will be carried on in the office of the Bureau of Reclamation in
Denver, over a thousand miles by rallroad away from the Boulder Dam.
That the advantage of a central designing office is not confined to this
bureau is shown by the fact that practically all of the large engineer-
ing organigations working on widely scattered work have central de-
signing offices where all their plans are worked out. So great is
the advantage of this system that large construction projects in for-
eign countries are frequently designed entirely in this country, largely
by men who never see the site of the work.

The impression seems to be held by some that parties desiring the
solution of hydraulic problems would bring their problems to the labo-
ratory and turn them over to the Bureau of Standards and let them
work out the problem and bring In a complete engineering design for
the construction of the proposition under investigation. We do not be-
lieve that a hydraulic laboratory has any such function. It is expected
that the work for the Burean of Reclamation will be done In constant
toueh with its own engineers, wio will supply the viewpoint of the
designer and constructor of engineering works, while the men of the
Bureau of Standards will supply the expert knowledge of hydraunlics
and the action of flowing water. This will not involve a subordination
of the Burean of Standards men to the direction of the Bureau of
Beclamation, or vice versa, but rather a cooperation of the two groups
to bring out results which are sound both from the hydraulic, the
structural design, and the construction standpoints.

The Bureau of Standards is already cooperating with this bureau
in its work on the Boulder Dam. This structure, which will be nearly
twice as high as any dam now in existence, will contain over three
times the volume of concrete in the immense Muscle Shoals Dam and
power house. On account of the great height of the Boulder Dam
and the vast volume of water stored in the reservoir formed by it, the
concrete used in its coustruction must be sound beyond the shadow of
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a doubt. In gecuring such a material, the Bureau of Standards is
cooperating with the Bureau of Reclamation in conducting the neces-
sary concrete experiments and tests. The problem is not simply being
turned over to them with instructions to tell us what kind of concrete
to use. They are supplying the testing facilities and the knowledge of
laboratory technigque and cement, and the engincers of this bureau are
supplying the engineering viewpoint and showing its bearing on the
problem. Between the two organizations a better solution will un-
doubtedly be arrived at than either one alone could evolve with its
personnel and equipment. Similar cooperation between the Bureau of
Btandards and the Bureau of Reclamation, in solving concrete problems
for other important dams, has frequently been made in the past, and tha
resitlts have always been satisfactory.

The impression seems to be held by some that the men who would
have charge of the hydraulic laboratory proposed in the bill would
not be experienced in the construction of engineering works and, there-
fore, would not get the best results. It is the belief of this bureaun
that such is not the case. In the early stages of engineering the knowl-
edge regarding it was so limited that one man ecould cover the whole
field.

That time bas long since passed. Just as one would not hire a
criminal lawyer to draw up for him a highly technical paper involving
corporation law, or engage a specialist In digestive disorders to perform
a delicate operation on his eye, so one would not engage a construction
specialist to perform his hydraulic experiments. That does not mean
that the hydraulic experiments should be carried on without the adviee
which the construction man might give, especially on bhow the designs
of the structures mright be modified to improve the construction condi-
tions, but with very rare exceptions it would be equally as fatal to the
best results to turn a laboratory job over to the eonstruction man as to
turn a construction job over to a laboratory man. The proper form of
organization is to have one group of skilled specialists to design the
works and another group of men experienced In construction to build
them, with exeeutives over these groups with broad knowledge of both
to coordinate the two points of view and bring the experience of each
group to bear on the work of the other in so far as it is pertinent.
This is the form of organization into which the Bureau of Reclamation
has evolved. For the proper performance of the work of this bureau on
the Boulder Canyon and its other projects it will be necessary to have
hydraulic experimental work done. If the proposed laboratory is mnot
built, the bureau will have to build temporary lahoratories and staff
them with the best men which it can secure for work under such
conditions. For these positions men with experience in experimental
hydraulic work will be secured, if possible ; not experienced construction
men. These laboratory men will have the general direction and advice
of the skilled specialists of the Burean of Reclamation and also of the
experienced consiruction men on points which may bear on their elde
of the work. This work will, therefore, be carried on, in case no
national laboratory is established, in the same general manner as it
would be carried with the proposed laboratory. The only difference
will be that, unless the proposed bill is passed, the bureau will not have
the advantage of so complete a laboratory or so skilled a personnel,
which is a much greater disadvantage than not having the laboratory
near at hand.

To recapitulate : As the result of its wide experience with hydraulle
engineering work, the Burean of Reclamation is eonvinced that lab-
oratory work should be done by laboratory specialists, and to combine
such work with work of a construction organization would be fatal to
good results; that such work done under the conditions outlined in the
proposed bill will produce a much better result than can be secured
with an equal expenditure for locally constructed hydraulic laboratories.

The Bureau of Reclamation does not fear that work undertaken at
the proposed laboratory would be used in criticism of plans it may
make or works it may construet. If the experimental work is carried
out under the Bureau of Standards the results of the studies will be
correctly reported. The Buream of Reclamation always welcomes con-
structive criticism of its work. If experiments made by any persons,
corporations, or other divisions of the Federal Government show where
the Burean of Reclamation ean improve its plans, the Bureau of Recla-
mation i anxious that the results of such experiments' be made
available.

For the reasons herein stated, the Bureau of Reclamation again re-
spectfully urges the passage of the bill for a national hydraulie
laboratory,

There is hardly a man, woman, or child in the United States
who is not concerned with the increase in knowledge of hy-
draulics. Industry desires additional fundamental knowledge
upon this subject. This demand comes from such industrial
corporations as pump manufacturers, hydraulic turbine manu-
facturers, water-works supply manufacturers, hydraulic in- .
strument manufacturers, hydroelectric power and utility com-
panies. All of these will be benefited by any additional light
which will be thrown upon their problems by researches to be
carried on in the National Hydraulic Research Laboratory.




5660

There is great value in having the efforts of the Federal Gov-
ernment along hydraulic research lines unified. Not that the
various governmental agencies named above will cease their
efforts to increase their knowledge and carry on experiments of
their own in the fleld. This should and will continue, but there
will be one central agency which will act as a storehouse of
knowledge upon the subject of experimental researches.. Here
every governmental agency interested may go and ascertain the
very latest upon the subject of hydraulics, and the hundreds of
special problems which are adaptable to a laboratory study may
be brought to a specially trained and qualified personnel for
assistance,

There is definite evidence that (see Ways to National Pros-
perity, by C. E. Grunsky, W. Neale, New York, 1929) many of
our leaders are convinced that to expend money from the
National Treasury for scientific research is a great boon to the
country. It provides work for men and these workers are not
placed in competition with those already producing. Instead it
offers an additional means for securing further information,
further discoveries which will lighten the burdens of the human
race and lift our civilization.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and
found truly enrolled joint resolution of the House of the follow-
ing title, which was thereupon signed by the Speaker:

- H. J. Res. 205, Joint resolution to provide for the expenses
of participation by the United States in the International Fur
Trade Exhibitien and Congress to be held in Germany in 1930.

The SPEAKER also announced his signature to an enrolled
bill of the Senate of the following title: ;

8. 3579. An act authorizing a per capita payment to the Sho-
shone and Arapahoe Indians,

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SNELL, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and
19 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs-
day, March 20, 1930, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Thursday, March 20, 1930, as
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10.30 a. m.)
Legislative appropriation bill,
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS
(1030 a. m.)
To consider private bills,
COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS
(1020 a. m.) :
To consider proposals concerning legislation on Muscle Shoals.
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
(10 a. m.)

Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States (H. J. Res. 114, H. J. Res. 11, H. J. Res. 38),

Proposing an amendment to the eighteenth amendment of the
Constitution (H. J. Res. 99).

Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States providing for a referendum on the eighteenth amendment
thereof (H. J. Res. 219).

Proposing an amendment to the eighteenth amendment of the
Constitution of the United States (H. J. Res, 240),

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

873. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secre-
tary of War, transmitting report of an accumulation of papers
which are not needed in the fransaction of public business and
have no permanent value or historical interest was taken from
the Bpeaker's table and referred to the Committee on Disposi-
tion of Useless Executive Papers.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,
Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
H. R. 8246, A bill to authorize the sale of the Government
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property acquired for a post-office site in Akron, Ohio; without
amendment (Rept. No. 932). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. ELLIOTT : Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
H. R. 10416, A bill to provide better facilitles for the enforce-
ment of the eustoms and immigration laws; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 833). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union,

Mr, ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
H. R. 10652. A bill to authorize the Secretary of Commerce to
purchase land and to construct buildings and facilities suitable
for radio research investigations; without amendment (Rept.
No. 934). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. CLARKE of New York: Committee on Agriculture. H. R,
10877. A bill authorizing appropriations to be expended under
the provisions of sections 4 to 14 of the act of March 1, 1911,
entitled “An act to enable any State to cooperate with any other
State or Btates, or with the United States, for the protection of
the watersheds of navigable streams, and to appoint a commis-
sion for the acquisition of lands for the purpose of conserving
the navigability of navigable rivers,” as amended; without
amendment (Rept. No. 939). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union,

Mr. COLTON: Committee on Roads. H. R. 7585. A bill to
amend the aet entitled “An act to provide that the United States
shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and
for other purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and
supplemented, and for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 940). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union,

Mr. MICHENER : Committee on the Judiciary. S. 3371. An
act to amend section 88 of the Judicial Code, as amended ; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 941). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. HAUGEN : Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 5410. A
bill authorizing the Seeretary of Agriculture to enlarge tree-
planting operations on national forests of the Rocky Moun-
tains, and for other purposes ; with amendment (Rept. No. 942).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 10879.
A bill directing the Secretary of the Interior to investigate re-
imbursable charges against Indian tribes, and for other pur-
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 843). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESBOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 3764. A bill for
the relief of Ruban W. Riley; with amendment (Rept, No. 935).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. HARE: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 9198,
A bill to remove cloud as to title of lands at Fort Lyttleton,
8, C.; without amendment (Rept. No. 937). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House,

Mr. BUTLER : Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 10174,
A bill authorizing the sale of a certain tract of land in the State
of Oregon to the Klamath irrigation district; with amendment
(Rept. No. 938). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 3022
A bill to provide for the advancement on the retired list of the
Navy of George Dewey Hilding; without amendmeént (Rept.
No. 944). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 3610.
A bill for the relief of William Geravis Hill; with amendment
(Rept. No. 945). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House,

Mr. LINTHICUM: Commitiee on Foreign Affairs. H. R.
10865. A bill to anthorize Brig. Gen. William 8. Thayer, Aux-
iliary Officers’ Reserve Corps, and Brig. Gen. William H.
Welch, Auxiliary Officers’ Reserve Corps, to accept the awards
of the French Legion of Honor ; without amendment (Rept. No.
046). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clanse 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 10931) to amend the act
entitled “An aect to authorize the construction and procurement
of aircraft and aircraft equipment in the Navy and Marine
Corps, and to adjust and define the status of the operating per-
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sonnel in connection therewith,” approved June 24, 1926, with
reference to the number of cniisted pilots in the Navy; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. K. 19932) for the relief of
homeless and destitute Chippewa Indians in Forest, Langlade,
and Onelda Counties, Wis. ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr, GREEN: A bill (H. R. 10933) authorizing and direct-
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain a
naval-stores station in Florida; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 10934) to
amend the act entitled “An act making appropriations to supply
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1917, and prior fiscal years, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved April 17, 1917; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 10935) to provide
for students’ collections in the libraries for the blind and au-
thorizing appropriations therefor; to the Committee on Educa-
tion.

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 10936) to incorporate the
National Soclety—Army of the Philippines as a body corporate
and politie of the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

By Mr. BLACK: A resolution (H. Res. 189) to investigate
the Narcotic Burean; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. WOOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 274) making an
appropriation for participation by the United States in the In-
ternational Conference for the Codification of International Law
to be held at The Hague in 1930 ; to the Committee on Appropri-
ations.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 10937) for the relief of
Willinm G. Leach; to the Commiitee on Claims.

By Mr, CLAGUE: A bill (H. R. 10938) for the relief of
Harry W. Ward; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CORNING: A bill (H. R. 10939) for the relief of
Mary A. Ford; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 10940) for the relief of
Thomas F. McVeigh; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H, R, 10941) for the relief of
Joseph B. Lynch; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. EVANS of California: A bill (H. R. 10942) for the
relief of Joe Andrews Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FINLEY : A bill (H. R. 10943) granting an increase
of pension to Arlenia Wester; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10944) granting a pension to Mary
Booher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 10945) granting a pension to Nanecy
Dean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10946) granting a pension to Moses Wil-
gon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 10947) granting a pension to
Ada E. Milroy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HADLEY : A bill (H. R. 10948) granting an increase
of pension to Rozella J. Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid
Penslions,

By Mr. HOPEKINS: A bill (H. R. 10949) granting an increase
of pension to Minnie B. Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 10950) granting an increase of
pension to Cora B. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10951) granting an increase of pension to
Eve M. Dibert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R, 10952) granting an increase
of pension to Sarritha J. Raborn; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. RAGON: A bill (H. R. 10953) for the relief of Robert
B. Duffey; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10954) for the relief of Mabel Williams;
to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H, R. 10955) granting an
increase of pension to Clara Crandall; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 10956) granting a pension to
Emily J. Foust; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. TINKHAM : A bill (H. R. 10957) granting an inerease
f’f pension to Mary H. Paige; to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.
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By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R
10958) granting an increase of pension to Mary 8. Weekley ; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN : A bill (H. R. 10959) granting an increase
of pension to Ella H. Tasker; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

5845, By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of 24 residents of Industry,
I1l., urging support of the Stalker House Joint Resolution 20,
providing for an amendment to the United States Constitution to
cut out the approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from
the count of the population of the Nation for apportionment of
Congressmeén ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

5846. By Mr. BAIRD: Petition of Bellevue Aerie, No. 490,
Fraternal Order of Eagles, in favor of Senate bill 3257; to the
Committee on Labor.

B5847. By Mr. BLLOOM : Petition of citizens of New York (not
members or the United Spanish War Veterans or allied organi-
zations), to grant increase of pension as provided in House bill
2562 to veterans who fought against Spain in 1898 and to those
who engaged in the Philippine insurrection and the China relief
expedition in 1900 ; to the Committee on Pensions.

5848. By Mr. BOYLAN: Letter from the president of the
Visugraphic Pictures (Ine.), New York City, protesting against
the Hudson bill (H. R. 9986) ; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce,

5849. By Mr. BURTNESS: Petition of Acacia Lodge, No. 4,
Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of Grand Forks, N. Dak.,
urging the passage of legislation for the creation of a Federal
department of education ; to the Committee on Education.

5850. By Mr. CRAMTON : Petition signed by Duncan Battel
and 81 other residents of the county of Tuscola, Mich., urging
the rate of 3 cents on beans as recently passed by the Senate in
the pending tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5851. Also, petition of Akron Grange, Tuscola County, Mich.,
in favor of the export debenture amendment to the pending
tariff bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5852, By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of Oklahoma
Retail Merchants’ Furniture Association, Oklahoma City, Okla.,
making proftest against Ransdell Senate resolution ralsing Im-
port duty on Afriedn palm fiber to 4 cents per pound; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

5853. Also, petition of Muskogee Mill & Elevator Co., Musko-
gee, Okla., urging support of Strong bill, H. R. 5634; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

5854. Also, petition of J. C. Wolke, Fitzsimons General Hos-
pital, Denver, Colo., urging Rankin bill, H. R. 7825, be released
from committee for consideration; to the Committee on World
War Veterans' Legislation.

5855. Also, petition of Brazos River conservation and recla-
mation district, Austin, Tex,, in support of flood control; to the
Committee on Flood Control.

5836. Also, petition of president, Hagle Motor Tours (Inc.),
Boston, Mass., urging change In Iouse bill 10288; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5857. Also, petition of members of Otoe and Missouri Tribe of
Indians, Red Rock, OKkla., requesting Government appropriation
be made to repair Indian farmer's residence, ete.; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

5858. Also, petition of Rev. W. Voogden, protesting against
suggested duty on crude beeswax; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

5859. By Mr. HOCH : Petition of sundry citizens of Olpe,
Kans,, and vicinity, urging speedy consideration and passage of
Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased
rates of pension to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

5860. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of Samuel Milbourn and
b8 other residents of Eaton County, Mich., for increase of pen-
sions of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

5861. By Mr. HUDSON : Petition of members of the Sixteenth
Engineers’ Post, No. 582, Veterans of Foreizn YWars of the
United States, Detroit, Mich., urging that House bill 7389 be
enacted to immediateliy pay the face walue of the adjusted-
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

B862. Also, petition of the Paptist Ministers' Conference of
Chicago, Ill., urging the eariy and favorable consideration of
House bill 9986, which hiii wonld establish Federal supervision
of the motion-picture industry; to the Committee on Interstate
ar4 Foreign Comiperce.
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5863. By Mr. KURTZ: Petition of citizens of Altoona, Blair
County, Pa., urging speedy action and favorable consideration
of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on
Pensions.

56864. Also, petition of citizens of Hollidaysburg, Pa., and
vicinity, urging speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill
476 and House bill 2562, to the Committee on Pensions.

5865. By Mrs. LANGLEY : Petition of John W. Ross, Elzy
Hs.u't B. F. Collins, and 59 other citizens of Letcher County,

urging the speedy consideration and early passage of Senate
bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of
pension to the men who served in the armed forces of the
United States during the Spanish War period ; to the Commitiee
on Pensions, :

5866. By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of the United Retail Gro-
cers’ Association, Brooklyn, N. Y., expressing itself as unani-
mously in favor of House bill 11, known as the price mainte-
nance bill. This organization further declares that it will
benefit individual storekeepers and eliminate ruinous competi-
tion; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5867. By Mr. McCKEOWN : Petition of James W. McCutcheon
and other eitizens of Pontotoc County, Okla., urging immediate
action on House bill 2562 providing for increased rates of pen-
glon for veterans of Spanish War period; to the Committee on
Pensions.

5868. By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: Petition of the First National
Bank of Chesterhill, Ohio; the First National Bank of McCon-
nelsville, Ohio; and the Malta National Bank of Malta, Ohio,
favoring the amendment of the Federal reserve bank act in
order that a more equitable distribution of the Federal reserve
banks may be secured; to the Committee on Banking and Cur-

rency.

5869. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of Jesse H. Cox
and 115 registered voters of St. Louis County, Mo. urging
speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill 476 and House
bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the men
who served in the armed forces of the Spanish-American War;
to the Committee on Pensions.

5870. By Mr. OLIVER, of Alabama: Petition of citizens of
Sumter County, sixth district, Ala., favoring Senate bill 476
and House bill 2562, granting increase of pensions to Spanish-
American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

B871. By Mr. QUAYLH: Petition of the Fourteenth New
York Infantry Post, No. 857, American Legion, Brooklyn, N. Y.,
favoring the passage of the Rankin bill, (H. R. 7825) ; to the
Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

B6872. Also, petition of the United Retail Grocers' Association
of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 11, the
price maintenance bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

5873. Also, petition of National Bridge Works, Long Island
Qity, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Capper-Kelly bill, H. R.
11; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign GOmmerce

5874 By Mr. ROWBOTTOM : Petition of Charles H. Schim-
mell and others, of Evansville, Ind. that Congress enact into
law at this session legislation provmlng for increased rates of
pension to the men who served in the armed forces of the
United States during the Spanish War period ; to the Committee
on Pensions.

5875. By Mr. BEGER: Memorial of W. H. Gould and eight
other residents of Clifton, N. J., urging further restriction of
immigration ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.
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5876. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Warren Women’s Club of
Warren, Minn., unanimounsly in favor of Federal supervision of
motion pictures to establish higher standards in that industry;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5877. Also, petition of city of St. Paul, Minn., urging favor-
able consideration of House bill 8976, to give veterans of Indian
wars benefit of Indian pension act; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

5878. By Mr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by 36 ecitizens of
Columbus, Ohio, urging passage of House bill 2562, proposing
increased allowances for veterans of the Spanish War; to the
Committee on Pensions.

5879. By Mr. SWING : Petition of Daniel A. Oldhem and 62
citizens of Elsinore, Calif., urging the adoption of Senate bill
476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions.

5880. By Mr. WALKER: Petition of T0 citizens of Mercer
County, Ky., urging Congress to pass Senate bill 476 and House
bill 2562, providing for increased pension for Spanish War
veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

5881. By Mr. WHITLEY : Petition of citizens of Rochester,
N. Y., indorsing House Concurrent Resolution 20, protesting
against religious persecution in Soviet Russia ; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs,

5882. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y. urging
passage of legislation to prohibit vivisection of dogs in the
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

5883. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y. urging
passage of House bill 7884 to prohibit vivisection of dogs in the
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia,

5884, Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N, Y., indorsing
House bill 7884 to prohibit vivisection of dogs in the District
of Columbia ; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

5885, Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., urging
passage of House bill 7884 to prohibit vivisection of dogs in
the Distriet of Columbia; to the Commrittee on the District of
Columbia.

5886. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., indorsing
House bill 7884, to prohibit vivisection of dogs in the District of
Columbia ; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

5887. Also, petition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., urging
passage of House bill 2562, to provide increased pensions for
veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on
Pensions,

5888. By Mr. WOLFENDEN : Petition signed by residents of
Phoenixville, Pa., urging the passage of House bill 2562, provid-
ing for increased rates of pension for Spanish-American War
veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

5889. By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia : Petition of the
Lewis County (W. Va.) Woman's Christian Temperance Union,
urging, through resolutions adopted in a county meeting held at
Weston, signed by Daisy Reger, president, and Margaret Jack-
son, secretary, Congress to enact a law providing for the Federal
supervision of motion pictures to insure higher standards of
pictures before production; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

5800. By Mr. YON : Petition of Mrs. P. F. Robbins, Mrs. W. A.
Erwin, Mrs. T. B. Hendrix, Mrs, E. G. Hernandez, Mrs. 8. E.
Lallan, Miss Wilbern Fallow, and others, of Pensacola, Escambia
County, Fla., urging the passage of the Robsion-Capper free
public school bill; to the Committee on Education.
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