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· adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9043. By Mr. CLANCY: Petition of 20,000 signatures of 
Detroit and Wayne County, Mich., citizens praying for· im
mediate payment in cash of veterans' adjusted-compensa
tion certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9044. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of the mem
bers of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Mount 
Vision, N. Y., urging Congress to enact a law for the Fed-

. eral supervision of motion pictures, establishing higher 
standards before production for films that are to be licensed 
for interstate and international commerce; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9045. By Mr. DEROUEN: Resolution of Acadia Post, No. 
15, American Legion, Department of Louisiana, Crowley, La., 
urging the Congress of the United States to pass adequate 
legislation pertaining to the needs of ex-service ·men and 
their families; to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

9046. By Mr. HILL of Washington: Petition of the Sunny
slope Parent-Teacher Association, of Wenatchee, Wash., for 
the passage of the Hudson bill (H. R. 9986) for the super
vision of motion pictures; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

9047. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of Eaton County Guern
sey breeders, requesting Congress to enact a new law taxing 
all yellow oleomargarine at least 10 cents a pound; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9048. Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Battle· Creek, Mich., urging the passage of the 
Hudson motion picture bill, :a. R. 9986; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9049. Also, petition of Bellevue Village Club, requesting 
Congress to enact a new law taxing all yellow oleomargarine 
at least 10 cents a pound; to the Committee 6n Ways and 
Means. 

9050. Also, petition of Eureka Nutrition Club, requesting 
- Congress to enact a new law taxing all yellow oleomargarine 
at least 10 cents a pound; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9051. By Mr. HUDSPETH: Petition of residents of El 
Paso, Tex., urging favorable action on House bill 15489 for 
the benefit of Indian war veterans; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

9052. By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: Resolution of the 
Prairie Farm Cooperative Creamery Co., requesting a tax on 
colored oleomargarine, in opposition to the recent ruling by 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue Burnet regarding palm 
oil in oleomargarine; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9053. By Mrs. KAHN: Petition of numerous citizens of 
California, favoring passage of House bill 7884 for the ex
emption of dogs from vivisection; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

9054. By Mr. KIEFNER: Petition of Coleman Frazier Post, 
No. 39, of the American Legion, at Flat River, St. Francois 
County, Mo., urging payment in full of all adjusted-service 
certificates of World War -veterans; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. 

9055. By Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia: Petition of the 
Baxley (Ga.) Woman's Club, requesting Federal supervision 
of motion pictures; to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

9056. By Mr. LEAVITT: Resolution of District No. 13, 
American Legion, Department of Montana, urging that a 
new hospital of at least 400 beds be coll;Structed for the use 
of war veterans in the State of Montana; to the Committee 
on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

9057. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Resolution of the 
American Exporters and Importers' Association, recommend
ing a new member of the Cabinet to represent foreign com
merce of the United States; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

9058. By Mr. REED of New York: Three petitions indors
ing the Sparks-Capper amendment to the Constitution to 
cut out approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens and 

count only citizens when making the new apportionment for 
congressional districts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9059. By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: Resolution of National 
Cooperative Council of the Farmers' Cooperative Business 
Organizations, expressing appreciation of efforts made in be
half of agriculture by the Federal Farm Board in encourag
ing the organization of cooperative associations and opposing 
the enactment by Congress of any amendment to the agri
culture marketing act and protesting against efforts made 
to destroy agriculture cooperation in the United states; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

9060. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of East Grand Forks 
<Minn.) Post of American Legion, in support of immediate 
cash payment of face value of adjusted-compensation certif
icates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9061. Also, petition of Minneapolis Building Trades 
Council, Minnesota, indorsing cash payment of soldiers' ad
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9062. Also, petition of American Legion Post, of Henning, 
Minn., urging enactment of bill for immediate payment of 
adjusted-compensation certificates in full; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9063. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of Methodist Church of 
Gem, Kans., for the Federal supervision of motion pictures; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9064: Also, petition of the Sunday School of the Methodist 
Church, near Colby, Kans., for the Federal supervision of 
motion pictures; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

9065. By Mr. TARVER: Petition of 55 ex-service men of 
Cedartown, Ga., asking the payment in cash of the face 
value of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9066. By Mr. WELCH of California: Petition of citizens of 
the fifth congressional district, San Francisco, Calif., urging 
the enactment of House bill 7884; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

9067. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of Lions Club of East 
Liberty, approving proposed construction ·of a high dam and 
bridge connecting the Washington and Allegheny River 
Boulevards with Freeport Road near Aspinwall, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9068. Also, petition of Titusville Chamber of Commerce, 
Titusville, Pa., urging tariff on crude petroleum and its re
fined products; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9069. Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Greens
burg, Westmoreland County, Pa., protesting against an extra 
session of Congress; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1931 

(Legislative day of Monday, January 26, 1931) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration 
of the recess. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I sugl!est 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: 
Ashurst 
Barkley 
Bingham 
Black 
Blaine 
Blease 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brock 
Brookhart 
Broussard 
Bulkley 
Capper · 
Caraway 
Carey 
Connally 
Copeland 
Couzens 

Cutting 
Dale 
Davis 
Deneen 
Dill 
Fess 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
George 
Gillett 
Glass 
Glenn 
Gofi' 
Goldsborough 
Gould 
HaJe 
Harris 
Harrison 

Hatfield 
Hawes 
Hayden 
Hebert 
He:tlin 
Howell 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kean 
Kendrick 
King 
La Follette 
McGill 
McKellar 
McMaster 
McNary 
Metcal! 
Morrison 

Morrow 
Moses 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Partridge 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Pl..ne 
Pittman 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson, Ark. 
Schall 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Shoctrldge 
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Smith Thomas, Idaho Wagner 
Smoot Townsend Walcott 
·Steiwer Trammell Walsh, Mass. 
Stephens Tydings Walsh, Mont. 
Swanson· Vandenberg Waterman 

Watson 
Wheeler 
Williamson 

Mr. WATSON. I desire to announce that my colleague 
·. the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON] is neces
sarily detained from the Senate by illness. I ask that this 
announcement may stand for the day.· 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I wish to announce that rny colleague 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HAsTINGS] is unavoid
ably detained from the Senate. I ask that this announce
ment may stand for the day. 

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

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 

-Chaffee, one of its clerk, announced that the House had 
·passed wi thout amendment the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 4944. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Dahlgren, Va.; 

S. 5319. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the 
Highway Department of the State of Tennessee to con

-struct a bridge across the French Broad River on the pro
posed Morristown-Newport Road between Jefferson and 
Cocke Counties, Tenn.; and 

S. 5360. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Randolph, Mo. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to each of the following bills: 

H. R. 2936. An act to provide for a preliminary examina
. tion of the Tittabawassee and Chippewa Rivers, Mich., with 
a view to the prevention and control of floods; and 

H. R. 6668. An act to provide for discharging certain obli
gations of Peter R. Wadsworth, former superintendent and 
special disbursing agent of the Consolidated Chippewa In
dian Agency. 

The message further announced that the House had 
passed the following bills of the Senate, each with an 
amendment, in which it requested the concw·rence of the 
Senate: 

S. 2643. An act to amend the joint resolution establish
ing the George Rogers Clark Sesquicentennial Commission, 
approved May 23, 1928; and 

S. 4665. An act extending the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of · a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Sistersville, Tyler County, W. Va. 

The · message also announced that the House had passed 
the bill CS. 5776) to provide for the advance planning and 
regulated construction of public works, for the stabilization 
of industry, and for aiding in the prevention of unemploy
ment during periods of business depression, with amend
ments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen
ate. 

The message further announced that the House had 
passed the following bills and joint resolutions, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 6810. An act authorizing the Secretary of the NavY 
to accept, without cost to the Government of the United 
States, a lighter-than-air base, near Sunnyvale, in the 
county of Santa Clara, State of California, and construct 
necessary improvements thereon; 

H. R. 6867. An act to authorize appropriations for con
struction of a storehouse for ammunition at Fort Benjamin 
Harrison; 

H. R. 8736. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Hocking River for the distance that it 
flows through Athens County, Ohio; 

H. R. 9326. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to 
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the 
United States and Great Britain to regulate the leYel of 
Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 
1925," approved May 22, 1926, as amended; 

H. R . .9599. An .act to authorize the Secretary of Agri
culture to carty out hm 10-year cooperative program for 

the eradication, suppression, or bringing under control of 
predatory and other wild animals injurious to agricul
ture, horticulture, forestry, animal husbandry, wild game, 
and other interests, and for the suppression of rabies 
and tularemia in predatory or other wild animals, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 12966. An act authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty 
& Finance Corporation, its successors and assigns, to con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage 
Streets, St. Louis, Mo.; 

H. R. 13262. An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., certain guns 
and mounts that were formerly in service on the Coast 
Guard cutter Bear; 

H. R. 13522. An act authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the 
State of Florida the silver service set donated to the U. S. S. 
Florida by the people of Florida; 

H. R. 14043. An act to authorize the Secretary of War 
to lease Governors Island, Mass., to the city of Boston, 
Mass., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 14049. An act to provide for special assessments 
for the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs and 
gutters; 

H. R.14452. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
St. Lawrence River near Alexandria Bay, N.Y.; 

H. R.14558. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near New Martinsville, W. Va.; 

H. R.14676. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River at or near Arlington, Oreg.; 

H. R. 14689. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Ohio River at Cairo, Ill.; 

H. R. 15137. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of an overhead viaduct 
across the Mahoning River at or near Niles, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; 

H. R. 15276. An act authorizing the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, through their respective ll..ighway departments, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge 
across the Escatawpa River at or near Wilmer, Ala., and 
Latonia, Miss., connecting Mobile County, Ala., and George 
County, Miss.; 

H. R. 15366. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River near Bemidji, Minn.; 

H. R.15433. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Little Calumet River on 
South Halsted Street at One hundred and thirtieth Street, 
in Cook County, State of illinois; 

H. R.15434. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Fox River at Algonquin, in 
McHenry County, State of illinois; 

H. R.15931. An act to provide for the relocation of statue 
of Gen. John A. Rawlins; 

H. R. 16078. An act to amend the act approved June 2, 
1930, providing for a memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for 
his leadership in the cause of forest conservation; 

H. R.16297. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and 
for other purposes," approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), 
and acts amendatory thereof; 

H. J. Res. 416. Joint resolution to increase the amount 
authorized to be appropriated for the expenses of participa
tion by the United States in the International Exposition of 
Colonial and Overseas Countries to be held at Paris, France, 
in 1931; and 

H. J. Res. 462. Joint resolution to further provide for de
fraying the expenses of the International Water Commis
sion, United States and Mexico. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Mr. PARTRIDGE presented the following resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Vermont, which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance: 

Whereas the United States Government has established a policy 
of constructing hospitals for the care of the veterans of the various 
wars; and 

Whereas Vermont is one of the few States for which hospitals 
have not been built; and . 

Whereas there now appears a real need for hospital facilities for 
Vermont, and this will become increasingly great within the-next 
few years; and 

Whereas it is undeniably' true that the scenic advantages of 
Vermont are unsurpassed and that Vermont is renowned for the 
purity of its alr and water and the healtli of its climate, making 
it an ideal location for a veterans' hospital: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the General Assembly of the State of Vermont 
memorialize ·the Congress of the United States in favor of the 
passage of such legislation as will enable the Veterans' Bureau to 
build a veterans' hospital in the State of Vermont for the care of 
sick and-disabled veterans and for the housing of veterans' activi
ties of the Federal Government; be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each mem
ber of the Vermont delegation in the Congress. 

EDWARD H. DEAVITT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Approved January 28, 1931. 

BENJAMIN WILLIAMS, 
President of the Senate. 

STANLEY C. WILSON, Governor. 
STATE OF VERMONT, 

OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of joint resolu
tion relating to disabled veterans' hospital in Vermont approved 
January 28, 1931. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
my official seal at Montpelier this 30th day of January, A. D. 1931. 

{SEAL.] RAWSON C. MYNCK, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Dallas, Tex., protesting against delay in considering the 
World Court protocols until next December and praying for 
their ratification this winter or spring, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Melbourne and Eau Gallie, Fla., praying for the passage of 
legislation for the barring of all immigration for a period of 
not less than two years, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mel
bourne and Eau Gallie, Fla., praying for an amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States excluding aliens from 
the count of the whole number of persons in each State in 
apportioning Representatives among the several States ac
cording to their respective numbers, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TYDINGS presented resolutions adopted by Annapolis 
Lodge, No. 622, Benevolent Protective Order of Elks, of 
Annapolis; Montfaucon Post, No. 4, the American Legion; 
and the Fleet Reserve Association, Branch No. 6, both of 
Baltimore, Md., favoring the immediate payment of ad
justed-service certificates of ex-service men, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. · · 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Maryland 
branch of the League of Nations Assoc1ation in conjunction 
with the History Teachers' Association of Maryland, favor
ing the prompt ratification of the World Court protocols, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the State 
of Maryland, praying for the prompt ratification of the 
World Court protocols, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE presented a petition signed by 505 
citizens of the State of California, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Capper-Kelly bill, being the bill (H. R. 11) 
to protect trade-mark owners, distributors, and the public 
against injurious and uneconomic practices in the distribu
tion of articles of standard quality under a distinguishing 
trade-mark, brand, or name, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented petitions numerously 
signed by sundry citizens of the State of Maryland, praying 

for the passage of legislation for the exemption of dogs from 
vivisection in the District of Columbia, which were referred · 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

H.e also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the State 
of Maryland, praying for the prompt ratification of the 
World Court protocols, which were referred to the Commit· 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WALCOTT presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Cheshire and Hartford, Conn., praying for the passage of 
legislation for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the 
District of Columbia,_which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented letters in the nature of petitions from 
the First Church of Christ, Scientist, of Norwalk; the First 
Church of Christ, Scientist, of Danbury; the First Church of 
Christ, Scientist, of Meriden; and the First Church of 
Christ, Scientist, Stamford, all in the State of Connecticut, 
praying of the passage of the so-called Vestal copyright bill, 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented petitions of the Lebanon League of 
Women Voters, of Lebanon, and sundry citizens of Granby, 
New London, Hartford, East Hartford, West Hartford, and 
Windsor, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for the 
prompt ratification of the World Court protocols, which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the State In· 
stitute, under the auspices of the Woman's Christian Tern· 
perance Union, at Clinton, Conn., favoring the passage of 
legislation for the Federal supervision of motion-picture 
films, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. MORROW presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the prompt ratification 
of the World Court protocols, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sund.l-y 
citizens of the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage 
of legislation for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in 
the District of Columbia, which were referred to the Com· 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION OF WORLD WAR VETEiANS 

Mr. COUZENS. I ask unanimous consent to have placed 
in the RECORD an editorial appearing in the Detroit News 
of January 31, entitled" Mr. Mellon and the Veterans' Bonus, 
So Called." I desire particularly to have this called to the 
Senate's attention at this time because of the position the 
Secretary of the Treasury takes on the so-ca.Jled payment of 
adjusted compensation. · . 

In view of the great Secretary being alleged to have served 
under three Presidents, I desire to point out that the fact 
of the matter is that three Presidents have served under 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

(From the Detroit (Mich.) News of January 31, 1931] 
MR. MELLON AND THE VETERANS' BONUS, SO CALLED 

It must have been a painful surprise to the whilom acclaimers 
of Andrew Mellon as "the greatest Secretary of the Treasury since 
Alexander Hamilton" to read his statement Wednesday to the 
Senate Finance Committee that the cash redemption of the sol· 
diers ' delayed compensation certificates "would upset the Nation's 
financial structure and greatly disturb world equilibrium." 

Probably even more surprising was his assertion that, according 
to present indications, the Government would face a deficit of 
$375,000,000 at the end of the current fiscal year-which certainly 
doesn't speak so well for the management of a National Treasury 
that for 14 years has been in receipt of the largest public revenues 
in the history of the world. 

Elaborating his claim that the payment of the bonus would be 
an extremely hazardous undertaking, the Secretary thus expressed 
himself to the Senate committee: 

" I can say without qualification that the Treasury Department 
could not sell $3,400,000,000 of bonds at the present time except 
on terms which it would be very hard to justify and without com
plete disorganization of the Government and other security 
markets." 

Without venturing at this time to challenge the soundness of 
the Secretary's opinion as to the difficulty of floating a. $3,400,000,000 
Government loan, we can not refrain from calling attention to 
the striking contrasts between the picture which he draws of 
American financial conditions in 1931 and that which Prof. Albert 
Bushnell Hart has painted of them in 1917, the year we entered 
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the World war. In the brief but comprehensive histoey of the 
United States from 1910 to 1925 which he wrote for the thirteenth 
edition of the Encyclopedia Britannica, Professor Hart thus de
scribes the marvelous and rejoicing ease with which the United 
States raised literally tens of billions of dollars in that grand and 
glorious time when to stand at Armageddon and battle for the 
Lord was all in the day's work: 

" Soon after the declaration of war by the United States, mis
sions from the various allied countries were sent to America. 
The British mission, headed by Lord Balfour, British Foreign Secre
tary, reached Halifax April 20 and proceeded to Washington. The 
French mission, headed by Rene Viviani, the former premier, and 
including Marshal Joffre, landed April 24. Other missions came 
from Italy, Belgium, Russia, Rumania, and Japan. The United 
States was able at once to help the western Allies in their pressing 
financial difficulties. Taxes were low and little felt; money 
abounded. Under acts of Congress beginning October 17, 1917, 
the Allies received essential credits, .which amounted eventually 
to $9,500,000,000. These enormous payments were made possible 
by the Liberty loans. In June, 1917, 4,000,000 people joined in 
offering $3,000,000,000 to the Government; and at the end of the 
war the interest-bearing debt had increased from $972,469,000 on 
December 31, 1916, to $25,234,496,000 in 1919. These loans were 
supplemented by the war revenue act (October 17, 1917) and 
later statutes, which laid .a variety of new taxes, increased the 
income tax heavily, and combined with it an excess-profits tax 
to bring into the Treasury unreasonable profits likely to be made 
in the war industries." 

Such is the glowing account which Professor Hart gives us of 
the generous way in which America, which was then the bread 
basket and cream jug of the allied powers, responded to the Mace
danian cry of the visiting European missions for unlimited sup
plies of money and materials, although we notice that he neglects 
to tell us that when all the war expenses had been totaled up the 
American people found that they had paid over $36,000,000,000 for 
the luxury of hating the Kaiser and fighting for an "idealism" 
which made them the partners of those European rulers and diplo
matic feudists whose measureless ambition had given the world 
over to misery and death. 

He also forgets to state that the "new taxes," including the 
excess-profits tax, still left a sufficiently wide margin of " unrea
sonable profits" to create more than 15,000 new millionaires in 
this country, not to speak of promoting the greatest "melon cut
ting" in the shape of extra cash and stock dividends in the 
history of modern industry and finance. All of which, it is hardly 
necessary to say, has laid a tremendous mortgage on coming 
American generations. 

And what have we got out of it all? It seems to the News the 
answer to that question was given for us and for all the other 
warring nations by John Bright, the great English champion of 
justice and peace, in his memorable protest in 1854 against the 
Crimean War: 

"The past events of our history have taught me that the inter
vention of this country in European wars is not only unnecessary 
but calamitous; that we have rarely come out of such interven
tion having succeeded in the objects we fought for. I believe if 
this country, 7Q years ago, had adopted the principle of noninter
vention in every case where her interests were not directly and 
obviously assailed, that she would have been saved from much 
of the pauperism and brutal crimes by which our government and 
people have alike been disgraced. This country might have been 
a garden, every dwelling might have been of marble, and every 
person who treads its soil might have been sufficiently edu
cated. We should have less of military glory. We might have 
neither Trafalgar nor Waterloo; but we should have set the high 
example of a Christian nation, free in its institutions, courteous. 
and just in its conduct toward all foreign states, and resting its 
policy on the unchangeable foundation of Christian morality." 

Inasmuch as Woodrow Wilson himself admitted that our inter
ests were not " directly and obviously assailed " by the Germanic 
powers (an opinion that has been emphatically expressed by 
nearly all of the authoritative governmental and military spokes
men for our late "noble democratic allies") and that we came 
out of the horrible confiict "without having succeeded in the 
objects we fought for," or rather which we professed to be fighting 
for, it would seem that Bright's noble protest against English 
intervention in foreign wars holds just as righteous condemnation 
of our own Government as it did for his government when he 
uttered it 77 years ago. 

It is always an irreparably costly business--this paying the fid
dler after the mad international war dance. But inasmuch as 
our Government, after the war was over, generously handed several 
billion dollars to various European nations because their war vet
erans and people were hard up, it does seem an unquestionable 
duty for our Government to be equally generous to its own war 
vet erans when they are hard up. It may be ditncult, as Secretary 
Mellon says; but what of it? Many duties are difficult, but never
theless have to be performed. We are sure the people of the 
United States will support the Government in paying the full 
value of the so-called bonus certificates at once with much greater 
enthusiasm than they would show for cancellation of the foreign 
debts. And yet the advocates of that cancellation are the ones 
most opposed to payment of the veterans' cer tificates. 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

Mr. COUZENS. As in open executive session, I desire to 
report back to the Senate, without recommendation, the 

nominations of the three Power commissioners that were 
referred to the committee. 

Mr. COUZENS, from the Committee on Interstate Com
merce, to which had been recommitted the following nomi
nations for membership on the Federal Power Commission, 
reported them without recommendation, and they were or
dered to be placed on the Executive Calendar: 

George Otis Smith, of Maine; 
Marcel Garsaud, of Louisiana; and 
Claude L. Draper, of Wyoming. 

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 

As in ex~utive session, 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE, from the _Committee on Finance, re

ported favorably the nomipations of several officers in the 
Customs Service, which were placed on the Executive Cal
endar. 

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

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Manufactures, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 5904) relating to the rate of 
wages for laborers and mechanics employed on public build
ings of the United States and the District of Columbia by 
contractors and subcontractors, and for other purposes, re
ported it without amendment and submitted a report <No. 
1445) thereon. 

Mr. COUZENS, from the Committee on Interstate Com
merce, to which was referred the bill <S. 3199) authorizing 
refunds to certain railroads of interest erroneously collected 
on account of overpayments under sections 209 and 212 
of the transportation act, 1920, as amended, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report <No. 1446) 
thereon. 

Mr. NORBECK, from the Committee on Agriculture and. 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill <H. R. 11285) to 
amend the Alaska game law, reported it without amend
ment and submitted a report <No. 1447) thereon. 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (S. 5810) to facili
tate the use and occupa-ncy of national-forest lands for 
purposes of residence, recreation, education, industry, and 
commerce, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report <No. 1448) thereon. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10380) ad
justing the salaries of the Naval Academy Band, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report <No. 1449) 
thereon. 

Mr. FESS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill <H. R. 14) to make the Star-Spangled 
Banner the national anthem of the United States of Amer
ica, reported it without amendment. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 

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

By Mr. FESS: 
A bill (S. 6002) for the relief of Eva A. Kramer (with an 

accompanying paper); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill ·(S. 6003) to authorize reinstatement of war-risk 
insurance of John D. Deardourff, deceased (with an accom
panying paper); to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. PARTRIDGE: 
A bill <S. 6004) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

E. Greene; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. McNARY: . 
A bill (S. 6005) authorizing a preliminary examination 

and survey of Scappoose Bay, Columbia River, Oreg.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill <S. 6006) for the rehabilitation of the Stanfield 
project, Oregon; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. 
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A bill <S. 6007) for the relief of John W. Beck; to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. TYDINGS: 
A bill (S. 6008) to authorize and direct the appointment 

of Levin Milton Price · as a first lieutenant, United States 
Army (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEAN: 
A bill <S. 6009) granting an increase of pension to Joanna 

Douglass (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDENBERG: 
A bill (S. 6010) granting a pension to Ruth L. Retan; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FRAZIER (by request): 
A bill (S. 6011) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 

.to purchase certain land in California for addition to the 
Cahuilla Indian Reservation, and issuance of a patent to 
the band of Indians therefor; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: . 
A bill <S. 6012) for the relief of Alfred L. Hudson; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WAGNER: 
A bill <S. 6013) granting a pension to Alice Clyde Staf

ford; to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 6014) to provide a public terminal aviation field 

at Governors Island, N.Y., and for other purposes; and 
A bill <S. 6015) providing for the retirement of certain 

Medical Reserve officers of the United States Army, NavY, 
and Marine Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: 
A bill <S. 6016) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

McLaughlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 
A bill (S. 6017) granting a pension to Christine Pedderson 

(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 6018) to extend the times for commencing and 

completing the construction of a free highway bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Hastings, Minn.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. · 

By Mr. REED: 
(By request.) A bill (S. 6019) to amend the World War 

Veterans' act, 1924, as amended; and 
(By request.) A bill <S. 6020) to provide for the estab

lishment of a permanent medical service in the United States 
Veterans' Bureau; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill <S. 6021) granting a pension to Gwennie A. Philson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HATFIELD: 
A bill (S. 6022) to establish a term of the United States 

Circuit Court of Appeals at Huntington, W. Va.; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 
A bill (S. 6023) to exempt from taxation certain property 

of the National Society United States Daughters of 1812 in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEIWER: 
. A bill (S. 6024) relating to the improvement of the 
Willamette River between Oregon City and Portland, Oreg.; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 
A bill <S. 6025) for the relief of Patrick J. Lynch; and 
A bill (S. 6026) for the relief of Edward M. Watts; to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. TRAMMELL: 
A bill (S. 6027) to provide for an investigation and report 

of losses resulting from the campaign for the eradication of 
the Mediterranean fruit fiy; to the Committee on Agricul
ture and Forestry. 

· By Mr. NORBECK: 
A bill (S. 6028) authorizing the erection of a monument to 

the memory of Sacajawea or Bird Woman; to the Commit
tee on the Library. 

By Mr. REED: 
A bill <S. 6029) granting a pension to Philip Gump, jr.; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
<By request.) A joint resolution <S. J. Res. 245) authoriz

ing the Secretary of War to cooperate with the county of 
Allegheny, Pa., in the construction of a bridge across the 
Allegheny River in connection with the modification of Lock 
and Dam No.2, Allegheny River, now authorized by law; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GOFF: 
A joint resolution <S. J. Res. 246) authorizing the placing I 

in the Capitol of a statue iii honor of the American mother 
and other patriotic women of the United States; to the 1 

Committee on the Library. 
REDEMPTION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE STAMPS 

Mr. HARRISON (for Mr. SIMMONS) submitted an amend- , 
ment intended to be proposed by Mr. SIMMONS to the bill 
<H. R. 10658) to amend section 1 of the act of May 12, 1900 
<ch. 393, 31 Stat. 177), as amended <U. S. C., sec. 1174, 
ch. 21, title 26), which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL-RECONSTRUC
TION OF SENATE WING OF THE CAPITOL 

Mr. COPELAND submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to House bill 16654, the legislative appro
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed, as follows: 

On page 24, after line 4, insert the following: 
" The unexpended balance of the appropriation of $500,000 for 

the reconstruction of the Senate wing of the Capitol, contained in 
the legislative appropriation act for the fiscal year 1929, is hereby 
continued and made available until expended." 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES 
Messages in writing from the President of the United 

States making nominations were communicated to the Sen
ate by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, which messages were 
subsequently referred to the appropriate committees. 

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED 
The following bills and joint resolutions were severally 

read twice by their titles and referred as indicated below: 
H. R. 6810. An act authorizing the Secretary of the NavY 

to accept, without cost to the Government of the United 
States, a lighter-than-air base, near Sunnyvale, in the 
county of Santa Clara, State of California, and construct 
necessary improvements thereon; 
· H. R. 13262. An act to authorize the Secretary of the NavY 
to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., certain guns and 
mounts that were formerly in service . on the Coast Guard 
cutter Bear; and 

H. R. 13522. An act authorizing the Secretary of the NavY, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the State of 
Florida the silver service set donated to the U. S. S. Florida 
by the people of Florida; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

H. R. 6867. An act to authorize appropriations for con
struction of a storehouse for ammunition at Fort Benjamin 
Harrison; and • 

H. R.l4043. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to 
lease Governors Island, Mass., to the city of Boston, Mass., 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

H. R. 14049. An act to provide for special assessments for 
the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs and gutters; 
ordered to be placed on the calendar. 

H. R. 8736. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Hocking River for the distance that it 
flows through Athens County, Ohio; 

H. R. 12966. An act authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty & 
Finance Corporation, its successors and assigns, to con~truct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi Rivel.'! 
at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage Streets, St. 

. Louis, Mo.; 
H. R.l4452. An act to extend the times for commencing 

and completing the construction of a bridge across the St. 
Lawrence River near Alexandria Bay, N.Y.; 
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H. R.14558. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near New Martinsville, W.Va.; 

H. R.14676. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River at or near Arlington, Oreg.; 

H. R.14689. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Cairo, Ill.; 

H. R.15137. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of an overhead viaduct 
across the Mahoning River at or near Niles, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; 

H. R. 15276. An act authorizing the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, through their respective highway departments, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge 
across the Escatawpa River at 6r near Wilmer, Ala., and 
Latonia, Miss., connecting Mobile County, Ala., and George 
County, Miss.; -

H. R. 15366. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River near Bemidji, Minn.; 

H. R. 15433. An act granting the consent of Congres~ to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Little Calumet River on 
South Halsted Street at One hundred and thirtieth Street, 
in Cook County, State of Illinois; and 

H. R. 15434. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Fox River at Algonquin, in 
McHenry County, State of illinois; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

H. R. 9599. An act to authorize the Secretary of Agricul
ture to carry out his 10-year cooperative program for the 
eradication, suppression, or bringing under control of preda
tory and other wild animals injurious to agriculture, horti
culture, forestry, animal husbandry, wild game, and other 
interests, and for the suppression of rabies and tularemia 
in predatory or other wild animals, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

H. R.15931. An act to provide for the relocation of statue 
of Gen. John A. Rawlins; and 

H. R. 16078. An act to amend the act approved June 2, 
1930, providing for a memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for 
his leadership in the cause of forest conservation; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

H. R. 16297. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, 
and for other purposes," approved May 25, 1926 < 44 Stat. 
630), and acts amendatory thereof; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

H. R. 9326. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to 
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the 
United States and Great Britain to regulate the level of 
Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 
1925," approved May 22, 1926, as amended; 

H. J. Res. 416. Joint resolution to increase the amount 
authorized to be appropriated for the expenses of partici
pation by the United States in the International Exposition 
of Colonial and Overseas Countries to be held at Paris, 
France, in 1931; and 

H. J. Res. 462. Joint resolution to further provide for de
fraying the expenses of the International Water Commis
sion, United States and Mexico; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

GEORGE ROGERS CLARK SESQUICENTENNIAL COMMISSION 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 

amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
2643) to amend the joint resolution establishing the George 
Rogers Clark Sesquicentennial Commission, approved May 
23, 1928, which was, on page 1, to strike out lines 3 to 6, 
inclusive, and in;>ert: 

That there is authorized to be appropriated, in addition to the 
- sums authorized to be appropriated by the joint resolution estab

lishing the George Rogers Clark Sesquicentennial Commission. 
approved May 23, 1928, the sum of $500,000. Appropriations made 
under this act and under such joint resolution shall n.ot exceed. 

$1,500,000, and shall not be in excess of such contributions of the 
State of Indiana, the county of Knox, the city of Vincennes, and 
other_ contributors (other than the United States), as have been 
or may be expended for the purposes specified herein, or as have 
been or may be made available solely for the purposes specified 
herein. Sums appropriated under this act or hereafter appropriated 
under such joint resolution, or heretofore appropriated under such 
joint resolution and unexpended on the date of the enactment of 
this act, shall be available for expenditure solely for the purposes 
of acquiring, grading, improving, and embellishing the site of and 
grounds adjacent to Fort Sackville, the erection of a monumental 
memorial structure and its ornamentation, the ornamentation of a 
bridge across the Wabash River adjacent thereto to be constructed 
by the State of Indiana and the State of illinois, the protection 
of the grounds by a river wall , and the administrative expenses of 
the George Rogers Clark Sesquicentennial Commission. 

Mr. FESS. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I wish the Senator would 
explain the amendment. 

Mr. FESS. The bill as passed by the Senate included an 
appropriation of $750,000. The House cut down the amount 
to $500,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on con
curring in the amendment of the House. 

The amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. FESS subsequently said: Mr. President, out of order 

I want to make a unanimous-consent request. Earlier in the 
day a message came over from the House of Representatives 
setting out the amendment to the George Rogers Clark Ses
quicentennial Commission bill. I moved to concur in the 
amendment made by the House. I was told that the only 
item in the amendment was a reduction from $750,000 to 
$500,000. Thinking that was all there was in the amend
ment, I moved to concur. My attention was called at once to 
a long-involved amendment which affected the original ap
propriation, and we do not want to concur with that. I ask 
unanimous consent that the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in be reconsidered and that the bill be sent_ 
to conference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the vote is re_90nsidered, the bill will be sent 
to conference, and the Chair appoints the following con
ferees on the part of the Senate: Mr. FEss, Mr. HowELL, and 
Mr. McKELLAR. 

u FREEDOM OF THE SEAS." 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 

have inserted in the RECORD an article by J. M. Kenworthy, 
member of Parliament, on the subject of "Freedom of the 
Seas." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or .. 
dered. 

The article is as follows: 
[From the New York Times, January 29, 1931] 

FREEDOM OF SEAS--BRITISH AUTHORITY VIEWS IT IN RELATION TO 
GENEVA CONFERENCE 

(By J. M. Kenworthy, M. P., lieutenant commander, Royal Navy) -
LoNDON, January 28.-The maintenance of aggressive armamenta 

is a barometer of international relations. Failure to make sub
stantial reductions in weapons is a symptom that the disease of 
war is still latent, especially in the European body politic. 

Whereas before the great •• war to end war" $3,500,000,000 was 
spent annually by the nations of the world in preparations for 
war, to-day they are spending $5,000,000,000, and this despite the 
compulsory limitation of the armaments of Germany, Austria, etc., 
and the world-wide economic crisis which has resulted in the 
impoverishment of large classes of populations everywhere. 

Just a year from now-in February, 1932-a world conference 
on disarmament will assemble. Attended by all states which are 
members of the League of Nations and by the United States, 
Russia, and Turkey, it will mark the crisis in the attempts to 
secure the reduction of weapons of war. If the conference fails, _ 
no informed person will guarantee the peace of Europe, and there~ 
fore the world, even until 1940. 

There will be an almost irresistible demand by Germany to be 
allowed to rearm, the rivalry between two potentially hostile 
groups of nations, headed, respectively, by France and Italy, will 
be accentuated, and it will be doubtful if the recently improved 
relations between England and America can continue. 

NAVAL REDUCTION FIRST 

Now the great m1litary powers will never consent to substan· 
tia.l reductions of their armaments on land and in the air unless 
the naval powers are prepared to reduce their equipment substan
tially. No nation can to-day tolocate the possibility of its sea
borne trade being interfered with as it has been in the past. 

,/ 
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Naval armaments are different from land armaments in that they 
are more easilE limited because they are less easily concealed. and 
yet at the same time they contain the greatest menace to other 
nations. For example, Japan might maintain a standing army of 
5,000,000 conscript soldiers, and no one anywhere would lose a 
night's sleep. But if Japan proceeded to double or treble her 
present naval forces, there would be alarms and panics not only 
on the Pacific coast but also in Canada, Australia, India, and espe
cially Great Britain. Again, only the nations on her border are 
alarmed at the Russian land armies, but a great increase in the 
Russian naval force, especially of submarines, would be felt by 
every nation whose shores are washed either by the Mediterranean 
or the Baltic. 

WILSON'S DOCTRINE SOUND 

The history of attempts to reduce naval armaments since the 
end of the war, even including those at the peace conference itself, 

. proves to the hilt the necessity of an honest acceptance of Presi
dent Wilson's doctrine or- freedom of the seas, which was only a 
restatement of the doctrine favored by generations of statesmen 
of the American Republic. In a world organized for peace the 

. seas, outside of the recognized 3-mile territorial limit, should be 
free for the merchandise of all nations in peace or in war. To-day 
every civilized State is dependent for its prosperity on overseas 
trade. Apart from the growing importance of America's export 
trade she is dependent on overseas supplies of rubber and certain 
metals, such as tin. Great Britain and Japan can be starved out 
by a hunger blockade. Italy is particularly vulnerable, as holding 
the Straits of Gibraltar at one end of the Mediterranean and the 
Suez Canal at the other would strangle her commercially. 

At the London naval conference last year France and Italy asked 
that this question of blockade be settled. France demands a 
bigger navy than Italy because not only must she secure her mili
tary lines of communication with northern Africa across the Medi
terranean but her Atlantic trade routes are liable to interruption. 
The Italian demand of parity is based on the sound strategic argu
ment that in case of war with France the bulk of the French 
forces would be concelltrated in the Mediterranean to cut off her 
sea-borne commerce. 

The second of President Wilson's 14 points for peace on which 
Germany undertook to lay down arms read as follows: "Absolute 
freedom of navigation upon the seas, outside territorial waters, 
alike in peace and in war, except as the seas may be . closed in 
whole or in part by international action for the enforcement of 
international covenants." There was some demur on the part of 
Great Britain after the Germans had accepted these terms, and the 
British Government obtained the temporary support of France. 

. Rather than recommence shooting, the matter was left in abey
ance. It is known that President Wilson attempted to revive it at 
the peace conference and have a provision for freedom of the seas 
included in the peace treaties. But he was stoutly resisted by 
lloyd George, the then Prime Minister, claiming to have an agree-

. ment with the opposition in the British Parliament. Supported 
again by France for diplomatic reasons, he overbore Mr. Wilson, 
and the provision for freedom of the seas was left out of the peace 
treaties. To this omission can be traced the naval rivalry which 
began in England, America, and Japan before the ink on the peace 
treaty was dry. 

QUESTION AGAIN DODGED 

With a view to checking this rivalry the Washington Naval Con
ference of 1920-21 was called. Again the question of the use of 
navies on trade routes in the event of future wars was dodged. 
As a consequence, although the building of great battleships was 
checked, a new rivalry commenced in England and America in the 
construction of cruising vessels, which were not limited as to 
numbers; and France and Italy immensely strengthened their 
flotillas of light vessels, especially submarines. At that time 
cruisers and flotillas wer~ the greatest menace to commerce. 

HOLDING TO OLD DOCTRINE 

The British Admiralty clings to the eighteenth and nineteenth 
century doctrine of sea power despite the granting of theoretical 
parity in navies to the United States. There are ominous signs 
that with naval parity within reach the American Navy Depart
ment in its turn fiirts with the idea of adopting the same doctrine. 

One of the mysteries of the London naval conference is why the 
freedom of the seas was never discussed. In private conversations 
British delegates swore the Americans did not wish it discussed. 
Likewise Americans declared solemnly that the British had asked 
that it be not raised. Certainly the Italians attempted to have 
the subject ventilated and settled, while the French Government 
in an official note drew attention to the fact, which was indeed 
obvious, that no real settlement of sea armaments could be 
achieved unless the future use of navies on trade routes against 
peaceable merchant shipping was regulated. 

In any event, the whole subject was avoided. Worse, in Article 
XXII of the treaty, rules for the polite sinking of merchant vessels 
by submarines on trade routes were drawn up, although it was 
in order to prevent such sinkings in the future that America 
entered the Great War and poured out treasure and the blood of 
her sons. 

The result was that the 1930 conference was disappointing, as 
might have been expected. Relations between France and Italy 
changed definitely for the worse. Far from reducing existing 
fleets, the ratio fixed will lead to an actual increase in British 
cruiser strength and a considerable augmentation of the British 
submarine fleet. If the United States decides to build up to the 
ag:reed parity it will cost her a billion dollars. 

There is a sl1ght reduction in battleship strength, but the grow
ing school of naval expert opinion looks on the great superdread
nought battleship as obsolete, especially in view of the menace of 
attack from the air. These costly mastodons are really only 
luxuries lor the wealthiest powers. Yet just as individuals some
times rUin themselves ln gratifying desires for luxuries, so can 
nations. If the world conference for disarmament fails next year 
a new race in $45,000,000 battleships will surely start. 

FREEDOM OF SEAS PARAMOUNT 

Are we to learn from these lessons? 
Unless the doctrine of freedom of the seas replaces the doctrine 

of right of blockade, real reductions in naval armaments at the 
conference next year will be far to seek. Then there will be no 
chance of obtaining corresponding reduction in military and a.erlal 
armaments and Europe will rattle on toward another war, with 
final rui.n of the Continent and damage to the whole world as the 
result. . 
Th~re is no time to be lost. There ls just a year in which prep

arations can be made, conversations carried on, and, above all, 
education of public opinion on this question begun. There wm 
be a far greater menace to merchant shipping, passengers, goods, 
and crews carried on such vessels in the next war than submarines 
were in the last conflict. I refer to the rapidly improving flying 
boats and seaplanes with aerial torpedoes and poison-gas bombs, 
for the use of which against merchant shipping no rules exist. 

Failure of the forthcoming world conference would be the great
est disaster since the outbreak of the World War. Yet unless the 
highways of the seas are made free to all by honest agreement 
among the maritime powers its failure is practically certain. 

CHAIN STORES 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I ask leave to have 
printed in the RECORD an article from the United States 
Daily of yesterday with reference to chain stores. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
pr~ted in the RECORD, as follows: 

[From the United States Daily of Monday, February 2, 1931) 
In an attempt to check the new cruiser rivalry, the Geneva 

Naval Conference Of 1927 WaS summoned, It failed completely, EFFECT OF CHAIN STORES ON LIFE OF CO.MM.UNITIE5-LIEUTENANT 
and to that failure can be traced the neglect of this question. GOVERNOR OF WISCONSIN POINTS TO EVILS WIDCH HE BELIEVES 

On Ramsay MacDonald's taking office for . the second time as SYSTEM HAS INTRODUCED AND URGES REMEDIAL LEGISLATION 

Prime Minister of England conversations between the British and (By Henry W: Huber, Lieutenant Governor State of Wisconsin) 
American Governments were reopened and led to the naval con- The day of reckoning has come with chain stores that are fast 
terence of 1930. Following on the breakdown of the Geneva naval driving the country storekeeper to the wall, with consolidations 
conference, conducted on the British side by a Conservative of enterprises to stifle competition and boost prices on the con
government, a resolution was passed at the Labor Party's annual sumer and with a growing financial dictatorship that tells the 
conference in October of the same year at Blackpool covering this farmer what will be paid for his crops--not what the crops are 
very subject. The annual conference of the Labor Party decides worth in labor and industry. 
the policy and elects the all-powerful executive committee. Wit:Q- The chain store is a vital question that strikes to the very life-
out one dissenting voice the following resolution was passed: blood of society. This question is not only attracting the atten-

" The conference calls on the Government to reopen negotia- tion of the people of Wisconsin but of the whole Nation. 
tions with the United States with a view to obtaining a settle- What has become of the neighbor who ran a grocery store and 
ment of all outstanding political questions between them, lnclud- bought the products of the near-by farmer? He has been crowded 
ing the question of the control of the sea in war time, the con- out by the chain grocer. Maybe members of the community may 
elusion of a treaty outlawing war between the two peoples, and save a few pennies on a package o! raisins or a dozen oranges, 
the drastic reduction o! naval armaments." but they have lost a real citizen in their community. In the 

Thus fortified, it was expected that Premier MacDonald would place of the home grocer has come the clerk for the chain gro
avoid the mistakes of his predecessors in three previous con- eery, whose home is in some far-away city and who is interested 
ferences and agree to decide on the future use of navies in order only in sales, the profits of which take wing out of the com
to limit or reduce them by agreement. Other delegates from the munity. 
five powers participating in the 1930 conference were still fur- What bas become of the home-owned city meat market? It 
ther fortified by the universal signing of the Briand-Kellogg pact has beco~e an adjunct of a distant city-owned packing house 
for the outlawing of war. Ordinary citizens of the countries or unit in a chain of butcher shops interested more in volume 
concerned, who pay taxes for preparations for war and fight and I of trade than -in the question of how advanced is the city or 
die when war breaks out, had supposed the Kellogg pact outlawed how much better is school and community life. 
"private war." But apparently it has not outlawed private What has become of the general merchand1se store? It is now 

1 
piockadef ~d b1 a New Yoik chain tbat demands the proftts of the 
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day's business for use in Wall Street almost before the sales of 
the day can be checked. 

Monopoly has seized the commercial life of village and city for 
a ruthless exploitation that is planned and managed from Wall 
Street. Monopoly is interested only in profits. Monopoly wants 
a quick return and the highest cash profit it can get and still 
hold the business. Chain monopoly ·is fast sapping the rich blood 
of community life. It is the most blighting curse that has struck 
this country. 

The chain-store issue is a form of monopoly that strikes at 
the very root of the home. Ordinarily in discussing a monopoly 
the effect has been so far away that people can not readily under
stand the evil of the system. But in the chain-store monopoly 
people will become interested. It is the greatest evil of any sys
tem of monopoly that has ever come into existence, because it 
aims at the home. 

Should the chain-store monopoly securely fasten itself upon 
Wisconsin, our children's children will be like peasants and the 
property which rightfully belongs to them will be owned and con
trolled by absentee landlords in the large community centers. 

It is reported " that in one State alone over 300 stores went out 
of business during a period of a little more than three years; 
that 61 chain stores are now filling the places once occupied by 

. these 300 independent stores." That is exactly what is taking 
place with the mercantile establishments of every State in this 
Union. 

Scores and scores of small towns have been wiped off the map, 
so to speak, and homes and business buildings of such towns are 
of little value. 

The chain store must be met by an educated opposition. Wis
consin business men should take a lesson from California. Inde
pendent grocers there have formed themselves in federations and 
have been able to so organize that the inroads of chain stores 
have been effectively checked. There should be organizations to 
study legislation which will work out a plan or plans which will 
no longer give advantages of taxation to the chain stores which 
are not enjoyed by the independent enterprise. 

Such legislation should check deceptive advertising by these 
stores. The man who buys soap of a well-known brand for a 
cent less in a chain store seldom discovers that he has bought 
an ounce smaller bar. The same is true with the sales of many 
canned goods. Legislation should protect the public from such 
practice. 

Coincident with the chain-store invasion in the last few years, 
the resources of the State banks of Wisconsin have fallen off 
more than $45,000,000. Before then they were increasing, and in 
1927 the increase was $22,000,000. The resources of Wisconsin 
State banks of December 31, 1927, were $637,600,000. On Decem
ber 31, 1929, the resources of Wisconsin State banks as recently 
announced by the banking department were $591,200,000. The 
decline in the year 1929 was about $20,000,000. 

Community life is being robbed of its profits and its industries. 
Chain stores, chain oil stations, chain drug stores, chain insurance 
companies, and mail-order houses are taking the profits of the 
storekeeper and the farmer and the business ·man of Wisconsin 
and distributing it outside of the Stat~. 

There are those who say that other factors--the decline of farm 
values, expansion, and speculation-have caused this depletion 
of the resources of Wisconsin banks. These other factors may 
have had a part, but an important role was played by the chain 
system. 

The six big national chains operating in this State have in
creased their stores in the Nation 144 per cent between 1920 and 
1928. These same stores increased their national sales 176 per 
cent in the same period. 

While the farmer has found it difficult to hold on to his acres 
and labor has been often out of employment, the chain-store 
magicians of finance have been increasing their stores and busi
ness all over the Nation. 

If further evidence were wanted, it is to be found in the bank
ruptcy records of Wisconsin. There were 61 merchant bankrupt
cies in Wisconsin in 1921; there were 243 in 1928, and 229 in the 
year 1929. The home merchant has been ruined financially by 
the hole-in-the-wall chain store, which has little invested, pays 
comparatively little in taxes, and makes no contributions to com
munity progress. The chain absentee ownership system of mer
chandising is rapidly forcing home activities out of business. 
The percentage of failure to total operating commercial concerns 
in 1920 was about one-fourth of 1 per cent. In 1929 the per cent 
of failure had jumped to almost 1 per cent. 

The idea of merging all kindred enterprises has seized the com
mercial life of village and city for a ruthless exploitation. In 
hundreds of cities of this country independent merchants that 
have been the support and brace for upbuilding community life 
have been sucked into a merging vortex, designed and planned to 
drain elsewhere the profits of community activity. 

Financially, a great many smaller cities of this country will 
become mere suburbs. The independent community life of many 
a city and hamlet of this Nation that has been the pride of citi
zens is to be turned into a financial vassalage. 

Congress and the legislature are now in session. I sincerely 
hope some constructive legislation will be enacted to curb the 
unfair practices and monopolistic tendencies of the chain system. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATIONS 

the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 16415, 
making appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry 
independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and 
offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, as announced the other day, 
I shall pursue the same policy, and therefore object to the 
request of the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. JONES. I feel under the circumstances that I am 
justifird in moving that the Senate proceed to the consider
ation of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on ·agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Washington. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. 16415) making appropriations for 
the Executive Office and sundry independent executive , 
bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for the fiscal year ' 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with ' 
amendments. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with, that the bill be read for amendment, and 
that the committee amendments may be first considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I dislike to object to the Sen- : 

ator's request, but so far as I have any knowledge the bill 
has just been brought to our attention. None of us, except 1 

members of the committee, have had an opportunity to read 1 

it and the only opportunity we will have to learn of its ' 
contents will be by having the bill read now. I think in the 
interest of expedition it will be better to have the bill read 
at length so that Senators may be advised of its contents. 1 

Mr. JONES. Does the Senator object to dispensing with 
the formal reading of the bill? 

Mr. KING. I do not like to object, but I ask the Senator, 
in view of the fact that so few Senators are familiar with 
the contents of the bill, if it would not be better to pursue 
the course which I have indicated? 

Mr. JONES. I want to see if I understand the Senator. 
Of course, the formal reading of the bill might be dispensed . 
with and then the bill read word for word for amendment, 
the committee amendments to be disposed of first, .and then, 
of course, the bill would be open to individual amendments. 
Does the Senator object to pursuing that course? 1 

Mr. KING. No; I have no objection to that course. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, we all know that the read

ing of an appropriation bill for action on the committee 
amendments receives very little attention as a usual practice. ' 
Senators are not then in attendance in any considerable 
number. Later on when debate on the bill begins and at
tention is called sometimes to committee amendments' which 
have been agreed to informally without any debate or any 
special consideration it becomes necessary to reconsider 
some of the committee amendments in ord~r to have a fair 
consideration of them. When a Senator wants to have a 
reconsideration of a committee amendment which was 
adopted under those circumstances, it has been the custom 
that there would be no objection; but we found in the con
sideration of a recent appropriation bill that there was a 
good deal of difficulty about that and it was necessary to 
make a motion to reconsider the vote by which the amend
ment was agreed to. If we can have an understanding that 
under the conditions I have mentioned the Senator from 
Washington will not object if some Senator later on wants 
to reconsider a committee amendment, I would have no 
objection to his request. 

Mr. JONES. I would have no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 

of the Senator from Washington? · The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS FROM DROUGHT 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, several times 
the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside and that during the discussion of emergency measures it has been 
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pointed out that the limitations imposed in the act itself and 
by regulations relating to the feed, seed, and fertilizer loan 
fund will make it difficult, if not impossible, to use a large 
part of the fund. I have received literally dozens of tele
grams relating to that subject. Among them is a message 
which was received this morning from the mayor of the 
town of England, Ark., which place has become somewhat 
well known because of the incident which occurred there 
when several hundred people appeared and demanded food. 
I send to the desk the telegram referred to and ask that the 

: Secretary read it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 

~ will read, a.s requested. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I Hon. JoE T. RoBINsoN: 
ENGLAND, ARK., February 2, 193'1. 

Unless something is done in the feed line ot livestock at least 
I 85 per cent of land will not be cultivated around England. Banks 
unable furnish funds to buy feed. Stock unable to work. Any 

, number have died. Something must be done. Please wire your 
answer. This telegram is sent at the request of approximately 
20 of our large planters who are unable to finance their own 
plantations. 

W. 0. WILLIAMS, Mayor. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I also send to the desk 
the answer to the telegram and ask that it may be read. 

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

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 3, 1931. 

.Mr. W. 0. WILLIAMS, 
Mayor, England, Ark.: 

Your message received.. The only Federal funds available for 
feed are carried in the $45,000,000 loan bill, and use of that is 
limited to work stock. Pending set-up for administration of feed 
loan bill, Red Cross has in some instances made advances for 
feed; but I do not think there is any claim that requirements in 
this particular are being met. The bill authorizing loans to sup
ply the Capital Stock of Agricultural Credit Corporation passed 
the Senate two weeks ago, but no action yet in the House. It is 
believed this will finally become law, but whether it will pass 
House and be put into operation in time to save large numbers 
of livestock from dying of starvation I can g1 ve no assurance. 

JoE T. RoB.INSON. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas~ I also send to the desk a 
telegram from Mr. F. B. Murphy, of Paris, Ark., that town 
being -located in the western part of the State. I under
stand that Mr. Murphy is well acquainted with conditions 
in his county. His message relates to the administration 
of the seed loan fund. I ask that this telegram may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. · Without objection, it will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
PARIS, ARK., January 30, 1931. 

Senato/ JoE T. ROBINSON: 
No applications complete. Farmers afraid of restrictions. Mak

ing no headway. Soon be too late. 
F. B. MURPHY. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I also send to the desk a 
telegram from the county agent in Grant County, Ark., 
which is in the central southern portion of the State, and 
ask that it may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the telegram 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
SHERIDAN, ARK., January 31, 1931. 

JoE T. RoBINSON, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 

Our farmers reluctant to mortgage all crops for seed, feed, and 
fertilizer. Fear that they can not obtain food for families will 
prevent many using loans. Red Gross here holds out no assurance 
that they can continue to meet the demands along this line. 

W. B. VINZAND, County Agent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I also send to the desk a 
telegram from the Sheridan Rotary Club of Sheridan, Ark .• 
relating to the same subject, which I ask may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the ·telegram 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

JoE T. ROBINSON, 
SHERIDAN, ARK., February 2, 1931. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Many of our farmers hesitate to mortgage crops for feed, seed, 

and fertilizer without some provision for food during the crop 
season assured. Many will not be able to take advantage of loans 
this reason. Red Cross gives no assurance aid wUl continue 
through crop season. 

SHERIDAN ROTARY CLUB. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, Col. Elgan 
C. Robertson, who is chairman of the feed-loan organization 
in Lee County, in the State of Arkansas, recently declared 
that, in his opinion, it was doubtful whether a single farmer 
in Lee County would be able to a vail himself of the fund 
under the seed and feed loan bill for the reason that it is 
equally, if not more, essential to secure food for those· who 
work the crops, and that the mere supplying of feed to work 
stock does not solve the problem. I ask to have printed in 
the RECORD an editorial appearing in the Arkansas Demo
crat~ one of the leading daily newspapers of the State of 
~kansas, relating to this phase of the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or
dered. 

The editorial is as follows: 
[From Arkansas Democrat, January 30, 1931) 

THE FIRST FEDERAL LOAN 

M. Wllliams, Greene County farmer, is selected to receive the 
first Federal drought loan granted an Arkansas appllcant. He 
applied for a $75 loan. His application said he had an 80-acre 
farm near Late, Ark., and w1ll plant 29 acres. Ten acres will be in 
cotton. 14 in corn, 3 in oats, and 2 in hay. . 

Accompanying announcement of the loan comes a statement 
from the chief loan administrator in which he denounces as 
"ridiculous'' the contentions of certain Arkansans that Federal 
seed and feed loan allowances are insufficient for Arkansas cotton 
farmers. 

Col. Elgan C. Robertson. chairman of the feed-loan organization 
in Lee County, had told newspaper men that he doubted a single 
farmer in Lee County would be able to take advantage of these 
loans. What farmers of Lee and other counties in this section 
need, he said, is not so much seed and fertilizer as feed for live
stock. 

This brought the retort from the food administrator that " we 
won't have any trouble getting rid of the money.'' Colonel 
Robertson had declared that $30 a head to buy feed for stock for 
the work season was only half enough. But the administrator 
says allowances were based on a survey and " we know what the 
actual cost in each section is." 

We quote these two authorities merely to show that the Fed
eral feed and seed loan policy apparently is based on the theory 
that just enough to avoid starvation is enough to lend the 
farmer-a policy now being followed by the Red Cross in distribu-
tion of food. · 

J. W. Sargent, county agent for Pulaski County. says more than 
half the applicants for Government loans in this county will be 
able to qualify. That is good news, but what of the applicants in 
other counties? How many will be able to meet the requirements 
necessary to get money for their crops? 

What of the farmers who have ownings sufficiently large to be 
known as "plantations "? Ninety-five per cent of such farmers 
not only have on their hands the burden of buying feed and seed, 
but the problem of feeding their tenants or share croppers. What 
can or will be done for those drought sufferers? 

Of course, any amount loaned to any number of farmers, re
gardless of how few they are, is welcome. But let it not be 
thought that Federal farm loans is going to solve our agricultural 
problem as a whole. They will help a little, but mighty little, and 
the sooner that fact is realized the better. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, sufficient 
time will be taken to point out to Senators that the only 
emergency measure which has so far passed Congress, save 
the bill for the speeding up of certain construction. under 
which latter bill little .has been done. is the seed loan bill, 
and while a liberal sum was appropriated for the purposes 
of that measure, the restrictions in the act, and in the regu
lations for its administration, are of such a nature that very 
little benefit is to be expected from it. 

I wish to take this occasion to say, in a very few words, 
what I think the Senate fully realizes, namely, that there 
has been a display of indifference or inefficiency in the dis
position of emergency measures which the Senate almost 
unanimously recognizes as necessary, which is almost incom
prehensible; certainly such a cours_e is inexplicable. Does 
not everyone realize that the proper way to deal with matters 
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of this kind is promptly and decisively? Who fails to realize 
that indecision and hesitation and indifference merely defer 
the day when some decisive action must be taken or the most 
serious results accepted? 

Does anyone believe that he who promoted and insisted 
upon the appropriation of $25,000,000 from the Federal 
Treasury to feed starving Russians and $100,000,000 to sup
ply the wants of other foreigners is moved by considerations 
of sound economics in opposing any appropriation from the 
Federal Treasury for the benefit of hundreds of thousands 
of fellow Americans who are threatened with starvation? 
Does any newspaper editor or newspaper correspondent be
lieve that Members of the House of Representatives who 
voted to impose on the Red Cross the distribution of $25,-
000,000 for the aid and encouragement and relief of drought 
sufferers in the Soviet Republics of Russia or who voted and 
insisted upon imposing on the Red Cross the obligation to 
distribute $100,000,000 for the benefit of Europeans, who were 
not worse off than hundreds of thousands of American citi
zens now are, were moved by the desire then to destroy or 
embarrass the Red Cross? Do we not all recognize the fact 
that the claim made by the leader of the majority in the 
House of Representatives and the chairman of the Commit
tee on Rules in that body that to consider an appropriation 
for the benefit of starving Americans is so violative of sound 
principles of government that it must not be contemplated 
for a moment is an example of hypocrisy that must shock 
those who are familiar with the fact that both those gentle
men in the Russian case and in the Belgian case recognized 
the principle as wholly sound and consistent? 

At another time it is my purpose to go into this subject 
more fully. The best brief statement I have seen giving em
phasis to the incorrectness of the position taken by those 
who now declare that it is an unconscionable act to divide 
the burden of paying the expense of the relief required 
between the generous hearted whose benevolence has already 
been taxed almost to complete exhaustion by steady and 
continuous drafts and the Federal Treasury is by the St. 
Louis Star of January 31. Does it not seem strange that 
they who thought it advantageous to make liberal appropri
ations from the Federal Treasury for the benefit of foreign 
sufferers now find it worthy of condemnation even to seek 
a measure of relief for Americans and impose a part of 
the burden on the whole people of this Nation? 

What is there bad or unfair in asking all the people to 
contribute something in this great crisis? How is it sound 
and just to insist that those who are generous must be made 
to bear the entire expense or no relief shall be granted? 

I ask that the clerk read and I call the attention of Sena
tors to the statements and arguments in the editorial pub
lished in the St. Louis Star of January 31. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
(From the St. Louis (Mo.) Star of January 31, 1931} 

LOAVES AND FISHES 

What would be thought of our m111tary commanders if, 1n con
ducting a war, they refused to maintain a line of communications 
because Cresar burned his bridges behind him? 

They would be exactly on a par with those who say that the 
United States Government should not relieve a million starving 
Americans because the Roman Empire fell after distributing free 
com among the poor. 

Rome fell, not because free corn was distributed but because a 
fat· and fatuous aristocracy paid no attention to conditions that 
made free corn necessary. But that is neither here nor there. 
The plain fact is that we have in the United States at this moment 
an emergency as unusual as war, as disrupting as war, equal to the 
devastating effect of war upon a civilian PO{'ulation. Yet, facing 
this emergency, the President of the United States and · those 
sharing his philosophic detachment employ every obstructive effort 
to prevent it from being met as a public responsibility. 

A drought, even though it affected a vast area and a vast popu
la tlon, could under ordinary circumstances be met by ordinary 
methods of relief. Chronic suffering in the cities, in ordinary 
times, could be handled indefinitely by the usual agencies. un
employment, even though affecting m1llions, could be coped with 
for a brief period by the communities affected. 

But we have at this time a combination of chronic suffering, 
unemployment, and drought plied together 1n the midst o:f a · 
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·prolonged business depression. What senseless chatter is it that 
says this whole extraordinary burden must be met by voluntary 
gifts from the generous hearted, because in some mysterious way 
it would be bad for everybody if everybody had to help bear the 
expense? 

Government aid is called a .. dole," and the dole is bad. Of 
course it is. So is war. But when you are in a war you have to 
fight or run away. And when conditions require Government aid 
to starving people you have to furnish it or run away from the 
responsibility. 

Charity is like medicine-a bad habit, but an occasional neces
sity. Continued charity will ruin any man's life, no matter 
whether it comes from the Government, a private organization, or 
from the family next door. The "dole" isn't harmful to the re
cipient because it comes from the Government. It is dangerous 
because, persistently given, it means that the Nation is failing to 
cope with a rotten economic situation. That is what it meant in 
ancient Rome. That 1B what it means in England to-day. 

Does that mean we should not meet an emergency with the 
concerted force and wealth of the Nation? Does it mean haggling 
over theories when people are starving? . 

Talk about the Roman com laws! What will the historians of· 
4000 A. D. say if they discover from the archives of 1931 that the 
United States· Government held 100,000,000 bushels of wheat in 
granaries, to avoid glutting the market with food supplies, while 
a million people vainly begged for fiour in their cupboards and 
bread in their stomachs? 

If Jesus came back to earth at this moment and repeated the 
miracle of the loaves and fishes, He would be accused of corrupt
ing the people with a dole. The Department of Agriculture would 
convict Him of a plot to depress the price of wheat. He would be 
too dangerous a man to have out of jail, arousing discontent and 
disturbing the complacency of satisfied citizens and rut-minded 
political leaders. 

Meeting an emergency ought to sharpen the vision for prevent
ing ·its recurrence. Drought is beyond human control. Employ- · 
ment is not. Distribution is not. It is those who have no ideas 
for dealing with a problem in the future that fear to face it in 
the present. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I have here a very able 
editorial from the Richmond Times-Dispatch, a very con
servative paper published in Virginia, which I ask to have 
read for the consideration of the Senate, and then I desire 
to make a few remarks about it. It is very short. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reading 
of the editorial? The Chair hears none, and the clerk will 
read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
(From the Richmond (Va.) Times-Dispatch of February S, 1931} 

THE RELIEF WRANGLE 

Confidence of the people in their government is seldom sub
jected to a test as severe as that provided by the disgraceful 
squabbling between the President and the Senate over the ques
tion of providing food and medical care for the million or more 
small farmers who were made destitute by the drought. Hoover, 
the great humanitarian, help of the helpless, comforter of the 
poor, feeder of the hungry in all other lands and nations, discovers 
that treating hungry Americans as we have treated hungry Bel
gians and Russians would violate som~ precious principle of our 
Government. 

Not even during the reigns of Harding and Coolidge has the 
Washington arena offered a more depressing spectacle. We have 
grown accustomed to chief executives who played politics from 
night to day, who never permitted themselves the luxury of plain 
and honest talk on any important political issue; but for any man 
to be able to see only the political aspects of drought relief is to 
establish a new "low" in statesmanship. 

It may be that the Senators who are demanding passage of the 
relief measure are playing politics also, but there is really little 
point in scrutinizing their motives. The facts-admitted by both 
sides--are that upwards of a mlllion of our farm population must 
have aid from somewhere if they are not to suffer hunger, some 
of them die of starvation and others from the diseases which 
result from malnutrition. That is enough to know. Whatever 
their motives may be, those Senators who are determined to force 
an extra session if the relief bill is not passed are in the right. 
Whatever ills may come of an extra session (and they may be 
many) RoBINSON and his followers should disregard all fear of 

· consequences in their fight for the relief appropriation. 
And, of course, there is no earthly excuse for making that extra 

session necessary. The President's following can recognize and 
admit the inevitable and permit the relief bills to pass; or it can 
persist in its bullheadedness, force the extra session, and then 
pass the relief bill. For a group as numerous and as determined 
as the Democrats have mustered in the Senate must be met half
way if the measures which are necessary to the operation of the 
Government are to be acted upon. 

President Hoover has done more than delay the extension of 
help to a million of our citizens who need it. He has endangered 
temporarily, at least, the prestige of an organization which has 
always had the unreserved support and sympathy and confidence 
of the American people. It can hardly be doubted that he has 
been partly responsible for the sorry figure the Red Cross has cut 
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in this controversy. A few weeks ago Chairman Payne appeared 
before the Senate Appropriations Committee with the assurance 
that there was no need either for a Federal appropriation or a 
popular collection by the Red Cross. Within four days both he 
and Mr. Hoover had reversed themselves and called for $10,000,000 
from the people. Then it was made known that the Red Cross 
would not expend the $25,000,000 even if Congress made the money 

, available. 
This quibbling over the manner and method of relief has not 

helped the Red Cross to raise the $10,000,000 which it now says is 
needed. Nor has it silenced the relief advocates i!l Congress. 

' They are more than ever determined to make available some 
Federal relief money before they adjourn, and they will do so, 
regardless of what agency assumes the responsibility of dis
tributing it. A reasonable compromise has been suggested-and 
promptly turned down by the Hoover followers. It is that $15,-
000,000 be appropriated, to be spent when and if the need for it 
becomes apparent. If the President is wise, he will exert himself 
to see that this compromise is accepted. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, let us in a brief way 
present clearly the issue that ha~ been precipitated between 
the President and the Senate. 

When this drought-which was the most extensive drought 
this country has had for more than a century-came with 

1 its devastating ruin through 22 or 23 States, the President 
recognized the extent of it and the destruction engendered 
by it; and he appointed committees in these States to devise 
a method of meeting the situation. They were appointed in 
all the States under the direction of the President and under 
his control. . All of these representatives-the most promi
nent men in these States-met here, and devised a plan of 
giving relief to the drought-stricken region. The character 
of the men appointed can be recognized from the fact that 
the leader in Virginia was ex-Governor B.yrd, one of the most 
prominent, conservative, thoughtful business men of our 
State. 

These men met, conferred with the Secretary of Agri
culture, and devised a plan to give relief to-a curse that had 
come not in a century before. They prepared a bill calling 
for $60,000,000, which was introduced in the Senate and in 
the House. In the Senate the bill was introduced by the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
the assistant Republican leader. 

I appeared before the Agricultural Committee to urge the 
passage of that bill, recommended by the men that the 
President had trusted to bring relief to this distressed situa
tion. The bill was reported as recommended hy his com
mittee. This committee, appointed under the direction of 
the President, had said that was the minimum amount that 
could be used' for the commendable purposes that the Presi
dent had called them together to accomplish in the form 
of relief. 

That bill was reported unanimously from the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate by the chairman 
of the committee, the assistant Republican leader. It came 
to the Senate, and it passed the Senate unanimously. No 
man raised a protest against it. The situation had been 
investigated. The number of people in every State had 
been ascertained. The number for Virginia was given. 
Organizations were appointed from county to county in 
Virginia, consisting of leading citizens, to ascertain the 
facts of the situation and report to Governor Byrd. I un
derstand the same method of procedure was had in all of 
the 22 or 23 States. 

The bill passed the Senate unanimously and went to the 
House, and for the first time objection was engendered. It 
was said the objection was occasioned by the President, and 
I have no doubt that is true. · 

What occurred? First, the amount was reduced from 
$60,000,000 to $30,000,000. Second, the terms of the bill 
were changed. 

Let us see now what the issue between the President and 
the Senate is. Let me state it clearly, distinctly, and fairly. 
The Senate had passed a bill recommended by the Presi
dent's drought rellef commission providing that there 
should be advanced to the citizens of the States affected 
with the drought $60,000,000. For what purpose? First, it 
was a loan, not a dole, not a gift. It was a loan to· help 
agriculture. 

Second, it was provided· that in order to obtain a loan · 
one must be· engaged in production. No one could get the · 
benefit of it unless he were engaged in the production of a 
crop. If he stopped producing, if he stopped raising a crop, 
the ability to get a loan ceased. That had been the under
lying principle followed in those States for years by banks, 
by merchants, to assist the farmers in raising crops. The 
loans were limited to that. The farmers did not ask for a 
dole. All they· asked the Government to do was to lend 
them money enough to make another crop, and they would 
pay the money back. The loans were limited to those en
gaged in production, and if one ceased to produce, his 
chance of getting a loan ceased. 

Third, it was limited to the drought sections, the devasta
tion in which was greater than any we had had for more 
than a century. Only those sections would get any benefit 
from the measure. An applicant for a loan had to declare 
that his State was one of the drought-stricken States, and 
that there was a situation of distress entitling him to come 
under the terms of the measure. 

The bill as it passed the Senate authorized loans for food 
for man, feed for cattle, and fertilizer and seed. The prac
tice of making such loans is followed down in the South and 
in the West to assist in the raising of crops, loans to tenants, 
to those who are not able to raise crops without loans. As
sistance is given by a system known as advances, to enable 
them to get food for man and beast, and fertilizer and seed, 
and then the production of the crop proceeds, and one takes 
his chance of getting his·money back out of the crop when 
it is raised. 

Fourth, the Government would have a first lien on the 
crop, ahead of the merchant, ahead of the bank. The Gov
ernment would have the first lien, in order that it might be 
safe in its loans. 

When the bill went to the House, the House said " We will 
not authorize loans for the purchase of food for man, though 
he may be engaged in production. You must eliminate the 
provision for loans for food for man, and we will consent to 
the appropriation of $30,000,000." Finally, under the con
ference report as agreed, $45,000,000 was agreed to, eliminat-
ing food for man. · 

Now what is the issue? The issue is plain and clear, with 
the President and the House on one side and the Senate on 
the other. The House and the President say, " You can not 
get this provision for relief unless you pledge that you will 
feed only animals engaged in production, and for seed and 
fertilizer." In other words, they are willing to furnish money 
to buy feed for a mule engaged in production, but a man 
who is engaged in production and raising a crop may starve 
if he can not get money from some other source. Men may 
do all the quibbling they please, but that is the issue over 
this question: "We will feed a mule producing, but we will 
not feed a man producing." 

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

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. How can a farm producer 

obtain the money with which to procure food for those who 
work the crop if he gives a first mortgage on the crop in 
order to obtain seed, feed, and fertilizer? 

Mr. SWANSON. In other words, he gives a lien on his 
crop to feed his mule, and precludes himself from having 
any credit on-which to get the food to feed his starving 
family. That is the issue -the President has raised, and we
are willing to meet it. 

It never has been the case that any man made a differ
ence in making advances or loans South for the raising of 
crops, so that he had to exclude the feeding of people en
gaged in the same production. It is nonsensical. It is 
impossible. A man could not get the privilege of securing 
a loan from this fund unless he could in honor say, "I will 
use the loan to feed a mule, and I pledge that not a cent 
of it shall go to feed my starving wife or child." That is the 
condition that is imposed. Of all the folly and nonsense, 
when an issue is created over . a measure of relief in a time 
of great distress, this takes the lead. 
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That is the measure which precipitated this tremeudous commission to investigate, a commission which recom
fight between the Senate on the one side and the House and . mended this method of relief. 
the President on the .other. I would like to have some one As far as I am concerned, I am _ willing to meet the issue~ 
explain to me, in common sense, how, when an industrious I am willing to let the fight go on between the Senate and 
man goes out, he can work without food, he can work with- the President on the measure his commission of relief rec
out subsistence, any more than a mule can; why a mule ommended unanimously, which the Committee on Agricul
should be kept in good health and the man prohibited from ture and Forestry of the Senate recommended unanimously. 
having any food whatever from the same source. I am willing to share the responsibility of an extra session 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? if a million people must starve on account of the stubborn-
. Mr. SWANSON. I yield. ness of the Chief Executive of this country. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Possibly the administration takes the Mr. HAWES. Mr. President, this morning I received a 
viewpoint that even though the man who is plowing the communication from the St. Louis Red Cross in the form of 
mule may from hunger drop dead between the plow handles, a letter written by a lady named Mrs. Frank V. Hammar, a 
the mule will go on producing. brilliant woman, a thoughtful woman, one not given to 

Mr. SWANSON. That is the folly of the contention here. exaggeration, who has been at the head of the American 
. Mr. President, it is utterly impossible for a farmer to raise Red Cross movement for many, many years. 
a crop if he has no credit and has no money with which to On the letterhead I find the names of distinguished men 
get food. Of all the folly that I have ever seen in this and women from my community. No one would question 
Capitol, in the 35 years I have been here in public life, this their veracity. No one would refuse to accept their judg
takes the lead, tearing the Nation all asunder over the ment upon this subject. This lady states that there are 
question of whether the Federal Government shall confine ~00,000 individuals in Arkansas, Missouri, southern Illi
itself to feeding mules, and refuse to feed starving human nois, Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma, and Texas who 
beings. · need-what? Food, clothes, shoes, medicine. I shall ask 

Everybody knows that that is the issue. We did not ask that the letter may be inserted in the RECORD, because to me 
that the people should have doles. We simply asked that it is convincing evidence that the situation has not been 
they should have the privilege of borrowing money, giving a exaggerated. When we find in those few States after inves
first lien on the crop, a lien ahead of that of everyone else, tigation that 900,000 people are actually in want, it should 
in order that they might raise their crops. Is not this Na- follow without question that something immediate should be 
tion interested in 22 States being put on a productive basis? done for their relief; there should be no delay. There is 
Is not this Nation interested in seeing that production shall actual suffering, as this lady points out. I ask that in print
go ahead, and that the farmers should not fail in the rais- ing her letter in the RECORD the names of the directors and 
ing of their crops for lack of some aid? officers of the Red Cross chapter be likeWise printed. 

When the President realized the extent of the disaster The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CouzENS in the chair). 
he knew the local communities could not meet it. In Ar- Without objection, it is so ordered. 
kansas over a hundred banks have failed. In Virginia The letter is as follows: 
banks have failed, but not as many as failed in Arkansas. [National officers: Herbert Hoover, president; Charles E. Hughes, 
The banks have failed because the farmers could not pay vice -president; Robert W. DeForest, vice president; John Barton 
the advances heretofore made, because the merchants had Payne, chairman; William D. Mitchell, counselor; Miss Mabel T. 

Boardman, secretary; Ogden L. Mills, treasurer. Directors: Dr. 
made advances to the farmers, and they could not meet Fred w. Bailey, w. K. Bixby, Bert H. Lang, Mrs. J. Porter Tirrlll, 
their obligations. It is utterly impossible to get any ad- Mrs. Peyton T. Carr, Mrs. Ross Bowles, Ingram Boyd, Charles 
vances from those banks, any advances from the merchants, Wiggins, Mrs. W. T. Donovan, Mrs. J. B. Rule, Frank M. May-
any advances from the fertilizer companies, because they field, J. Lionberger Davis, Mrs. Horace Rumsey, Dr. Borden S. 

Veeder, Mrs. Henry C. Scott, Frank V. Hammar, Mrs. G. H. 
are all loaded with debt and helpless to extend e.ny further Capen, Tom K. Smith, D. K. Catlin, Mrs. K T. Senseney, George 
credit. D. Markham, Col. Stephen E. Lowe, A. L. Shapleigh. Edmund F. 

Here is the President of the United States, known as the Brown, John R. Shepley, Garneau Weld, Mrs. Joseph W. Bray, 
Robert A. Holland, F. 0. Watts, Rolla Wells, Mrs. Sidney Schwab, 

great humanitarian, made President because he fed a starv- Mrs. Max Kotany, Mrs. H. G. Mudd, George A. Meyer, Archbishop 
ing world out of the Treasury of the United States, refus- J. J. Glennon, Benjamin Gratz, Rabbi Samuel Thurman, Bishop 
ing to aid these starving men. who simply ask the privilege Frederick F. Johnson, Alfred Fairbank, w. Frank Carter, J. H. 
of getting a loan for 12 months and have the privilege of Holliday, J. L. Mauran, J. Sheppard Smith, Dr. Harry F. D'Oench, Harry F. Knight, Ernest W. Stix, Mrs. Frank V. Hammar, Mrs. 
proceeding to work to raise a crop to relieve their distress· Marcus A. Hirsch, Mrs. George Warren Brown, Mrs. John T. 
and to benefit this great country. Davis, jr., Dr. Malvern B. Clopton, Oliver F. Richards. St. Louis 

M Pr ·.:~, t th t · th · 1.. d d d t chapter officers: Mrs. Frank V. Hammar, chairman; Bert H. 
· r. es1uen , a IS e ISSUe Wuen re uce own ° Lang, vice chairman; Oliver Fl. Richards, treasurer; Robert A. 
the ultimate facts. Shall a farmer be forced to give a lien Holland, secretary; P. H. Byrns, executive secretary] 
on his croP-a first lien-to feed a mule, and for the pur- AMERicAN RED CROss, 
chase of feed and fertilizer, and preclude his credit to bor- ST. LoUIS CHAPTER, 
row money to feed his family? Shall he be refused a cent St. Louis, Mo., January 30, 1931. 
of relief if he diverts any of the money from feeding a mule DEAR FRIEND: This is a story of slow accumulation of misery. 
to feeding his starvmg· wife and family? U he makes a The absolute exhaustion of family food supplies following the 

breakdown of normal facillttes. 
diversion, loans will be no further extended. The country literally cries for your mercy and for your aid. 

It seems to me in common sense, it seems to me from an You may have given to many things--and that in itself is a re
economic standpoint, it seems to me from a humanitarian ward. But to-day the need of 21 States is greater than it has 
t 

ever been in any other calamity. 
s andpoint we should pass the bill as originally reported Financially, we are substantially behind. We hope for $220,000; 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, author- $95,000 has been pledged. We need your support-anything, but 
izing the appropriation of $60,000,000 for advances to something, please-to-day. 
f t · th li f th t th · t Our request could not be inspired by a deeper thought or 
armers, o giVe em re e • so a ey may raiSe ano her greater reverence for the cause of suffering humanity. There are 

crop. at this very minute in the drought area of Arkansas, Missouri, 
It seems to me that any administration which can not southern Tillnois, Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma, and Texas 

do that, which stands as a barrier, in this economic crisis, over 900,000 individuals in actual want-and this is from only 7 
of the 21 States in the drought regions. 

and prevents this assistance being extended, is unworthy we want this money for individuals who need our help, not for 
of being sustained by the American electorate, I do not care organization expenses. We want it to fight pellagra, that dread 
whether the President is a Republican or a Democrat or a disease. We want it to prevent the spread of infiuenza. We want 
Progressive. it for medicine, for food, for clothing, and for shoes. If you 

could see the cases--pitiful, desperate--that come to us every 
The time has come when the President of the United day, your heart would bleed with sympathy and you would dig 

.States must recognize conditions, must not be influenced down into your pocketbook and give whatever you could. You 
by pride, must not be actuated by stubbornness, but must would give with. the satisfaction of knowing that you were doing 

something to help in a situation the intensity of which you did 
recognize a condition which he himself has appointed a not appreciate before. 
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. We stmply must answer the cry o! the helpless, the suffering . . 
I! you haven't already done it, please put your name on our 

roll o! honor. Give something! We need it badly-now. In the 
spirit o! mercy, please send what you can for the Red Cross-
your Red Cross. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. FRANK V. HAMMAR, Chairman. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I ask leave to insert in 
the RECORD a letter with reference to relief in Iowa. 
. There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 3, 1931. 
Senator SMITH W. BROOKHART, 

Senate Office l:luilding, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR BROOKHART: You will be gratified at the informa

tion in the telegram given below. Your constituent at Shen
andoah, Iowa, Henry Field, and his organization through their 
broadcasting station, KFNF, have not waited for the Red Cross 
or any other agency to bring relief to our fellow sufferers in the 
drought district. 

In that little town of 6,000 people and the community sur
rounding they show the big heart which is so essentially a part 
of the American people. They realized their fellow citizens in 
the South were hungry and cold. Their neighbors were suffering. 
They were not afraid of any dole, but they wanted to relieve dis
tress, and they went at it directly. Why can't . our Congress 
respond in the same splendid spirit, instead of making a political 
football out of human misery? 

The appeal made over the Henry Field broadcasting station has 
brought real results. Other broadcasting stations might do well 
to follow this lead. The following telegram tells its own splendid 
story: 

SHENANDOAH, IOWA, January 31, 1931. 
Hon. W. D. JAMIESON, 

Woodward Building, Washington, D. C.: 
Please note Saturday's Shenandoah Sentinel report on our famine 

relief drive. We have already loaded five carloads of supplies and 
will load two more Monday. The total value will run to prob
ably $10,000. This was done through an appeal by Frank Field 
and James Pearson to listeners of KFNF, and they certainly re
sponded nobly. Judge Frederick Fischer will accompany the cars 
to Arkansas for us. 

HENRY FIELD. 

I want to commend you for the good work you are doing. 
Cordially, 

w. D. JAMIESON. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I send to the clerk's desk a· 
communication addressed to me by G. E. Kellogg, of San 
Francisco, Calif. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire the 
communication read? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk 

will read, as requested. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

PAY THE VETERANS' BONUS CERTIFICATES 

(Copyright by G. E. Kellogg, January, 1931) 
Secretary Mellon opposes the bonus payments to World. War vet

erans, because it would necessitate the issuing of $3,500,000,000 of 
bonds by the Government, and his patriotic impulses are paralyzed 
by the thought of the "immense sum lost in interest." He does 
not worry, however, over the "immense sum" paid in interest by 
the veterans when they use their bonus certificates as collateral 
for loans. That being the case, let us see just how much and 
what kind of interest Mr. Mellon really has in the welfare of the 
men who sacrificed their jobs and staked their lives for the 
welfare o! the Government when it needed help. 

ernment and receive its face value in bonus notes that would 
circulate like the bank notes-without interest-until they are 
redeemed. 

If bonus certificates are as good as Panama Canal bonds, bonus 
notes should be as good as bank notes; and the issuance of the 
face value of the bonus certificates to the veterans at this time-
when the veterans need the money, would be a simple demon
stration of real "equality of opportunity "-and there would be 
no " immense sum lost in interest." 

Congress should establish" equality of opportunity" by enacting 
a law that would make bonus notes possible. 

Mr. HEFLIN~ Mr. President, to my mind that is an un
answerable argument in favor of paying a cash bonus to our 
brave distressed ex-service men . . As I said once before, the 
paying of this money now would put into circulation about 
$3,000,000,000. We need more than that added to the 
$4,000,000,000 now in circulation. The Government ought 
to have between $8,000,000,000 and $10,000,000,000 in circu
lation all the time. It is a strong indictment of the Govern
ment that in 1919 there was more money in circulation in 
the United States, when the population was smaller, when 
business enterprises were fewer, than there is in circulation 
now in the year 1931. 

Mr. Mitchell, a director of the Federal Reserve Bank of 
New Y9rk, appeared before a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Banking and Currency of the Senate yesterday, and I 
quote from an Associated Press dispatch appearing in the 
Washington Post of to-day with reference to his state
ment: 
· As a means of curbing stock-market inflation, Charles E. Mitchell, 
New York financier, yesterday demanded repeal of the capital-gains 
tax. 

Mr. President, this tax is perhaps the fairest tax in the 
world. The Government now levies a tax upon profits de
rived from speculation on the New York Stock Exchange. 
It obtains a few million dollars from this source. I submit 
to the Senate that it is certainly a fair tax. Men go upon 
the exchange frequently speculating in fictitious stocks, 
stocks that have no actual existence. Frequently they win 
on the exchange by selling short in an organized movement 
to break the market, to cause a crash, .and probably to pro
duce a panic; but they win millions on the deal. Those 
methods are employed for that purpose. I submit again that 
profits made in this way certainly ought to be taxed. But 
here is a big New York financier, Mr. Charles E. Mitchell, 
coming before the Committee on Banking and Currency of 
the United States Senate and instead of suggesting how the 
New York Stock Exchange can be curbed and how wild and 
reckless speculation can be prevented he is asking to take 
the tax off of the vast profits made in speculation on the 
exchange. 

Mr. President, those profits run not into hundreds of dol
lars, but they run into hundreds of millions and into billions 
of dollars. And yet here, while we are battling in the Senate 
to bring relief to the starving people of 21 States of the 
Union, Mr. Mitchell appears before a committee of the Sen
ate and suggests that the tax of the Government be taken 
off of these colossal profits of millionaires on the New York 
Stock Exchange. Mr. Mitchell was asked if he thought the 
rediscount rate of the Federal reserve system in New York, 
reduced to 2 per cent, was too low. Listen to what the 
morning paper says about his reply: 

There is supposed to be no class distinction or class legislation 
in this land of the free. Therefore "equality of opportunity," 
about which President Hoover has talked so much, demands that 
the veterans be treated as generously as Uncle Sam treats the 
bankers. Here's how. 

Under questioning he said he did not regard the existing 2 per 
cent rediscount rate in New York too low. He said he was dis

the couraged with what he termed the "sloppiness of credit" and 
added, " Easy money is generally one of the factors in the revival 

the of business." 

A Government bond is the Government's promise to pay 
amount called for in the certi.ficate-at maturity. 

A bonus certificate is the Government's promise to pay 
amount called for in the certificate-at maturity. 

A bond is delivered to the banker in exchange for money. 
The bonus certificate is delivered to the veteran in exchange 

for service. 
The bond and the bonus certificate are each a promise of the 

Government to pay face value at maturity, and Uncle Sam always 
keeps his promise to pay. Therefore the bonus certificate 1s abso
lutely as good as a Panama Canal bond. 

When the banker receives the Panama Canal bond he is al
lowed to deposit it with the Government and receive the face 
value of the bond in bank notes-without interest. And the 
banker is allowed to use the bank notes as legal tender money 
until the bond is redeemed. What is more, Secretary Mellon does 
not worry about the loss of interest .. 

Now, if "equality of opportunity" means anything, the veteran 
&hould be allowed to deposit his bonus certificate with the Gov-

Mr. President, we are talking about easy money now. If 
we use this money to pay to the ex-service man of the United 
States, we are putting $3,000,000,000 in the hands of people 
who will spend it, and it will get into circulation at once. 
These men will buy the necessities of life--supply their wants 
and prevent them from starving. Mr. President, I agree 
with Mr. Mitchell's argument that easy money is necessary 
to revive business. The putting of $3,000,000,000 into circu
lation would do more to bring prosperity to the United States 
than anything else we could do. 

How can Mr. Mellon justify his course in the face of the 
facts set out in Mr. Kellogg's letter which I had read 'at the 



1931 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 3843 
desk? A Panama canal bond is purchased from the Gov
ernment, and the owner of it brings it to the United States 
Treasury and borrows the cash on it when he deposits it, the 
Government keeping the bond. He can take that money out 
and circulate it, loan it over and over again at interest, and 
then finally bring it back and turn it into the United States 
Treasury and have the Government pay him the face value 
of his bond with interest. That is what we are doing for the 
purchaser of the Panama Canal bonds. 

But that is not all, Mr. President. A national bank can 
purchase $1,000,000 in Government bonds. It can bring 
those bonds to the United States Treasury and simply pay 
the Government to print money to the value of the 
$1,000,000, the Government holding the bonds of the na
tional bank. The bank can take that money and put it in 
its coffers and loan it out to citizens here and yonder, over 
and over again, collecting interest on it and all the while 
drawing interest on its bonds then in the hands of the Gov
ernment. Finally the bank brings back the notes issued by 
the Government and has its bonds paid in full when it has 
had the use of Government money without a cent of interest 
all that time, for months and it may be for years. 

Mr. Mellon is very much afraid that we will get too much 
money in circulation. Mr. President, the people are suffer
ing to-day because of a dearth of money. There is not 
enough money circulating in the body of American business. 
There is paralysis in the body of business. Business is 
nearly dead. Why? For want of sufficient blood in its 
veins. We hear almost every day of some patient ·in a 
hospital who has been in an automobile accident and that 
the loss of blood makes it necessary to have a blood trans
fusion. Blood is obtained and put into the veins of the 
person whose greatest need was blood. Mr. President, that 
is the situation with American business to-day. Money, the 
lifeblood of business, has been taken out of the veins of 
business in great quantities. The money changers in the 
temple of American liberty have extracted the blood from 
the veins and the body of business until business is pale 
and weak and nigh unto death. We are calling for more 
money so as to give a transfusion of blood-money, the life-
blood of business. . 

Mr. President, the burning question at the Capitol now 
is how to relieve the suffering of men, women, and children 
in 21 States; and here comes a big financier from New York, 
Mr. Mitchell, who asks the Government to take the tax off 
the great profits made by the speculators on the New York 
Stock Exchange. . 

Something has been said here about why Rome fell. 
Some would have us believe that it was the distribution of 
free corn to the poor that caused Rome to fall down among 
her beautiful hills and die. That was not the cause, Mr. 
President. It was because the wealth of Rome had been 
concentrated into the hands of the few. In the language 
of Clark in his Lost Atlantis: 

The few claimed all the increase 
From ocean. soil, and air, 

Precious stones and gems and metals, 
Flocks and grain and fruitage rare. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 
Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Alabama, I understand, 

has made reference in his remarks to Mr. Mitchell. The 
Senator will recall that Mr. Mitchell said if the adjusted 
compensation bill shall be enacted into law it will break a 
great many small banks? I wonder how many of those 
banks will fail if the ·soldiers' shall deposit their $2,000,-
000,000 in them? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I thank my friend from 
Georgia. The suggestion of Mr. Mitchell that the settle
ment of the soldiers' bonus in cash would cause many small 
banks to fail is ridiculous. One reason such action would 
not cause many of those banks to fail is that a great many 
of them have already failed, and I can not understa!!d the 

logic of the · suggestion, as my friend from Georgia has said, 
that depositing money by the soldiers in those banks will 
help to break them. 

Yet that is what is being said. Mr. Mitchell has stated 
and Mr. Mellon has also stated that the putting of this 
$3,000,000,000 into circulation would seriously interfere with 
business. How can anybody take such a position as that? 
Mr. President, to illustrate, a man goes out into the country 
where there has not been rain for a long time. Crops are 
suffering and rain is needed. This man sees the clouds 
gathering and he sees the lightning flash and he hears the 
thunder roar. Rain is in prospect, and the farmers are 
praying for it to come, but some one says, " I hope it will 
not rain, for if it does it will destroy the crop prospect and 
injure vegetation," when as a matter of fact the only way 
in which crops can be made and vegetation revived is to 
-have refreshing rains, rains sufficient to wet the soil. That 
is the way to put life into the plants and make them bear 
fruit. That is what it is necessary to do with business 
to-day, and money is the rain of business. Money is neces
sary to the success of enterprise and industry of every kind, 
whether it is that of the small individual or of the big con
cern; and yet to-day we have the money kings "holding 
tight" the purse strings of the Nation, sitting heavY on the 
strong box, and refusing to let money sufficient to meet the 
needs of everyday business get into circulation. _ 

It seems to me that any sound political economist can see 
the value of my suggestion to put more money into circula
tion when to-day the country is struggling and business is 
suffering greatly because we have not a sufficient amount of 
money in circulation. 

However, I was about to state, when interrupted, what it 
was that helped to bring about the downfall of Rome. 
Concern for the welfare of the individual was-minimized, 
and the rights of the masses were trampled upon by the 
money kings. Instead of giving each one a fair chance in 
the struggle of life, they were seeking power, and more 
power the leaders craved, and more power they got. Rome 
reached that time in her degeneracy until Pertinax mar
shaled his soldiers and offered to sell the ' emperorship for 
$500,000; and the doom of Rome was sealed. 

Mr. President, we have a situation now out in Arkansas 
and in some places in my State and other States that re
mind us of the days that preceded the fall of the Roman 
Empire. And yet we are the richest government in all the 
world. The Washington Star last night-listen to this-car
ried an article under these headlines: 

American income highest in the world. Total o! $75,000,000,000 
estimated for 1930 by our economists. 

The income of the United States is the greatest in all the 
earth, and here we are with pitiful reports read day after day 
in this body from men, women, and children on the verge 
of starvation, and we can not get adequate relief to them. 

Mr. President, I saw a statement the other day to the 
effect that Alabama had made more cotton last year than it 
made the year before and therefore was not entitled to very 
much relief from the funds provided by Congress for citizens 
in distress there and elsewhere. I want to acquaint the Sen
ate and the country with the terrible situation that exists 
amongst many cotton producers in my State. 

When the farmer planted the crop of 1930, cotton was 
bringing about 8 cents a pound more than it is selling for 
to-day, or $40 a bale more. To-day it is bringing around 
$50 a bale, which is 4 or 5 cents a pound below the cost of 
production. What matters it to him that he made more 
cotton than he made the year before if it is worth less than 
the smaller crop made the previous year? He can not sell 
it for a price that will cover the cost of production; the 
money that he expended in producing that crop, the debts 
incurred, the obligations made, are hanging around his neck 
like a millstone, and now he comes with his products into 
a dead market and the price offered is below the cost of 
production. · He can not buy the necessities of life; he can 
not even get the price that it costs to produce the cotton 
by selling it at the prices that obtain to-day. 

• 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESS in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from 
Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I want to ask the Senator 

two questions. First, was there a drought in Alabama? 
Mr. HEFLIN. Oh, yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. How many counties were 

affected? 
Mr. HEFLIN. There are 38 listed where the drought was 

severe, and there is suffering from drought in all the other 
counties except 4 or 5 out of 67. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have been interested in 
what the Senator said about the depreciation in the price of 
cotton. I have been receiving numerous letters from the 
South protesting against the agricultural marketing act, and· 
many of the letters contain allegations that the depreciation 
in the price of cotton is somewhat due to the operations of 
the Federal Farm Board under that act. I should like to 
have the Senator's view about that. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I myself have had quite a number of com
plaints regarding the activities of the Federal Farm Board. 
I have had deep sympathy with the-board in the terrible situ
ation which has confronted it and w~ch now confronts it. 
I voted against the confirmation of some of the members of 
that board. I believed that the board could do good; I am 
not satisfied with the results of the efforts of the board; 
but I am still hoping that the board will do something to 
lift the price of cotton out of the valley of despond where the 
price is below the cost of production. The price of cotton 
is much lower than it was at this time a year ago. No cotton 
should be sold for less than 15 and 20 cents a pound. 

The selling prices of all cotton goods justify a much 
higher price for cotton. 

Mr. President, to recur to the subject I was discussing, 
that they say the farmer has more cotton now than he 
produced in the previous crop year, but that is no reason 
why he is not in dire distress. He is in great distress; he 
·owes the merchant, and if he sold every bale of his cotton 
he has or had he could not pay what he owes the merchant. 
He has already sold it all in thousands of instances, and the 
debts due the merchant still hang over him. He owes the 
bank and he can not pay the bank. If he had cotton he 
could not eat it, and he can not sell it at a profit. That is 
the situation that confronts tens of thousands of cotton 
farmers to-day. 

Mr. President, I helped to pass through Congress a farm 
loan bill under which the farmer was permitted to bon-ow 
money and buy- a home and farm. He could pay back his 
:loan over a long period of 30 or 35 years at a rate of interest 
of 5 per cent. It was my purpose and the purpose of those 
who supported that measure to encourage farmers every
where to buy farms, to own farms; and thousands and hun
dreds of thousands of them availed themselves of that law 
and purchased homes and farms. I regret to say that they 
are losing their homes now by the .hundreds and by the 
thousands. Tha.t, . to me, is a deplorable picture; it is a sad . 
and calamitous thing for our farmers and for our country. 
These men are losing their homes because oi no fault of 
their own. Drought, hard times, business depression, the 
lack of sufficient money in circulation, panicky conditions 
have driven them to the point where they are unable to 
meet their payments to the Government. Then what hap
pens? Their homes and farms are put upon the block and 
sold. They are turned o.ut after making improvements on 
the farms for years, after living there and becoming at
tached to the place they see all their labor spent in vain; 
the payments they have made are gone up in smoke and 
they are driven out and down the road empty handed. It 
is to me a sad and pitiful sight. 

Mr. President, every one of those farmers is suffering, not 
only financially but suffering physically and mentally. His 
morale is being broken, and he is despondent and down
hearted. That is the way to make reckless, desperate citi-

zens. These men ought to be .helped to hold their homes and 
farms. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? . -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala
bama yield to the Senator from Florida? 
. Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The Senator raises quite an interesting 
point when he suggests that where farmers have had good 
seasons and big crops they are still unable to get any return 
from those crops. If they undertake to market them they 
find that transportation charges and other expenses in that 
connection eat up all the proceeds, and often they are, as ! 
the expression goes," in the red"; that is, they actually have 
to pay freight to get their products to market. They not 
only derive no profit out of what they produce, but they 
burden themselves with additional expenses when they at- ., 
tempt to market it. 

Is there any real difference in the actual situation where · 
farmers are unable to produce any crop because of the 
drought and the situation where they do produce a crop but . 
can not get it to market? They are just about as bad off 
as if they had suffered a drought are they not? 

Mr. HEFLIN. That is absolutely correct. Thousands of 
farmers who have made good crops have found the price of 
those products so low and the freight charges required to 
get them to market so high that their entire crop operations 
for the year have been unprofitable. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I am inclined to agree with the Senator 
as to the Federal Farm Board, which was organized and 
created in order to devise a proper system of marketing and 
distribution. I want to give them a chance, and I have been 
hoping they would solve this problem. They have not so 
far done so, and I do not think they have made much 
progress in that direction. It is true, however, that all over 
the country where splendid crops are actually produced the 
producers are not only unable to get the cost of produdion 
but they are unable to get the crop to market without addi
tional expense. It seems to me, therefore, it is largely a 
question of economic distribution that we have to deal with. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I thank the Senator for his very valuable
suggestion. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I do. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Do I understand the posi

tion of both the Senator from Florida and the Senator from 
Alabama to be that the farm marketing act has not yet 
been tried out sufficiently long to determine whether or not 
it is a success, ·and that the Senators are still holding in 
abeyance their judgment as to its success? 

Mr. HEFLIN." So far as I am concerned I am not satis
fied with what has been accomplished, but I want to give 
it every opportunity to show that it is of value to the 
farmers of ~erica. 

.Mr. wALSH.. .of Massachusetts. I think.. both Senators 
agree ·with nie~ however, that there has been a growing pro
test throughout the country against the operations of the 
act. My mail contains a constantly increasing volume of 
protests, particularly from business men throughout the 
South and other people interested in the cotton business. 

Mr. HEFLIN. There is no doubt that there is widespread 
complaint about the activities and nonactivities of the Farm 
Board. The farmer, who formerly got 18 cents a pound or 
20 cents a pound for his cotton-20 cents meant $100 a bale 
and 18 cents meant $90 a bale-is not satisfied now, when 
the price of cotton has fallen down to $50 a bale; and he 
ought not to be satisfied with the present price. He can not 
produce cotton at that price and live. He will have to get a 
better price or go out of the cotton-producing business. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
Senator for just a minute further in reply to the inquiry of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 
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I am very largely in the attitude of the Senator from Ala
bama with respect to the Federal Farm Board. I realize, of 
course, that the question of transportation is lodged with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; but it seems to me 
the Federal Farm Board has to consider and exert its in
fiuence in some way to deal with the question of transpor
tation. I have not figured out how the board can do it; but 
certainly that is a question that enters into its success in 
dealing with the marketing problem. ' 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the Sena
tor would not say it was a success up to date, would he? 

Mr. FLETCHER. No; I think not. I think it has been 
rather disappointing; but I think there are possibilities 
there, and I should like to give them a further chance. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I introduced in the Senate a 
resolution calling upon the Federal Farm Loan Board to make 
a report upon the number of farmers who had purchased 
lands through loans from the Government and how many 
of them had failed to make their yearly payments and had 
lost their homes and farms. In other words, how many of 
them had been foreclosed. I wanted to get a report upon 
this situation. The Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] 
introduced a resolution along the same lines as mine, which 
was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency; 
and he and I agreed that we would support his resolution, 
which has passed the Senate, calling upon the Federal Farm 
Loan Board to give us this information. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] has intro
duced a bill providing that wherever the farmers in the 
drought-stricken areas or in other places are unable to meet 
their payments for 1930 the amount due the Government 
shall be counted in the body of the debt and carried for 
three years. I submit that that is a wholesome and a just 
and a fair proposition. Why can we not make this addi
tional loan to these farmers in order to save farms and save 
homes, when we are loaning $500,000,000 to the railroads? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President---
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the SenatOr from Georgia. 
Mr. HARRIS. I want to remind the Senator, in connec

tion with his reference to farm loans, that in tlie case of 
irrigation in the West Congress allows $5,000,000 to those 
people, $1,000,000 a year, to save them from being fore
closed. We are asking nothing for the cotton section in the 
way of loans more than has already been given to the irri-
gation section. · · 

Mr. HEFLIN. That is true. The Senator from Georgia 
is absolutely correct about that. 

Mr. President, since I have been in Congress, the House 
and the Senate, I have never failed to vote for a measure 
to give a fair deal to the people in every section of the 
country. We are living in a very unusual time. Things are 
out of joint the world over, they tell us. Economic condi
tions are serious and disturbing the world over, and we are 
striving as _statesmen to bri.D.g relief to American people 
in distress and to solve the problem that confronts us. We 
are obliged to deal with these extraordinary conditions in an 
extraordinary way. 

The surgeon does not operate until all other treatment has 
failed with his patient. When the other remedies have been 
exhausted and the time for heroic treatment has come we 
see the surgeon's knife, and the patient is operated on and 
the cause of his desperate illness is removed. Maybe it is a 
cancer. Maybe it is a tumor; but in order to remove it an 
operation is necessary, and when this disturbing element 
has been taken out of the body the physical health of the 
patient is restored. 

The body of American business is sorely a1Hicted. A 
cancer is eating upon the vitals of business. That cancer, 
in one form, is the New York Stock Exchange. It has 
already eaten into the vitals, and it is. now injuriously 
affecting the livelihood of every man arid woman in the 
Nation. How many Members of the House and Senate are 
grappling with this question and trying to solve it? Instead 
of our putting an end to it, curbing its activities, confining 
its activities to legitimate business-the buying and selling of 

shares in stocks and bonds-the speculators are selling ficti
tioUs stufi. If there are 100,000 shares in a concern, they 
sell a million. Watered stock and fictitious stuff are dealt 
in; and a crash comes and a billion dollars is lost in a·single 
day. 

My God! Is it not time we were doing something to re
lieve legitimate business of this destructive and deadly evil? 
Are Senators and Members of the House afraid -to tackle this 
giant evil? It looks so. What are we coming to in this 
Government? 

Mr. President, if a farmer mortgages a mule that he does 
not own, he is put in the penitentiary. If a merchant sells 
something that is not his, he is arrested and punished; but a 
stock gambler, unhampered and unfettered on the stock 
exchange, can sell in unlimited quantity the stuff they 
speculate in, stuff that he does not own, and with it run 
prices up or beat them down on the exchange, clip his 
coupons, and make his millions, and then everybody says, 
"0 he is a smart guy.''• They do not even talk about arrest
ing him. You let the giant evil go on undisturbed, but you 
seize the little fellow and punish him. That is the philos
ophy of some statesmen. 

I am reminded of a little doggerel that a brother of mine 
found in a newspaper in London: 

The law imp,risons man or woman 
Who steals a goose from off the common. 
But lets the greater culprit loose 
Who steals the common from the goose. 

In a little different form we have that situation here. We_ 
will pounce upon the ·tittle fellow who violates the law, but 
when it comes to the big fellow we say, "Excuse me; I did 
not recognize you at first," and he passes on undisturbed. 

That is one of the great evils in our country to-day. 
Speculating in cotton and speculating in wheat in unlimited 
quantities are two other great evils. We permit the specu
lator on the grain exchange to sell billions of bushels of 
wheat when we do not make one-fiftieth of the amount dealt 
in on the exchange. It is not in existence. The farmer is· ; 
holding his wheat, we will say. The price is below the cost 
of production. · He is trying to hold it until it yields a 
profit; and these speculators go on the exchange and sell, 
in competition with him. ten times, a hundred times, a 
thousand times the -quantity of the wheat he has. They 
beat down the price in the market where he has to sell, and 
he comes, despondent and heavy-hearted, with his produce 
and dumps it on a market where he must sell below the 
cost of production; and he goes home empty handed, with 
debts hanging over him, with fear haunting him that his 
home and farm will be sold from under him. ' 

The cotton exchange does the same thing. We produce 
14,000,000 bales of cotton, and they sell 250,000,000 bales. 
The farmer says, " I am going to hold my cotton until the 
price goes up to the point where it will yield a profit.'' They 
say_, "You will? Watch us beat your price down by selling 
something we call cotton, just the word cotton, in unlimited 
quantities.'' They go upon the exchange, and they sell this 
stuff. To-day, the price will be 10 cents. To-morrow, the 
report will go out that: "The cotton exchange price broke 
yesterday half a cent a pound. It is down to around 9% 
cents," and not a pound of cotton has been dealt in. They 
have only sold the name of cotton in unlimited quantities; 
and the farmer who sells his cotton in the open market must 
take 9% cents, the price fixed by selling counterfeit cotton 
against the actual cotton. Yet cotton is the only American 
product every pound of which is converted into inoney, and 
every dollar's worth of which contributes to the financial 
wealth of the United States. Cotton gives to America the 
balance of trade, and brings into our country every year 
more gold than the world's annual output; and yet those who 
produce it are having a hard struggle because they are forced 
to sell this great American staple below the cost of pro
duction. 

These are three of the four giant evils. The other one I 
touched on briefy. at the outset and that is the lack of 
sufficient money in circulation to meet the business needs of 
the Amel-ican people. 
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. Senators, this country never will prosper as long as the supply, and they consumed that. They went back again, 
volume of money in circulation depends upon the whim and and what did Pharaoh's agents tell them? " Go bring your 
caprice of the money lords of America. The Government sheep and your cattle." They did so, and they got grain 
owes 1t to the people to see that sufficient money is kept again on which to live for a time. Finally they came again, 
circulating in the body of business-an amount sufficient at and Pharaoh's agents said, "Go bring the deeds to your 
all t imes to meet the business needs of every man and of land," and the work of Egyptian bondage was complete. 
every woman in the United States. I challenge any Senator God help us to-day to respond to the needs of American 
to deny the soundness of that proposition. farmers in distress before they, like the farmers of Egypt, 

The Government demands the exclusive right to print become serfs in the kingdom of American agriculture. 
bills and coin money and the exclusive right to supply the I plead to-day for the relief of a drought-stricken and a 
people with the money needed to answer the needs of their poverty-stricken people in 21 great States of this Union, 
business. In the old days a coon skin had a certain value, proud, patriotic, upstanding, brave people, who are worried, 
and was used as a medium of exchange in various com- troubled, hungry, and in great distress because the wolves 
munities. Gold and silver nuggets were used as a medium of sheer want are howling around their doors. God help 
of exchange and a measure of value. But one day the us to do our duty iii this trying hour. ' 
Government said, "You must get rid of all these measures The Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH] told us yesterday of 
of value and mediums of exchange. The Government is a report from the Red Cross, telling of a mother down in 
going to coin money. The Government is going tO print Tennessee with four little children, hollow eyed, emaciated, 
bills for use as money in the United States; and anybody begging the mother for something to eat. She had some 
who prints or coins anything for use as money is a counter- rancid grease, which she was mixing with a little meal to 
feiter and will be arrested, prosecuted, and punished." So cook them some johnnycakes. This white mother in Amer
the Government assumed the authority and the respo~i- ica is facing starvation with her little children. It is the 
bility to supply the money necessary at all times to meet duty of this great Government to see to it that starving 
the daily needs of the American people. men, women, and children are fed. 

And I submit to the Senate that it is the duty of this It is estimated that more than two millions of people in 
Government to do that, and I further submit to the Senate the drought-stricken area are suffering for want of food and 
that this Government is not doing that to-day. clothing. They have been overtaken by a drought, a condi

Money is the lifeblood of business, and the body of busi- tion over which they have no control is upon them, and 
ness is prone upon the ground, well nigh paralyzed for they are crying to us to" come and help us or we die." 
want of sufficient blood flowing in its veins. Let me give a note of warning to Senators on the other 

If I had it in my power, I would put $4,000,000,000 in circu- side. I sympathize with the President. I know he has a 
lation in 30 days, apd I would guarantee to the Nation a hard and difficult situation to deal with. I fear that some
return of prosperity in 60 days. That is all that is needed. body is misinforming him. Senators, here is what is going 
Curb the activities of the stock exchange, curb the activi- to happen one of these days: We are going to have reports 
ties of the cotton exchange and of the grain exchange, pay coming here, if something is not done quickly, of men, 
the soldiers their bonus, and put that $3,000,000,000 in cir- women, and children dying of starvation and funerals being 
culation, and you will see business shake off the sickening held to bury them in a land where there is more wealth than 
habiliments of depression and put on the wholesome and in all the other countries in the world. Will we permit such 
healthy robes of prosperity. Business is crying out for life- a thing to happen? God forbid. 
blood, and the lifeblood of business is money. Mr. President, I commend the Red Cross for what it is 

Mr. Pre-sident, I have spoken longer than I had intended doing, but it is not able to meet the requirements of the 
to. I want to say to Senators that this sad and distressing hour. It is not reaching and feeding the hungry as they 
situation among the farmers of the South and West has should be reached and fed. It is doing something, but it is 
made me very unhappy. I know what is happening there. not doing enough. 
It is a sad picture to me to see a farmer who has lived in The Govermnent, which can lend $500,000,000 to the rail
a community for 15 or 20 years, perhaps longer, called on roads; the Government, which can lend one hundred and 
by an officer, who says," I have come to foreclose the mort- thirty-five to one hundred and fifty million dollars to the 
gage." The farmer says, "Well, I am mighty sorry," and Ship Trust; the Government, which will permit national 
the tears come to his eyes, and his children gather around banks to buy bonds and then deposit them with the Gov
him and cry, and his brave wife stands there and drops a emment and have the Government issue money to the 
tear in silence. The home place is being sold and the farm amount of the bonds, and take it out and use it and charge 
is to be taken from them, with all the improvements the interest on it, can certainly rise to the occasion now and 
man has made. A farm home is broken up, and the farm come gladly and lovingly to the rescue of the distressed and 
family set adrift, with nothing to live upon and no home to starving and save men, women, and children and make them 
shelter them. happy once more in this the greatest government in all the 

Mr. President, if free government is to live, this thing world. [Applause in the galleries.] 
has got to stop. Senators will recall the dream of old The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must warn the occu
Pharaoh. He had a dream about seven fat years and seven pants of the galleries that there must be no demonstration 
lean years. He was told to store an abundance of grain of approval or disapproval. 
during the seven fat years to· serve the needs of the people Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, this controversy over 
during the seven lean years. We in the United States have human relief has been injected into this body and the Hou~e 
been passing through the seven fat years, with Amer~ca's of Representatives and before the President, creating a 
income bigger than that of any Government in all the sharp differenc.e of opinion and an issue which daily has 
world. become more exaggerated, disturbing the orderly procedure 

What did Pharaoh do? He accumulated grain during the of the Congress. I am sure there is not a Senator who 
seven fat years, and when the lean years came what hap- desired to create an issue on this question, and, of course, no 
pened? The people in great numbers came to buy grain. 1 one believes that the President desired to raise this issue. 

What h~ppened then? They got a supply of grain and I It is just a situation that has been thrown upon us, which, 
went away satisfied. But after a while their grain supply in my opinion, able men, conscientious legislators, ought to 
was gone and they had to go back to buy more grain. They be able to settle humanely and in the public interest. 
took that home, and by and by they consumed it, and then This is no time for men of high standing to become piqued, 
they said: "Our grain supply is exhausted, but we have no for leaders of thought to lose their heads, either the Con
more money with which to buy grain." And then Pharaoh's gress or the President to become so irritated over the issue 
men said: " Take your golden trinkets, silverware, and that we or he can not think along straight lines. 
metals of every kind and go up and buy grain." They did My 20 years' experience ill the House and the Senate has 
so, exhausting their household goods~ They got another taught me to observe that all legislation is a matter of com-
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promise. I have never been' able to have my way in all 
things; · I have not desired it. I have sought counsel and 
advice. I have desired cooperation, because I have appre
ciated that only through that avenue could I reach my 
goal. 

So it would seem to me that there may be in this con
troversy not an issue but a mere difference of opinion, and 
I ·am glad that in the statement issued by the President only 
this afternoon he has seen fit to express himself in a more· 
conciliatory spirit, and it seems to me he has opened the 
way by which the Congress and the Executive might get 
together. 
. For my part, that is all I want, and I do not see how in 
good grace anyone should desire more. The fact that I 
might think that $25,000,000 or $~0,000,000 is necessary in 
order to relieve the distress and the suffering in the afflicted 
area does not make that amount absolutely the correct one, 
but the thing to do is to clarify the situation, and for all of 
us with a common purpose_ to try to get togethex: and adjust 
our differences. . 
. The statement of the President which has just been given 
to the press, as I have said, is more conciliatory than some 
of the statements heretofore issued from the White House. 
I notice that he says-and I congratulate him upon the 
expression: 

I do not wish to add acrimony to a discussion, but would rather 
state the case as I see 1~ fundamentals. 

He has that right. Nobody believes that he wants to add 
acrimony to the controversy. In his statement he reiterates 
largely what his expressed views have been in the past and 
again states his reasons. At the close of the statement he 
makes this very significant suggestion: 

I will accredit to those who advocate Federal charity a natural 
anxiety for the people of their States. 

Of course, it does ·not take any stretch of the imagination 
for one- to conceive that, but I am glad to know that the 
President in his heart believes that those of us who made an 
effort to obtain some measure of relief for our people were 
actuated by motives conscientiously-formed. Then this flll'
ther very significant statement comes from the President's 
peri: 

I am willing to pledge myself that 1f the time should ever come 
that the voluntary agencies of the country, together with the local 
and State governments, are unable to find resources with which 
to prevent hunger and suffering in my country, I will ask aid from 
resources of the Federal Government because I would no more 
see starvation amongst my cquntrymen than would any Senator 
or Congressman. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. President, I believe that 
statement is. true. I am not that hard.;..hearted nor am I 
that partisan that I believe the President of the United 
States, if he knew it, would see starving people left unaided 
in the United States even though he thought some other 
way should be found to relieve them. But the trouble about 
this controversy is that the President believes that the situ
ation can be taken care of through the Red Cross and that 
it is being taken care of now. I have no doubt he conscien
tiously believes that. But others differ with him. For my 
part, I think the preponderance of the evidence which has 
come to us shows that the Red Cross is not now able to take 
care of the situation, and will not be able to take care of 
it; that it can not raise sufficient funds to take care of the 
situation; and that it -will not be taken care of if we leave· 
it solely to the Red Cross agencies. I say that not dispar
ingly of the fine. efforts and heroic work of the Red Cross. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis

sippi yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 
Mr. SWANSON. I would like to have the Senator explain 

then why it -was that the President appointed commissions 
in 22 or 23 States to go and investigate the situation and 
report to him. Why did he ask the Red Cross to do it at 
that time? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think he should have done it. 

Mr. SWANSON. WhY should .he have asked it at that 
time? Why did he have to appoint commissions in 22 or 23 
States to examine into the situation and repobt to him and 
advise witQ him and then, when tJ;ley reported unanimously 
that the condition was such that Federal aid must be in-, 
voked, refuse to do anything about it? 

Mr. HARRISON. I believe in the recommendation of the 
commissions. I believe the President should have accepted 
them. 

Mr. SWANSON. When does the Senator think the Presi~ 
dent ought to be satisfied to proceed to act-now or next 
June or July? . 

Mr. HARRISON. ·Of course he should act now. If the 
Senator will wait and let me explain myself fully I think he 
Will understand exactly what I am driving at and he will 
know exactly my -position. 

I stated that. I believe that the President honestly believed 
the- money could be raised by the Red Cross. The Senator 
from Virginia does not believe that it can be done in that 
way. I do not b~lieve it. The two able Senators from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON and Mr. CARAWAY] do not believe it. 
There is hardly a Senator on this side of the aisle who be
lieves it. But I think some way can be found and ought to 
be found to clarify this situation and bring about some 
common understanding. · 

Mr. President, I have seen very few occurrences in this 
body which so impressed me as did the one on yesterday, 
The distinguished and eloquent Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
BoRAH], in one of the greatest oratorical :flights of speech to 
which I have ever listened, expressed my viewPoint on the 
whole situation. No one with a heart could have failed to 
be touched. Men who are at times partisan and usually cold 
in politics were seen with tears ui;>on their cheeks, moved by 
the fine :flights of oratory and the sincere and sympathetic 
expressions of the Senator from Idaho for the people in our 
section of the country. 

I believe that the heart of America is charitable. But 
what are we trying to do? We have not asked for anything 
exceptional here. The one controversy about which we have 
all been so distressed, the one controversy that has been 
raging here, has been over the provision which I want to 
read once more and analyze briefly, the $25,000,000 appro
priated out of the Federal Treasury. 

There 1s hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated the sum of $25,000,000, to be immedi
ately available-

That is significant, because we want to take care of the 
situation now. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will per
mit me-

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 
Mr. SWANSON. That is not the beginning of the con• 

troversy. The controversy first was over the $60,000,000 
loan for food for man and for beast, and for fertilizer. That 
is where the controversy began. The controversy began be
cause it was proposed to appropriate money for food for 
mules and other beasts, while at the same time refusing to 
appropriate money for food for human beings. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is right. That was the be.;. 
ginning; and all of us appreciate the fact that if the Secre
tary of Agriculture had not spoken up and if the President 
had not raised his opposition to the $60,000,000 appropria~ 
tion, it would have been made instead of $45,000,000. 

Mr. SWANSON. The other matter came up later. 
Mr. HARRISON.- Yes; but the $25,000,000 item is largely 

the matter now in controversy. 
Mr. SWANSON. No; we still can pass a bill providing for 

$60,000,000 if the President will permit it. 
Mr. HARRISON. The amount that is now in controversy 

in the conference committee is the $25,000,000, which is
To be immediately available and to be expended by the Ameri

can National Red Cross for the purpose of supplyiiig food. 

Who · can object to supplying food? As was said by the -
Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON] just a little while 
ago, we made· provision to supply food for animals, but are 



3848 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE FEBRUARY 3 
unwilling to supply food and medicine and assistance for 
human beings. · 
: Mr. SWANSON. That is for a dole, a gift. Our proposal 
was to make it a loan to produce a crop. That is where the 
controversy started. 

Mr. HARRISON. I appreciate that. 
Mr. SWANSON. That is not the only controversy between 

the President and the Senate. -
Mr. HARRISON. I do not want to go back to trace the 

history of the whole controversy from the beginning. The 
one p1·oposition that is now before us, with which the Presi
dent and the Congress are grappling,~ the proposed appro
priation of $25,000,000. The provision continues: 

Supplying· food, medicine-

Who could raise any objection to supplying food and 
medicine?-
medical aid, and other essentials to afford adequate human relief 
1n the present national emergency to persons otherwise unable to 
procure the same. 

Then there is another provision that if it does not take all of 
the sum of $25,000,000 which is appropriated the remainder 
shall be turned back to the Treasury of the United ~tates: 
, Any portion of this appropriation unexpended on June 30, 1932, 
shall be returned to the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. President, the Seventy-first Congress closes on the 
4th day of March. Congress does not meet again until next 
December, unless an extraordinary session is called, and that 
is up to the President to determine. We have no alternative 
in the matter. We can not dominate that situation unless 
we want to filibuster here to defeat appropriation bills dur
ing this Congress and thus force an extra session by that 
method. · If the ordinary procedure is pursued we will not 
meet after the 4th of March until next December, after 
·many months shall have elapsed.- When we have departed 
for our homes and when the present situation-continues, as 
it seems it will continue, and as it becomes more aggravated. 
as it seems it is becoming more aggravated, what is to happen 
then, Mr. President? This fund can be used during the 
months intervening between the 4th of March and next 
December as an insurance, so to speak, as a reservoir that 
might be tapped in order to relieve the distress and suffering 
in those sections that need it. 
. Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President--
. The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis
sippi yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. -
Mr. BARKLEY. In line with that suggestion of the Sena

tor I wish to emphasize the fact that in the State of Ken
·tucky, and I am sure the same condition exists elsewhere in 
the drought area, the drought has been in existence for 
more than a year. In my State we are hauling water all 
over the State to supply even cities. The water level be
neath the surface of the earth is so low that it will take 12 
inches of rain to supply the wells and creeks and streams 
again. If that condition continues indefinitely, it will make 
it impossible to produce a crop in 1931. In what condition 
will those people be with Congress in recess for nine months 
and with no funds to relieve their distress? 

Mr. HARRISON. They will be in a horrible condition, 
Mr. President, a most distressing situation-a situation that 
should not be permitted, if within our power to prevent it. 

Mr. HAWES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis

.sippi yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

. ·Mr. HAWES. · Having in mind the suggestion of the Sena
tor that some compromise agreement might be reached, and 
having in mind the necessity for the use of a large sum of 
money, would not a proper compromise be for the Congress 
of the United States to loan to the Red Cross a fixed amount 
of money, $25,000,000 or $50,000,000, and let the Red Cross 
repay. that loan to the Government if they were able to col
lect it from the people? 
· Mr. HARRISON. I may say" to the Senator that the sug
'gestion may be a very good one, but I think ·the PreSident 

Should accept the $25,000,000 proposal now before us. I 
think he should accept the other relief measures that we 
have passed by a vote of more than 2 to 1, by an almost 
unanimous vote in most cases, in fact. 

I can not and would not offer a defense or an excuse for 
the position taken in his refusal to accept the $25,000,000, 
especially in view of the fact that the Congress is to adjourn 
on the 4th of March not to meet again, unless there is an 
·extraordinary session of Congress, until December next. 

But if the President is right in his contention, conscien
tiously moved, I am willing to concede, as expressed in his 
statement of to-day, what objection could there be to the 
conferees writing into the bill a provision that only in the 
event that the situation is being taken care of through 
charitable institutions such as the Red Cross, that then the 
money shall riot be used, but that if it is necessary in order . 
to relieve distress and suffering such as exists now, then 
the $25,000,000 'or so much of it as may be needed· shall be 
used. That would be carrying out the ideas expressed by 
the President in his statement of to-day, because he said 
that this money should be raised through charitable in
stitutions, that that is the American way, that that is in 
keeping with our traditions and institutions. I do not agree 
with him about that. 

Many times, as has been pointed out in the debates here, . 
we have appropriated money out of the Federal Treasury 
to be used to relieve distress in this country. It has been 
provided in large and small amounts and to every section 
of the country. Many times has it be{m related here how 
the President himself asked for $100,000,000 to be expended 
in relieving Europe, to take care of the hungry people there. 
Reference has been made to the $20,000,000 he asked to take 
care of the distress in the Volga regions of Russia and the 
$10,000,000 appropriated · at his request for the purpose of 
feeding the little children of Germany in 1924. I voted for 
those relief measures. I believe that every Senator voted 
for them because we were touched by the human appeal 
involved. We wanted to extend assistance to the starving 
and distressed people in every part of the word. When I 
voted for those measures, it was not because I thought more 
of the people of Europe, the people of Russia, the people of 
Germany, than those of my own country. I have never 
been able to reconcile or understand the position of anyone 
who might believe it humane and right to tap the Federal 
Treasury to take care of suffering in Russia and in Europe, 
but that it was un-American. save through the Red Cross 
and other charitable agencies to care for the suffering among 
our own people. 

The Federal Treasury is not more sacred to respond to 
the call of distress to foreign peoples than to the call of 
distress among our own citizens. 

But, Mr. President, carrying out the President's thought 
-that he would ·invoke every -agency of the Federal Govern
ment, that he would draw upon all the resources of our own 
country, if he could not raise this money through charitable 
organizations, in order to take care of the suffering and the 
afilicted in this country-if that be true, I can not see why 
any objection can be raised to the appropriation of $25,000,-
000, which perhaps may not be used and which ought not to 
be used if the situation can be taken care of through the 
Red Cross; but the money will be there; it will be a guaranty 
that relief will be afforded, that suffering will be ameliorated 
to some degree, and that some relief will be granted to those 
who are in distress. So, Mr. President, I do not believe the 
President is giving up wholly his conviction in this matter
as he terms it, a principle-when he will accept this amend
ment, and on the theory that the money will be spent only 
in the event that the Red Cross and other charitable organi
zations can not take care of the situation. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. · Does the Senator from Missis

sippi yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. SWANSON. Does not the Senator know that every 

appropriation passed by the Senate for the purpose of pro
viding relief, including the $60,000,000 appropriation, left the 

• I 
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expenditure absolutely and erltirely in the judgment and will 
of the President? 

Mr. HARRISON. That is correct. . 
· Mr. SWANSON. So, instead of it being any reflection on 
the President, it seems to me that not wit~ my knowledge 
:has the Senate ever shown such confidence in the President. 

President Wilson was given $100,000,000 for the emergency 
of war, but we voted to give President Hoover $60,000,000 to 
spend for food for man and for beast, and. for fertilizer for 
the farm, and then in the $25,000,000 appropriation for those 
in destitution and distress we left the disbursing of the fund 
to his judgment and to his will. He would not need to spend 
a cent of it unless he thought the conditions warranted. 

So, I repeat, instead of the Senate reflecting on the P!'esi
dent, it has shown more confidence in ~ than it has shown 
in any President during the last 35 years, so far as I know, 
and he certainly has no grievance, other than his own un
willingness to take the responsibility and to administer the 
relief designed to aid those in destituti<;m_and distress. 

Mr. HARRISON. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. SWANSON. All of the relief bills do that, do they 

not? 
Mr. IiA.RRISON. I think the Senator 1s absolutely correct. 
Mr. SWANSON. That was done in the $60,000,000 ap

propriation voted by the Senate and in the $25,000,000 ap
propriation. Discretion is left to him, and if we adjourn, 
the responsibility will be on him to exercise his judgment 
and his will. What is a President for if he can not be an 
executive officer and carry out the will of Congress in its 
desire to relieve distress. Is he to hide behind those who 
say that it would establish a bad precedent, when the ex
penditure of the $25,000,000, just as in the case of the other 
appropriations passed by Congress for relief of distress, if 
left to his will? The Senate has not reflected on him, but 
has shown more confidence in him than ever I saw reposed 
in any President in my time. This talk about a grievance 
against the Senate· seems to me to be absurd. I think he 
ought to accept it to-morrow, and, if he does not want to 
spend a cent of it, he need not do so. If he considers there 
is distress he can spend it, but certainly it can not be claimed 
that Congress has not shown a disposition to aid him and 
leave it to his will and judgment. So what ground is there 
for any claim that he has a grievance against the Senate? 
· Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator is eminently cor
rect in his assertions that we have given to the President 
great authority to spend these large sums of money, and that 
in this particular measure we are also placing responsibility 
on the President to expend it through the American Na
tional Red Cross. 

Mr. President, I would go further. If the Red Cross does 
not want to spend it---and apparently It says it does not
I do not believe that there would be any objection to clothing 
the Secretary of Agriculture or clothing the President him
self with the authority to spend it, if necessary, in order to 
take care of the appalling distress in the situation which 
now confronts us. I believe that all of us are trying to 
drive at one common goal and that is to relieve distress and 
to help the situation, and it seems to me that there ought to 
be a getting together. 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator will yield, if it is a ques
tion of appeasing the pride of the President and letting him 
think that he has gotten something, I am willing to appease 
his pride. If it will appease his pride and make him think 
he has gotten something, let him be given the same author
ity he has already been given in the matter of re.lieving 
.distress. I want to suggest that the proposal made by the 
Senator from Mississippi is not as full in giving the Presi
dent authority as the bills which were passed by the Sen
·ate and sent to the House, which were unlimited in the 
authority given. 

·Mr. HARRISON. I agree again with the Senator: the 
Senator and myself are not in disagreement .about the prop
osition, but we want to get together if we can. 

Mr. SWANSON. I suggest then that the Senator see the 
President and address his remarks to him, and if he wants 
his power limited in handling the matter in order. to satisf7 

his pride and a compromise can be reached in that way, I 
will agree to it, but the Senator's remarks ought to be ad
dressed to the President and not to the Senators. We have 
done nothing to the President; we have given him unlimited 
power. 

Mr. HAWES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator ·from Missis

sippi yield to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 
Mr. HAWES. I trust the Senator from Mississippi will 

make some other suggestion than that the duty be imposed 
upon the Secretary of Agriculture. Why not select some 
other Cabinet officer? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not care what Cabinet officer may 
be selected; I am not concerned as to which one may be 
charged with the responsibility. I want something done. 

Mr. HAWES. We have had some experience with the 
Secretary of Agriculture in connection with farm problems. 

Mr. HARRISON. In order that we may compose our dif
ferences, if giving the responsibility to the Secretary of 
Agriculture to expend the money would do that; personally, 
I would be glad to agree to such a provision. 

Mr. SWANSON. I am willing to consent to that. If the 
President would rather act indirectly than directly I have 
no objection. Some would rather act directly and some indi
rectly. I do not know what the President prefers about it; 
all I want is to obtain relief for those who are suffering and 
in distress. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, we hear much in the 
newspapers about an extra session of Congress. Through a 
steady propaganda the business interests of the country are 
being lead to believe that there is going to be an extra session 
of Congress. Every effort is being exerted to frighten some 
into the belief that in that event ·much unwholesome and 
unwise legislation will be passed. Personally I do not care 
if there is an extra session of Congress. If some legislation 
that, in my opinion, should be passed, could be passed 
through an extra session, then I would say " yes." But I 
know that can not be done-that the President will thwart 
our plans and veto such wholesome and needy legislation. 
I am not concerned about an extra session doing any harm. 
It could be a means of doing much good. The country need 
not be frightened about the passage of unwise and radical 
legislation. The Congress is a pretty sensible aggregate of 
individuals, and has the interest and welfare of the country 
at heart quite as much as those who constantly criticize it. 

I am, however, perfectly willing to bear the responsibility. 
I would rather maintain my place in public life by standing 
on the side of . humaruty than standing for some mercenary 
proposal; and even though an extra session of Congress 
would affect business, if such a session were necessary in 
order_ to take care of and provide relief for those who are 
suffering in this country, then I desire to remain here and 
help do the job. The busineSs people of the country who 
appear so frightened about this prospect should analyze the 
situation. We have done in this instance nothing more than 
past Congresses have done. We have done what President 
Hoover has asked other Congresses to do; we have done 
what President Hoover has suggested and has almost coerced 
Congress in doing on other occasions. So there is no defense 
nor will we offer any defense on that particular score. 

If an extra session shall become necessary the blame is 
going to lie at the door of the White House and not at the 
door of the Congress of the United States. It may lie also 
at the door of the House of Representatives if it persists in 
carrying out the wish of the President. I look into the 
faces of men who have been in this body for a long time, 
and I believe they will bear me out in the statement that no 
:finer cooperation in the passing of appropriation bills and 
the consideration of measur.es ·on . the calendar has been 
exhibited than during the present short session of Congress. 
There has not "been a single obstacle thrown in the way of 
orderly procedure. ~ We have proposed our amendments; we 
have called for the yeas and nays upon certain questions, 
but we have made no attempt to. clog the machinery of the 
senate. There has been a fine spirit of cooperation. and it 
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does not lie in the mouth of any man either in the White · 
House or sitting in the editorial room of some Republican 
newspaper to say that the Democrats have done otherwise 
than cooperate. 

If the President wants to insist upon the adamant posi
tion that he has taken, if the House of Representatives 
wants to insist that no appropriation shall be made for full 
relief, and is not willing to compose the differences at all, 
then, of course, there is going to be an extra session of 
Congress; but do not blame us for that result. We are 
trying to help humanity. We do not say to the President 
in the amendment which we have adopted, "You have got 
to spend the money if it is unnecessary to do so; but we 
·give it to you, or we give it to the Red Cross, and it may 
be spent as the emergency may arise, a report to be sub
mitted to Congress, and the amount not expended to be 
returned to the Treasury." 

The newspapers that are publishing certain types of edi
·torials and the business element which seem to be terrified 
may know what is coming up in the short session of Con
gress. I do not know whether there will be any adjusted
compensation legislation during the present Congress or 
not. It looks to me like there will not be. I know there 
is a sharp difference of opinion as to what kind of a bill 
should be reported and what kind of legislation should be 
enacted. I have my own ideas as to what kind of legisla
tion should be passed. I would now pass a bill similar to 
that which has been introduced in the House of Represent
atives by Mr. GARNER, the Democratic leader there, which 
is similar to the bill introduced in the Senate by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY], paying the present value of 
the certificates to those who want them cashed. I would 
take into consideration at the same time the 25 per cent 
that was given to them when the law was written, and I 
would at the same time adjust the interest rate so that the 
boys who fought for this country should not be compelled 
to pay more interest to the Government than the Govern
ment has to pay for the money which it has borrowed from 
the bondholders of the country. However, there are others 
who believe that the full face value of the certificates, which 
are not due until 1945, should be paid and should be paid 
now. If there shall be an extra session of Congress, that 
proposition will be on the doorstep of Congress. Who will 
be to blame for it if any blame shall be attached on that 
account? The President of the United States, of course, is 
against it because the Secretary of the Treasury is against 
it, and they work in harmony: they know how they feel 

·about these questions. So when the extra session of Con
gress shall come on I wish to let it be known that Senators 
on the other side played a part in laying before the Con
gress for consideration and passage a bill which in all prob
ability the President will veto, but which might be passed 
over his veto. 

Those who become frightened every time some important 
question comes up for consideration· in the Congress, such 
as the power question, the soldiers' bonus, tariff, and what 
not, can take their cue, and the gentleman in the White 
House can take his cue and will bear his part of the . re
sponsibility if these questions shall be considered at . the 
extra session of Congress. 

If an extra session of Congress is not desh·ed, the Repub
lican majority had better play ball a little bit. Why do 
they not show the same spirit that has been shown · from 
time immemorial when legislators get together upon some 
great and important questions by giving here and there a 
little, each one not ascribing to himself all the wisdom in 
the world, but conceding to the other fellow the same hon
esty of purpose and the same conscientious motives in his 
suggestions and his plans as actuated him. If we will all, 
including the ·President, work on that basis, with an eye 
single to giving real relief to the people who are in distress 
in certain sections of the country, we will work out the 
problem and we may be able to a void an extra session of 
Congress. Otherwise there is not any way out of the diffi.
culty and the Republican Party must bear the burden of it. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, it is significant that the 
two how-s and a half which have been occupied to-day have 

been filled wholly by voices from the other side of the 
Chamber. 

I have no desire to interfere with that monopoly. I wish 
merely to point out that another voice emanating from that 
political group has been heard within the last few days, 
when a fonnal caucus was called to serve notice upon the 
Senate that unless the Senate and the Executive should do 
what that caucus demanded there would be an extra ses
sion of Congress. So be it, Mr. President. 

There is also another Democratic voice, more powerful, 
more far-reaching, and much more consistent, as I view it, 
than any which has been raised either in the party caucus 
held the other day or upon the opposite side of the Chamber 
here this morning. It is the voice of the greatest Demo
cratic newspaper in the country, in which I find in this 
morning's edition, as its leading editorial, double-leaded, a 
few remarks which I ask may now be read by the clerk and 
included in the brief statement I have just made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears pone, and the clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
(From the New York World of Tuesday, February 3, 1931] 

DEMOCRATS, BEWARE 

The Democratic Party is playing with dynamite. In the last 
week its leaders in Congress have placed it in the position where 
it can properly be charged with an irresponsible willingness to raid 
the Public Treasury. If the party does not extricate itself 
promptly from this position, if it sponsors the soldiers' bonus and 
the dole, if in fighting for these measures it forces an extra session 
and identifies itself with inflation and subsidy, it wlll have 
achieved the miracle of reestablishing the morale of the Republt· 
can Party. 

The present drift of policy among the Democrats in Washington 
is sentimental, greedy, and unprincipled. Unprincipled, because 
there is no principle so -fundamental to historic Democracy as op
position to the substitution of Federal for private and local action. 
Greedy, because the prime mover behind proposals like the one to 
distribute cash to veterans 1s a desire to buy the votes of veterans. 
Sentimental, because the proposal to use Federal money for so 
many different kinds of relief is put forward by men who believe 
or pretend to believe that relief will not be furnished by the sound 
method of local effort plus private contribution. 

Among the causes which gave the Democrats their great victory 
last November was the disgust of the voters with the recklessness 
of the Republican Party in taxing the country to benefit protected 
industries. If the Democrats now proceed recklessly to tax the 
country to benefit special blocs of their constituents, they can 
make no case against the Republicans. If they pass the bonus 
and the dole, they must be silent about the tariff. For to de
nounce the tariff and accept the bonus and the dole would be like 
the kettle calling the pot blacJc 

The only way forward for the Democrats is to retreat from the 
folly into which they have blundered. 

Mi-. ROBINS.ON -of Arkansas. Mr. President, this is a 
very good time to exercise judgment and to refrain from 
intemperate . statem-ent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs] has just 
had read into the REcORD an editorial from the New York 
World. It has relationship to the redemption in cash of 
bonus certificates. It is not my intention at this time to 
enter upon a discussion of that subjec1j. further than to 
point out to the Senator from New Hampshire, and to 
others who may be interested, the fact that the suggestions 
relating to legislation on that subject have come from both 
sides of the Chamber_ in the two branches of Congress. 

I recall that among the first to raise that issue during this 
session was the brilliant " Young Turk" from Michigan, the 
junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG]; and Ire
call that numerous other Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber have given expression to their views regarding the 
subject. The same is true in the House of Representatives. 
· The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs] is a very 
remarkable person. His individuality is notable, distinct, 
and charming. His resourcefulness is quite generally recog
ized and his affability is simply immeasurable. 

Mr. President, if there is an extra session of Congress, in 
my judgment it will result because the President and the 
House of Representatives refuse to accede to measures sup
ported by the majority of Republican Senators. It will result 
because of a strange and unaccountable indifference to is
sues and' to relief legislation which challenge and invoke the 
concern of the people ot this Nation. Let me say now that 
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I am no champion of an extra session of Congress. AB some mysterious and unexplained reason the Se~etary of • 
everyone here knows, it has been my purpose and- policy to Agriculture had taken backwater. 
contribute in every possible way to the enactment of the In his statement issued this morning, President Hoover 
legislation generally regarded as essential to escaping the declares that it was generally understood from the beginning 
necessity for an extra session of Congress. that there should be no Federal appropriation to relieve 

Both Houses are almost evenly divided. Marked differ- those who are suffering from want of food, and suffering 
ences of opinion exist as to the correct methods and policies from cold, in the drought-stricken areas, and that the entire 
to be pursued regarding legislation of permanent signifi- obligation should rest on charitable organizations. 
cance. It is certain that many measures favored by those Who entered into any such understanding? In the roes
who sit on this side of the Chamber and some who are on sage I sent to the President of the United States, when he 
the other side of the Chamber, if enacted, would encounter asked that there be no filibuster against appropriation bills, 
Executive veto. - But from the very beginning, Mr. Presi- I declared to him explicitly that the legislation of this ses
dent, it has been understood, in so far as I am capable of sian, in my judgment, should embrace adequate relief meas .. 
making it understood, that fair and adequate emergency ures, and that his cooperation in the passage of such meas
measures must be enacted during the present session of the ures was hoped for and expected. 
Congress, or the administration must accept the responsi- Is there any Senator who will insist, from the knowledge 
bility for an extraordinary session, even granting that if he possesses of the conditions which exist in almost one-half 
such a session be held there would still exist many of the . the territory of this Union, that adequate relief has been 
difficulties that are being encountered now. · granted? If there is any who does so insist, let him rise 

Anyone is at liberty to say that political motives underlie now, for we are facing an issue which must not be evaded. 
the attitude thus asserted. If partisan political motives If there is any Senator who takes the position that the 
prompt that position, I am unconscious of it. Long before Congress of the United States has done what the President's 
this session of Congress convened the Chief Executive of agencies thought should be done in the beginning, any 
this Nation-who had established a world-wide reputation Senator who believes that the Congress has done its duty in 
as leader in movements of relief in times of great disaster the passage of emergency measures, let him state it now, 
or peril-summoned to the city of Washington prominent or" else forever afterward hold his peace." 
citizens from every State within the drought-stricken re- Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
gion. It was announced that relief committees would be Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
organized to cooperate with a national committee headed Mr. MOSES. Will the Senator give us the total of 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. Promptly there came to amounts appropriated by Congress? 
the Capital individuals from every State in the territory Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; I do not know the total 
affected. They conferred together for a prolonged period, of amounts appropriated by Congress. The Senator may 
reached a conclusion, and announced it. That conclusion state that if he desires to do so. 
was that $60,000,000 would be required of the Federal Mr. MOSES. What I am seeking to bring out is with 
Treasury in order to provide from national sources that reference to the total number of those claimed to be in dis
measure of relief which the President's own agencies con- tress, and . the relation between that number and the total 
templated would be necessary. appropriations made by Congress plus the sum of money 

The representatives from the territory concerned went given from private sources. 
back home, effected county and township organizations, Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Very well; I will discuss 
made surveys of the existing conditions and estimates of the subject, if the Senator desires to have me do so. 
probable future requirements, and submitted their report. I have asked that any Senator who believes that the Con
The Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNARY]-a patriotic rep- gress has met the standard contemplated by the President's 
resentative of a great constituency-moved promptly to commission rise and say so. We passed a measure contem
carry out the will and purpose of the agency set up by the plating the speeding up of the construction of Federal build
Chief Executive. His joint resolution was unanimously re- ings, with a view to giving employment to a considerable 
ported to the Senate. After due consideration, it was unani- number of unemployed. 
mously passed by the Senate. In that joint resolution the We passed what is known as the feed, seed, and fertilizer 
representatives of the administration recognized the equality loan bill, carrying $45,000,000. Already to-day that bill has 
of the man with the mule, recognized the necessity for been discussed in its relation to the value which it has in 
making provision to supply food for both man and beast in the sections which it is designed to relieve. 
the season approaching when crop production must be Mr. MOSES rose. 
resumed.' Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does the Senator desire to 

If the Secretary of Agriculture had not receded from the ask me a question? 
position .which he took as the representative of the Presi- Mr. MOSES. No; I merely wanted to say that I think the 
dent in the assembly of the President's chosen spokesmen Senator has misinterpreted the question I asked him. What 
from the various States, if the President and the Secretary I am trying to get at is the relation of the total sum avail
of Agriculture had gone forward and advised the enact- able for relief to the total number of people who claim to be 
ment of that measure, there would have been very little con- in distress. Knowing that, it might be possible to take up 
troversy as to other measures. But for some reason which the challenge of the Senator. I particularly wished to rise 

. has never been explained the Secretary of Agriculture in my place now in order that I might not be estopped under 
changed his attitude. He declared, in the conference to the Senator's declaration that otherwise I must forever 
which reference has been made, in favor of a Federal ap- hereafter hold my peace. 
propriation for relief in the drought-stricken areas aggre- Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, it is notable 
gating $60,000,000. Before a committee of the body at the by all who hear this colloquy that the Senator from New 
other end of the Capitol he subsequently stated that he had Hampshire, instead of responding to the challenge, has 
no recollection of any such agreement or conclusion. Re- asked a question. 
cently a great man who was a member of the President's There was an appropriation of $45,000,000 for seed, feed, 
drought-relief committee, ex-Governor Byrd, of Virginia, and fertilizer loans, and that requires, as it is being admin
issued a telegram challenging the Secretary of Agriculture istered, that everyone who secures such a loan must pledge 
to call back together in conference the men who had heard practically all the security he lias, and must divest himself 
his statement, in order that they might then reach a con- of any opportunity to secure food. 
elusion as to whether the Secretary of Agriculture had Why is it that some who take a part in this controversy 
changed his position. No action was taken on the demand fail to realize that the :first requirement of a crop grower 
of the former Governor of Virginia, thus warranting the is food for himself and for his family? Why is it that those 
conclusion that he correctly stated the facts, and that for who are opposed to adequate relief insist that it is perfectly 
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· appropriate that the Federal Government shall make loans 
to feed work stock, but that it is violative of all principle 
to make loans to feed the people who work the stock? 

When anyone answers that question to his own satisfac
tion there will be some basis for argument that this Con
gress has taken· steps to provide adequate relief for those 
who are in distress within the drought regions. 

Mr. GLENN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
Mr. GLENN. I rise to obtain some information, if pos

sible . 
. Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no d<>ubt the Sena

tor needs it. 
Mr. GLENN. I admit that; which is more than some 

other people who need it will admit. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Perhaps the Senator can 

supply me with some information. 
Mr. GLENN. I am trying to get some information-
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. What is it the Senator de

sires to know? 
Mr. GLENN. With which perhaps the Senator from 

Arkansas may be familiar. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Very well. The Senator 

must not take my attempts at humor too seriously. 
Mr. GLENN. Not at all. I really would like to know-and 

I know the Senator.from Arkansas has given this matter his 
very close attention-to what extent the various States 
affected by the drought have through their general assem
blies made appropriations in an effort to take care of their 
own people. I am not asking that as a matter of argument 
or of controversy. I am simply seeking to elicit the informa-
tion. . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I can not give the Senator 
the information in detail which I would like to supply. 

Early last summer relief committees were organized in the 
State of Arkansas, and contributions were made, privately 
and publicly, for supplying the wants of those who were in 
distress, and quite large sums were expended in that way 
which have not been accounted. 

The Legislature of the State of Arkansas met on the sec
. ond Monday in January last, just a few weeks ago. No 
statute has finally passed and been signed by the governor, 
but a number of measures are pending looking toward very 

/ liberal action on the part of the State. 
One measure passed the house of representatives author

izing a bond issue of $15,000,000 to provide food for the 
· people who are in distress. Another, providing for the ap

propriation of a considerably smaller sum, passed the other 
branch of the general assembly. There are also pending 
measures providing for bond issues approximating $20,000,-
000, to authorize the construction of. what are known as 
farm-to-market roads. 

One of the difficulties, however, of the final enactment and 
execution of such measures grows out of the fact that the 
State itself, in its political character, has suffered com
parably to the citizens, and that for the time being many of 
the citizens are unable to meet their tax obligations. . There 
will be a moratorium as to taxes, in .all probability; until 
August or September. Those who are able to do so will be 
expected to pay as promptly as possible, but there are many 
citizens, including most of the farmers, who would, if com
pelled to pay their taxes now, have to permit proceedings 
for sale for taxes on the part of the State government. So 
that the problem to which the Senator has referred in itself 
presents very great difficulty. 

Let me say this to the Senator, however, that notwith
standing the fact that there are 500,000 people out of about 
2,000,000 in the State who are now on the roll of the Red 
Cross to receive charity, notwithstanding the fact that most 
of the banks of the State have closed and are not function
ing, and that most of the merchants are unable to make any 
advances, the people of the State are promising to meet 
their assessments and to contribute their share to the 
$10,000,000 which the Red Cross is seeking to raise. 

If there is implied ·in the question of the Senator from 
Dlinois any suggestion that the people ·of !he state ot 

Arkansas are indifferent to their obligations or to their 
duties, I think in the answer I have given him he will find 
that the implication is unfounded. 

Mr. GLENN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
further? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield gladly. 
Mr. GLENN. I did not intend, and I endeavored to make 

it clear that I did not intend, to start any controversy. I 
was trying to get some information. I have seen advertised 
recently a four-and-a-half-million-dollar bond issue of the 
State of Arkansas for hard-road purposes within the last 
30 days, and in this great distress-and I am familiar with 
it, because I am really a neighbor of the Senator, living in 
that end of Illinois which is adjacent to his State-! was 
wondering whether the general assembly of his State had 
been called together into extraordinary session to deal with 
this great problem and whether or not it had made any 
.appropriation at all up to this time. I am not seeking con
troversy; I am seeking information . 
. Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Have I answered the Sen

ator to his satisfaction? 
Mr. GLENN. The Senator has, stating that there has 

been no appropriation made up to this time, but that there 
are some bills providing for appropriations now pending.· 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I wish to extend the ex
planation, appreciating the spirit in which the Senator 
makes his inquiry. 

The advertisement to which he refers relates to bonds 
which were authori~ed some time ago, probably before the 
beginning of the distress period. Those bonds have not 
been sold; and, frankly, there will be great difficulty in sell
ing a large bond issue under the present conditions of the 
bond market. I do not expect to go into that in great de
·tail. The Senator is probably better informed about it 
than I am. 

But it does seem appropriate to say that during the last 
two years there has been what to me is an unaccountable 
decline in the price of bonds, even the very best private 
bonds, and there was during 1929 a diversion of investments 
from bonds to stocks which culminated in the disaster that 
occurred on the stock market a little more than a year ago. 

I am not able to say what legislation the State will enact 
or what measure of relief ·may be relied upon from the Gen
eral Assembly of the State of Arkansas; but I do know that, 
granting that it shall do all that we may hope for, there is 
requirement for the measures that have been presented here 
and which have received the approval of the Senate. 

The President in his statement this afternoon expresses 
disappointment that one branch of the Congress and some 
Members of the Senate are not willing to leave this matter 
entirely to the Red Cross. He said that it is our customaiy 
way of dealing with such problems, and that it is a depar
ture from -sound-_principles to permit the Federal , Govern
ment to take any part in meeting a situation like that which 
now exists. 

Mr. President, has President Hoover forgotten how he 
came here and asked the Congress to appropriate $25,000,000 
for drought relief in Russia? Has · the President of the 
United states reached the ·conclusion that there is some
thing particularly virtuous in giving aid to starving soviets, 
but that it is entirely damnable to show the same considera
tion to starving Americans? 

Has the President forgotten that he came here and urged 
the Congress to appropriate · $100,000,000 for the relief of 
Belgians and other Europeans at a time when he said the 
resources of the country were so completely exhausted that 
it was unfair to invoke the assistance of charity or the Red 
Cross; and that it was sound and just to require contribu
tions from the Federal Treasury? 

I have on another occasion pointed out that these appro
priations which President Hoover, then citizen Hoover, so 
earnestly advocated and justified in argument were made at 
a time when many citizens in the country were enjoy~g 
large profits from business incident to the war activities of 

. the Nation, and that they were better able then to meet the 
expenses indd(mt to relieving starimg humanity by private 
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charity than our citizens are now, when we all must realize 
that almost every community in the United States has been 
under the obligation for a prolonged period of raising funds 
and making contributions to meet the requirements of per
sons out of employment, of citizel:4') who are in great distress. 

There is a measure of injustice in demanding of the peo
ple of our country that they make charitable contributions 
for purposes of general relief. I am anxious to see the Red 
Cross drive succeed, and I am giving it all the assistance 
that I feel capable of giving. I know it has been said, and 
I think unfairly said, that any proposal that the Federal 
Government shall pay a part of the expense of this great 
task is a blow at the Red Cross. 

WhY, Mr. President, it was not considered a blow at the 
Red Cross just a few years ago when my eloquent and 
charming friend from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] asked the 
Congress of the United States to appropriate liberally for the 
relief of the friends and wards of the Government in Porto 
Rico. I recall that then the Red Cross did its part and the 
Federal Government did its part. There was no suggestion 
then from Mr. John Barton Payne or President Hoover or 
anyone else that such a policy and practice was calculated 
to dry up the sources of charity in the United States. It is 
unfair and unjust under present conditions to demand both 
of the people who are to be relieved and the people who are 
to relieve them that they contribute all of the funds that are 
to be provided to meet the requirements of the present 
disturbing condition. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Arkansas yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
Mr. BINGHAM. May I say to the Senator that the 

picture which he has painted this afternoon of conditions 
in the State of Arkansas, the efforts that the legislature is 
making in the face of great difficulties, and the number 
of people there who are starving and will receive aid 
from the Red Cross is one which must make everyone feel 
that this is an unusual and extraordinary situation in which 
the Federal Government should aid. I do not believe that 
there are many States that are in the same situation. 

But I do not desire to interrupt the Senator to debate 
that matter. I merely rose because of his reference to 
Porto Rico in order to straighten out my own position in the 
matter in regard to Porto Rico. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will not the Senator do 
that at some other time, because I am not seeking to make 
any attack upon my friend. I thought I was compliment
ing him. I would rather he would straighten out his own 
record at his own leisure. It is not a matter of very great 
concern to me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the Senator misrepresented my 
position. . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, if I have done that, 
- I apologize. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator misrepresents my position 
with reference to granting money to the Red Cross at that 
time to aid Porto Rico. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, no; I did not say that. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I so understood the Senator. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, no; I said nothing of 

the kind. What I said in substance was that the Senator 
from Connecticut advocated an appropriation on the part 
of the Federal Government, which was made, a liberal ap
propriation, too, and at the same time the Red Cross did its 
share, and that there was cooperation between the Red 
Cross and the Federal Government. I could not understand 
and, I repeat, I can not understand why it is possible for 
the Red Cross and the Federal Government to cooperate in 
Porto Rico and impossible for. each of them to do the best 
they can in the United States. When the Senator from 
Connecticut answers that question he will disclose more in
formation than I think he possesses. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Arkansas yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. With pleasure. 
Mr. COUZENS. I would like to ask the Senator if there 

is any difference between the Senator's contention now and 
what was proposed when the commissions about which the 
President spoke got together and recommended the $60,-
000,000 appropriation? In other words, if we were to com
ply with the recommendations of those commissions now. 
would the Senator be satisfied? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have said 
from the beginning, in every speech I have ever made on 
the subject, that the people in distress would prefer loans 
to charity from the Federal Government, and it was only 
as a result of the refusal of the body at the other end of 
the Capitol to recognize their right to loans for food that I 
was prompted to insist upon supplementing the funds of 
the Red Cross with adequate appropriations to provide food 
in order that the people might escape the danger of starva
tion. 

Mr. COUZENS. I do not think the Senator answered my 
question. In other words, if we were to appropriate $60,-
000,000 recommended, in the aggregate including the $45,.:. 
000,000 and $15,000,000 more, letting it be used as a loan for 
food for humans and for animals as well, would the Senator 
be satisfied? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have said since I began 
this discussion that, in my opinion, if that arrangement had 
been made in the beginning there would be little difficulty 
at the present time. If the Senator is prepared to offer that 
as a compromise of the existing controversy, I will be ready 
to answer him; but I do not think he ought to ask me tore- · 
cede from the $25,000,000 .amendment upon the mere hope 
that somebody may offer the $15,000,000 to be loaned, as we· 
all understood was provided in the joint resolution of the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNARY]. I will reserve judg
ment on that question until some one makes a proposal that 
there is some opportunity to carry out. If the $15,000,000 
provision had gone through in the McNary joint resolution, 
as it ought to have gone through, there being no excuse for 
its failure, there probably woUld not have arisen the neces
sity for asking to supplement the Red Cross fund in so far 
as the drought-stricken region is concerned. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President---
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Arkansas yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Having read rather carefully the regu- · 

lations and restrictions under which the $45,000,000 will be 
loaned to farmers, which, in my judgment, will deprive many· 
thousands· of them of the opportunity to borrow under that 
measure, I am wondering whether any amount we might 
provide as a loan would ever reach the hungry people if the 
Department of Agriculture or any other agency threw -around 
it the same restrictions that have been thrown around the 
seed, feed, and fertilizer appropriation? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is entirely true. The 
feed, seed, and fertilizer loan is not going to be very effective. 
Earlier in the day I attempted to establish that fact from 
evidence which has been placed in the RECORD. If it is 
necessary -I will review that for just a moment before pass
ing back to other-phases of the subject. 

The seed, feed, and fertilizer loan as it is being adminis
tered requires the farmer to give a first mortgage on his crop, 
and requires the landlord and the tenant to waive all claim . 
to the crop in favor of the loan, which means that the 
ordinary farmer, five out of six of them I should say, will 
be unable to avail himself of the seed loan because he must 
reserve his crop for loans which will also include food. _ 
Now why the mind of the President can not grasp that fact, 
why the Secretary of Agriculture can not grasp that simple 

' statement, I am unable to comprehend. It looks to me 
almost axiomatic that the farmer must live and his family 
must live while he is growing the crop, and that it is poor ·. 
satisfaction to him to know that his mule or his cow is 
enjoying the luxury of food while he himself and his family -
are being deprived of that very necessary commodity. It is 
a strange arrangement. · It is an unreasonable provision. 



\ 

3854 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE FEBRUARY 3 
Then it is said that if a man makes any misrepresentations 

in order to get a loan-he will be put in jail ·and fined a very 
large sum, which means that he must be very careful in 
securing and using the fund loaned under the seed and fer
tilizer law for the purposes contemplated by that act, and 
that he is in some danger of going to jail if he takes from his 
mule the corn purchased by the borrowed money and gives 
it to his wife or his baby. Has it come to a time when the 
principles upon which this Republic rests require measures 
of that character? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President--
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield to my colleague. 
Mr. CARAWAY. lam sorry to interrupt the Senator, but 

while he is reciting the conditions under which loans for 
feed would be made, I should like to remind him that people 
against whom judgments have been recorded, or on whose 
property mortgages have been placed, must have them 
waived before they can get any relief. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I thank the Senator from· 
Arkansas. I have received a number of telegrams in the 
last two days from chambers of commerce to the effect that 
the seed loan administration insists that the Federal land 
banks must waive foreclosure, and all mortgagees or claim
ants must waive any right to an interest in or a lien on tbP 
crop before a seed loan will be granted. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President---
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Just one moment. That 

means that a large number of persons who are most in need 
of the seed and feed loans can not get them, because the 
land banks and other creditors probably can not make the 
waiver that is required. Now, I yield to the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Do I understand the Senator to say if 
any farmer who might be in need of seed under this appro
priation already has a mortgage on his farm of record in 
the courthouse that the holder of that mortgage must go 
and release that mortgage of record, or must enter into a 
written agreement not to foreclose it while the crop is being 
raised before the farmer who applies for a loan can secure it? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; the holder of the 
mortgage must waive his lien and make it subordinate to 
the feed, seed, and fertilizer loan. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, under those conditions, that 
would apply to practically every farmer; because there are 
very few of them who do not have mortgages of record on 
their farms at this time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Last year there was not 
1 farmer in 10 in the drought-stricken regions who was 
able to satisfy the mortgages he had made on last year's 
crop and the mortgage that he had placed on his land. So 
the result will be that unless the prior mortgagee, the man 
who actually already has a mortgage on the property, waives 
it or agrees not to foreclose, there can be no loans made. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President---
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield to my colleague. 
Mr. CARAWAY. ·About all that can be expected, if the 

Government is . to do anything for our people, is that they 
must become foreigners. If they move to Ru~ia, then they 
can get relief. 

¥r. ~OBllfSON of Arkansas. Oh, yes. That reminds me 
of a little story which was printed in the Washingto~ Herald 
from the pen of George Rothwell Brown. We all know him, 
and we all know that he is not unfriendly to the powers 
that be. George Rothwell Brown said-now listen: 

The Red Cross refuses to accept $25,000,000 from Congress for 
• the relief of the destitute. There is not anything in it for the 

Albanian. This raises the question as to whether the Red Cross 
is an adjunct of the White House or an adjunct of the American 
people, as it seems chiefly concerned now in the relief of Mr. 
Hoover. 

Mr. President, if I had made that statement; from limit to 
limit of this country the gentlemen in the press gallery would 
have sent the message, "RoBINSON is injecting politics; he 
is trying to play politics "; but that comes from the pen of a 
man who has been a Republican, God forgive him [laughter], · 
ever since I first knew him. 

One of these days, when time permits, I want to have 
something to say a little more in detail about the course 
the Red Cross has taken in this matter and something to 
say about the influences which prompted it to abrogate the 
function that has made its name great and glorious in 
periods of distress. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Dt>es the Senator from 

Arkansas yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
Mr. GLASS. Right on that point I desire to say that in 

January, 1919, when the present occupant of the White 
House, as Food Administrator, was, in a sense, importuning 
the Congress of the United States to appropriate $100,000,000 
to feed the distressed people of European nations, a proposi
tion was made in the other branch of Congress to amend the 
bill so as to require that the expenditure of that money 
should be committed to the National Red Cross. The dis
cussion over that proposition was very energetic and in like 
measure bitter. It occupied the attention of the House of 
Representatives for an entire week, and 117 Members of that 
body voted to take from the President of the United States, 
through Mr. Hoover, the right to expend the $100,000,000 
and commit its distribution to the Red Cross. Does the 
Senator from· Arkansas recall whether or not the Red Cross 
then precipitantly adopted 'a resolution saying to the Con
gress of the United. States that it would refuse to spend that 
money if committed to its care? · 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do recall that it did no 
such thing. My colleague the junior Senator from Ar
kansas LMr. CARAWAY] yesterday discussed the subject just 
referred to by the Senator from Virginia in its relation to 
the Russian appropriation. He did not, in so far as my 
memory goes, however, explain that the same thing that 
he said about the Russian appropriation had equal applica
tion to the large appropriation made for the benefit of all 
Europeans except those residing within tlie Central Em
pires. When the latter measure was presented to the House 
of Representatives--the measure appropriating $100,000,000 
from the Federal Treasury to feed foreigners, adopted at 
the urgent request of Mr. Hoover, who insisted then that it 
was unfair to rely on private charity and entirely just and 
proper to draw on the Federal Treasury-the present chair
man of the Committee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives, Mr. WooD, of Indiana, offered an amend
m€mt. He thought the President ought not to make a dis
tribution of that nature; but it never occurred to him, or 
to Representative SNELL, or to Representative TILSON, that 
it was unsound in principle to appropriate money from the 
Treasury to feed starving people even though they were for
eigners and we owed no direct responsibility to them. The 
one thought that inspired their intense activities at that 
time was that the distribution ought not to be made by the 
President, ·but that it ought to be made ·by the American 
National Red Cross. At that time the Red Cross never 
raised its voice against distributing Federal funds. It was 
willing, apparently, to take $25,000,000 of the money of the 
people of the United States and go across the sea and enter 
the soviet republics · and administer to sufferers there the 
funds of the people of the United States. 

When Mr. WooD presented the amendment to the joint 
resolution carrying an appropriation of $100,000,000 for the 
relief of foreigners and insisted that the proper agency 
to make the Q,istribution was the Red Cross, neither Mr. 
John Barton Payne nor anyone representing the Red Cross 
raised a voice in protest. When the Porto Rican incident 
arose, and it was expected that Federal money would be 
spent, along with moneys collected by volunteer contribu
tions, no one then suggested that it was an unfriendly act 
to the Red Cross to ask its cooperation in such relief 
measures. 

Mr. GLASS and Mr. ·BINGHAM addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Arkansas yield; and if so, to whom? 
· Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield first to the Senator 
from Virginia. -
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Mr. GLASS. I call attention to the fact that when ·Judge 

Payne appeared before the Appropriations Committee of 
the Senate he took the position that should the Government 
appropriate a large sum of money for present relief there 
could be no other effective agency than the Red Cross for 
its expenditure. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And he stated that if the 
Congress asked the Red Cross to make the distribution his 
organization would comply with the request. 

r. GLASS. Quoting from Judge Payne, he said: 

. Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? · 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from 

New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. What happened? The Senator bas 

hinted at it; but what happened between the time when 
Judge ·Payne was before our committee and the time when 
this announcement was made? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is just what I was 
about to discuss. 

Mr. COPELAND. · I am glad the Senator is going to dis
If the Government, for instance, should make a large appro- cuss it. 

priatton to be used for food, how on earth would anybody create Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But there is a lack of in-
an organization to administer that relief unless he should get some 
such organization as the Red Cross possesses? formation on that subject. If the head of the Red Cross 

I interrupt the Senator because to me, Mr. President, the announced to a committee of the Congress that while the 
most distressing aspect of this whole thing is the disclosure Red Cross did not invite Federal contributions for expendi
that the National Red Cross will permit itself to be used ture through its agencies, if the Congress did make appro
for purposes not desigTied in its charter or in the proper priations for that purpose it would can·y out the purpose, 
conception of its functions. · one would think that before changing that attitude some 
. Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President-- explanation would be given. The fact is that the attitude 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from taken by the Red Cross was for the sole purpose of attempt-
Arkansas yield to the Senator from Connecticut? ing to defeat the $25,000,000 appropriation; to make it 
. Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator. appear, if you please, that even though the appropriation 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have a great deal of · sympathy with were made, it would not be distributed or expended. 
the Senator's position regarding the refusal of the officials Ask yourself what happened to cause this change of at
of the Red Cross to accept the money 'proposed to be appro- titude. There is only one power or influence on this round 
priated, and I say personally, without representing anyone globe that could have driven Mr. John Barton· Payne from 
but myself, that I think it was a· mistake on their part; I the sane position that he occupied when he appeared before 
think that, as one of the gt·eat national agencies for the. the committee· to the position that he took when he ·an
relief of distress, it was their duty to take any money which nounced that the Red Cross would not expend any Federal 
congress may have appropriated and use it to the best of funds whatever; and that influence, in ·an probability, is the 
their ability and with all their organization and their capac- Chief Executive of this Nation, who is the President of the 
ity to do so. Red Cross. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I thank the Senator from Does not Mr. Payne owe the obligation to explain why 
Connecticut. one day he said, "Oh, yes; if you ask us to do it we will do 
, Mr. BINGHAM. But in regard to the Porto Rican matter, it, though we do not wish to," and another day, a few days 

the Senator has been misinformed, because the Red Cross later, he said, "No matter what you provide, we will not 
did not at that time receive any money from the Gov- accept one dollar of Federal money for distribution; our 
ernment. funds must come alone f!om voluntary contributions "? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I never said that the Red The New York Telegram, in an editorial entitled "Save 
Cross had received any money from the Government. the Red Cross," comments on this course of the organization 
· Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator-- under its leadership; and this editorial and other editorials 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkan.sas. Oh, no; the Senator has make important distinctions between the Red Cross as a 
simply misunderstood what all Senators about me here un- whole and the group that sat around a board here in Wash
derstood perfectly. I said that the Federal Government ington and, probably under the influence and direction of 
made an appropriation, and that the Red. Cross used funds the President of the United States, took an action which 
received from voltintary contributions, and that there was has shocked the entire Nation, and which has done more to 
cooperation, and there is no reason now why there could impair the influence of the Red Cross than any act that 
not be the same cooperation. any Senator or Representative could possibly perform. It 

I think that will satisfy my friend; and, supporting what is pointed out that there was no excuse for declaring that, 
the Senator from Connecticut has just said, although i had even if Congress should make the appropriation, its action 
not intended to go into that phase of the subject this after- would be futile, no matter how badly the sum might be 
noon, just a day or · two ago I received a letter froin a col- needed. 
l~ge president in one of the States. It does not seem to me You remember that the provision under consideration ex
advisable to publish the name of that president. I have pressly provides that it applies ori.ly to those who are un
not his permission to use his letter in debate; but I am able to obtain food in any other way or from any other 
going to read some extracts from the letter in order to source. It left the executive or distributing agency en
show how the action which the Red Cr.oss has recently taken tirely free to withhold expenditure or disbursement. · It 
fn refusing to distribute funds from the Federal Treasury could have been expended only in the event the funds of 
iS appealing to men of high intellectual and moral standing. the Red Cross were inadequate to meet the requirements of 
This letter is similar to hundreds that have come to me those in distress for want of food. 'With more than 
within the last few days .. I_t is _dated January 29: 1,000,000 persons on the Red Cross roll receiving doleS, with 
· MY DEAR SENATOR RoBINsoN: I read with aiit~zem.ent last mght three or four months ahead before there can be a great 
that the Red Cross had announced that it would not accept the diminution in this number, and with the prospect that the 
administration of the proposed $25,000,000 Government relief fund. number will greatly increase during that three or four 

There is no excuse for this action by the Red Cross. It is, .as 
Senator CoPELAND said; a crime against humanity. months, we are told that we should fold our tents and leave 

Then I omit from the letter certain personal allusions in the Capital and go home and assure the business world that 
which the senate would not be interested, and resume the there will be no extra session of CongreSs and leave these 
quotation: people to a peril which human language can not describe. 

I regard the action of the central committee of the Red . Cross For my part, I do not intend to take that course, nor do I 
as an unwarranted interference in the orderly progress of legis- intend to encourage others to do so. Much as I should re
lative measures through Congress in which they, as representa- gret to be in Washington in an extra session of Congress 
tives of the Red Cross, had no interest whatever. They were this summer, rather than see an imperative duty neglected 
merely to be the channels of administration. As individuals they 11 1 1 ' 
might be concerned about the relative efficiency of Gove~ment I wi gad Y consent to sacrifice personal comfort. 
aid contrasted with private benevolence; but as representatives I · I remember that just before the French Revolution began 
of the Red Cross they had no interest and should have been silent. there was heard in a land of plenty the cry for bread. We 

LXXIV--244 
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have in the granaries of the Federal . Government almost 
100,000,000 bushtls of wheat; and yet 1,000,000 men, women, 
and children of your blood and mine are suffering for want 
'Jf food! . 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Arkansas yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Before the Roman revolution, when 

the people became discontented and hungry, they were given 
a loaf of bread and a circus. Now we only give them a 
circus. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And a poor circus at that; 
a miserable one-ring circus, with no clown and no monkey. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Arkansas yield to his colleague? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I think my colleague is mistaken about 

1 that. I think we have both the clown and the monkey; but 
I want to call my colleague's attention, if he will permit me, 
to this fact: 

There sits in the -gallery now a gentleman who is the 
engineer for a drainage district down in Arkansas. Some 
people have talked about the general situation and whether 
or not the people are willing to relieve their own necessities. 

. That question was asked a minute ago. This drainage dis-

\

1 trict, at the solicitation of the Red Cross, agreed to employ 
men. They are to get a dollar a day in food. If a man has 

I, a Wife, he is permitted to work one day a week. If he has 
a wife and child, he can have two days' work a week. If 
he has a wife and three children, he can have three days' 

' work a week. The longest, however, that any man may have 
work is five days a week. At a dollar a day for eight hours 
a day, doing the hardest work that men may do, 275 men, 
when the offer was made, came the first day. I am told, 
and I will have the figures before long, that the shortest 
distance walked was 3 miles, and up to 6 miles. So these 

r men walked from 6 to 12 miles a day; they worked 8 hours 
· a day; they got a dollar a day for it; and they did not have 
anything at noon. They had no lunch. 

Then it was suggested by these drainage people that if 
the Red Cross would furnish the materials they would fur
nish the cooking utensils, and they would give these men 
a meal at 12 o'clock. That was done. They were given just 
what they could eat; and I was told not 20 minutes ago by · 
the man who supervised it that many of them then pleaded 
for the privilege of taking home with them the grounds 
from the coffeepots so that they might reboil them to make 
them into coffee, and that men who were permitted to work 
one day a week walked 6 miles back and offered to work 
the rest of the time in order that they might have merely 
a midday meal the rest of the week! Yet somebody says 
that these people are just unwilling to work, and that the 
people there are asking for relief because they are too lazy 
to work! That fact is available to them if they want to 
look into it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, it is the old, 
old story. How strange it is that men who count themselves 
wise refuse to learn from history! How strange it is that 
men who themselves enjoy abundance are so slow to realize 
the extremity and the necessity of fellow beings! Always 
the world has known poverty and sorrow, and always it will 
know that misery is incident to human existence. But, Mr. 
President, can we not learn some lesson from the experience 
of other peoples? 

Can we not derive some profit from their sacrifice and 
their suffering? You tell me that it is inconsistent with 
sound principles of government to require the whole people 
to contribute to the relief of a large number who are in 
distress? You tell me that it is bad for our civilization to 
use Federal funds in saving the lives of those who owe our 
:tiag allegiance, and who, through no fault of their own. have 
come to suffer peril from want? It is the old, old story: 
If we rema!n indifferent, if we insist that the comparatively 
few who· are disposed and able shall make voluntary con-

tributions for relief in cases of widespread calamity, and 
that the people as a whole shall be entirely exempt from any 
such responsibility, there may come a day when, with 
measured tread and deafening cry, millions of deserving 
men and women will advance shouting " Bread! Bread! 
Bread! " to the destruction of public institutions. 

There is no more sacred obligation on government than to 
yield back to those who sustain it some share of their con
tribution when necessity requires that course. 

The President cites the instance when President ClevelaOd 
vetoed a bill of this nature. Yet those who were associated 
with the President's political party in the Congress voted 
unanimously to override Mr. Cleveland's veto, and everyone 
knows that in the years that have come and gone since Mr. 
Cleveland's day the Federal Government has established 
numerous precedents in which it has appropriated Federal 
funds for the relief of its citizens. . Such cases have been 
cited in this debate. At the time of the San Francisco fire · 
or earthquake $500,000 was immediately appropriated. 
Money was appropriated from the Federal Treasury in the 
case of the fire at Salem, Mass., and in the Porto Rican case, 
to which reference has already been made. Numerous prece- · 
dents have been cited in the Senate to show that it is the 
established custom of the Government, whenever a disaster 
is far enough reaching, to make a Federal appropriation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, was not the appropria
tion for the people of San Francisco about $2,700,000? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; the original appro
priation was $500,000, and there was not one word from any 
Senator or Representative in opposition to the appropria
tion. There was not a word in opposition to the apprepria
tion in the case of the fire in the city of Salem. Yet there 
were thousands of homes which could have made provision 
for those who were temporarily deprived of shelter by the 
fire. '.I;'hat situation could easily have been handled by 
charity. But the Federal Government elected to make an 
appropriation, and no one raised a voice in protest. 

Now we hear that it is unreasonable and unjust, so unrea-· 
sonable and so unjust that those who oppose this appropria
tion and other relief measures will permit an extra session 
of Congress, although they seem to think that that is the 
worst thfug that can happen to the country. 

Very well. Let them take their share of responsibility, 
and let us who want adequate relief legislation take our 
share of the responsibility, and, please God, the Government 
will still survive for some time yet to come. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have concluded, but I 

will retain the floor and yield to the Senator. 
Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I do not know whether this, 

among ·other precedents, has been cited in the course of the 
debate, which I have not been able to follow because of 
duties elsewhere, but I call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that in the Taft administration, in 1909, Congress ap
propriated the sum of $800,000 to relieve the destitute people 
of Italy by providing for them food, clothing, medicines, and 
other necessary articles. 

There is one single phase of that action which perhaps 
was never paralleled before. So insistent were the Ameri
can people, through their representatives in Congress, upon 
affording that relief that the bill itself says: 

In the execution of this act the President is requested to ask 
and obtain the approval of the Italian Government. 

In other words, the Italian Government itself was too 
proud to ask this country for relief, and this country, 
through Congress, asked the Italian Government to permit 
it to afford the relief. . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, what is the 
moral to be drawn from the measure which the Senator 
from Virginia has just cited? What iS the inevitable con
clusion, when· we recall that our President insisted that it 
was righteous and virtuous to appropriate money for for
eigners in Russia and in Belgium and in other foreign lands, 
but now insists that it is shameful and ruinous to appropri
ate moneys for our own people? It means that in sueh a 
conception of duty and of government one must be a for-
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eigner and owe no allegiance to the Stars and Stripes if he iS 
to secure sympathy and kind treatment from the United 
States. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the President's statement has 
frequently been referred to this afternoon, and I think it 
ought to be inserted in the RECORD in full in connection with 
the debate. I ask unanimous consent that the statement be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Of course I have no objec
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore~ Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be 

printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

works and construction in the drought territory which would give 
employment in further relief to the whole situation. These Fed
eral activities provide for an expenditure of upward of $100 000 000 
in this area and it is in progress to-day. ' ' 

"The Red Cross has always met the situations which it has 
undertaken. After careful sU!'vey and after actual experience of 
several months with their part of the problem they have an
nounced firmly that they can command the resources with which 
to meet any call for human relief in prevention of hunger and 
suffering in drought areas and that they accept this responsibility. 
They have ~efused _to accept Federal appropriations as not being 
co~onant either With the need or the character of their organi
zatwn. The Government departments have given and are giving 
them every ~!stance. We possibly need to strengthen the Public 
Health SerVIce in matters of sanitation and to strengthen the 
credit facilities of that area through the method approved by the 
Government departments to divert some existing appropriations 

FEBRUARY 3, 1931. to strengthen agricultural credit corporations. 
The President said: " In the matter of unemployment outside of the drought areas 
"Certain Senators have issued a public statement to the effect important economic measures of mutual self-help have been de

that unless the President and the House of Representatives agree veloped, Sl;!Ch as those to maintain wages, to distribute employ
to appropriations 1'rom the Federal Treasury for charitable pur- !Jlent eqUitably, to increase construction work by industry, to 
poses they will force an extra session of Congress. mcrease Federal construction work from a rate of about $275,000,-

" I do not wish to add acrimony to a discussion, but would 000 a year prior to the depression to a rate now of over $750,000,000 
rather state this case as I see its fundamentals. a year, to expand State and municipal construction-all upon a 

" This is not an issue as to whether people shall go hungry or scale never before, provided or even attempted in any depression. 
cold in the United States. It is solely a question of the best But beyond this, to assure that there shall be no suffering, in 
method by which hunger and cold shall be prevented. It is a every town and county voluntary agencies in relief of distress 
question as to whether the American people on one hand will have been strengthened and created, and generous funds have 
maintain the spirit of charity and mutual self-help through volun_- been placed at their disposal. They are carrying on their work 
tary giving · and the ·resp·onsibility of local government. as dis- _effi.ciently and sympathetically. 
tinguished on the other hand from appropriations out of the "But, after and coincidently with voluntary relief, our Ameri
Federal Treasury for such purposes. My own conviction is strongly can system requires that municipal, county, and State govern
that if we break down this sense of responsibility of individual ments shall use their own resources and credit before seeking · 
generosity to individual and mutual self-help in the country in such assistance from the Federal Treasury. 
times of national diffi.culty and if we ·start appropriations of this "I have indeed spent much of my life in .fighting hardship and 
character we have not only impaired something infinitely valu- starvation both abroad and in the Southern States. I do not feel 
able ·in the life of the American people but have struck at the that I should be charged with lack of human sympathy for those 
roots of self-government. Once this has happened ·it is not the who suffer, but I recall that in all the organizations with which I 
cost of a few score millions but we are faced with the abyss of have been connected over these many years the foundation has 
reliance in future upon Government charity in some form or other. been to summon the maximum of self-help. I am proud to have 
The money involved is indeed the least of the costs to American sought the help of Congress in the past for nations who were so 
ideals and American institutions. disorganized by war and anarchy that self-help was impossible. 

"President Cleveland, in 1887, confronted with a similar issue, But even these appropriations were but a tithe of that which was 
stated in part: coincidently mobilized from the public charity of the United 

"'A prevalent tendency to disregard the limited mission of States and foreign countries. There is no such paralysis in the · 
this power and duty should, I think, be steadfastly resisted, to United States, and I am confident that our people have the 
the end that the lesson should be constantly enforced that though resources, the initiative, the courage, the stamina, and kindliness 
the people support the Government, the Government should not of spirit to meet this situation in the way they have met their 
support the people. problems over generations. 

"'The friendliness and charity of our countrymen can always "I will accredit to those who advocate Federal charity a 
be relied upon to relieve their fellow citizens in misfortune. This ·natural anxiety for the people of their States. I am willing to 
has been repeatedly and quite lately demonstrated . . Federal aid pledge myself that if the time shouid ever come that the volun
in such cases encourages the expectation of paternal care on the tary agencies of the country together with the local and State 
part of the Government and weakens the sturdiness of our na- governments are unable to find resources with which to prevent 
tiona! character, while it prevents the indulgence among our peo- hunger and suffering in my country I will ask the aid of every re
ple of that kindly sentiment and conduct which strengthens the source of the Federal Government, because I would no more see 
bonds of a common brotherhood.' starvation amongst our countrymen than would any Senator or 

"And there is a practical problem in all this. The help being Congressman. I have the faith in the American people that such 
daily extended by neighbors, by local and national agencies, by a day will not come. 
municipalities, by industry, and a great multitude of organizations "~e American people are doing their job to-day. They should 
throughout the country to-day is many times any appropriation be gi_ven a chance to show whether they wish to preserve the 
yet proposed. The opening of the doors -of the Federal Treasury principles of individual and local responsibility and mutual self
is likely to stifle this giving and thus destroy far more resources help before they embark on what I believe is a disastrous sys-
than the proposed charity from the Federal Government. tem. I feel sure they wiU succeed if given the opportunity. · 
· •• The basis of successfuL relief.: in national distress.is to mobil.i.ze "The whole business situation.. would be. greatly strengthened 
and organize the infinite number of agencies of self-help in the_ by the prompt completion of the necessary legislation of this 
community. That has been the American way of relieving distress session of Congress, and thereby the unemployment problem would 
among our own people, and the country 1s successtully meeting its be lessened, the drought area. lndirectly benefited, . 'and' the re-
problem tn the American way to-day. sources of self-help in the countcy strengthened." 

"We have two entirely separate and distinct situations in the THE RED CROSS 
country; the first is the drought area; the second is the unem-
ployment in our large industlial centers, for both of which these Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, there was published in 
appropriations attempt to make charitable contributions. the Commercial .Appeal on Saturday, January 31, 1931, a 
· .. Immediately upon the appearance of the-drought_.la.sL August- ·very- important editorial entitled " Shall the Red Cross be
l convoked a meeting oi the governol'S, the Red Cross, the railways, Made a Political Football? " I ask unanimous consent to 
the bankers, and other agencies in the country and laid the 
foundations of organizations and the resources to stimulate every have it printed in the RECORD as. a part of my remarks. 
degree of self-help to meet the situation which it was then There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
obvious would develop. The result of this action was to attack · t d · th R f 11 
the drought problem in a number of dlrections. The Red cross pnn e In e ECORD, as 

0 ows: 
established COmmittees in every drought COunty, COmprising the SHALL THE RED CROSS BE MADE A POLITICAL FOOTBALL? 

leading citizens of those counties, with instructions to them that If there 1s one thing in the make-up and course of conduct of 
they were to prevent starvation among their neighbors and, if the President Hoover to be remarked above his strange genius for 
problem went beyond local resources, the Red Cross would support doing the wrong thing at the right time and the right thing at 
them. the wrong time, it is his obtuse obstinacy in doing things to 

"The organization has stretched throughout the area of suffer- strengthen the opposition to himself. In his handling of the tariff 
ing, the people are being cared for to-day through the hands and and farm-relief legislation, in his casting of the World Court into 
with sympathetic understanding and upon the responsibility of the maelstrom of political complications, in his introduction of 
their neighbors who are being supported in turn by the fine the Wickersham report at a time when Congress was already en
spirit of mutual assistance of the American people. The Red tangled with many complications, and in his stubborn reces
Cross offi.clals, whose long-devoted service and experience is un- sions from an untenable and almost inhuman position on drought 
challenged, inform me this morning that except for the minor relief he has alienated on occasions the support of both friends 
incidents of any emergency organization no one is going hungry and foes. 
and no one need go hungry or cold. However, nothing he has done has been so absolutely tn-· 

"To reinforce this work at the opening of Congress I recom- excusable as his cruel position in refusing food and other neces
mended large appropriations for loans to rehabilitate agriculture sities to the human victims of the drought. Of all men, he was 
from the drought, and provision of further large su~ for public the last who might be expected to turn a de.af ear to the agonized 
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cry of human distress. He had come to the attention of his own 
country and the world through the liberality with which he dis
pensed the money and the food supplies furnished by his own 
country to the war-stricken Belgians. and others. He had been 
advertised as the great humanitarian and the international Sa
maritan in relieving the distress of many nations and peoples. 

But when it came to the matter of furnishing food to his own 
people he took a stand against appropriating one cent and was only 
forced from that brutal position by riots of the hungry and by 
reports of Red Cross agents that there were many starving 
mouths which must be filled. And even then he continued his 
unexplainable opposition to a Government appropriation for the 
prevention of starvation. He set out to substitute the hazards 
of voluntary contributions for the certainty of a Federal appro
priation, and in doing so shaved the amount from $15,000,000 
to $10,000,000, despite the insistence of those familiar with the 
situation that even the larger amount was too small. 

The result has been a demand by the United States Senate 
for a Federal appropriation of $25,000,000 to be spent through 
the Red Cross. Granted, for the sake of argument, that this 
amount is too large, which is not granted at all by its propo
nents, the fact remains that the expenditure of the money was to 
have been made through the national organization which has handled 
all other national and international situations demanding relief. 
Surely the Red Cross could be depended upon to spend the money 
wisely and judiciously without waste or stint. It had been 
trusted with all other appropriations, and it could certainly be 
trusted with this. 

By taking counsel with the Senate President Hoover might have 
effected an agreement whereby the whole amount of voluntary 
and Federal contributions would have been limited to the 
$25,000,000. But it is not recorded that he sought such an agree
ment. He has opposed the Federal appropriation by every means 
in his power. It has even come to the point where the chairman 
of the Red Cross appeared before a congressional committee to 
voice the opposition of himself and his organization. On its very 
face this activity of Chairman Payne was dictated by the Presi
dent himself, which very logical assumption brings against the 
Nation's Executive the charge of projecting the Red Cross into 
the mire of politics. 

It was bad enough to make a political issue of the hunger and 
distress of American citizens, but it is infinitely worse to make a 
political football out of the organization which was constituted 
for humanitarian work on · any and all occasions. The evil of a 
political handling of a situation wherein human lives are at stake 
will pass with the passing of this situation, but the evil of smear
ing a permanent relief body with the mud of politics will un
happily abide through other similar situations. If possible, the 
use of the Red Cross to bolster the position of any branch of 
Government in a political row is more infamous and insidious 
even then the creation of a political mix-up that may cause 
human suffering and anguish. 

AMENDMENT OF WORLD WAR VETERANS' ACT 
Mr. BRATI'ON. Mr. President, I have some communica

tions in which certain amendments to the World War vet
erans' act are urged. I ask that these be printed in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
communications will be printed in the REcORD and re
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The communications are as follows: 
AMERICAN LEGION AUXILIARY, 

DEL VALLE-Y-MARES PosT, No. 29, 
Bernalmo, N.Mex., January 28, 1931. 

Senator S. G. BRA'l'TON, 
Washington, D. a. 

HoNORABLE SENATOR: As requested by Mrs. J. W. Chapman, de
partment president, a meeting was held January 25 to discuss 
about amendments so that disabled veterans and widows and 
children of World War veterans receive pension. Our unit is 
much in favor that these amendments pass. 

Yours very respectfully, 
Mrs. A. S. TRUJILLO, Unit President. 

VAUGHN, N. MEX., January 24, 1931. 
Senator SAM G. BRATTON, 

Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Sm: Local American Legion auxiliary unit to-day adopted 

resolution urging that Senators and Congressmen of New Mexico 
take immediate action leading to passage of amendment to 
Wortd War veterans' act, giving pensions to widows and orphans, 
etc. 

Any help you can give toward the passage of the amendment 
will be greatly appreciated. 

Yours very truly, 
UNIT To WAYNE JoHNSON PosT, No. 53, 
Ln.LIAN LoNE, Secretary. 

TuLARosA, N. MEx., January 23, 1931. 
Ron. ·SAMUEL G. BRATTON, 

Member United States Senate, 
Washington, D. a. 

DEAR Sm: The Mescalero Post, No. 48, Chapter of the American 
Legion Auxiliary, indorses the request for immediate action on 

the amendment to the World War veterans' act giving pensions to 
widows and orphans and service-connect all disabled veterans 
suffering from chronic diseases up to January 1, 1925. Also urge 
the passing at once of reasonable hospital construction prog1·am 
providing for hospitalization for all veterans. 

We trust that you as Senator from New Mexico will support 
this program. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. PAUL L. FICKINGER, 

President American Legion Au.xtliary, Mescalero Post, No. 48. 

BAcA AND SANTISTEVAN PosT, No. 71, 
Costilla, N. M ex. 

Mr. SAM G. BRATTON, 
Washington, D. a. 

DEAR MR . . BRATTON: We, the Unit Auxiliary of Baca and Santis
tevan Post, No. 71, apply a petition to have immediate action on 
amendment World War veterans' act giving pension to widows and 
orphans and all disabled suffering from chronic constitutional 
diseases up to January 15, 1925. 

Also to pass at once hospital construction program providing 
hospitalization for all veterans. 

We, the unit auxiliary, do depend on your services. 
Yours truly, 

Mrs. J. F. QUINTANA, 
Unit President. 

Mrs. DEMETRIO DEHERRERA, 
Unit Secretary. 

Mrs. J. F. Quintana, Mrs. J. C. Sanchez, Mrs. Demetrio De
herrera, Mrs. Jose B. Barela, Mrs. Ramon De Herrera, 
Mrs. J. T. Santistevan, Mrs. Adolfo Valdez, Mrs. Meliton 
Deherrera, Mrs. Remigio Espinoza, Mrs. Sensionite De 
Herrera, Mrs. J. T. Rivere, Mrs. F. Arellano, Mrs. Max 
Archuleta, Mrs. Tovias Maes, Mrs. Juan Roybal, Mrs. 
Dio Valleg?s, Mrs. J. T. Gallegos, Mrs. Benito Segura, 
Mrs. Ursul1ta Segura, Mrs. Horacio Lovato, Mrs. Alfredo 
Arellano, Mrs. Domitilio Mederia, Mrs. Manuel Trujillo, 
Mrs. Ray Santistevan, Mrs. Julian Pactilla, Mrs. Luis 
Santistevan. 

ERNEST A. MICHEL 
Mr. SCHALL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 

have printed in the RECORD my statement in the matter of 
the ethics of Attorney General Mitchell upon the candidacy 
of Ernest A. Michel to be United States district judge of 
Minnesota, and also to have printed in the RECORD an article 
appearing in the Itasca County Independent, Grand Rapids, 
Minn .• of Friday, January 30, 1931. 

There being no objection, the statement and article were 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

THE ETHICAL ATTORNEY GENERAL, MR. MITCHELL 
(Statement of Senator THoMAS D. ScHALL in the matter of the 

ethics of Attorney General Mitchell upon the candidacy of Ernest 
A. Michel, the choice of the entire Minnesota delegation for United 
States district judge of Minnesota.) 

The Attorney General's only excuse for not approving Ernest A. 
Michel for United States district judge of Minnesota is, under his 
own statements and letters, that Michel has handled at times per
sonal-injury cases and that, therefore, his standard of ethics is not 
what Mr. Mitchell thinks should be that of a Federal judge. I 
wonder if Mr. Mitchell's standard of ethics as indicated by the 
facts recited below is higher than that of Mr. Michel, whom he is 
presuming to condemn, ignoring the advice of the entire Minne
sota delegation and the elective State officials, nearly 700 lawyers, a 
score of judges headed by the supreme court chief justice of Min
nesota. Incidentally, Mr. Mitchell, though a native of the State, 
has never seen fit to submit his ambitions for office to the electors 
of Minnesota, but his friends made a political issue of Michel's 
appointment in the recent election, and insisted that if I was 
elected Michel would be appointed. The referendum went against 
Mitchell, and he now contests it through the newspapers. I have 
always believed that this was a representative Government, not a 
dictatorship. 

In the case of Flannery, as Administrator of the Estate of Mary 
T. Hill v. Willcuts, Collector of Internal Revenue (which is re~ 
ported in 25 Fed. (2d) 951), the tax officials required the adminis~ 
trator of the Hill estate to pay to the Government the sum of 
$1,000,000 on the ground that certain transfers had been made 
and engineered before the death of Mary T. Hill, widow of the late 
James J. Hill, with the idea and intent of avoiding payment of 
inheritance taxes. 

These transfers were made by the Hon. William D. Mitchell, who 
is now the Attorney General of the United states. 

Upon the Government's action to recover this $1,000,000 the 
United States District Court for the State of Minnesota directed 
that the Hill estate pay to the Government $1,000,000, on the 
ground that these transfers were made in violation of the revenue 
act of 1918. 

During the hearing before the United States District Court of 
Minnesota our present Attorney General, Mr. Mitchell, testified as 
follows: 

"During the years_ 1919, 1920, and 1921 and for some time prior 
thereto I acted as attorney for Mrs. Mary T. Hill, of St. Paul, 
widow of the late James J. H111. In that capacity I drafted, as bet 
aUorney, all of the indentures of trust or trust agreements exe~ 
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cuted by her during and after the year 1919, including the so
called grandchildren's trust, executed November 25, 1919, and the 
so-called children's trust, signed July 19, 1920 . 
. "• • • The records and accounts of this office [his law office) 
show that, commencing May 19 and for a period of several days 
thereaft er, I gave my entire time and attention to drafting the 
children's and grandchildren's trusts." 

Upon appeal the circuit court of appeals, one of the three judges 
dissenting, reversed the Minnesota district court, holding that the 
gifts in question did not constitute a part of Mrs. Hill's taxable 
estate. When this decision was rendered Mr. Mitchell had been 
advanced to the position of Solicitor General of the United States, 
and it rested solely with him to say whether the case should be 
appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States. The United 
States district attorney of Minnesota wrote a strong letter to the 
Solicitor General, urging that an appeal be taken. It never was. 
This ended the matter and the Government did not collect the 
million dollars which the United States District Court for the 
State of Minnesota said was due it. The various transfers and 
agreements by which payment of this $1,000,000 was avoided were 
drawn by the highly ethical William D. Mitchell, who is now tile 
Attorney General of the United States. Apparently he did his 
work efficiently and well, because the Government did not get the 
million dollars. 

Undoubtedly Mr. Mitchell had no qualms of conscience nor any 
strong feeling that the ethics of his profession would require that 
instead of making the trust agreements that he made that he have 
Mrs. Hill execute a will under the terms of which the same results 
could have been • brought about. Had a will been executed, the 
Government would have received approximately the million dollars 
which the United States District Court for the State of Minnesota 
held it should have received. By reason of making the trust 
agreements the "right-thinking" Attorney General of the United 
States was able to so arrange the disposition of a portion of Mrs. 
Hill's estate so that the million dollars in question was not paid to 
the Government. 

There is no question but that this conduct is ethical. It is 
highly unethical for a lawyer to tell some injured person he can 
recover damages against a corporation. It seems to all depend on 
which side you are on and the amount involved. If it is a million 
dollars it is all right. If the amount is five or ten thousand 
dollars for a personal injury it is all wrong. 

The minds of " right-thinking " Ia wyers function in a peculiar 
manner. Maybe the Attorney General is right. In any event it 
is a certainty that Uncle Sam did not get the million dollars. As 
to the fee the Attorney General received for drawing these docu
ments, we are not informed. 

It seems to me that under any standard of ethics the Solicitor 
General should have seen to it that the question was laid before 
the Supreme Court for final decision. It was his duty as Solicitor 
General, and his alone, if for no other reason than that he had 
drawn the instruments which were intended to and did deprive 
the Government of its lawful revenue. The case was one which 
only the Supreme Court could settle, since the circuit court was 
divided and the district court had decided in favor of the Govern
ment. Clearly it was Mr. Mitchell's duty under any standard of 
ethics to see that the case was presented to the Supreme Court. 

(Article appearing in Itasca County Independent, Grand Rapids, 
Minn., Friday, January 30, 1931) 

DISCUSSED SOME POLITIC8--MINNEAPOUs MAN, HERE ON BUSINESS, 
SCORES ATTORNEY GENERAL MITCHELL 

Tr~ma~ Pierson, international president of the Mississippi River 
Scemc Highway System, talked a little politics while in Grand 
Rapids to-day. He said: 

"Minnesota, with a Democrat holding the title of Attorney Gen
eral in President Hoover's Cabinet, is having a hard time of it 
securing the much-needed services of an additional Federal judge, 
Mr. Mitchell, of St. Paul, supposedly speaking for Mr. Hoover, 
openly defies the wishes of the State of Minnesota as so clearly 
recorded by the recommendation of United States Senators ScHALL 
and SHIPSTEAD, the 10 Congressmen from the State, and some high
up State officials as well. 

"Much is made of keeping politics out of the judiciary by Mr. 
Mitchell who quite fails to cover the fact that he is playing poli
tics with the choice of Minnesota for the Federal judgeship, Ernest 
A. Michel, of Brookside, Minn. His master stroke of willfully defy
ing the people and playing politics with the Judgeship is his state
ment issued this week evidently timed to have bearing on the 
so-called secret poll of the lawyers of the State, which poll is to 
close January 29 and puts Michel at a decided disadvantage in that 
it lines him up .against the field, the ballots simply calling for the 
answer to the question, 'Are you for or against Michel? • Mr. 
Pierson said: 

"I have been traveling about the State considerably of late and 
the impression I have received is that regardless of what the 
lawyers of the State think about it, one wav or another, the great 
masses of the people have sovereign rights to their opinions in 
regard to the selection of judges. The feeling is that they, the 
people, as so ably represented in Washington by the present dele
gation in both upper and lower Houses of Congress, have spoken 
for Michel. Who, then, is Mr. Mitchell that he comes lnto the 
picture in opposition to the will of the people? Many are ask.1.ng 
this, and in Duluth and the range country I have been receiving 
some answers the past few days. Summed up, they indicate that 

while Michel may not be a corporation lawyer, may not be ap~ 
proved by the Steel Trust or the railr'oads, for example, neverthe~ 
less his whole life has been 43 years living close to the common 
people. While not, therefore, had Mr. Michel realized that out in 
this western country the people have reclaimed their government, 
at least with men, it appears to us that Mr. United States Attorney 
General Mitchell, of St. Paul, Minn., has an idea that no judge 
should be appointed for Minnesota without the advice and consent 
of the gentleman from St. Paul, who just does not jibe with the 
rest of the people of his State. 

" Summed up, the prevailing opinion among laymen I have met 
is that Senator ScHALL should not be swayed from his position 
despite the Minneapolis Journal, its anvil chorus of State ad
herents, and obstacles set in the way of what is best for the people 
of all of the State who after all have as much right to interest 
themselves as any select group or special interest. 

IMPROVEMENT OF INLAND WATERWAYS 
Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, while we are talking 

about relief legislation and doles I want to call the atten
tion of the Senate to the dole system through which the 
Government of the United States has for more than 10 
years conducted a violent assault upon the money income 
of the people of more than 22 States, in the passing and 
application of the transportation act, resulting in freight 
rates so high that it forms a substantial reason for the 
reduction in income to agriculture, particularly of the States. 
of the Mississippi Valley. Through the raising of freight 
rates, the Government has provided doles for the benefit of 
railroad security holders. 

One source ·of relief from this attack upon the income of 
that section of the country apparent at this time is through 
the completion of the urgently needed inland waterway 
system. 

I want to present for the RECORD a letter from James E. 
Smith, of St. Louis, former president of the Mississippi 
Valley Association, who is known, I think, to most of the 
Members of the Senate and of the House of Representatives. 
This letter was written in April, 1925, stating the associa
tion's position on the question of the Government of the 
United States issuing bonds for the purpose of financing 
the completion of the inland waterways on a basis that will 
save millions of dollars in contracts and will complete the 
waterway system which, through this piecemeal legislation, 
we have been carrying on for the past 25 or 30 years with
out completion and without any practical results to the 
people of that part of the country. 

I ask that the letter be inserted in the RECORD. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FEss in the chair). Is 

there objection? 
There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 

printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
ST.'LOUIS, April 17, 1925. 

Mr. HERMAN MUELLER, 
Traffic Director St. Paul Association of 

Public and Business Affairs, St. Paul. Minn. 
MY DEAR MR. MUELLER: The Mississippi Valley Association 1s 

strongly advocating a Federal bond issue plan for the earliest 
completion of all the adopted river and harbor projects of the 
United States. This plan as formulated by the Mississippi Val
ley Association is contained in H. R. 9730, introduced by Hon. 
Stephen G. Porter, of Pennsylvania, copy of which is inclosed. 
To summarize: The six outstanding provisions of this bill are 
as follows: 

( 1) For the first time in the history of our waterway improve
ments, it puts the development of our rivers and harbors on a 
sound b~tness basis. 

(2) Fof' the first time, it affords assurance that all approved 
projects, with few exceptions, will be completed within five years. 

(3) It provides the means for their completion at the maximum 
economical rate, thereby obtaining construction economies not 
otherwise possible, and eliminating the needless wastes which our 
established policy has involved. 

( 4) It spreads the cost over a period sufficient for the bulk of 
it to be paid at the time the benefits are being obtained from 
the improvements and by the people who are deriving such 
benefits. 

(5) It reduces the current drain on the Treasury at the time 
when the financial burden is so severe and the need for economy 
so great. 

(6) As this bill applies to all adopted projects throughout the 
United States, the scope of its benefits is nation-wide. 

We inclose with this letter a copy of a recent address delivered 
in the House by Hon. C. ~· Newton, of Missouri, which clearly 
and forcefully emphasizes and details the ru:guments set forth 
above. 
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We shall be grateful for any consideration you may give this 
proposed plan. We are hopeful · that it will receive universal 
approval. 

Yours respectfully, 
MisSISSIPPI VALLEY AssOCIATION, 
JAMES E. SMITH, President. 

41 
THE WATER CURE " 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I ask permission to have 
printed in the RECORD a very interesting and instructive • 
article by the Secretary of the Interior, the Hon. Ray Lyman 
Wilbur, appearing in the February number of World's Work. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I want to quote from The subject of the article is water, its various uses and 
the last annual report of the ~sissippi Valley Association applications in the Western States. 
convention, held at St. Louis, Mo., last November. They There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
petitioned Congress that- printed in the RECORD as follows: 
. In financing the scheduled program as herein outlined it takes , THE wATER CURE 
such measures as will provide the funds required by direct appro-
priations or other suitable financial arrangements which will en- (By Ray Lyman Wilbur-As Told to William Atherton DuPuy) 
able the Government, anct so the people of the United States, to The western third of the United States grapples always with one 
obtain all the benefits incident to comprehensive contracts and stern fact that does not assail areas farther east. A limiting in
continuing ~peration and construction. fiuence exists in the block of States between Kansas and the 
· The association has not receded from its declared policy, Pacific, Canada, and Mexic<r-a region 1,000 miles Wide and 2,000 J 

miles long-that clips the wings of its possibilities. Because of it 
-and it still believes that " the benefits incident to compre- p}ant lite is inclined to languish there, animals appear but fieet-
hensive contracts and continuing operation and construe- ingly, and human habitations group themselves only in occasional / 

t bl b t d f t · clusters. Out West there is a shortage of water. 
tion" can no reasona Y e expec e rom uncer am The 1,000 miles immediately to the east, nursed in the arms or ) 

' budget appropriations unless supplemented now by " other the Mississippi, deep spread with alluvial soil, equitably rationed 
' suitable financial arrangements." as to rain and sunshine, draw greater wealth from mother earth 

I ask also to have included in the RECORD as a ·part of my than does any other area in the world. The stretch on the Atlan- 1 
remarks a resolution passed by the National Rivers and tic, adequately watered but less productive agriculturally, nourishes l 

an industrial multitude. 
Harbors Congress meeting in the city of Washington last There are 11,000,000 people in the western belt, 57,000,000 in the , 
December. middle-western belt, and 52 ,000,000 in the eastern belt. And popu- I 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be lation and production are low in the westernmost strip only be
cause it is short of that water which man needs to quench his 

printed in the RECORD, as follows: thirst, lave his cuticle, and make his rutabagas grow. 
We urge, therefore, as a sound national policy ' the completion Long ago this region settled up to the natural water line: it 1 

of all present authorized projects within the shortest possible since has been able to grow only as man, exercising his ingenuity, 
time, not exceeding a period of five years from the date of adop- raised that level. In two-thirds of the Nation water and to spare 
tion. Necessary additional appropriations should be made is always available. Little thought need be taken of it. But in 
promptly as new projects are authorized and adopted. In view, the West It is the one element by which development is measured, 
therefore, of increased authorization of additional projects in the and it will remain so through all the years to come. It is life 
last river and harbor bill, and also because of the general economic beyond meridJan 100. . . 
situation, we urgently call upon the United States Congress to pro- Only in occasional spots in this great area is there enough rain
vide such necessary increase of funds as will carry out in good faith fall to produce dependable crops without irrigation. Nature's 
-the 5-year program. Such a policy will be an aid to both our sprinkling pots bring from 6 to 12 inches of precipitation a year, 
agriculture and our industry and will relieve unemployment by whereas in Connecticut they deliver 45 inches, in Indiana 40, and 
providing the continued operation and construction of important in Georgia 48. 
public works. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, there is a bill before 
the Committee on Commerce providing for a bond issue in 
the amount of $500,000,000, the money to be used for the 
completion of this program within- five years, this sum to be 
raised by an internal loan, and to be used in addition to all 
other appropriations for the purpose of completing the now 

, aut horized river and harbor program. 
I respectfully call to the attention of Members of the Sen

. ate to this project, and ask their consideration of it with 
i other measures which may be called up for relief in any 
• proposed relief program. 

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE AT SISTERSVILLE, W. VA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 4665) extending the times for commencing and complet

. ing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at 
Sistersville, Tyler County, W. Va., which was, on page 1, 
line 10, to strike out " 1930 " and insert " 1931." 

l Mr. GOFF. I move that the Senate concur in the amend
ment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADVANCE PLANNING OF PUBLIC WORKS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the S@nate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 5776) to provide for the advance planning anj regulated 

. construction of public works, for the stabilization of indus
try, and for aiding in the prevention of unemployment dur
ing periods of business depression, which were, on page 1, 
·line 4, to strike out "1930" and insert "1931 "; on page 2, 
·nne 23, after the word "office," to inSert "of"; on page 4, 
line 7, after the word "to," where it appears the second 
time, to insert" it by"; and on page 7, line 16, to-strike out 
" estimate " and insert " estimates." 

Mr. COPE.LAND. Mr. President, in the absence of my 
colleague [Mr. WAGNER], who is in a committee room in 
another part of the Capitol, and ~th his approv~l. I move 
that the Senate . concur in the amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. · · 

WHERE RAINFALL ISN' T ENOUGH 

There 1S a rainy strip along Puget Sound. Moisture-laden winds 
from the Pacific, climbing the Sierra Nevadas of California, create 
banks of snow against which- the valleys below may draw checks. 
Generally, how,ever, the natural water line is only high enough to 
sustain a pastoral civilization. 

This rainfall water line was reached decades ago. Ninety-six 
per cent of this area must resign itself to these limited gifts of the 
clouds and forever remain sparsely populated and · of low produc
tiveness. But there are exceptions. An area of 30,000,000 acres, as 
big as the State of New York, is so disposed that it can get more 
of the precious water of the waste lands than falls upon it . 
Kissed by irrigation, an unbelievable fecundity comes to it. . · 

When water makes all the difference between barren desert, 
where the solitary saguaro stands sentinel, and carloads of straw
berries in the early spring, it is obviously a matter of primary 
importance. Stripped of its lesser essentials, the problem of the 
West is water. When and where and how much may the water 
line be raised? 

Take the Yakima Valley, in the State of Washington, for in
stance, as an element in the 4 per cent or western land that may 
be irrigated. The Yakima R1ver is born of the snows on the east 
slope of the Cascade Range. Its tributaries water high crystal 
lakes and lead down to join the main stream, which flows 175 
miles to join the mighty Columbia through an open valley where 
volcanoes of the past have piled ashes 200 feet deep rich with 
plant food. Little rain fell here, and nothing but sagebrush grew. 
Man came, diverted the stream flow, built up the Sunnyside divi
sion to the water line, created homes for 10,000 people. The Gov
ernment looked over the ground, threw dams across the mouths 
of the crystal lakes, stabilized the stream flow below, too"!< out 
more canals. 

The result: One hundred thousand people living on 600,000 irri
gated acres in an area where almost none found homes before. 
And such homes! They cluster among the apple orchards where 
a production yielding $200 per acre per year is not unusual . 
There is that in the volcanic ash, the sunshine, and dry weather 
that gives these apples a rosiness of cheek, a firmness of fiesh, 
and a keeping quality that have carried them into the market 
places of Yokohama. Rio de Janeiro, Cairo, and Danzig on the 
Baltic. The baled hay and the big unrivaled baking potato of 
these !arms feed nonagricultural activities all about. A city of 
30,000 people and a score of thrifty towns exist where sagebrush 
but yesterday was supreme. 

Far to the south, in the burning deserts of Arizona, as a dot 
ln a waste that is unbroken between San Antonio and Los Angeles, 
Ues Salt River Valley, Eden of the borderland. Here in the be
ginning an erratic stream came out o! the mountains, sometimes 
ran a roaring torrent but ·mostly seeped languidly into thirsty 
sands. Inspired by the Government's need for hay for Army 
mules, some rugged frontiersman, back in the seventies, led a 
ditch from Salt River onto the desert and demonstrated the stu- ! 
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pendous yields where water is wedded with the desert silt. 
Ditches became canals, these multiplied themselves, Salt River 
Valley grew up to the water line which they established and 
boasted 20,000 people. 

But the water supply was irregular, and floods ripped out diver
sion dams. The Government, 25 years ago, began its first great 
demonstration of welding mountains together, impounding flood 
waters, distributing them as needed, stabilizing the behavior of 
torrents, setting them to spinning turbines, developing communi
ties under this new influence. 

The enterprise has transformed this cactus-studded desert soil
tude into an intensively farmed, unbelievably productive, wide
awake, progressive, cosmopolitan, thrifty community that has no 
counterpart in all the world. Living here are 130,000 people, 
67,000 of them in Phoenix, the metropolis of the Colorado River 
Basin. Yields from this irrigated land are such as to warrant 
values as high as $2,000 an acre. Farming such lands has called 
forth a sklll beyond the appreciation of ttllers of eastern acres. 
Early lettuce goes out in refrigerated train loads. Single acres 
produce 700 boxes of grapefruit. Alfalfa, heritage of the early 
Spanish fathers, yields six crops a year. Date trees ripen their 
honeyed fruit in the city parks. Long-staple Egyptian cotton 
surpasses that picked along the Nile. Life in all its phases is in 
superlatives, and fairy stories come true daily. 

BRIGHAM YOUNG--mRIGATION PIONEER 

The Snake River winds its tenuous way through Idaho and 
Oregon, carrying much water and inviting man to apply his 
ingeniousness to it. He has responded by raising the water level 
in the Snake Valley, and as a result 250,000 people live where 
before there was nothing of value at all. 

Where the Rio Grande runs through New Mexico the early 
Spaniards developed a ditch here and there and built scattering 
adobe homes. The Government threw the most massive of its 
concrete daxns across the Rio Grande at Elephant Butte, stored 
the floods, induced a steady flow-and brought prosperity to 
peaceful, semi-Latin communities that fringe the river for 150 
miles. 

But ahead of all of these was Brigham Young, who, traveling 
with his caravan on the way to Utah, told Jim Bridger, Indian 
scout, that he intended to plant a farming community beyond 
the mountains. Bridger pooh-poohed the idea and offered a 
thousand dollars for the first ear of corn that was grown. 

It was July 24, 1847, and the plains were parched when these 
pioneers, after crossing Immigration Canyon, came out into Salt 
Lake Valley and unhitched their teaxns on the brink of a merry 
little stream afterward known as City Creek. That same after
noon they took their plows off their wagons and broke some of 
this dry desert land. The very next day the stream was diverted, 
the plowed land irrigated, and a batch of potatoes planted. This, 
lt seems, was the first bit of irrigation ever undertaken by Anglo
Saxons. 

LOS ANGELES GROWS UP 

. Here in the Great Basin wastes, out of which no stream finds 
lts way, grew the first of the communities born of water under 
the hands of this race. Various streams coming out of the 
Wasatch Mountains were diverted and used for irrigation. Later 
a dam was thrown across the mouth of Utah Lake, 25 miles away. 
It was converted into a reservoir and tapped by canals which 
irrigated fertile fields below. Scores of expedients have been used 
to add to the water supply of the Salt Lake Valley. Each has con
tributed to the prosperity of this oasis and made additions to 
the population possible. To-day 200,000 people live in this region, 
which would have supported but a handful had man not taken 
'thought of water and led it here to serve his purposes. 

The classic example of how communities mount step by step as 
the water line is raised is furnished by the Los Angeles district. 
Here the Spanish settled 150 years ago and dev~oped a- pastoral 
civilization of a few thousand; the rainfall was not sufficient for 
crop production. Americans who followed increased the water 
supply by diverting the Los Angeles River into irrigation ditches 
and by pumping from shallow wells. By 1910 the population had 
run up to 200,000. It looked as though this community might 
provide water for drinking, for sprinkling lawns, and for Saturday
night baths for 50,000 or so more; but the end was in sight. 

It was then that Los Angeles rea.ched out beyond its own water
shed, far across the Mohave Desert, 250 miles to the point where 
the Owens River, fed by the snows of the Sierras, was wasting 
itself into a brackish lake. Los Angeles diverted this stream and 
led it through the longest aqueduct in the world t.ato her own 
front yard, there to multiply the crops of oranges, bungalows, and 
settlers. Because of this water, brought into the area where it 
could serve its maximum purpose, 2,000,000 people have been added 
in 20 years to the Los Angeles area. But the population is again 
approaching the water line. The capacity of the aqueduct can 
be increased, and probably 500,000 more people can be adequately 
supplied. That maximum will doubtless be reached in five years, 
for the population is increasing at the rate of 100,000 a year. 

The Los Angeles district thus faces a predicament. In Imperial 
Valley, not far away, below sea level in a desert as absolute as 
exists anywhere in the world, nestles another community, born 
of water, that is likewise in a predicament. It grew of irrigation 
from the mad Colorado, and now that stream threatens to break 
from the sand-built ridge upon which it rides and engulf-its child. 
The Government, fortified by Its own rich experience and that of 

:private enterprise, accepts the challenge of ~his great st.ream to 
come and shackle it. 

A TRIPLE BENEFIT DERIVED 

This flighty Colorado, which drains seven States, swells to 
mighty, muddy floods at certain seasons and subsides into insig
nificance at others. It carries twelve times as much water down 
its channel as does the Rio Grande, eighteen times as much as 
does the Salt River. The Hoover Dam, now under construction at 
Black Canyon, will store ten times as much water as does Elephant 
Butte, sixteen times as much as Roosevelt, and twenty-four times 
as much as the combined reservoirs of the Yakima. It is costing 
eleven times as much as the Rio Grande project, fourteen times 1 

as much as Salt River, and eight times the money spent on the I 
Yakima. It is estimated that it will so raise the water line in 1 

the Southwest as to provide homes down there for four or five 1 million more people. · 
When the Government built Roosevelt Dam it thought little I 

of power. It was stupendously surprised when it found that it 1 
could sell enough of it to pay out the whole enterprise. It re- · 
peated its demonstration at Shoshone, at Minidoka, at Guernsey. 
Boise, and elsewhere. It became power conscious and figured with 
a pencil on the possibilities in · the proposed Boulder (now the ' 
Hoover) Dam. It found that the power generated, though sold 
at a moderate price, wlli in 50 years pay out the entire project, to- • 
gether with interest on the money. Irrigation and flood control 
will be a gl!t. Bona fide contractors came forward and signed 
on the dotted line for amounts that would guarantee all repay
ments. The Government needed only to contribute its credit. 
E.'Ventually it will have an income from this power that should . 
turn back into the Treasury four or five milllons a year. 

This dam of titanic proportions, 200 feet higher than Wash
ington Monument, the biggest thing of its kind ever undertaken 
in this world, 1s being slipped into the gorge. The largest artificial 
lake in existence will rise back of it, 100 miles long, 500 feet deep. 
Four-mile long, 50-feet wide tunnels are being driven through the 
canyon walls and will feed the power penstocks that spin dvna
mos. Electricity will ride a way on the wires and bring cheap 
power to one whole corner of a nation. Tropically productive 
<'.Ommunities, of from 40,000 to 100,000 population, will spring up, 
sending to market such fruits and vegetables as can be grown no 
place else in the Nation. 

A river full of water will be taken 260 miles across the plains, 
lifted m•t>.r a mountain range, and plunged down onto the coastal 
plain about Los Angeles to raise the water line still more and per
mit an otherwise impossible growth of population. An adequate 
supply will be made available to all the communities between Los 
Angeles and San Diego, sitting on the Mexican border, where Inil
lions may come to live with irrigated rose gardens about their 
homes and with irrigated trees dropping ripened fruit into their 
laps. There will no longer be floods and Imperial Valley can give 
itself with impunity to playing the role of limited tropical-fruit 
basket to a great nation. 

PROTECTING THE WATERSHEDS 

Hoover Dam does not end the list of development enterprises 1n 
the West. The control of the Columbia River in the Oregon
Washington region is a bigger problem than that presented by the 
Colorado. The lower Rio Grande offers a dam site in the Big Bend 
country between Texas and Mexico that is international and might 
raise the water line all the way to the mouth of the stream. The 
Sacramento River, in California, calls loudly for comprehensive 
control. Sixty or seventy projects, scattered all over the West, 
have been presented to the Reclamation Service and invite de
velopment. Private enterprise 1s utilizing many more. The magic 
that lies in the storage of water in the dry country causes con
crete giants to grow where nothing else wm, and the conquest of 
floods that run to waste in a land of thirst has but begun. 

The storage of these flood waters 1s not the sum total of contri
butions that may be made toward raising the water line in the arid 
West·. That whole region between the Great Plains and the 
Pacific needs to be considered from the watershed standpoint. 

When rain falls on land that is covered with vegetation it is 
held, soaks in, finds it way slowly into streams, contributes to an 
equitable flow down their courses. When it falls on bare hillsides 
it runs off quickly, tears the unprotected surface as it goes, results 
in destructive erosion, produces floods, fills waterholes and river 
bottoms with mud, goes to waste. These facts have become well 
understood. In the dry country, however, they have not callecl 
forth the constructive action they deserve. 

WASHINGTON'S CHANGING ATTITUDE 

The chief contributor to this failure- of the watershed properly 
to contribute to equitable stream flow has been the Government 
itself. The Government, still the greatest landowner in the West, 
controls 300,000 square miles of public land out there-an area 
greater than the State of Texas, than that eastern stretch of 
States between Tennessee and Maine. This is land that is not 
sufficiently productive to attract settlers. It includes desert land, 
mountainous country, rolling plains covered with grass in varying 
degrees. When white men came buffalo ranged knee deep in 
verdure over much of it, and elk and antelope fed in m.illiom1 
through its mountain parks. · 

But the Government has stuck to its "open range" policy. 
Whoever would might bring his herds and flock onto public lands 
and graze them at will. In the end so many came that the range 
was nipped clean and the grasses disappeared, the best first, until 
finally next to nothing remained. Rains fell and cut great gullielJ 
in hurrying away from where they were needed to vast reposi
tories of the deep, where they would serve no purpose at all..

1 
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Desolation increased. Conditions are bad a.n·d growing worse west 
of meridian- 100. 

Twenty-odd years ago President Roosevelt created a commission 
to study the public-land question. It reported that the useful
ness of these areas was being destroyed by overgrazing, and it 
recommended control looking to the restoration of the range. 
Despite that finding, little or nothing has been done toward pro
tecting or restoring the range. Now Congress has provided for a 
new commission to make a similar study in the light of two 
decades more of practical experience. 

President Hoover has asked, also, that this commission give him 
an opinion on the advisability of turning public lands over to the 
Stat.es in which they are located. Those States, it would seem, 
would have a more direct interest in their proper administration 
than a distant, central government. Besides which, these are 
local problems out beyond the Rockies, with which Massachusetts 
and Maryland have little to do. The States most interested have 
put 30 Representatives in Congress out of a membership of 435. 
The 405 are apathetic and uninformed as to these western prob
lems. Might it not be well to crowd a little self-government back 
on these States? 

A NEW UNIT IN GOVERNMENT? 

Much of the legislation involved was passed decades ago, when 
conditions were very different from what they are now. The recla
mation act, for example, contemplated the irrigation of public 
lands in undeveloped regions. To-day there is but little irrigable 
public land, and western communities .have grown to a point where 
they are able to participate in local undertakings. Incidentally 
such undertakings as those of reclamation, requiring organized 
actlon on the part of members of the COm.Jllunity, provide unusual 
training In common action for the benefit of all. The West's 
experience in community development, supplemented by a quarter 
of a century of study and cooperation from the Federal Govern
ment, has left a rich heritage. The time has come when the local 
communities and the States themselves should take over many 
details that have hitherto been handled from Washington. 

At just this point there appears another type of problem that 
seems to call for the development of a new unit in government. 
It .1s exemplified in the problem of the control of the Colorado. 

'This is not primarily a national problem, for it concerns only the 
Southwest. It is more than a State problem, for a whole group of 
Commonwealths are interested in it. It is properly a regional 
problem. The National Government has certain interests in it, as 
has the individual State. But being regional it should be handled, 
and in fact is being handled, by the group of States affected. An 
experience is here being accumulated fol" which, in future, appli
cations may be found that need not necessarily be limited to the 

1 West. 
THE JONES LAW AND THE MAGNA CHARTA 

Mr. HAWES. Mr. President, Senator Clarin is one of 
three Filipinos who have served continuously as legislators 

. from the first opening of the Philippine Assembly. 
He is chairman of the committee on finance, has been a 

member of various important committees, and at different 
times acted as president pro tempore of the Philippine 
Senate. 

He is a man of fine ability, understands the aspirations of 
his people; he has always presented them as being unitedly 
in favor of Philippine independence. 

The following speech is interesting historically. It is 
1 another assurance that all classes of the Philippine people 

have interpreted the Jones law as a national promise made 
by the American people. They count upon its fulfillment. 
An entire generation of Philippine children have been taught 
this in their schools and elsewhere. They have come to rely 
upon it and, in my opinion, as an American citizen, having 
investigated the historical aspect of this subject, they are 
entitled to rely upon it. 

There being no objection, the speech was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Mr. President. while the enemies of our national emancipation 
are doubting the value and merit of the preamble of the Jones law, 
on the other hand there are among us those who consider this law 
as the Magna Charta of the Filipinos, in allusion probably to the 
English Magna Charta. Mr. President, as I take opportunity to 
speak on this occasion, I do so with the intention of discussing 
the preamble of the Jones law by sustaining and affirming that 
this preamble, as well as the very law, can compare favorably with 
the Magna Charta of England, to which much importance is 
attached ln the sphere of political rights. To make good this 

- assertion, it is necessary to touch upon the process of the passage 
of the Jones law as well as of the Magna Charta, and to study the 
sicntficance and reach of either one and the vicissitudes which 
both legislations have undergone after acquiring their legal exist
ence. I shall therefore speak first of the Magna Charta. 

The whims and excesses tantamount to despotism committed 
by King John, from the time he wore the crown of Willlam the 
Conqueror, were of such nature that the terrifying· specter··of 
misery hovered constantly over the heads of the oppressed people. 

, Composed of heterogeneous elements tba~ were assert1ng their own 

rights' by reas<in of ethnology and history, the subjects of the 
English Crown, under the weighty pressure of their misfortunes, 
laid aside their internal hatred toward each other that they 
might fuse their sentiments in the cause of common sufferings, 
enabling themselves 1n this way to bring about the nucleus of a 
compact clothed with sufficient force to deal with the sovereign 
power on the strength of equality. The nob1l1ty, in common 
understanding with the clergy, headed the movement of protest 
against the monarch's abuses, and although this, in the beginning, 
evaded to take cognizance of the exposition of grievances which 
had been presented to him, later, however, was compelled to accede 
to their demands in view of the attitude taken by the nobility. 
The document sanctioned by King John to this effect is known 
1n history as the Magna Charta. Despite the measures that had 
been taken, at the suggestion of Langton, Archbishop of Canter
bury, to guarantee the stab1lity of the constitutional conquest, King 
John soon violated his obligations prescribed by the famous 
document, by announcing his stand through the force of the 
terms. As the barons had appraised the significance of the delicate 
situation due to the determination of the King, reinforced morally 
by the no less support of Pope Innocentius m, implored the help 
of Phllip II, King of France, by offering to his son Louis the 
Crown of England. The war having been declared between the 
barons and the King, with the intervention of PhUip II in favor 
of the former, death cut short the career of the English King, the 
scepter passing thereafter to the hands of his son, Henry III, who 
was then 10 years old. Although the regents of the King under 
age negotiated a peace on the part of the Crown, with the insur
gent elements on the basis of the recognition of the citizens' 
reclaimed rights,- under certain restrictions, and although years 
after, Henry acknowledged the Magna Charta in a .most solemn 
manner, "as man, as Christian, as gentleman, and as duly 
anointed and crowned king that he was," later on, however, this 
English sovereign, following the nefarious and reproachable policy 
of his father with regards to the Magna Charta, gave cause to a 
bloody war between the nobles and the Crown. 

The · nobles, headed by Count Leicester, received the whole
hearted support of the people, making them partakers of the 
fundamental rights allowed in the constitutional document, be
fore the time of the armed struggle broke out, thereby obtaining 
signal victories over the army of King Henry. But due to some 
differences which later on popped up among those who had sus:. 
tained the armed protest, its cause became weakening; and when 
pess1m1sm seemed to possess them, with the hopes of reconquering 
their rights granted in that famous document were all given up, 
Henry m, thinking probably that with his victories he could not 
maintain the moral peace in his kingdom upon the enforcement 
of obedience of the people to his authority by means of force, 
changed forthwith radically his attitude by ratifying 1n its whole 
entirety the rights recognized in the Magna Charta. These are 
the historical salient features of the inauguration of England's 
Magna Charta. Although this document did not contain any 
political concession which could be considered at present as of 
paramount lniportance, save the limitation of power of the royalty 
concerning the subsidies of war, it served notwithstanding as the 
basis -Whereby the conquests of the people would become more 
extensive up to the formation ' of the English Parliament, which, 
as it has been functioning, is the invulnerable bulwark of the 
people's freedom 1n Great Britain and at the same time is the 
supreme and unllmited source of the power of the nation, the 
creator of all positive right; in such a way that, in the presence 
of the unquieting and menacing aspect of the fall of powerful 
thrones 1n the European countries and before the ultraradica:l 
ideas which acquired there an overwhelming success, during and . 
after the Great War, it was said that the English king had made 
it understood that at any time the country would shift to a 
republican form of government he would be willing to respect the 
popular will, abdicating his crown, which for centuries his glo· 
rious forebears had been displaying with pomp and magnificence. 

From the events which preceded the promulgation of the Jones 
law, the beginning and origin of which we have to search at the 
pre-American epoch, I shall now proceed to prove the gist of my 
speech. 

The uneasiness and the maltreatments which the Filipinos re
ceived during the Spanish hegemony leading to the revolt against 
Spain's sovereignty did not find any satisfaction in the pact 
of Biak-na-bato, so that upon the declaration of the Hispano· 
American War the country saw in it the best opportunities to 
carry into effect the realtzation of its · national aspirations. And 
as the Filipinos needed the cooperation of the Americans that 
they might be freed, these in turn saw in the Fllipinos a good 
chance for the perpetration of their military purposes in this part 
of the Far East, where for three centuries the Iberian lion haugh· 
tily ruled under the regis of the Castilllan banner. 

If, indeed, that pact between the supreme leader of the Philip· 
pine revolution and Admiral Dewey was not reduced in written 
form as regards our independence, which fact later gave way to 
subterfuge and misrepresentations that amounted to- the nega
tion of its existence, there is, however, a strong and irrefutable 
presumption in favor of the real existence of that pact, inasmuch 
as it would be absurd to suppose that the Filipinos expelled the 
Spaniards from their country just to put the Americans in the 
country in their stead, as their new masters. Furthermore, 1! 
we o.re going to take into consideration that when the Filipinos 
took their arms in 1896 against Spain they had already aspired 
to their freedom and ·independence, aside. of the fact that during 
the time we allied ourselves with Americans we never did anything 
that could constitute an estoppel against our national aspiration. 
Yfhen the city of Manlla surrendered to the American forces, Wlt'~ 

/ 
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the cooperation and help of the Filipinos, strained relations among was given to us by th~ Congress of the United States of America 
the Filipino and American soldiers took place in view of the fact with the President's sanction, through a spontaneous act when he 
that the latter pretended to establish in these islands their sov- heeded and took cognizance of the demands of freedom of the 
ereignty, to which the Filipinos vehemently objected. This ques- Filipinos, as formulated by tneir legitimate representatives in time 
tion resulted in the outbreak of hostilities between the Ameri- of peace and order. 
cans and Filipinos, and notwithstanding the fact that that armed When the American Congress expressed in the aforementioned 
struggle resulted in our physical collapse, it did not, however, preamble that "it was never the intention of the people 0f the 
subdue the fighting spirit of the islanders so as to give up their United States in the incipiency of the war with Spain to make 
supreme ideal. On the · other hand, the President of the United it a war of conquest or for territorial aggrandizement, but, on 
States, as well as high official representatives in these islands, the contrary, it is, as it has always been, the purpose of the 
used to inject in us the hope that some day we would also be people of the United States to withdraw their sovereignty over 
independent; and thanks to this policy the country did not see the Philippine Islands and to recognize the independence as soon 
fit to be pessimistic and hopeless; on the contrary, many of its as a stable government can be established therein," that high 
leaders cooperated with the government duly organized here to legislative body wished to make amends for the wrong it had 
bring about peace by employing at times vital measures as well inflicted upon the Filipino people when the Americans asked of 
as the arts of persuasion toward those who preferred to be on the them their help to down Spain during the war. The American 
battlefields creating public disorder after the great majority of Congress in this part of the preamble seems to · presume that 
the Filipinos had already reconciled themselves with their fate in there was an understanding between the Americans and the Fili
acknowledging the sovereignty of Uncle Sam. pinos as the latter had acted. President Wilson's declaration, in 

As I - have previously stated, although the Filipinos did not sanctioning the Jones law, manifesting that he was rejoicing 
give up their ideal, despite the fact that their arms did not over the adoption of such a measure, as he had understood that the 
triumph, very little opportunity did we have to make our cam- Filipinos were losina faith in the American.s affirms my assertion. 
paign in behalf of our natio~al ~ause in the United States before Several years afte; the passage of the Jon~ law some one tried 
the establishment of the Philippme Assembly. The proindep_end- ~ to challenge the spirit of the preamble; others based their objec
ence manifestitations e~~rcised their own _sph.ere of influence WI~hi~ tion on the fact that the preamble does not form part of the law 
the confines of the Philippine~ at that tlme, but once the Philp and consequently it does not bind the United States; while others 
pine. Assembly, under ~he Wise leadership 0~ Speaker Osmena, believed that the promise of independence expressed in the pre
was mvest_ed with the popular character our mdependence c~m- amble has been the most unfortunate act Congress had ever 
paign received more im~etus, not only here but also in the Umted enacted, taking into consideration America's interests in the Far 
States. During the eXIstence of the Philippine Assembly there East and the fact that we need above all to develop economically 
were_ resolutions passed that faithfully interpreted ~~e peopl~s and that we are also exposed to any foreign aggression, and that 
sentiments in their appeal to the Congre~s of Amenca for t : we failed, when, under the Harrison regime, we were given greater 
gr~n~ing of freedo~. To this effect the Philip~ine Residen_t . Co~ participation in the o-overnment management of our own domes
missioner a~ Wa~hmgton, who was representmg the Philippme tic affairs. Mr. President, history repeats itself. We saw that 
Assembly, did voice the longings of the islan~ers for their inde- King John despite the fact that he had authorized the Mauna 
pendence in the American Congress. The promdependence cam- . · t>te 
paign which from 1912 was espoused by the other commissioner Charta, did not hesitate later on to ignore _it, and Henry III, af r 
that represented the Philippine Commission, found good response his oath, followed also in the footst~ps of his father. This conduct 
tn Congress and in the administration since 1913 , and thanks to of the two sovereigns of England 1s another c~e in parallel in 
these favorable circumstances the Jones law was approved in which there exists a common point of comparison_ between the 
1916 the preamble of which is as follows: Jones law. and the Magna Charta, with the sole difference that 

.. ' the enemies of the former are not the very authors thereof. 
Whereas it _was never the intention of ~he people of the United Fortunately enough the detractors of the Jones law preamble do 

States in the mcipiency of war with Spam to make it a war of not represent the true public opinion of the American Common
co~quest or for terri~orial aggrandizement; and wealth, in which we trust for its righteousness and for its sacred 

Whereas it is, as It has always b~en, the ~urpose of the people principles dedicated to the tenets enunciated in the Declaration 
of the United States to withdraw ~herr sovereignty over the Philip- of Independence. What is to be deplored up to the present time 
pine Islands and to recognize the m~e~endence as soon as a stable is that this great, magnanimous country has not as yet expressed 
government can be established therem, and its sovereign attitude towru·d the Filipinos' cause. 

" Whereas for the speedy accomplishment of such purpose it is 
desirable to place in the hands of the people of the Philippines as Inasmuch as ~have already mentioned the motives upon which 
large a control of their domestic affairs as can be given them with- rests the objectiOn to the Jones law preamble, I shall endeavor 
out, in the meantime, impairing the exercise of the rights of now to refute same. 
sovereignty by the people of the United States in order that by Taking for granted that this preamble does not form part of 
the use and exercise of popu1ar franchise and go~ernmental po~ers, the Jones law, it is however an incon~rovertible fact that i~ con
they may be the better prepared to fully assume the responsibilities stitutes a moral promise _of the American people to the Filipinos, 
and enjoy all the privileges of complete independence." a promise whtch bears a stronger significance than that of a 

Although in the Jones law, as it was approved, the Clark amend- treaty. On the other hand, treaties are made with the under
ment authorizing the country to attain its freedom within four standing and common ~ccord of . both contrac~ing parties, a;nd 
years after the approval of said law, was eliminated, the Filipinos in the United States it IS imperative that tre3:t1es should receive 
received lt nevertheless with warm signs of rejoicing, because they the Senate's approval before they can be considered biz:tding and 
saw in the preamble the guaranty of the acquisition of their valid. The Jones law, right at the start when the Filipinos ac
national freedom, aside the facts that it contained dispositions cepted it and supported it, assumed the aspect of a moral com
showing a decided forwru·d step in the conquest of democracy and pact between two countries; and the Senate and the House of 
popular liberties. It is to be noted that the spirit of the people Representatives of the United States having concurred thereto in 
was about to reach its lowest ebb due to the fi·iction encountered its approval, with the President's sanction, it is beyond doubt 
between the Philippine Commission and the Philippine Assembly that this compact has a much stronger moral force than a treaty, 
when the former was integrated by a majority of American mem- in the approval of which the lower Chamber does not take part. 
bers. The climax of the populace's jubilee was staged when I say that the Filipino people accepted and supported it through 
Manuel L. Quezon. the then resident commissioner, returned to their Resident Commissioner at Washington, because the Philip
this country after President Wilson had sanctioned that legislative pine Assembly, the provincial boards, and municipal councils ad
measure that bore constitutional character. On this occasion all hered to the Jones law by means of approved resolutions. In 
Provinces sent their official representatives to Manila to receive many nooks and corners of the islands people gathered in solemn 
with befitting honors the bearer and the conqueror of our Magna meetings to adopt resolutions of adhesion to be sent directly to 
Charta. By virtue of the Jones law was organized a more autono- the American Congress and to Representative JoNES, author of 
mous government with two colegislative chambers the members of the law, while it was under consideration of that high legislative 
which are elected by popular franchise, and with departmental entity. Furthermore, as I have said just a minute ago, its ap
secretaries who, save the secretary of public instruction, are proval was enthusiastically received by the country with uproar
appointed by the governor general with the consent of the senate. ious demonstrations of joy, and the fact that we also organized, 

The Jones -law's precepts being transcendental, it is not my in- on our own accord, an armed force to be placed at the disposal of 
tention at present to deal with them extensively inasmuch as they the United States during the World War, it was thereby made 
are not the object of controversy between those who sustain it and -manifest the Filipinos' gratefulness to America on account of the 
those who fight our national freedom's cause; and granting that passage of the Jones law and specially on account of its pre
there was a time that some efforts were made whereby this law amble. If tbe Jones law bas a stronger moral force than a treaty, 
wou1d be amended so as to restrict the privileges of both colegis- I may assert that it has much stronger moral force even than 
lative bodies, above all that of the senate, referring to their execu- those treaties entered into in consequence of international war, 
tive functions, these reactionary tendencies .at any rate did not in which there is a victorious party and a conquered one. And
meet with the American Congressmen's approval; and at present to be more explicit, I shall dare say that the Jones law, with its 
we may rest assured that this agitation is practically a dead issue preamble. has stronger moral obligation on the part of the United 
which has already marched stealthily.and silently to the graves of States than the treaty celebrated in Paris to end the Hispano
the forgotten. American war has on the part of Spain. In that treaty Spain 

One of the points that bears similarity between the Magna Charta was forced to accept by circumstances the terms t¥osed by the 
and the Jones law is the fact that both are concessions granted by winning nation, and, once it was all over, Spain, however, did 
sovereigns--the English King and the American Commonwealth. not care a bit to contest it. I now believe, Mr. President, that 
The former was given in behalf of the subjects of the English those persons who intend to undermine the moral obligation 
Crown and the latter in behalf of an American colony. King John contracted by the American people toward us by virtue of the 
was compelled to grant the Magna Charta to his vassals due to Jones law, are taking advantage of our weakness and unheeding 
the menacing attitude of his subjects who no longer tolerated the the dictates of their conscience, for their reasonings bear the 
royal tyranny; ,on the other hand, the Jones law, with its preamble, very character as the excuses of a bad payer. 
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If the preamble of the Jones law is a J;nOral obligation con- thereof would be disastrous on our part 1n all respects, because 

tracted by the American people toward the Fillpinos who have it is a well-known fact that the string snaps at its weakest point, 
given their assent thereto, it lS not only therefore a stronger and we are, unfortunately, the weakest point. In the second place. 
moral force than a treaty, as I_ have said already, but it would we can not develop economically because we need :foreign 
remain binding, even should the American Congress declare null capital, and what happens at present is that the American money 
and void the Jones law, lest the Filipinos express their acqui- magnates are loath to come here in view of the uncertainties of 
escence to the annulment and abolition thereof. If an ordinary our political status, and on our part we are also apprehensive 
contract is a law between the contracting parties il.nd it can not of the entry of American capital while _we are subject to the 
be declared void without the mutual consent of the makers sovereignty of the United States, lest the invading ...a.pital gobble 
thereof, I therefore maintain that these governing principles upon us up entirely. Viewing the matter in the light of the common 
which are based the eternal precepts of morality and justice pro- saying that the Americans "got us by the neck," economically and 
mulgated by conscience are perfectly applicable to the obliga- politically speaking, we are indeed at a very decided disadvantage 
tion contracted by the American Nation toward the Filipino to struggle economically and politically with our masters. The 
people. example of the countries around the Caribbean Sea is disquieting. 

Even if we were to take from the Jones law that aspect of a But why require of us such onerous prerequisites? Is there an 
moral treaty between the United States and the Ph111ppines, and independent nation at present in the world which from the begin
were we to suppose that the American Congress did pass that law ning of its national existence or from the time it severed relations 
with its preamble without any intervention of the Filipinos in the with its mother country was already militarily and economically 
course of its preparation, nor even of their adhesion to that law organized in the manner we are required to show up? The very 
before or after its passage, yet under these circumstances the American Nation was not in similar condition when it got its 
preamble is not subject to abolition in so far as affects the dec- independence. At any rate, America had le&d inhabitants than the 
laration of the American Congress that in waging war against Philippines and its commerce was weak, nay, much weaker than 
Spain it was not its intention to pursue territorial aggrandize- ours at the present time; and it would have not attained its apex 
ment, but, on the other hand, it is and it always has been the of greatness and prosperity had it continued under the protection 
intention to relinquish its sovereignty in the Philippines and of British sovereignty, with the regime existing when the 
recognize its independence as soon as a stable government can thirteen Colonies revolted. The authority of the hero of 
be formed. And, given the case that the American Congress Bagumbayan, Dr. Jose Rizal, is also brought into play to justify 
should ever abolish or declare null and void the law in its en- the motives of submitting us to an economic development as the 
tirety, still that part of the preamble I have recently cited wm first step toward our freedom; but to this argument I shall reply 
remain in force without affecting at all the abolition and annul- that when Rizal emitted his opinion in this wise the islands were 
ment of the Jones law. The reason for it is simple enough: That not so progressive as they are now. "Distingue tempora et con
portion of the preamble to which I refer has the earmark of a cordabis jura" is an old maxim among the Latins, and I beg leave 
confession of purpose which impelled the ~United States to wage to repeat it on this occasion. 
war against Spain and to take possession of these islands. This There is another objection to the effect that when we were 
confession having been made in· the solemn manner by the Amer- allowed to exercise a greater control in our domestic affairs during 
lean Commonwealth, through its Congress, how, then, can it be the Harrisonian regime, we failed miserably. This objection lacks 
withdrawn with.out besmirching the honor of America as a nation ground. Its supporters will never be able to adduce concrete facts 
and without becoming the greatest laughingstock before history to make good their arguments, for we, on the other hand, can cite 
and universal conscience? The Congress of the United States can the statement of Governor Harrison, made in the United States 
abolish the Jones law, but the part of its preamble concerning after the establishment of a government here in conformity with 
the declaration of purposes of the Nation in waging war against the Jones law that that government functioned better than many 
Spain and taking possession of the Philippine Archipelago will State governments. President Wilson in his message to the Con
remain intact, for there is no human power that can destroy it. gress of America certified that a stable government existed here 
What the American Nation declared to be a truth through its in accordance with the requirements of the Jones law preamble, 
Congress in 1916 can not be asserted as a falsehood through the and recommended to Congress the granting of independence as 
very Congress to be constituted in years to come. To sustain it promised in that preamble. Perhaps to counteract the impres~ 
otherwise would be to legitimize and sanctify perjury. sion produced by that presidential message upon American 

If a person interested in a case brought before the courts of public opinion. President Harding appointed the Wood-Forbes 
justice makes a willful declaration concerning some facts, but Commission to investigate the management of the government 
later on, upon seeing that his declaration can be prejudicial to under th·e Harrisonian administration. That mission did not find 
his own interests, withdraws it or changes it radically, how will irregularity of serious nature in the participation of the Filipinos 
this person appear before the public-above all, before righteous in the government; it did, however, find that the Ph111ppine Na
neighbors? How in the world will his posterior declaration merit tiona! Bank, under a Filipino's management, had lost several 
credence so as to rebut his former statements? And how can that millions, and on this point rests the accusation which is now 
person be acquitted when against him a charge of perjury is flung at us in the sense that we had failed when we were given 
presented? the chance of administering our internal affairs. This charge is 

The American people, which considered as a scandal and an rather unjust, because the Philippine National Bank, a semi
indignity the German Chancellor's statement at the beginning of official institution, does not form part of the Philippine govern
the World War to the effect that treaties are mere scraps of ment. Furthermore, why make the whole country responsible 
paper, can not have a Congress which, abustng the weakness of a for this failure in a banking institution? Are not failures of this 
small country, commits the injustice of violating a sacred obliga- type common in other countries that are independent, and yet has 
tion contracted toward this nation before the eyes of the world such an accusation ever been launched? Without touching upon 
and commits a flagrant contradiction in declaring historical facts the scandals committed by State governments, has not similar 
which affect its integrity and decorum as a people; otherwise such anomaly been unearthed in the Navy Department of the Federal 
an act would be a blot and stigma on the history of a big country, Government in wh.ich was involved a malversation of funds 
which, upon gaining its freedom from the British yoke, pro- amounting to $140,000,000? Have we not been regaled with the 
claimed the sublime principles of democracy and liberty. The news of recent happenings concerning the Teapot Dome disgrace 
American Nation which applauded the declaration of its President, wherein several members of the Cabinet were equally held re
in marshaling its armies on the fields of battle against the sponsible? Did not ex-President Coolidge publish articles defend
Central Powers so as to make the world safe for democracy, could ing the present administration of the Federal Government? This 
not consent to the perpetuation of a similar attack upon the means to say that everywhere there is "something rotten in Den-

f t mark"; and it would be the height of folly to hurl accusations 
honor and dignity 0 na ions. at our capacity to run our own government whenever similar 

The question ~hether the compact and the declaration of pur- irregularities are committed in this country. 
poses expressed m the preamble of the ~ones law ought to have Mr. President, we ought not to be frightened by the numerous 
been inserted or not is no longer a subJe<?t of controver.sy from I forms of campaign leveled upon our heads by our enemies that 
th~ ~oment that Ame.:ican Congress so disposed. The Jurid~cal try to make a failure out of the noble intentions of the United 
pnnc1ple that asserts, In whatever manner a man pledges him- States expressed in the preamble of the Jones law· on the other 
self to an obliga~on,_ he remains bound to it," can be exact!~ hand, we must maintain ourselves undaunted in' the struggles 
applied to the obllgat10ns contracted by a count~y with a;n?ther, within the legal ground trusting in this preamble; and as Henry 
and the objection based on the fact that concessiOn of Philippine III of England voluntarily ratified and respected the Magna Charta 
independe:nce might_ affect America's interests ~n ~he Orient can it is to be hoped that the magnanimous United States will not d~ 
not prevail over th1s moral compact and intnnstc force of the less than that English monarch, because above all the obligation 
preamble of the ~ones law, ~ide of the fact that we are ready contained in the preamble of the Jones law is the product of a 
to make those adJ~tments With America which equity demands spontaneous act of the Congress of America. As to the rest, the 
for the very same mterests. . . . provisions of the Jones law preamble are certainly very clear and 

It is asserted that we must fortify ourselves mil1tar1ly and explicit as regards the intention of giving us our independence, 
develop economically before we may consider ourselves free and whereas in the Magna Charta which gave rise to the formation 
independent. This condition, however, is not contained in the of the British Parliament, there is not even a hint concerning the 
preamble of the Jones law; consequently, it is rather unjust to re- creation of the legislative body, and yet the limitation of power of 
quire it of as a previous condition of our independence. Be- the British Crown with respect to the taxes for purposes of war, 
sides, we can not fortify militarily our country nor can develop which compelled the King to recur to the representatives of the 
it economically on a greater scale while we remain under the nation for its approval, served as the basis of the British Parlia
sovereignty of the Americans. In the first place, because the ment; and as the Magna Charta of England is the source of the 
American naval and military forces in this part of the globe will happiness of its people for having obtained their freedom by 
not consider such an act with kind eyes, and who knows if this means of this historic document, so we also armed by this ex
particular step will give rise to a conflict between the Americans pectation fully hope that the Jones law preamble will be the 
and the Filipinos? Incident. to this contingency, the consequence instrument of our final redemption. 
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necessarily in disagreement; but, as I · have said, there- is a INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATIONS 
tentative agreement that the House conferees will ask the 

The Senate resumed consideration of the bill (H .. R. 16415) House to agree to those amendments. 
making appropriations for the Executive Office _a~d sundry Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I want to make a statement 
independent executive bureaus, boards, commiSsions, and in reference to the report and the bill before any action is 
offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other taken upon it. I believe there is not a Senator on either 
purposes. side of the Chamber who would justify or uphold the action 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. FEss in the chair)· The of those representing the body at the other end of the 
clerk will proceed to read the bill. Capitol in reference to one particular item in the bill. I do 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence not think that the language itself would meet the approval 
of a quorum. - of any Member of this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. This is an emergency measure. Certain amounts in the 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators bill were appropriated to meet the desperate condition of 

answered to their names: unemployment throughout the country. Amongst those 
Ashurst Fess King Sheppard were certain appropriations relating to naval projects on the 
Barkley ~~~:r t:acJ~~lette ~~~~~f~;e part of the Government. There was under contemplation 
~i~~am George McKellar Smith and is now before the Committee · on Naval Affairs the ques-
Blatne Gillett McMaster ~~f~!r tion of our quota under the naval agreement as to certain 
~~~~~ g~:~ :~~~ stephens vessels that should be constructed. In conference with the 
Bratton Goff Morrison Swanson Secretary of the Navy I asked him with reference to the 
Brock Goldsborough ~~~~w ~~:!:: ~~~~ navy yard at Charleston, S. C., the only naval station south 
:~~~~~ ~~~d Norbeck Townsend of Norfolk on a coast line of 3,500 miles, facing the Carib-
Bulkley Harris Norris Trammell bean, the south Atlantic, the Gulf of Mexico, and the 
Capper · ::~~!ft ~~~ie _ ~~~~~berg: Panama. Canal, south of the boneyard of the Atlantic: which· 
g:~:;ay Hawes Partridge Wagner is Cape Hatteras with her shoals and dangerous currents 
connally Hayden Patterson Walcott that extend .for hundreds of miles out into the ocean. I C land Hebert Phipps Walsh, Mass. t N 

ope · Heftin Pine Walsh, Mont. asked the Secretary of the Navy if the. Charles on avy Couzens 
cutting Howell Pittman Waterman Yard might not be allowed to bid for the construction of 
g:~~ ~~::On ~::dell ;~~~r certain destroyers. He promptly answered that it would be· 
Deneen Kean Robinson, Ark. Williamson allowed to do so. 
Dill Kendrick Schall It developed that the superstructure of certain of the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ninety-one Senators hav- ways, having been constructed of wood, they are unfit now 
ing answered to their names, a quorum is present. for the work for which they were constructed. The Bureau 

EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR TO-MORROW of Yards and Docks took every station On the Atlantic sea- . 
board and the Pacific coast and provided for emergency work 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, there were sub- to aid the unemployed and to provide adequate facilities for 
mitted this morning from the Committee on Interstate·com- carrying on our naval activities. It is a curious fact that 
merce the names of the three Power commissioners whose in the bill, as the text will show, every naval station was 
nominations had been recommitted to that committee. I provided for except the navy yard at Charleston, S. C., for 
inquire of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNARY] whether which not a penny was appropriated; there was not even 
we might not at this hour to-morrow, 4 o'clock p. m., have any reference .to it. It was not estimated for by the Budget · 
an executive session for the purpose of considering those Bureau nor was it provided for by the House of Repre
nominations and other matters on the Executive Calendar? sentatives. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think it eminently fair Mr. President, when my attention was called to this fact. 
that some notice be given of an executive session. I agree I went before the committee on Appropriations of the 
with the Senator that we might have an executive session senate. The secretary of the Navy happened to be present. 
to-morrow at the hour suggested, provided that will give and also Admiral Parsons, who is the head of the yard and 
time to make final disposition of the matter. dock activities of the Navy Department. When I called at-

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am inclined to think so. I tention to the omission the Secretary of the Navy seemed 
do not think there will be any extended debate on it. a bit surprised that that item had been overlooked or had 

Mr. McNARY. Also for the consider~tion of other ~at- been left out, and before the committee he indorsed the 
ters on the Executive Calendar? · proposition .that ways at the Charleston yard should be pro-

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I think so. vided for. and provided-for now. He used language that was 
Mr. McNARY. I am agreeable, and at 4 o'clock p.m. to- rather suggestive, to the effect that it was nothing but 

morrow I shall move that we proceed to the consideration justice that this yard should partake of the emergency 
of executive business. · appropriation. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. If the Senator is apprehensive I In addition to that, Admiral Parsons, who,. as I stated, was 
that .busin~~- on the .Executive_ Calendar will not be dis- - present, and to whom the· Secretary · of the Navy· referred • . 
p_atched if the motion is made at that hour, I would suggest saying that. perhaps he could better state the situation than 
3 o'clock instead of 4 o'clock. . he, the Secretary, unequivocally indorsed it. He went fur-

Mr. McNARY. That is satisfactory to me. ther than my suggestion before the committee in that re- · 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I submit a conference report 
on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill. The sooner the 
bill is enacted into law, of course, -the sooner its provisions 
will go into ·effect. It is estimated that the bill will furnish 
employment up to the 1st of July for 25,000 or more men. 
In other words, if we get it through to-day, it means an 
additional day's work for 25,000 men between now and the 
1st of July. 

I feel that I should present the conference report at this 
time and ask for its immediate consideration. Let me say 
that it is a full agreement except that there are seven or 
eight amendments which the House conferees, l:Ulder .their 
rl;lles, have to take_ back to the ~o~e; ~o _they are reported 

spect. He said, " I do not think that under our policy it 
would be wise to construct the wooden ways," and that in 
the different navy yards they had been superseded by con
crete ways which were practically permanent. 

The question was asked: In case of need, in an emergency. 
in case of war, what about the use of the ways at the 
Charleston Navy Yard? He said they would be very neces
sary; and, not only that, but that they were essential in the 
construction of destroyers, for which Charleston had been 
promised an opportunity to bid. 

It was also developed that the equipment of that yard was 
ample for the construction of destroyers, but all that woUld 
amount to nothing if the ways were not put into proper 
form, not only for the construction of destroyers but, accord- -
ing to testimony of Admiral Parsons, for lighter craft, such 

• 
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vessels as heretofore have been built and launched at the 
navy yard at Charleston. 

The committee on the part of the Senate unanimously in
corporated the provision in the bilL I felt that as the in
justice, as the Secretary of the Navy had pointed out, had 
been brought to the attention of my colleague in the Senate, 
and the provision had been incorporated, it would find no 
difficulty in being incorporated by the representatives in the 
other branch of Congress. The conferees on the part of the 
House, however, according to the information I have, stead
fastly refused to allow the item to remain in the bill, 
although it involved only $150,000 for the only navy yard 
on a coast line of 3,500 miles. North of Hatteras, to Ports
mouth, N.H., a distance of 700 miles, there are 7 navY yards 
and 14 dry docks. If those were spaced according to miles, 
there would be a dry dock every 50 miles and a navY yard 
every 100 miles. South of Hatteras, on a coast line of 3,500 
miles, there is but one navY yard. While there is an emer
gency appropriation for every ' navY yard north of Hatteras, 
there is not one dollar of such appropriation for the lone 
navY yard to the south of Hatteras. 

Mr. President, if we are to provide for the employment of 
the unemployed, why discriminate against the only navy 
yard on the South Atlantic, and the Gulf coast, too, for that 
matter? I understand that the major objection was that 
the item was not estimated for by the Budget Bureau. I 
am not going to discuss this afternoon the question of the 
Budget Bureau. I do not believe there is a Senator on this 
:floor who would not vote that the same treatment be ac
corded to the people who need employment in Charleston as 
is accorded to those who are employed in the other navy 
yards, even though the navy yards were as thickly placed on 
the South Atlantic and Gulf coast as they are on the North 
Atlantic. Why discriminate? 

This afternoon I calleU on the Secretary of the Navy and 
asked him if he would not see the officers of the Budget Bu
reau and have this item estimated for, as I have been in
formed that if that bureau would submit an estimate per
haps the objection would be removed. 

Mr. President, I do not want to be a dog in the manger; 
my opposition does not assume that aspect. It is simply a 
question of my duty not to my section alone-though, of 
course, I have a duty there-but to all sections to endeavor 
to have observed a decent regard for fair play. While ap
propriations have been made for all the navy yards on the 
West coast and on the East coast north of Cape Hatteras, 
for the only navY yard on all the southern coast, including 
the Gulf coast, not one penny is proposed to be appropriated. 

The Secretary of the NavY himself, in the presence of the 
committee, and in the presence of the Senator who has 
charge of this bill used the significant language that, even if 
there were not an emergency, the appropriation would be 
just, and Admiral Parsons indorsed it and backed it up as 
being a necessity in order that there might be utilized the 
only harbor of refuge that would be available in case of ac
cident to any of our vessels in the South Atlantic, the Gulf, 
or the Caribbean, without endangering them by being towed 
or trying to go under their own power around Cape Hat
teras. 

It is not pleasing to me, and it does not argue very well 
for the powers that be, that I and the representatives of the 
southern section of the country must stand here and plead 
for ordinary decent treatment in a matter that is national. 
We do not propose to defend our country sectionally; we did 
not do it in the World War. The boys from South Carolina 
have a record of which I am proud and which is equal, if 
not superior, to that of any who helped to break through the 
Hindenburg line and bring the first ray of hope to a be
leaguered world. We may have some very great faults, but, 
thank God, the lack of spirit and bravery is not one of them. 

For the 22 years.that I have been a member of this body I 
have tried to take a national view of national questions. 
What, Mr. President, do you suppose my feelings are when I 
have to stand before the Senate and plead against sectional 
legislation? 

I have asked Admiral Parsons and the . Secretary of the 
Nazy to appear before the Budget Bureau and request an 

estimate for this item. They are now doing that, and I 
am going to ask the Senator who has the conference report 
in charge 'to withhold its consideration until noon to-mor
row, when I am promised a report; not, in case the report 
is favorable, that I shall insist on the item being incorporated 
in this bill, but I want to ascertain whether or not the 
Budget Bureau is going to put me in an attitude where I can 
with some degree of confidence ask that the item may be 
incorporated in the second deficiency bill or in the naval 
appropriation bill. I am entitled to that consideration at 
the hands of my colleagues. 

Mr. President, I have not taken up the time of the Senate 
with matters which were not essential. I appear now under 
a feeling of resentment. If this thing were done accidentally 
or through oversight, then, of course, it would relieve me of 
the feeling I have; but if it were done in a designed, calcu
lating manner, then, Mr. President, I will, out of self-respect, 
out of regard for my country at large and for my section of 
the country in particular and for my State, have to do the 
best that I can to keep this sort of thing from happening. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 

Carolina yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. SMITH. I yield. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Was the request made of the Bud .. 

get Bureau to incorporate this item in the bill? 
Mr. SMITH. After the Secretary of the NavY had in

dorsed it and Admiral Parsons, who had charge of yards 
and docks, to which the item pertains, had said that it 
would be looked after, I thought I had gone far enough to 
point out to the committee what had been done, and the 
committee unanimously incorporated the item in the bill. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And no point of order was raised 
against it when the bill was before the Senate? 

Mr. SMITH. Oh, no. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. So that the amendment was adopted 

by the Senate? 
Mr. SMITH. Yes. I do not think a point of order against 

the amendment would have been sustained, because it was 
considered by a standing committee and incorporated by the 
committee in the bill; but no point of order was raised; it 
was adopted by this body as were the other amendments 
and went to the other House. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Now, may I ask the Senator this 
question: Under the procedure this item may be incorpo
rated in another or second deficiency bill? 

Mr. SMITH. It may be. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Or it may be added to and incor

porated in the naval appropriation bill? 
Mr. SMITH. Yes. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. But to have it placed in either the 

second deficiency bill or ·the naval appropriation bill, does 
the Senator understand that it is necessary to have an esti
mate by and the approval of the Budget? 

Mr. SMITH. That is what I understand. I understand 
that perhaps the conferees on this bill would not have had 
this difficulty had there been an estimate by the Budget. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I am directly interested in procedure 
because I have an item which went out upon a point of 
order, and I wanted to have the matter cleared up. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President and Senators, I do not want 
to give way to just how I feel. I want to talk about this 
matter dispassionately. We are responsible, as legislators, 
for providing the law and the money to put the law into 
effect for the common defense, and the upkeep of those 
things that do defend our country. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President-- , 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. SMITH. I yield. 
Mr. JONES. A moment ago the Senator submitted a 

proposition to me. I sympathize with the Senator's posi
tion; and, as I say, the conferees on the part of the Senate 
held out for- this item just as long as they felt there was 
any possible hope for it. As a matter of fact, it was the 
last item that was finally dealt with in conference. So I 
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feel that the Senate conferees have done all that they could the -Secretary of the · Navy and the admiral would be un
for the Senator's item. heeded at the other end of the Capitol, and that they were 

Now, I want to appeal to the Senator on this phase of going to use as an occasion-perhaps not the cause, but as 
the matter: the occasion-of their objection to the item that it was not 

As I said a while ago, it was estimated that the items estimated for, I should have sought to have that done. But 
incorporated in this bill and agreed to by the conferees will after the indorsement of the Secretary of the Navy and of 
furnish labor for the unemployed to the extent of about the admiral I thought they would look after the matter, 
25,000 men between now and the 1st of July. In other since they had committed themselves to it, and never gave 
words, every day that we delay here in the Senate means the myself any further concern until I heard that it was vio
loss of a day's work for 25,000 men. Under all the cir- lently objected to on the part of the House. 
cumstances, I know that the Senator does . not want to Mr. SHORTRIDGE. On the merits? 
have that occur. Mr; SMITH. It could not have been on its merits, for I 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I state to the Senator take it that they have good common sense over there. 
that it is not very consoling to those in my section who Mr. GLASS. Mr. President--
want to enjoy the largess of our Government to be sacrificed The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 
while 25,000 men elsewhere are being taken care of? I do Carolina yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
not think I would be just to myself and to the people em- Mr. SMITH. I do. 
ployed in and around the Charleston yard to say, "Because Mr. GLASS. It has been explained to the Senator from 
the Budget for some reason did not estimate for you, al- South Carolina that the objection was largely technical, be
though you were indorsed by the Secretary of the Navy and cause the matter had not been estimated for, and the con
by the admiral who has this matter in charge, and by the ferees did not want to start the precedent of putting in the 
senate committee, I am going to let the other 25,000 men bill matters that had not been estimated for. The Senator 
begin work at once. I yield because it is very urgent that has been assured by his colleagues on this side at least, and 
somebody should get relief, but not you-not you." I think on the other side, and the conferees on the bill, that 

No, Mr. President. I will tell you: I think I would be if an estimate comes up the matter will be included in the 
indorsed by my colleagues if I should ask the Senator just next deficiency bill, the framing of which will be begun the 
to allow this matter to go over until I hear from the Secre- latter part of this week. 
tary of the Navy; and he promises to let me hear from him Mr. JONES. Or the naval appropriation bill. 
by 12 o'clock to-morrow. Mr. GLASS. Or the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I can not think that the Mr. SMITH. Let me ask the Senator from Virginia a 
laborers at the Senator's yard would say, "Because we ~an · question. Suppose the Budget absolutely refuses to send 
not get a -day's work we are going to keep 25,000 of our down an estimate. In that event, what remedy would I 
comrades out of a day's work." They would not say that. have? 
Of course, they would regret that they do not get it, too. Mr. GLASS. I do not see that there is any remedy for 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I do not want to go into that the Senator so far as this particular conference report is 
phase of the matter at all, for the reason that unless there concerned. 
are grounds upon which the discrimination can be defended Mr. SMITH. I am not talking about this conference 
Congress has no right upon the premises before us to deny report. 
the laborers in that navy yard participation in an emer- Mr. GLASS. The remedy the Senator would have then 
gency matter that is as needful in the Charleston yard, per- would be to try to include it, the opposition of the House to 
haps more needful, than in any other yard on the Atlantic the contrary notwithstanding. 
seaboard. It is very little to ask. Mr. SMITH. Precisely; and then have the same objection 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, how much is the to meet in those bills that is made in this one. If there were 
item? any other method by which I could have the item incor-

Mr. SMITH. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars. porated in the second deficiency bill or in the naval appro
While millions are appropriated elsewhere, $150,000 is asked priation bill, I should be perfectly willing to let this bill go 
there. That was Admiral Parsons's estimate for permanent and try my chances with those two measures. 
concrete ways. I am only asking the Senator for this slight Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, of what advantage would it 
delay, not to prejudice the bill. It is going to pass, perhaps; be to the Senator to obstruct the consideration of this bill 
but I am sure he and the other Members of the Senate who when he has just exactly the same opportunity to override 
have charge of this bill will, if the Budget estimates for the the refusal of the Budget in the next deficiency bill and in 
item, do what they have done in this case, but with better the naval appropriation bill itself? 
means of sustaining it, if it is put on another bill. Mr. SMITH. 'file idea is that if this is an emergency 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? matter, and the project was incorporated here in order to 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South put it on a parity with the other emergency items in this bill, 

Carolina yield to the Senator from California? this is the appropriate place for quick action on an emergent 
Mr. SMITH. I yield. project. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I had an item which went out on a -Mr. GLASS. The Senate conferees were simply unable, 

point of order; and I understand that it may be in order as hard as they tried to do it, to convince the conferees of 
later on if the Budget estimates and reports it. the other House to that effect. 

I personally sympathize very much wit~ the views ex- Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, the experience I have had 
pressed by the Senator from South Carolina. I feel that with this bill is not very promising as to what may occur m· 
the Senator is entirely right in the position he takes; but the others but I am going to make this statement: 
may I suggest that if the item which concerns him may be As efforts are now being made-honestly, I believe-to get 
taken care of in the second deficiency bill or in the naval an estimate from the Budget I am going to allow this bill 
appropriation bill, relief can be found in that way. There- to pass; but, so help me God.' if there is no estimate made, 
fore, I venture to express the thought that he would not and I have not an opportunity with the estimate back of the 
succeed by holding up this conference report and sending item to include it in the other bills, I shall call on my friends 
it back to the conferees, or asking them further to consider who have so valiantly stood by this item this time to help 
it, and that .he may obtain relief in the way suggested, as I me see that justice is done before this session of Congress 
hope to obtain it. shall have adjourned. 

Mr. SMITH. Whether I shall have to try, with what Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, and will the Senator 
friends I may muster here and at the other end of the Capi- stand by me and help me similarly? 
tol, to have this item incorporated in legislation is going 

1 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir; for I want to state here and now 
to depend entirely upo~ whether or not the Budget will that I have been greatly encouraged by the attitude of the 
estimate for it. Had I dreamed that the indorsement of Senator from California in all matters with which I have 
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tried to impress the Senate. I think he is a man of extraor
dinarily high intelligence, because of his appreciation of 
what I have had to say. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I present the conference re-
port and ask for its present consideration. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Washington that the unfinished busi
ness be temporarily laid aside for the consideration of the 
conference report? The Chair hears none, and the report 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
· the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 

<H. R. 15592) making appropriations to supply urgent de
. ficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1931, and for prior fiscal years, to provide 
urgent supplemental appropriations for the fiscal year end

. ing June 30, 1931, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
17, 24, 32, 33, 3-i, 37, 48, 74, 85, 86, 91, 92, 95, and 109. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 19,20, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 28, 30, 35, 36, 38, 39, 40, 42, 43, 
44, 45, 47, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 
63, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 75, 77, 78, 80, 81, 82, 83, 
84, 87, 88, 89, 90, 94, 98, 101, 102, 104, 106, 107, 108, 110, 111, 
112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 
125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, and 
137, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 5 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike 
out "$96,000" and insert in lieu thereof "$50,000," and in 
line 7 strike out "$103,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
." $57,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
" $75,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: 

" Forest Service: For construction of improvements for 
the protection and administration of the national forests, 
including telephone lines, fire breaks, dwellings, offices, 
miscellaneous small structures, and for fences and water
development projects for range control and other purposes 
and for combating epidemic insect infestations on the na
tional forests adjacent to Yellowstone National Park and 
threatening the park timber and invaluable timber stands 
in northern Idaho, $354,800." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from 

its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following~ 

"Bureau of Biological Survey: For construction, repair, 
alteration, and improvement of buildings and other struc
tures, dams, fences, telephone lines, roads, installation of 
electricity and water system, cold-storage plants, septic tanks, 
and for surveying wild-life refuges, and so forth, in con
nection with bird and game reservation and other field ac
tivities in .Arizona, Arkansas, California, Idaho, Minnesota, 
Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New York, North Dakota, Ore
gon, South Dakota, Utah, Washington, Wyoming, Alaska, or 
elsewhere, and for the control of injurious predatory ani
mals and rodents, $300,000." 

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 lieu of the matter inserted by such amendment insert the 
following: · 

" Tuberculosis building: For the construction and equip
ment of the second floor of the tuberculosis building, 
$120,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lines 8, 11, 15, and 18 of the matter inserted by said amend
ment, strike out the following respective amounts: " $206,000, 
$18,000, $11,000, $15,000 " and in line 18 strike out the sum 
"$250,000 ·" and insert in lieu thereof the sum "$200,000 "; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
" $4,420,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: 

"Navy yard, Washington, District of Columbia: Improve
ment of heating ·system, $20,000; improvement of power 
plant, $25,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: -

"Submarine base, New London, Connecticut: Replace 
building numbered 42 damaged by fire, $50,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 93, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: 

"AIR CORPS 

"Air Corps, Army: For construction and repair of tech
nical buildings, $504,800; and torque stands and repair of 
buildings and equipment, $366,300 ;..Jn all, $871,100." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 96: That the House recede from 

its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 96, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 
insert" $471,005 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
"$50,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
99, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by such amendment insert 
the following: 

"Arming, equipping, and training the National Guard: For 
construction of buildings and utilities at camps, $1,000,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from 

its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
100, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert the 
following: "$750,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
103, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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In lieu of the matter inserted by such amendment insert With reference to the Shiloh National Military Park road, 
the following: in which the Senator from Tennessee is very much inter-

" Cemeterial expenses: For general repairs at national ested, the House conferees have tentatively agreed to the 
cemeteries, $131,712." provision· as we put it into the bill, and will recommend its 

And the Senate agree to the same. . adoption in the House. 
The committee of conference have not agreed on amend- Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

ments numbered 4, 18, 27, 76, 79, and 105. Mr. JONES. I yield. 
W. L. JoNES, Mr. BARKLEY. I was looking through the conference 
REED SMooT, report to see what disposition had been made of the amend-
FREDERICK HALE, ment I offe1·ed, and which was agreed to, about the $3,000,000 
CARTER GLASS, for rural sanitation. Just as I finished I heard the Senator 
KENNETH McKELLAR, say something about that. What is the status of that? 

Managers on the part of the Senate. Mr. JONES. We have tentatively agreed on $2,000,000. 
WILL R. WooD, Mr. BARKLEY. Was that agreed to among the con-
LoUis C. CRAMTON, ferees? . 
EDWARD H. WAsoN, Mr. JONES. There was a tentative agreement among the 
JosEPH w. BYRNS, conferees, and the House conferees will recommend to the 
J.P. BucHANAN, House that that sum be agreed to by the House. 

Managers on the part of the House. Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator did not bring that in as a 
part of the conference report? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I would like to ask the chair- Mr. JONES. We had to bring in a disagreement on that 
man of the Committee on Appropriations how much effort amendinent, because this was only a tentative agreement, 
was made to sustain amendment No. 103. That is the and under the rules of the House, apparently, the House 
amendment which provides for very necessary work to be · conferees have to take certain things back to the House. So 
done by the Quartermaster Department over in Arlington we had to report a disagreement, but the understanding is 
Cemetery. that the House conferees will re~ommend the adoption of 

Mr. JONES. I remember that matter. We urged it very $2,000,000 by the House. 
strongly in conference. If I am permitted to give the The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
reasons which actuated the House conferees, I will say that the conference report. 
one of them stated that they-felt that we are providing a The report was agreed to. 
very great amount Of Government WOrk around Washington INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATIONS 
City. That was one reason which actuated them. They 
felt that they could not accept that amendment under all Mr. JONES. I ask that we proceed with the independent 
the circumstances. offices appropriation bill. 

Mr. REED. I realize, of course, that the conferees can The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill <H. R. 
not get every senate amendment agreed to, and I am not 16415) making appropriations for the Executive Office and 
criticizing the conferees-- sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, 

Mr. JONES. I appreciate that. and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
Mr ~ REED. This is the matter in which the War Depart- other purposes. 

ment "is very much interested. It is necessary for the com- The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will proceed to read 
pletion of the work in Arlington Cemetery that the money the bill for action on the amendments of the committee. 
should be appropriated. There must be an administration The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
building there, and it seemed to the department and to those The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
who pay a good deal of attention to the . affairs at Arlington was, under the subhead" Office of the President," on page 2, 
Cemetery that this was the best possible time to do it. line 10, after the word "President," to strike out "$96,180; 

Mr. JONES. I would say this, too, that the House con- in all, $126,180" and insert" $97,200; in all, $127,200," so as 
ferees felt that if they considered it of sufficient importance to read: 
to get an estimate sent down to be included in the general Salaries: For Secretary to the President, $10,000; two additional 
deficiency bill, it could be considered in connection with secretaries to the President at $10,000 each; personal services in 
that. the office of the President, $97.200; in all, $127,200. 

Mr. REED. The Senator does not think, then, that the Mr. JONES. Mr. President, these amendments the clerk 
matter is so far foreclosed that it could not be considered is now about to read are simply amendments to carry out the 
with possible success in the last ·deficiency bill? average salary provision. 

Mr. JONES. I do not think so. Possibly I ought to say The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
a word about the amendments on which we reported dis- the amendment. 
agreement, but which I said the House conferees were taking The amendment was agreed to. 
back to the House. I will make a brief statement. · The next amendment was, on page 3, line 22, to increase 
' One amendment was with reference to the provision of the total appropriation for the Executive Office from $532,
salaries of Senators appointed to fill vacancies. The House 380 to $533,400. 
conferees will recommend the provision as inserted in the The amendment was agreed to. 
bill in the Senate. The next amendment was under the heading "Arlington 

In reference to the Bureau of Reclamation, we put on an Memorial Bridge Commission," on page 6, line 22, after the 
amendment suspending payments to the Treasury for five figures" $50," to strike out "Provided further, That· no part 
years. We have reached a tentative agreement on two years. of this appropriation shall be used to pay for the cost of 
That will give us plenty of time to work the matter out in a widening and paving B Street NW., as provided in the ap
regular and proper way and take care of the situation as it proved project, except for such portions as may abut upon 
is developed. Government-owned property, and not in excess of 40 per 

The provision for a vessel for Alaska the conferees have cent of the cost of widening and paving of that portion of 
tentatively agreed upon. the said street which so abuts" and in lieu thereof to insert 

With reference to the Lynchburg post-office situation, the "Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall 
House conferees are going to recommend to the House that be used to pay for the cost of reconstructing and paving 
the House concur in t-lJ.e Senate amendment. B Street NW., as provided in the approved project, except 

With reference to the Public Health Service and rural for such portions as may abut upon Government-owned 
·sanitation;the House conferees -are going to recommend to property, and not in excess of 40 per cent of the cost of such 
"the Holise to· adopt "$2,000,000 ' instead of $3,000,000, as we repaving of that portion of the said street which so abuts." 
passed it through the Senate. The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the heading " Board of 

Mediation,'' on page 7, line 22, before the word "of," to 
strike out "$186,685" and insert "$187,045," and in line 23, 
after the word " exceed," to strike out " $141,500 " and insert 
" $141,860," so as to read: 

For five members of the board, at $12,000 each, and for other 
aut horized expenditures of the Board of Mediation in performing 
the duties imposed by law, including personal services; contract 
stenographic reporting services without reference to section· 3709 
of the Revised Statutes (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 5); supplies and 
equipment; law books and books of reference; not to exceed $200 
for newspapers; periodicals; traveling expenses; rent of quarters in 
the District of Columbia, if space is not provided by the Public 
Buildings Commission, and rent of quarters outside the District of 
Columbia, $187,045, of which amount not to exceed $141,860 may be 
expended for personal services in the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 25, to increase 

the total appropriation for the Board of Mediation from 
$188,185 to $188,545. 
· The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading " Board of 
Tax Appeals,'' · on page 9, line 14, before the word "of," to 
strike out "$608,640" and insert "$609,460," and in line 15, 
before the word" may,'' to strike out" $546,839" and insert 
"$547,659," so as to read: 
. For every expenditure requisite for and incident to the work o! 
the Board of Tax Appeals as authorized under Title IX. section 
900, of the revenue act of 1924, approved June 2, 1924, as amended 
by Title X of the revenue act of 1926, approved February 26, 1926, 
and Title IV of the revenue act of 1928, approved May 29, 1928, 
including personal services and contract stenographic reporting 
services to be obtained by renewal of existing contract, or other
wise, rent outside the District of Columbia, travellng expenses, car 
fare, stationery, furniture, office equipment, purchase and exchange 
of .typewriters, law books and books of reference, periodicals, and 
all other necessary supplies, $609,460, of which amount not to 
exceed $547,659 may be expended for personal services in the 
District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, line 19, to increase 

the total appropriation for the Board of Tax Appeals from 
$653,640 to $654,460. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading " Bureau of 

Efficiency," on page 10, line 2, before the word "of," to 
strike out "$199,770 " and insert " $200,970," and in line 
3, before the word" may," to strike out "$193,720" and in
sert " $194,920," so as to read: 

For chief of bureau and other personal services in the District 
of Columbia; contract stenographic reporting services; contingent 
expenses, including traveling expenses; supplies, stationery; pur
chase and exchange of equipment; not to exceed $100 :tor law 
books, books of reference, newspapers and periodicals; and not 
to exceed $150 for street-car fare; in an. $200,970, of which-amount 
not to exceed $194,920 may be expended for personal services in 
the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 7, to increase 

the total appropriation for the Bureau of Efficiency, from 
$200,270 to 201,470. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading " Civil Serv

ice Commission," on page 10, line 10, after the name "Dis
trict of Columbia,'' to stiike out "$849,570" and insert 
"$872,430," so as to read: 
· Salaries: For three commissioners and other personal services 

1n the District of Columbia, $872,430. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ought to say, in justice to 
the Senate, that there is an addition to the field force pro
vided in the amendment, as well as a salary increase. One 
of the commissioners urged that they be removed from the 
classification law. We did not feel that we ought to make 
an exception in their case, because if we should do that we 
would be asked to make exceptions in a great many cases. 
So we left the commissioners' salaries unchanged. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 11, after the 
word "force,'' to strike out "$557,540" and insert "$566,-
840,'' so as to read: 

Field force: For salaries of the field force, $566,84Q. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
· The next amendment was, on page 11, line 6, before the 
word" of," to strike out" $27,840" and insert" $28,080," and 
in line 7, before the word "may," to strike ·out "$23,840" 
and insert" $24,080," so as to read: 

For examination of presidential postmasters, including travel, 
stationery, contingent expenses, additional examiners, and investi
gators, and other necessary expenses of examinations, $28,080, of 
wh.ich amount not to exceed $24,080 may be expended for personal 
services in the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, line 14, to increase 

the ·total appropriation for the Civil Service Commission, 
from $1,644,542 to $1,676,942. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading " Commis

sion of Fine Arts,'' on page 12, line 25, before the word" of,'' 
to strike out " $9,475 " and insert " $9,695,'' and on page 13, 
line 1, before the word "may,'' to strike out "$6,200" and 
insert " $6,420,'' so as to read: 

For expenses made necessary by the act entitled "An act estab
lishing a Commission of Fine Arts," approved May 17, 1910 (U.S. C., 
title 40, sec. 104), including the purchase of periodicals, map3, 
and books of reference, and payment of actual traveling expenses 
of the members and secretary o! the commission in attending 
meetings and committee meetings of the commission either within 
or outside of the District of Columbia, to be <Usbursed on vouchers 
approved by the commission, $9,695, of which amount not to ex
ceed $6,420 may be expended for personal services in the District 
ot Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 5, to increase 

the total appropriation for the Commission of Fine Arts, 
from $9,775 to $9,995. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the beading " Employees' 

Compensation Commission,'' on page 13, line 18, to strike 
out" $522,980" and insert" $526,380,'' so as to read: 

For three commissioners and other personal services in the Dis
trict of Columbia; including not to exceed $1,000 for temporary 
experts and assistants in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, 
to be paid at a rate not exceeding $8 per day, and for personal 
services in the field; for furniture and other equipment and re
pairs thereto; law books, books of reference, periodicals; sta
tionery and supplies; traveling expenses; fees and mileage o! 
witnesses; contract stenographic reporting services without regard 
to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 5): 
rent at the seat of government and elsewhere; and miscellaneous 
items, $526,380. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, line 11, to increase 

the total appropriation for the Employees' Compensation 
Commission from $4,730,480 to $4,734,380. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendnient was, under the heading " Federal 

Board for Vocational Education,'' on page 15, line 20, before 
the word" of," to strike out" $94,380" and insert "$95,280," 
so as to read: 

Salaries and expenses: For carrying out the provisions of sec· 
tion 2 .of the act entitled "An act to provide for the furt her 
development of vocational education in the several States and 
Territories,'' approved February 5, 1929 (U. S. C., Supp. m, title 
20, sees. 15b, 15c), $95,280, of which amount not to exceed 
$68,500 may be expended for personal services in the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, line 25, before the 

word •• of," to strike out "$77,960" and insert •• $77,980," 
and in the same line, after the word " exceed,'' to strike out 
" $56,880 "and insert "$57,000," so as to read: 

Salaries and expenses: For making studies, investigations, and 
reports regarding the vocational rehabilitation of disabled persons 
and their placements in suitable or gainful occupations, and for 
the administrative expenses of said board incident to performing 
the duties imposed by the act of June 2, 1920 (U. S. C., title 29, 
sec. 35), as amended by the act of June 5, 1924 (U. S. C., title 29. 
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sec. 31), and the act of June 9, 1930, including salaries of such 
assistants, experts, clerks, and other employees, in the District of 
Columbia or elsewhere, as the board may deem necessary, actual 
traveling and other necessary expenses incurred by the members 
·of the board and by its employees, under its orders; including at
tendance at meetings of educational associations and other organi
zations, rent and equipment of offices in the District of Columbia, 
and elsewhere, purchase of books of reference, law books, and 
periodicals, newspapers not to exceed $50, stationery, typewriters 
and exchJ.nge ther~of, miscellaneous supplies, postage on foreign 
mail, printing ·and binding, and all other necessary expenses, 
$77,980, of which amount not to exceed $57,000 may be expended 
for personal services in the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, at the end of line 

. 11, to strike out "$14,740" and insert "$15,000," so as to 
· read: 

Cooperative vocational rehabilitation of disabled residents of the 
District of Columbia: For personal services, printing and binding, 
travel and subsistence, and payment of expenses of training, place
ment, and other phases of rehabilitating disabled residents of the 
District of Columbia under the provisions of the act entitled "An 
act to provide for the vocational rehabilitation of disabled resi
dents of the District of Columbia," approved February 23, 1929 
(U. S. C., Supp. III, title 29, sees. 47-47e), $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading " Federal 

Power Commission," on page 20, line 11, after the word 
"periodicals," to strike' out "$255,695" and insert "$256,-
495," and in line 12, after the word "exceed," to strike out 
" $212,620 " and insert " $213,420," so as to read: 

For every expenditure requisite for and incident to the work or 
the Federal Power Commission as authorized by law, including 
traveling expenses, including expenses of attendance at meetings 
which in the discretion of the commission are necessary for the 
etficient discharge of its responsibilities; contract stenographic 
reporting services, and not exceeding *1,000 for press-clipping 
service, law books, books of reference, newspapers, and periodicals, 
$256,495, of which amount not to exceed $213,420 shall be avail
able for personal services in the District of Columbia, including 
five co!IUD-issioners at $10,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, line 18, to increase 

· the total appropriation for the Federal Power Commission 
from $260.195 to $260,995. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading " Federal 

Radio Commission," on page 21, line 10, before the word 
" of," to strike out " $465,380 " and insert " $466,820," and 
in line 11, after the word "exceed," to strike out "$365,880" 
and insert " $367,320," so as to read: 

For five commissioners, at $10,000 each per annum, and for all 
other authorized expenditures of the Federal Radio Commission in 
performing the duties imposed by the radio act of 1927, as 
amended, including personal services, contract stenographic re
porting services without reference to section 3709 of the Revised 
Statutes (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 5), printing and binding, rental of 
quarters in the District of Columbia, newspapers, periodicals, 
reference books, law books, special counsel fees, supplies and 
equipment, which may be purchased without regard to section 
3709 of the Revised Statutes (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 5) when the 
aggregate amount involved does not exceed $25, traveling expenses, 
including expenses of attendance at meetings which in the discre
tion of the commission are necessary for the efficient discharge of 
its responsibil1ties, and other necessary expenses, $466,820, of 
which amount not to exceed $367,320 may be expended for 
personal services in the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading " Federal 

Trade Comm.iss.ion," on page 22, line 6, before the word" of," 
to strike out "$1,731,766" and insert "$1,745,986," and in 
line 7, before the word "may," to strike out "$1,316,924" 
and insert " $1,329,144," so as to read: 

For five commissioners, at $10,000 each per annum, and for all 
other authorized expenditures of the Federal Trade Commission in 
performing the duties imposed by law or in pursuance of law, 
including secretary to the commission and other personal services, 
contract stenographic reporting services to be obtained on and after 
the approval of this act by the commission, in its discretion, 
through the civil service or by contract, or renewal of existing 
contract, or otherwise, supplies and equipment, law books, books 
of reference, periodicals, garage rental, traveling expenses, includ
ing not to exceed $900 for expenses of attendance, when specifically 
authorized by the commission, at meetings concerned with the 
work of the Federal Trade Commission, not to exceed •aoo for 
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newspapers, not to exceed $200 for newspaper clippings, foreign 
postage, and witness fees, and m.lleage in accordance with section 
9 of the Federal Trade Commission act, of which $160,000 shall be 
immediately available, $1,745,986, of which amount not to exceed 
$1,329,144 may be expended for personal services in the District of 
Columbia, including witness fees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 12, to increase 

the total appropriation for the Federal Trade Commission 
from $1,761,766 to $1,775,986. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "General 

Accounting Office," on page 22, line 17, after the name" Dis
trict of Columbia," to strike out " $'i,052,620; in all, $4,062,-
620" and insert" $4,118,320; in all, $4,128,320," so as to read: 

Salaries: Comptroller General, $10,000; for Assistant Comptroller 
General and other personal services in the District of ·columbia, 
$4,1~8.320; in all, $4,128,320. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment wa.s, on page 23, line 12, to increase 

the total appropriation for the General Accounting Office 
from $4,297,620 to $4,363,320. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "George 

Washington Bicentennial Commission," on page 24, line 22, 
after the word " acts," to strike out " fiscal year 1931," so 
as to read: 

For carrying out the provisions of the public resolution entitled 
"Joint resolution authorizing an appropriation for the participa
tion of the United States in the preparation and completion of 
plans for the comprehensive observance of that greatest of all his
toric events, the bicentennial of the birthday of George Wash
ington," approved December 2, 1924 ( 43 Stat. 671), and all other 
activities authorized by the act entitled "An act to enable the 
George Washington Bicentennial Commission to carry out and 
give effect to certain approved plans," approved February 21, 1930 
(46 Stat. 71), including personal services without reference to the 
classification act of 1923, as amended, and civil-service regulations, 
traveling expenses, furniture and equipment, supplies, printing 
and binding, rent of buildings in the District of Columbia, and all 
other expenditures authorized by the above acts, $338,195, to be 
available until expended, for each and every object of expenditure 
connected with the celebration notwithstanding the provisions of 
any other act relating to the expenditure of public moneys, upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman of the executive committee, or 
such person as may be designated by him to approve vouchers. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I wish . the Senator from 
Washington would let this amendment go over. I presume 
we will shortly be concluding our business for the day, any
way. I do not know that there will be any objection to the 
amendment, but some_ discussion of this provis.ion may in
volve this amendment. 

Mr. JONES. If the Senator thinks it will involve any 
amendment which there might be a desire to discuss, I am 
perfectly willing that it should go over. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am satisfied the Senator will do what is 
right about ·t, but so as to avotd any possibility of anybody 

· else objecting, I would prefer having the amendment go over 
unacted on. 

Mr. JONES. Very well. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend

ment will be passed over. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I des.ire to make the same 

statement about the amendment on page 25, line 9, under 
the heading of" Housing Corporation." I would like to have 
that go over. 

Mr. JONES. I suppose the Senator would also want to 
have the amendments on pages 26 and 27 go over? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; all amendments relating to the Hous
ing Corporation. 

Mr. JONES. I had hoped we would be able to dispose of 
those this afternoon. Would the Senator want to take some 
little time? 

Mr. NORRIS. I think there will be some Senators who 
are not here now who will want to participate in the debate 
on some of those things. I would not want to have them 
taken up without calling for a quorum. 

Mr. JONES. They may be passed over then. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend

ments will be passed over without prejudice. 
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- The next amendment was, under the heading " Interstate 
Commerce Commission," on page 27, line 14, before the word 
~~of," to strike out " $3,090,900 " and insert " $3,113,280," and 
in the same line, after the word " exceed," to strike out 
"$2,569,160" and insert" $2,591,000," so as to read: 

For 11 commissioners, at $12,000 each; secretary, $9,000, and for 
all other authorized expenditures necessary in the execution of 
laws to regulate commerce, including one chief counsel, one 
director of finance, and one director of traffic at $10,000 each per 
annum, traveling expenses, and stenographic reporting services to 
be obtained on and after the approval of this act by the commis
sion, in its discretion, through the civil service or by contract or 
renewal of existing contract, or otherwise, $3,113,280, of which 
amount not to exceed $2,591,000 may be expended for personal 
services in the District of Columbia, exclusive of special counsel, 
for which the expenditure shall not exceed $50,000; not exceeding 
$3,000 for purchase and exchange of necessary books, reports, and 
periodicals; not exceeding $100 in the open market for the pur
chase of office furniture similar in class or kind to that listed in 
the general supply schedule; and not exceeding $139,000 for rent 
ot buildings in the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was ag"...eed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, line 10, before the 

word" of," to strike out" $1,504,420" and insert" $1,507,000," 
and in line 11, before the word "may," to strike out 
"$252,840" and insert "$255,000," so as to read: 

Regulating commerce: To enable the In~erstate Commerce 
Commission to enforce compliance with section 20 and other sec
tions of the act to regulate commerce as amended by the act ap
proved June 29, 1906 (U. S. C., title 49, sec. 20), and as amended 
by the transportation act, 1920 (U. S. C., title 49, sec. 20}, includ
ing the employment of necessary special accounting agents or 
examiners, and traveling expenses, $1,507,000, of which amount not 
to exceed $255,000 may be expended for personal services in the 
District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 2, before the 

word "of," to strike out " $534,660 " and insert " $539,460," 
and in line 3, before the word" may," to strike out" $94,340" 
and insert" $95,000," so as to read: ' 

Safety of employees: To enable the Interstate Commerce Com
mission to keep informed regarding and to enforce compliance 
with acts to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon 
railroads; the act requiring common carriers to make reports of 
accidents and authorizing investigations thereof; and to enable 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate and test ap
pliances intended to promote the safety of railway operation, as 
authorized by the joint resolution approved June 30, 1906 (U. s. C., 
title 45, sec. 35) , and the provision of the sundry civil act ap
proved May 27, 1908 (U. S. C., title 45, sees. 36, 37), to investigate, 
test experimentally, and report on the use and need of any ap
pliances or systems intended to promote the safety of railway 
operation, inspectors, and for traveling expenses, $539,460, of 
which amount not to exceed $95,000 may be expended for per
sonal services in the District of Columbia. 

_ The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29·, line 16, before the 

word "of," to strike out "$48,260" and insert "$48,380," 
and in line 17, before tlle word "may," t~ strike out 
" $34,880 " and insert "$35,000," so as to read: 

Signal safety systems: For all authorized e.xpenditures under 
section 26 of the act to regulate commerce as amended by the 
transportation act, 1920 (U. S. C., title 49, sec. 26), with respect 
to the provision thereof under which carriers by railroad subject 
to the act may be required to install automatic train-stop or 
train-control devices which comply with specifications and require
ments prescribed by the commission, including' investigations and 
tests pertaining to block-signal and train-control systems, as 
authorized by the joint resolution approved June 30, 1906 (U. S. C., 
title 45, sec. 35), and including the employment of the necessary 
engineers, and for traveling expenses, $48,380, of which amount 
not to exceed $35,000 may b"e expended for personal services in 
the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 13, before the 

word " of," to strike out " $504,865 " and insert " $508,885," 
and in line 14, before the word "may," to strike out 
"$79,880" and insert "$80,000," so as to read: 

Locomotive inspection: For all authorized expenditures under 
the provisions of the act of February 17, 1911, "To promote the 
safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling 
common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their 
locomotives with safe and suitable boilers and appurtenances 
thereto" (U. S. C., title 45, sec. 22), as amended by the act of 
March 4, 1915, exten«ing "the same powers and duties with respect 
to all parts and appurtenances of the locomotive and tender" 

(U. S . . C., title 45, sec. 30), and amendment of June 7, 1924 
(U. S. C., title 45, sec. 27), providing for the appointment from 
time to time by the Interstate Commerce Commission of not more 
than 15 inspectors in addition to the number authorized in the 
first paragraph of section 4 of the act of 1911 (U. S. C., title 45,
sec. 26), and the amendment of June 27, 1930 (46 Stat. 822, 
823) , including such legal, technical, stenographic, and clerical 
help as the business of the offices of the ch ief inspector and 
his two assistants may require, and for traveling expenses, 
$508,885, of which amount not to exceed $80,000 may be expended 
for personal services ill the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, line 3, after the 

word "expenses," to strike out "$3,554,368" and insert 
"$3,583,588," so as to read: 

Valuation of property of carriers: To enable the Interstate Com
merce Commission to carry out the objects of the act entitled 
"An act to amend an act entitled 'An act to regulate commerce,' 
approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof," by 
providing for a valuation of the several classes of property of car
riers subject thereto and securing information concerning their 
stocks, bonds, and other securities, approved March 1, 1913 (U. S. 
C., title 49, sec. 19a), including one director of valuation at 
$10,000 per annum, one supervisor of land appraisals, one super
vising engineer, one supervisor of accounts, and one principal 
valuation examiner, at $9,000 each per annum, and traveling ex
penses, $3,583,588: Provided, That this appropriation shall not be 
available for rent of buildings in the District of Columbia 1f suit
able space is provided by the Public Buildings Commission. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, every amendment in the bill 

from this point on relates to average-salary provisions I 
ask unanimous consent that they may be agreed to en bloc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and all the amendments are agreed to en bloc. 

The first of the amendments agreed to en bloc was, on 
page 31, line 20, to increase the total appropriation for the 
Interstate Commerce Commission from $9,412,473 to 
$9,475,593. 

The next amendment was, under the heading "National 
Advisory Committee for Aeronautics," on page 32, line 22, 
before the word " of," to strike out " $1,028,070 " and insert 
"$1!030,790/' so as to read: 

For scientific research, technical investigations, and special re
ports in the field of aeronautics, including the necessary labora
tory and technical assistants; contracts for personal services in 
the -making of special investigations and in the preparation of 
special reports; traveling expenses of members and employees, in
cluding not to exceed $500 for expenses, except membership fees, 
of attendance upon meetings of technical and professional socie
ties; office supplies and other miscellaneous expenses, including 
technical periodicals and books of reference; equipment, main
tenance, and operation of the Langley Memorial Aeronautical 
Laboratory; purchase, maintenance, operation, and exchange of 
motor-propelled, passenger-carrying vehicles; personal services in 
the field and in the District of Columbia; in all, $1,030,790, of 
·Which amount not to exceed $1,550 may be expended for allow
ances for living quarters, including heat, fuel, and light, as au
thorized by the act approved June 26, 1930 (46 Stat. 818), and not 
to exceed $116,000 for personal services in the District of Columbia. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 8, to increase 
the total appropriation for the National Advisory Committee 
for Aeronautics, from $1,051,070 to $1,053,790. 

The next amendment. was, under the heading " Personnel 
Classification Board," on page_ 34, line 16, after the word 
"devices," to strike out" $218,850" and insert" $220,830," so 
as to read: 

For every expenditure requisite for and incident to the work of 
the Personnel Classification Board, as authorized by the classifica
tion act of 1923, as amended, incluciing personal services in the 
District of Columbia and elsewhere, traveling expenses, telegrams, 
telephone service, printing and binding, law books, books of refer
ence, periodicals, stationery, furniture, office equipment, other 
supplies, street-car fares (not exceeding $100), purchase and 
exchange of typewrit ers and labor-saving devices, $220,830. 

The next amendment was, under the heading " Public 
Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital," on page 
35, line 6, before the word " including," to strike out 
"$2,793,250" and insert "$2,8~7,490," so as to read: 

For personal services in the District of Columbia, $2,847,490 
including not to exceed $25,000 for intermittent and seasonal 
employees at per diem rates of compensation to be fixed by the 
director. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 21, to increase 
the total appropriation for the office of Public Buildings and 
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Public Parks of the National Capital from $5,541,445 to 
$5,595,685. 

The next amendment was, under the heading " Smith
sonian Institution," on page 38, at the end of line 21, to 
strike out" $38,644" and insert" $38,764," so as to read: . 

For expenses of the general adm..1nlstrative office, Smithsonian 
Institution, including an additional assistant secretary at $9,000 
per annum during the present incumbency, compensation of 
necessary employees, traveling expenses, purchase of books and 
periodicals, supplies and equipment, and any other necessary 
expenses, $38,764. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, at the end of line 
3, to strike out "$54,060" and insert "$54,180," so as to 
read: 

International exchanges: For the system of international ex
changes between the United States and foreign countries, under 
the direction of the Smithsonian Institution, including necessary 
employees, and purchase of necessary books and periodicals, and 
traveling expenses, $54,180. · 

The next amendment was, on page 40, at the end of line 
2, to strike out "$37,620" and insert "$37,680," so as to 
read: 

Astrophysical Observatory: For maintenance of the Astrophysical 
Observatory, under the direction of the Smithsonian Institution, 
including assistants, purchase of books, periodicals, and appara
tus, making necessary observations in high altitudes, repairs and 
alterations of buildings, preparation of manuscripts, drawings, and 
illustrations, traveling expenses, and miscellaneous expenses, 

. $37,680. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead "National 
Museum," on page 40, line 11, to strike out "$154,580" and 
insert "$155,060," so as to read: 

For cases, furniture, fixtures, and appliances required for the 
exhibition and safe-keeping of collections; heating, lighting, elec
trical, telegraphic, and telephonic service, repairs and alterations 
of buildings, shops, and sheds, including approaches and all neces
sary material; personal services, and traveling and other necessa.ry 
incidental expenses, $155,060. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 21, after the 
word "periodicals," to strike out "$618,890" and insert 
"$621,050," so as to read: 

For continuing preservation, exhibition, and increase of collec
tions from the surveying and exploring expeditions of the Govern
ment, and from other sources, including personal services, travel
ing expenses, purchasing and supplying uniforms to guards and 
elevator conductors, postage stamps and foreign postal cards and 
all other necessary expenses, and not exceeding $5,500 for prepara
tion of manuscripts, drawings, and illustrations for publications, 
and not exceeding $3,000 for purchase of books, pamphlets, and 
periodicals, $621,050. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead 'i National 
Gallery of Art," on page 41, line 2, after the word "ex
penses " to strike out " $45,220 " and insert " $45,400," so 
as to read: 

For the administration of the National Gallery of Art by the 
Smithsonian Institution, including compensation of necessary 
employees, purchase of books of reference and periodicals, travel

. ing expenses, uniforms for guards, and necessary incidental ex
penses, $45,400. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead " Printing 
and binding," on page 41, line 16, before the word " of," to 
strike out "$1,153,804" and insert "$1,156,924," and in line 
17, before the word "may," to strike out "$903,871" and 
insert "$906,991," so as to read: 

Total, Smithsonian Institution, $1,156,924, of which amount not 
to exceed $906,991 may be expended for personal services in the 
District of Columbia. 

The next amendment was, under the heading " United 
States Geographic Board,'' on page 43, at the· end of line 
10, to strike out " $9,178 " and insert " $9,238,'' so as to 
r~d: · 

For salaries and expenses of the United States Geographic Board, 
iilcluding personal services in the District of Columbia, and for 
stationery and office supplies, $9,238. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 13, to increase 
the total appropriation for the United States Geographic 
Board from $10,678 to $10,738. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead " United 
States- Shipping Board shipping fund," on page 47, line 4, 

before the word "act," to insert "appropriation," so as to 
read: 

Provided further, That the unexpended balances of the sums 
made available by the independent offices appropriation act, 1930, 
for reconditioning and operating ships for carrying coal to foreign 
ports shall continue available for the same purposes for the fiscal 
year 1932. 

The next amendment was, under the heading " Veterans' 
Administration,'' on page 50, line 8, after the word" admin
isteiing,'' to strike out "$1i0,228,707" and insert "$111,-
078,587,'' so as to read: 

Administration, Medical, Hospital, and Domiciliary Services: 
For all salaries and expenses of the Veterans' Administration, in
cluding the expenses of maintenance and operation of medical, 
hospital, and domiciliary services of the Veterans' Administration, 
in carrying out the duties, powers, and functions devolving upon 
it pursuant to the authority contained in the act entitled "An 
act to authorize the President to consolidate and coordinate -gov
ernmental activities affecting war veterans," approved July 3, 1930 
(46 Stat., 1016), and any and all laws for which the Veterans' 
Administration is now or may hereafter be charged with adminis
tering, $111,078,587: 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 17, to increase 
the total appropriation for the Veterans' Administration, 
from $866,012,732 to $866,862,612. 

The next amendment was, on pag~ 57, line 18, to increase 
the total appropriation carried in the act from $1,052,768,140 
to $1,053,872,344. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, there is a committee amend
ment on page 34, line 1, which I now offer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 34, line 1, after the word 

"services,'' insert the following: 
And without reference to civil service rules and the classifica

tion act of 1923, as amended. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, just what does that mean? 
Mr. JONES. I do not believe myself in the suspension of 

the civil service rules unless it seems to be absolutely neces
sary. I have a letter from Colonel Grant with reference to 
this situation reading as follows: 

With further reference to Senate hearings on the independent 
offic.es appropriation bill, the following language was elt.m.fuated 
on the fio.or of the House from the item for the National Capital 
Park and Planning Commission: 

" • • • and without reference to civil-service rules and the 
classification act of 1923, as amended; • • •" 

This commission wm be required to purchase $4,000,000 worth 
of property during the next fiscal year as provided in the Capper
Cramton Act and the employment of technical and real-estate 
experts who have many years experience under local conditions 
is necessary for economical purchases. The Civil Service CollliJliS
sion does not maintain a register of this class of personnel. and 
indeed it would prove difficult to establish such a register. This 
commission employs some experts in this work under existing 
authority and to be required to recognize at this time and await 
civil-service approval would obviously be a handicap. 

Furthermore, outside the District of Columbia the available 
maps are not adequate and it would not be safe to make pur
chases without an ofilcial survey and better mapping of the 
topography. In order to start this work promptly survey parties 
have been organized under the foregoing authority, and to dis
organize these parties now in the midst of their work would 
manifestly be very harmful to their work. 

It is, therefore, respectfully requeSted that the Senate Appro
priations Committee consider the advisability of reinstating this 
language. 

I think the Senator will appreciate the situation. 
Mr. COUZENS. For how long a period are these people 

to be employed? 
Mr. JONES. He says within the next year. 
Mr. COUZENS. And for what purpose? 
Mr. JONES. For the acquiring of lands in the District 

for governmental purposes. 
Mr. COUZENS. Does it extend beyond the period of this 

appropriation bill? 
Mr. JONES. Oh, no; the provision only affects this ap

propriation bill. 
Mr. McKELLAR. It would be very difficult for civil-serv

ice employees to value land in the District. I hope the 
amendment will be agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I offer another committee 

amendment, on page 48. This is a provision exactly in ac
cordance with a similar amendment adopted on the War De
partment appropriation bill with reference to purchases in 
the United States, changed only, of course, to conform to this 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the amendment be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 48, strike out lines 18 to 22, 

both inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
That in the expenditure of appropriations in this act for the 

United States Shipping Board Merchant Fleet Corporation, the 
said corporation shall, when in its discretion the interest of the 
Government will permit, purchase for use, within the limits of the 
United States, only articles of the growth, production, or manu~ 
facture of the United States, notwithstanding any existing laws 
to the contrary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES. I offer the following amendment, which I 

send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 49, after line 6, insert the fol

lowin~: 
The authority grant~d to the United States Shipping Board by 

the second deficiency act, fiscal year, 1928, to enter into contracts 
to make loans from the construction loan fund is hereby increased 
from $150,000,000 to $185,000,000. 

Mr. JONES. I may offer a short explanation of this 
amendment. In the deficiency appropriation act, passed 
about eight days after we passed the shipping act in 1928, it 
was provided that contracts for these loans should not be 
made beyond $150,000,000, instead of $250,000,000, as pro
vided in the act itself. That has all been contracted except 
some $6,000,000 or· $7,000,000. If we make no provision of 
this kind, they could not contract up to the $35,000,000 pro
vided in the bill. The amendment practically covers that 
amount. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I offer the amendment 

which I send to the desk. It is a committee amendment 
approved by the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 48, after line 17, insert as a 

separate paragraph the following: 
No part of the funds of the United States Shipping Board or the 

United States Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Corporation shall 
be a vallable for the maintenance of a sea service bureau. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask permission to 

have inserted in the REcoRD at this point a copy of a letter 
addressed by Andrew Furuseth to the chairman of the sub
committee of the House Appropriations Committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or
dered. 

The letter is as follows: 
JANUARY 6, 1930. 

Hon. EDWARD H. WAsoN, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Independent Offices, 

Committee on Appropriations, House of 
Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

MR. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE COM.MITI'EE: Inclosed 
please find copy of general petition dated November 15, 1929, relat
ing to the abolition of appropriation for the sea service bureau, 
operated by the Shipping Board. 

The inclosed petition was prepared before the report of the 
Shipping Board was available, and therefore deals only with the 
past. 

On pages 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, and 122 of the Annual Report of the 
United States Sh.ipping Board, fiscal year ended June 30, 1929, 
there are additional new facts, or comparatively new, which are 
herein respectfully brought to your attention, because by these 
facts the reasons for the abolition of the bureau are seriously 
reinforced. On page 42 the report says: 

" It is obvious that with the gradual transfer of the publicly 
owned fleet to private American ownership, as a result of the Ship
ping Board's vigorous sales pollcy, the board finds itself concerned 
more and more with marine and dock labor employed in connec
tion with privately owned American vessels. During the fiscal year 
1928 the board sold all its remainlni service3 on the Pacific, and 

during the year covered by this report Jt has also disposed of its 
passenger lines on the Atlantic. This latter transaction takes tt 
entirely out of ocean passenger service and at the present writing 
(June 30, 1929) leaves the Government operating but 17 cargo 
lines, 4 of which it is hoped may be sold in the near future." 

Notwithstanding that no Government-owned vessels are operated 
from Pacific ports, there are two sea service bureaus operated at 
Seattle and Portland, in duplication of the shipping commission
ers' offices operated according to law in these places. The reason 
given by the bureau for operating these offices, and others, is that 
the shipowners desire it. The shipowners' reason-if they were to 
tell the truth-is that the bureau is doing the work previously 
done by the crimps and doing it at Government expense, since it 
can not now be safely done by the crimps at the seamen's expense. 
This is the shipowners' reason everywhere. The sea service bureau 
helps them to disregard the law in the manner stated in a circular 
sent to Senators and Members of Congress in 1928, and found on 
page 2 of the seamen's petition of November 15, 1929. 

On page 122 it is stated that the board operated 135 vessels, 11 
of which have been sold and are now in process of delivery, so 
that 224 vessels wlll now be operated. To find the men for those 
vessels-men of the kind desired by the shipowners--sea servico 
employment offices are being operated in 12 ports where there are 
shipping commissioners' offices, which under Government con
trol, will furnish the men without cost but, of course, in accord
ance with law made by Congress. 

On page 47 the bureau states that it has placed 65,906 seamen 
on vessels. Among these seamen it reports 28 masters who, of 
course, are placed by the owners or managers; 359 deck officers, 
who are always placed by the owners, the port captain, or by the 
masters; 10 chief engineers, who are always placed by the owners 
or operators; and 531 officers in the engine department, which offi
cers are usually placed by the owners, the port engineers, or the 
masters. The masters, by the way, under the law, are to place 
all the men under them on the vessels in their proper ratings. 

The report, on page 47, further says that the bureau has placed 
20,599 able seamen on vessels. 

The supervising inspector general stated in 1928, in answer ~ 
an inquiry made, that in 1927, 16,633 able seamen were needed 
for inspected vessels (p. 3 of petition). We thus find from the 
report that the Sea Service Bureau has, in the 12 ports in which 
it operates, placed 3,966 more able seamen than in 1927 were 
needed to man all the inspected vessels trading from all the ports 
of the country, including the Great Lakes. 

Using round figures, approximately correct, the Shipping Board 
operates 225 vessels. Of the 235 operated on page 122, eleven are 
reported sold and in process of delivery, so that 225 would be fair 
for the present. These vessels trade to Europe, South America, 
and the Far East, making on an average eight trips per year. 
Each vessel employs eight able seamen, including the boatswain, 
and we thus get 14,400 able seamen employed by those vessels for 
each year, if new able seamen are employed at the b~~ginning of 
each trip. This gives about 175 per cent of a turnover. If we 
subtract 387 deck officers and 541 engineer officers, among whom 
the turnover is small, then 1,444 petty deck officers, and 5,200 
petty engineer officers, among whom the turnover would be about 
the same as among the able seamen, and add to this figure the 
14,400 able seamen, we wlll yet have about 40,000 persons to fill 
the places of the remaining crew. This would be impossible but 
for the fact that a very large number of men employed in the 
coastwise and intercoastal trade are placed by the Sea Service 
Bureau. The number of men placed in foreign-going vessels and 
in vessels engaged in the coastwise and itercoastal trade is not 
segregated in the report, but that the latter number is very con~ 
siderable is plain from the figures given above, and the turnover 
indicated both in the foreign and in the coastwise places of em
ployment filled on ships by the Sea Service Bureau is so great that 
it is impossible, under this system, to develop efficient men to 
man our merchant marine. 

From a national defense point of view, vessels are an asset, but 
vessels without efficient men to man them are a liabllity that 
grows with the number of vessels. Whether this question of the 
Sea Service Bureau and system used by it is apptoached from a 
safety point of view or from a national defense point of view, it 
falls entirely to accomplish the purpose declared by Congress, and 
I respectfully submit that it should be abolished. 

Most respectfully yours, 
ANDREW FmmsETH. 

Charles Wilson, being duly sworn. deposes and says: I am a citi
zen of the United States, 62 years of age, 5 feet B inches, weigh 
165 pounds, in excellent health, and in possession of all my 
faculties. 

I have been following the sea for a livelihood in the steward's 
department for 35 years, and for the last 25 years I have been 
acting in the capacity Qf a chief steward. Since 1920 I have been 
almost continually employed by the United States Shipping Board 
Emergency Fleet Corporation as chief steward on ships operated 
by it through operators from Galveston and New Orleans, on ves-

. sels operated by their operators, the Lykes brothers. I have been 
employed on the steamships Youngstown, Marne, Nishmaha, and 
others. 

My last employment was for the Consolidated Navigation Co., 
operators for the Fleet Corporation, on the steamship Winona 
Country, running out of Baltimore to England. 

On 'the 24th day of October, 1927, I wrote the following letter 
to Captain McCaulder, who is the head agent of the Fleet Corpora
tion 1n Baltimore:. 
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S. S. WINONA CoUNTY, 

Manchester, England October 24, 1927. . . 
Captain McC&OLDER, 

United States Shipping Board, Baltimore. 
DEAR Sm: I herewith respectfully beg to inform you that on 

joining this vessel as chief steward in Baltimore last September I 
experienced a lot of opposition from the sea service bureau in 
regard to getting good reliable men for my department. At the 
request of Mr. Agello, the port steward, I engaged the cooks and 
messmen beforehand, knowing them to be sober and trustworthy 
men who had sailed with me on other vessels. At the S. S. B., 
however, Captain Hagues told me that I had nothing to do with 
picking my men; it was up to him to send the men needed 
on board. Yet I know for a fact that the chief steward of the 
S. S. Eastern Dawn that very day was permitted to pick his men 
at the S. S. B. This rather astonished men, as I always enjoyed 
the privilege to pick good, capable men while sailing out of 
Galveston, New Orleans, Boston, and New York. In these ports 
the S. S. B. cooperates with the steward and this is the only 
way to get decent and efficient men on board. There are in 
Baltimore a class of men who only join these ships for no other 
purpose than going on a good spree when they get across. They 
are either on board drunk or absent altogether. I have two 
of these specimens on board now. It has always been my aim 
to keep these undesirables oti these ships, as they are only a 
disgrace to the country in general and to the merchant marine in 
particular. I fail to see what possible objection the S. S. B. 
can have to a man trying to employ respectable men in preference 
to drunkards and wasters. Any scheme that keeps these unde
sirables oti the ship ought, to my way of thinking, only be too 
welcome. I brought this vital matter to your notice for no other 
purpose than to try and stop the hiring of men that are entirely 
unfit for the work. 

If you think that my complaint in this matter is justified I shall 
esteem it a favor if you would permit me to call upon you per
sonally on our return to Baltimore. 

I beg to remain, dear sir, yours faithfully, 
CHAS. WILSON, Chief Steward. 

The facts contained therein are true. 
In the 18th day of January, 1928, I was given the following letter 

of recommendation from the master of the said steamship Winona 
County: 

To whom it may concern: 

FLEET CORPORATION. 
STEAMSHIP .. WINONA COUNTY," 

Baltimore, Md., January 18, 1928. 

This is to certify that Charles Wilson has served on the above
named vessel from September 22, 1927, to present date, and I have 
found him reliable and cap;:tble man; attentive to his duties at 
all times and strictly sober, and will recommend him to anyone 
in need of his service. 

R. B. ATHERTON, 
Master Steamship" Winona County." 

I have other letters from masters of other vessels, equally testi
fying as to my good character and ability. As a result of this 
letter I was relieved of my position and told that I was not wanted 
any longer. 

I was discharged by the Consolidated Navigation Co., the oper
ator of the Fleet Corporation, by the marine superintendent, Dut
ton. Through the port steward for the Consolidated Navigation 
Co. I was informed that the reason for my discharge was because I 
had writtetl. this letter and for no other reason. I shall continue 
to seek employment on any other vessels where I can find employ
ment. 

I wrote to Mr. Axtell, an attorney, when I was in Baltimore to 
ascertain if I had any cause of action because of my improper 
discharge. I have been informed that I have no case, because I 
had not signed on for a new voyage and then discharged. I was 
not permitted to sign for a new voyage. _ 

I am making this affidavit at the request of Mr. Axtell, in order 
that facts therein contained may be made public, may be filed with 
the committee in Congress, who may be interested in the matter, 
and brought to the attention of the head of the United States 
Shipping Board Emergency Fleet Corporation or any others who are 
interested in the American merchant marine. 

I wrote the letter simply because I thought that they would 
appreciate it and because I assume that maybe having to do with 
the operation of American vessels they would be interested in im
proving the service. I find that such is not their case--in this 
instance at least. 

CaAs. Wn.soN. 
Sworn to before me this 28th day of February, 1928. 
(Copy signed but not sworn to. Original used elsewhere.) 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, does the Senator from 
Washington expect to conclude the consideration of the 
appropriation bill to-night? 

Mr. JONES. No, Mr. President; we can hardly finish 
to-night. 

Mr. McNARY. Then I desire to move a recess. 
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold the 

motion for just a moment? 
Mr .. McNARY. Certainly. 

WRITINGS OF GEORGE WASHINGTON 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, from the Committee on the 
Library I report back favorably without amendment the bill 
(S. 5724) authorizing the George Washington Bicentennial 
Commission to print and ·distribute additional sets of the 
writings of George Washington, and I submit a report <No. 
1450) thereon. 

In explanation of the bill let me say that in making pro
visions for publication of Washington's writings, which are 
now in progress of publication, the first two volumes having 
already been printed, we made ..requirement that there was 
to be no distribution until the final volume was published. 
There ·wm be 25 or 27 volumes in all. We are told that the 
Printing Office will scarcely have space to store the volumes 
up to the time the work is completed, which will be prob· 
ably four years from now. That is one feature of the law 
that had to be changed. 

Then, it is desired to have printed a thousand volumes for 
distribution rather as advertising. The director of the cen
tennial wants to print those at his own expense. He could 
not do it without our giving him leave to do it. I have in· 
corporated in the bill an amendment to the law permitting 
him to do that. These two changes in the law are approved 
by the committee unanimously. I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, can the Senator tell us what 

method of distribution of the other copies will be used? 
Mr. FESS. There will be 25 copies given to the Congres

sional Library. There will be a copy to each of the mem
bers of the Cabinet, to each Senator, to each Member of the 
House of Representatives, and then there are to be 2,500 
copies sold at actual cost. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, as I understand from the 
Senator's statement there is a provision in the bill allow
ing somebody to print 1,000 copies at his OWn expense. 

Mr. FESS. Yes; the director wants to do that. 
Mr. NORRIS. Where is it to be done? 
Mr. FESS. In the Government Printing Office. 
Mr. NORRIS. What is he going to do with those copies? 
Mr. FESS. They are to be distributed by the commission. 
Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator think it proper to let an 

official do that in that way? 
Mr. FESS. He wants to do it and he can not do it unless 

·we agree to it. 
Mr. NORRIS. I understand that, but he is going to use 

the Government Printing Office and Government machinery. 
Mr. FESS. He gets nothing out of it. He wants to do 

it for the commission. 
Mr. NORRIS. Is he going to sell the copies? 
Mr. FESS. No; he turns them over to the commission. 

He wants to print them himself. We provided for a certain 
number and he wants to add 1,000 copies. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection if they go to the com· 
mission in its official capacity. 

Mr. FESS. That is what is to be done with them. 
Mr. NORRIS. I understood the Senator to say that the 

official as an individual was going to have 1,000 copies 
printed. 

Mr. FESS. It is to be done for the. commission. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 

about the probable cost oi the printing? 
Mr. FESS. I do not know what the estimated cost is. 

There is an appropriation of $56,000. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Of course, if it is printed by the Gov

ernment as a public document, it is then frankable. 
Mr. FESS. No. There is a distribution fixed, 1 copy 

to the President, 1 to the Vice President, 1 to each member 
of the Cabinet, 1 to each Senator, 1 to each Member of 
the House of Representatives, 25 to the Congressional Li· 
brary, and so on. Then there are 2,500 copies to be sold at 
actual cost by the Government. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Under the proposed bill are the 
volumes to he distributed as they are issued? 

Mr. FESS. Yes. 
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Mr. FLETCHER. What is the nature of the document? 
Mr. FESS. The complete writings of George Washington . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the bill was read, considered, 

ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled "An act to 
enable the George Washington Bicentennial Commission to carry 
out and give effect to certain approved plans," approved February 
21, 1930, is amended by striking out all preceding the last sentence 
therein and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"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 appropriation for the participation of the United 
States in the preparation and completion of plans for the com
prehensive observance of that greatest of all historic events, the 
bicentennial of the birthday of George Washington,' approved 
December 2, 1924 (hereinafter referred to as the commission). 
is authorized and directed to prepare, as a congressional memorial 
to George Washington, a definit ive edition of all his essential 
writings, public and private (excluding the diaries), including 
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 an~ 
bound at the Government Printing Office and shall be in about 
the same form as the already published diaries of George Wash
ington and shall consist of 25 volumes, more or less. There shall 
be 6,000 sets of such edition, 4,500 of which shall be sold by the 
Superintendent of Documents ( 1) at a cost of $50 per set for 
sets sold to public libraries and institutions and societies of 
learning, and (2) the remainder of the 4,5oo ·sets, at a cost equal 
(together with the receipts from the sets sold to such libraries, 
institutions, and societies) to the total cost under this section of 
preparing the manuscript and printing and binding the entire 
edition. The commission shall, upon the publication of each 
volume of the remaining 1,500 sets, distribute copies of each such 
volume 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 Congress; 1 to each member of the Cabinet; 1 each 
to the Vice President and the Speaker of the House of Repre
·sentatives; 1 to each Senator, Representative in Congress, Delegate, 
and Resident Conimlssioner; 1 each to the Secretary of the Senate 
and the Clerk of the House of Representatives; and 1 to each 
member and officer of the commission. Every such recipient eligi
ble to receive any volume or volumes of such writings at any 
time prior to the issue of the final volume (but not later than 
December 31, 1935) shall be entitled to receive a complete set of 
such writings. The remaining sets, 1f any, shall be distributed 
as the commission directs, including such number of sets as may 
be necessary for foreign exchange. The usual number for congres
sional distribution and for depository libraries shall not be 
printed." 

SEc. 2. Section 1 of such act of February 21, 1930, is further 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following new para
graph: 

Arch B. Smith to be postmaster at Osceola, Ark., in place 
of A. B. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires February 

. 14, 1931. . 
Orner B. Ewing to be postmaster at Scranton, Ark., in 

place of 0. B. Ewing. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 14, 1931. 

CALIFORNIA 

Edna J. McGowan to be postmaster at Belmont, Calif., in 
place of E. J. McGowan. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 12, 1931. 

Ethel R. Nance to be postmaster at Coachella, Calif., in 
place of E. R. Nance. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 13, 1930. 

Henry Metzler to be postmaster at Fowler, Calif., in place 
of Henry Metzler. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 12, 1931. 

James C. Tyrrell to be postmaster at Grass Valley, Calif., 
in place of J. C. Tyrrell. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

Bert W. Miller to be postmaster at Hilts, Calif., in place 
of B. W. Miller. Incumbent's commission expires February 
12, 1931. 

Emerson B. Herrick to be postmaster at Lodi, Calif., in 
place of E. B. Herrick. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 12, 1931. 

Charles G. Brainerd to be postmaster at Loomis, Calif., in 
place of C. G. Brainerd. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

Charles S. Graham to be postmaster at Pleasanton, Calif., 
in place of C. S. Graham. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

Richard J. Doyle to be postmaster at St. Mary's College, 
Calif. Office became presidential July 1, 1930. 

Sherman G. Batchelor to be postmaster at San Bernardino, 
Calif., in place of S. G. Batchelor. Incumbent's commission 
expires February 12, 1931. 

Leonard G. Hardy, jr., to be postmaster at South San Fran
cisco, Calif., in place of L. G. Hardy, jr. Incumbent's com
mission expires February 17, 1931. 

Anna R. Armstrong to be postmaster at Woodland, Calif., 
in place of A. R. Armstrong. Iz:cumbent's commission ex
pires February 17, 1931. 

COLORADO 

William A. Russom to be postmaster at Bristol, Colo., in 
place of W. A. Russom. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 12, 1931. 

Earl E. Ewing to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, Colo., 
in place of E. E. Ewing. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 17, 1931. 

John L. Nightingale to be postmaster at Fort Collins, 
Colo., in place of J. L. Nightingale. Incumbent's commis-

"The 1,000 extra copies (heretofore privately printed) of the 
first volume of such writings .shall be considered to have been 
authorized by the commission, and the commission may accept a 
donation of such extra copies for distribution for reviews, adver
tising, and for such other promotional purposes as it may deem 
advisable. If the commission shall direct the Superintendent of 
Documents to sell any such extra copies of the first volume, he 
shall offer the same for sale at a cost per copy equal to the cost 
per copy of the first volume as computed under clause (2) of sion expires February 12, 1931. 
the third sentence of this section. Such extra copies shall be the Theodore Stremme to be postmaster at Gypsum, Colo., in 
only copies of any volume of the set distributed or sold 1 place of Theodore stremme. Incumbent's commission ex-
separately." . I . · RECEss p1res February 12, 1931. 

Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate recess until 12 1 CONNECTICUT 
o'clock noon to-morrow. Burton Hodge to be postmaster at Roxbury, Conn., in 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 5 o'clock place of Burton Hodge. Incumbent's cornmission expires 
and 12 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, February 14, 1931. 

·Wednesday, February 4, 1931, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 3 

(legislative day of January 26), 1931 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE 

Bromley Wharton, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be appraiser of 
merchandise in customs collection district No. 11, with 
headquarters at Philadelphia, Pa., in place of George O'Brien. 

POSTMASTERS 

HAW All 

William I. Wells to be postmaster at Haiku, Hawaii, in 
place of W. I. Wells. Incumbent's commission expires Feb- . 
ruary 17, 1931. 

Kenichi Masunaga to be postmaster at Kealia, Hawaii, in 
place of Kenichi Masunaga. Incumbent's commission ex
pires February 17, 1931. 

Alexander Moir to be postmaster at Papaikou, Hawaii, in 
place of Alexander Moir. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

ARKANSAS IDAHO 

Arthur V. Cashion to be postmaster at Eudora, Ark .. in Willis M. Sears to be postmaster at Albion, Idaho, 1n 
place of A. v. Cashion. Incumbent's commission expires place of W. M. Sears. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1931. January 14, 1930. 
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George F. McMartin to be postmaster at · Coeur d'Al~ne, 

Idaho, in place of G. F. McMartin. Incumbent's commission 
expires February 11, 1931. 

ILLINOIS 

Robert B. Marshall to be postmaster at Capron, ill., in 
place of R. B. Marshall. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

Samuel H. Lawton to be postmaster at Delavan, Til., in 
place of S. H. Lawton. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

William D. Chambers to be postmaster at East Moline. Til., 
in place of W. D. Chambers. Incumbent's commission ex
pires February 12, 1931. 

Edward S. Breithaupt to be postmaster at Gifford, ill., in 
place of E. S. Breithaupt. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

Richard W. Miller to be postmaster at Hamilton, ill., in 
place of R. W. Miller. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 12, 1931. 

Fannie Hicks to be postmaster at Ivesdale, Ill., in place 
of Fannie Hicks. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 17, 1931. 

Lester B. McAllister to be postmaster at Oak Park, Til.; 
in place of W. A. Spickerman. Incumbent's commission 
expired March 3, 1929. 

Fred A. Sapp to be postmaster at Ottawa, ill., in place of 
F. A. Sapp. Incumbent's commission expires February 12, 
1931. 

George S. Faxon to be postmaster at Plano, Ill., in place 
of G. S. Faxon. Incumbent's commission expires February 
12, 1931. 

David S. Cossairt to be postmaster at Potomac, ill., in 
place of D. S. Cossairt. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

William H. Fahnestock to be postmaster at Rushville, ill., 
in place of W. H. Fahnestock. Incumbent's commission ex
pires February 12, 1931. 

Joseph C. Painter to be postmaster at Stronghurst, TIL, 
in place of J. F. Mains, deceased. 

George J. Duncan to be postmaster at Villa Grove, ill., 
in place of G. J. Duncan. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

Sylvester H. DePew to be postmaster at Zion, Ill., in place 
of S. H. DePew. Incumbent's commission expires February 
17, 1931. 

INDIANA 

Albert 0. Cripe to be postmaster at Alexandria, Ind., in 
place of A. 0. Cripe. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 14, 1931. 

Lewis A. Graham to be postmaster at D~catur, Ind., in 
place of L. A. Graham. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

IOWA 

Lloyd M. Poe to be postmaster at Blockton, Iowa, in place 
of L. M. Poe. Incumbent's commission expires February 16, · 
1931. 

Benjamin H. Tqdd to be postmaster at Ida Grove, Iowa, in 
place of B. H. Todd. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 16, 1931. 

Charles B. Abbott to be postmaster at Imogene, Iowa, in 
place of C. B. Abbott. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 16, 1931. 

Oscar W. Larson to be postmaster at Odebolt, Iowa, in 
place of 0. W. Larson. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 12, 1931. 

Calvin L. Sipe to be postmaster at Sioux Rapids, Iowa, in 
place of C. L. Sipe. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 16, 1931. 

Paul F. Wilharm to be postmaster at Sumner, Iowa, in 
place of P. F. Wilharm. Incumbent's commiSsion expires 
February 16, 1931. 

Joseph C. Allen to be postmaster at Zearing, Iowa, in place 
of J. c. Allen. Incumbent's commission expires February 
12, 1931. 

KANSAS - . 
Isaac A. Robertson to be postmaster at Almat- Kans., in 

place of I. A. Robertson. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 16, 1931. 

Jesse M. Foster to be postmaster at Clifton, Kans., in place 
of J. M. Foster. Incumbent's commission expires February 
16, 1931. 
· Edward R. Dannefer to be postmaster at Cuba, Kans., in 
place of E. R. Dannefer. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 16, 1931. . 

Albert J. Deane to be postmaster at Fowler, Kans., in place 
of A. J. Deane. Incumbent's commission expires February 
16, 1931. 

Melvin F. Gardner to be postmaster at Greenleaf, Kans., in , 
place of M. F. Gardner. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 16, 1931. 

James G. Frazer to be postmaster at Halstead, Kans., in 
place of J. G. Frazer. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 11, 1931. 

Abe K. Stoufer to be postmaster at Liberal, Kans., in place 
of A. K. Stoufer. Incumbent's commission expires February 
16, 1931. 

Alta A. McCutcheon to be postmaster at Little River, Kans., 
in place of A. A. McCutcheon. Incumbent's commission ex
pires February 16, 1931. 

Raymond R. Norris to be postmaster at Marquette, Kans., 
in place of R. R. Norris. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 11, 1931. 

Louis T. Miller to be postmaster at Ness City, Kans., in 
place of L. T. Miller. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 16, 1931. 

Charles N. Wooddell to be postmaster at Nickerson, Kans., 
in place of C. N. Wooddell. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 16, 1931. 

Luella Tapley to be postmaster at Quenemo, Kans., in 
place of Luella Tapley. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 11, 1931. 

George S. Robb to be postmaster at Salina, Kans., in place . 
of G. S. Robb. Incumbent's commission expires February 
l6, 1931. 

KENTUCKY 

James A. Leach to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, Ky., in 
place of J. A. Leach. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 11, 1931. 

Thomas D. Jones to be postmaster at Clinton, Ky., in 
place of David Johnson, resigned. 

Jewell S. Webb to be postmaster at Earlington, Ky., in 
place of J. S. Webb. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 17, 1931. 

Samuel W. Crump to be postmaster at Glasgow Junction, 
Ky., in place of S. W. Crump. Incumbent's commission 
expires February 17, 1931. 

Carl B. Marshall to be postmaster at Lewisburg, Ky., in 
place of C. B. Marshall. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

Newell R. Downing to be postmaster at Mays Lick, Ky., in 
place of N. R. Downing. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 11, 1931. 

Lottie P. Thompson to be postmaster at Sadieville, Ky., in 
place of L. P. Thompson. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 11, 1931. 

Raymond B. Dycus to be postmaster at Smithland, Ky., 
in place of W. C. Barnwell. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 28, 1930 . . 

LOUISIANA 

Charles E. Burch to be postmaster at Roseland, La., in 
place of C. E. Burch. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 17, 1931. 

MAINE 

John A. Babb to be postmaster at Dixfield, Me., in. place 
of J. A. Babb. Incumbent's commission expires February 16, 
1931. 

MARYLAND 

Irving S. Biser to be postmaster at Frederick, Md., in 
place of I. S. Biser. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 17, 1931. 
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MICHIGAN 

Elmer R. Fate to be postmaster at Bellaire, Mich., in place 
of E. R. Fate. Incumbent's commission expires February 16, 
1931. 

Orin T. Mallory to be postmaster at Blissfield, Mich., in 
place of 0. T. Mallory. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 16, 1931. 

Gladys E. Gaskill to be postmaster at Delton, Mich., in 
place of G. E. Gaskill. Incumbent's commission expires Feb-
ruary 14, 1931. · 

Sarah E. Beardsley to be postmaster at Garden, Mich., in 
place of Joseph Deloria, resigned. 

Charles B. Curtis to be. postmaster at Houghton Lake, 
Mich., in place of C. B. Curtis. Incumbent's commission ex-

,. pires February 16, 1931. · 

MINNESOTA 

Frank L. Lane to be postmaster at Bigelow, Minn., in place 
of F. L. Lane. Incumbent's commission expires February 11, 
1931. 

Walter N. Ostrom to be postmaster at Braham, Minn., in 
place of C. 0. Hallstrom, removed. 

Frank A. Lindbergh to be postmaster at Crosby, Minn., in 
place of F. A. Lindbergh. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 11, 1931. 

George W. Kiefer to be postmaster at Lewiston, Minn., in 
place of G. W. Kiefer. Incumbent's commission expires 

William D. Shepard to be postiD.aster at Geneseo, N.Y., in 
place of W. D. Shepard. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 11, 1931. 

Carroll F. Simpson t(t be postmaster at Phoenicia, N. Yl· 
in place of C. F. Simpson. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 9, 1931. 

Earl P. Milks to be postmaster at Scio, N. Y., in place of 
G. M. Watson, removed. 

Henry E. Johnston to be postmaster at Spencer, N. Y., in 
place of H. E. Johnston. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 4, 1931. 

Brainard W. Russell to be postmaster at Windsor, N. Y., 
in place of B. W. Russell. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 11, 1931. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Theri.'Jn C. Dellinger to be postmaster at Crossnore, N. C. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1930. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Mina H. Aasved to be postmaster at Carson, N. Dak., in 
place of M. H. Aasved. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 14, 1931. 

Josephine M. Lierboe to be postmaster at Turtle Lake, N. 
Dak., fu place of J. M. Lierboe. Incumbent's commission 
expires February 4, 1931. 

OHIO 

Henry W. Gruver to be postmaster at Miamisburg, Ohio, 
Mrsso in place of H. W. Gruver. Incumbent's commission ex-

URI 1 pires February 17, 1931. 

February 11, 1931. 

Leeta F. Wagy to be postmaster at Adrian, Mo., in place ' 
of L. W. Warnken. Incumbent's commission expired July 2, PENNSYLVANIA 
1930. George R. Fleming to be postmaster at Haverford, Pa., in 

William A. Edwards to be postmaster at Bagnell, Mo. place of G. R. Fleming. Incumbent's commission expires 
Office became presidential April 1, 1930. February 9, 1931. 

George L. Pemberton to be postmaster at Charleston, Mo., Norman S. Helff to be postmaster at Hwnmelstown, Pa., 
in place. of G. L. Pemberton. Incumbent's commission ex- in place of W. P. Landis. Incumbent's commission expired 
pires February 12, 1931. December 16, 1928. 

George s. Lorimer to be postmaster at Hickman Mills, Harry A. Borland to be postmaster at Indiana, Pa., in 
Mo. Office became presidential July 1, 1930. place of H. A. Borland. Incumbent's commission expires. 

Edwin H. Laubert to be postmaster at Mayview, Mo., in February 12, 1931. 
place of E. H. Laubert. Incumbent's commission expires John S. Steinmetz to be postmaster at Richland, Pa., in 
February 12, 1931. place of J. S. Steinmetz. Incumbent's commission expires 

:t-.""EBRASKA 

Edwin H. Springer to be postmaster at Brady, Nebr., in 
place of E. H. Springer. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 14, 1931. . 

William A. Gibson to be postmaster at Cedar Rapids, 
Nebr., in place of W. A. Gibson. Incumbent's commission 
expires February 11, 1931. 

James M. Fox to be postmaster at Gretna, Nebr., in place 
of J. M. Fox. Incumbent's commission expires February 
14, 1931. 

Hiram B. Cameron to be postmaster at Herman, Nebr., in 
place of H. A. Riley. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 11, 1931. · 

Harry A. Riley to be postmaster at Spalding, Nebr., in 
place of H. A. Riley. Incumbent's commission, expires . 
February 12, 1931. 

NEW JERSEY 

Timothy J. Nevill to be postmaster at Carteret, N. J., in 
place of T. J. Nevill. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 12, 1931. 

Raymond .F. Reihl to be postmaster at East Paterson, N.J., 
in place of S. L. Caruth, resigned. 

Frederick C. Docker to be postmaster at Oxford, N. J., in 
place of F. C. Docker. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 9, 1931. 

NEW MEXICO 

Winnie E. Pittman to be postmaster at Cloudcroft, N.Mex., 
in pla,ce of C. E. Herndon, resigned. 

NEW YORK 

Roof D. Miller to be postmaster at Fort Plain, N. Y., in 
place of R. D. Miller. Incumbent's co~ission expires 
February 11, 1931. 

February 4, 1931. 
Jane R. Lohmann to be postmaster at Trucksville, Pa., in 

place of J. R. Lohmann. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 16, 1930. 

RHODE ISLAND 

William H. Godfrey to be postmaster at Apponaug, R. I., in 
place of W. H. Godfrey. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 12, 1931. 

TEXAS 

Gertrude M. McCraney to be postmaster at Santa Rosa, 
Tex. Office became presidential July 1, 1930. · 

Frank A. King to be postmaster at Whitewright, Tex., in 
place of B. P. Brents, removed. 

UTAH 

Annie Palmer to be postmaster at Farmington, Utah, in 
place of Annie Palmer. Incumbent's commission .expires 
February 14, 1931. 

VIRGINIA 

Lawrence L. Jacobs to be postmaster at Hanover, Va., in 
place of L. L. Jacobs. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 19, 1931. 

. Charles F. Flanary to be postmaster at Jonesville, Va., 
in place of C. F. Flanary. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 19, 1931. 

Grace H. Jenkins to be postmaster at Powhatan, Va. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1930. 

John J. Kivlighan to be postmaster at Staunton, Va., in 
place of J. J. Kivlighan. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 19, 1931. 

Dandridge W. Marston to be postmaster at Toano, Va., in 
place of D. W. Marston. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 19, 1931. 
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· Charles R. Bockmier to be postmaster at Granite FallS, 
Wash., in place of C. R. Bockmier. Incumbent's commis
sion expir-es February 17, 1931. · 

Maud E. Hays to be postmaster at Starbuck, Wash., -in 
place of M. E. Hays. Incumbent's cominission expires Feb-
l'uary 12, 1931. · 

Arthur A. Bousquet to be postmaster at Wenatchee, Wash., 
iD. place of A. A. · Bousquet·. Incumbent's commission ex
pires February 16, 1931. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

John B. Hilleary to be postmaster at Buckhannon, W.Va., 
in place of J. B. Hilleary. Incumbent's commission expires 

·February 17, 1931. 
William M. Kidd to be pos~master at Burnsville, W. Va., in 

place of W. M. Kidd. Incumbent's cominission expires Feb-
ruary 14, 1931. . 

Carl A. Dehner to be postmaster at Chester, W. Va., in 
place of c. A: Dehner. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 14, 1931. 

Walter 0. Deacon to be postmaster at Hurricane, W.Va., 
in place of w. 0. Deacon. · Incumbent's commission expires 
Februacy 14, 1931. . 

Oliver A. Locke to be postmaster at Milton, W. · Va., in 
place of 0. A. Locke. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 11, 1931. 

WISCONSIN 

Herman Rau to be postmaster at Chilton, Wis., in place of ' 
J. H. Wagner, removed. 

Frederick N. Lochemes to be postmaster at St. Francis, 
Wis., in place of F. N. Lochemes . . Incumbent's commission 
expires February 11, 1931. 

Wilbur H. Bridgman to be postmaster at Stanley, Wis., in 
place of W. H. Bridgman. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

·HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1931 

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

offered the follo~ng prayer: 
Almighty God, Thou art the one and profound .remedy for 

human weakness and human sin. · As a loving Father, Thou· 
standest at the door of every heart and, With Thy fullness, 
art ready to enter. How we thank Thee for the greatness 
and the permanence of that love with which Thou hast , 
loved us. Accept our deepest gratitude and continue with 
us in our great needs and ballast our very souls w.lth wisdom 
and patience. Rekindle in- us those mighty enthusiasms 
which shall make these days great and equip us as ·the strong 
sons of God. Thou hast two thrones-one in the ·highest : 
heavens and one in the lowliest heart. -All that Thou re
quirest of us is a beautiful and a humble life that deals 
justly, loves mercy, and walks with God in the chosen path 
of our high calling. Amen. 

H. R. 10166. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to p;roceed with the construction of certain public works at 
Philadelphia, Pa., and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendments of the House to a concurrent resolution 
of the Senate of the following title: 

S. Con. Res. 37. Concurrent resolution to provide for the 
printing of additional copies of House Document No. 722, 
Seventy_-first Congress, being a message from the President 
of the United States transmitting a report on the enforce
ment of the prohibition laws of the United States. 

PETER R. WADSWORTH 

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on_ Claims I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 6668) for the relief of Peter 
R. Wadsworth, with Senate amendments thereto, and con
cur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and the 
Senate amendments. -· 

The Clerk read the title of the bill 
The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof 

insert the following: 
"That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,012.32, to be 
credited to the tribal funds of the Chippewa Indians, for the pur
pose of discharging the obligations of Peter R. Wadsworth, former 
superintendent and special disbursing agent of the Consolidated 
Chippewa Indian Agency, Cass Lake, Minn., arising out of the 
failure of the F'll'st National Bank of St. Cloud, Minn., on June 17, 
1925. 

" SEc. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to pay, out of the money so credited, the unpaid claims of all 
Chippewa Indians against such agency arising out of such bank 
failure." 

Amend the title so as to read: "An act to provide for discharg
ing certain obligations of Peter R. Wadsworth, former superin
tendent and special disbursing agent of the Consolidated Chip
pewa Indian Agency." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

in what particular does this change the House bill? 
Mr. IRWIN. It is merely a matter of changing the lan

guage in the bill. 
Mr. GARNER. Does it go any further-than to appropriate 

a thousand dollars and odd? 
Mr. mwrn. It does not change the amount, $1,012.32. 
Mr. GARNER. What is the additional language? D~s 

it authorize any future appropriation? 
_ Mr. IRWIN. No; it simply changed the language to put 
it in a more parliamentary form. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were agreed to. 

WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE-LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS 
OF HOUSE 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House for one week. -

The SPEAKER. - Is there objection? 
Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, is there 

any chance of getting any soldiers' legislation to pay now 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and the adjusted-compensation certificates out of that com-

mittee? -approved. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The committee is working very hard upon 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE it, assembling the information. What the committee will 
A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal do I am not authorized to state. 

clerk, announced that the Senate had passed, without Mr. BLANTON. The ex-service men are appealing to 
amendment, a bill of the House of the following title: ; the Members of the House from every State and district 

H. R.14040. An act to enable the secretary of the Treas- in the Union. They want to know what to expect, and we 
ury to expedite work on the Federal building program au- want to have some definite information to give them. 
thorized by the act of Congress entitled "An act to provide Th~ SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
·for the construction of certain public buildings and for other· gentleman from Oregon? 
purposes," approved May 25, 1926, and acts amendatory There was no objection. 
thereof. PENSIONS 

The message also announced that the Senate had pasSed, Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
With amendments in which the concurrence of the House is consent for the present consideration of the bill <H. It 
requested, a bill of the House of the following title: 16744) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certaiil 
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soldiers and sailors of the Civil ·war and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war, and 
ask that the bill be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 

unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
, and that it may be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read 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. · 
The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following bills 

referred to the committee: 
H. R. 1617. Charity V. Waitman 
H. R. 3526. Sarah A. Colwell. 
H. R. 3835. Gertrude K. Miller. 
H. R. 7433. Anna Walker. 
H. R. 7810. Emma C. Wright. 
H. R. 8795. Porter H. Rogers. 
H. R. 9093. Lillah J. Davis. 
H. R. 9320. Mahala Turner. 
H. R. 9520. Nanna Hooper. 
H. R. 9746. Catherine B. Strong 
H. R. 10619. Agnes Maydwell. 
H. R. 11567. Olive H. Woods. 
H. R. 12675. Annie E. Moorman. 
H. R. 13219. Martha J. Blanchard. 
H. R. 13324. Hattie F. Clark. 
H. R. 13346. Selma Ward. 
H. R. 13353. Sarah Conkel. 
H. R. 13355·. Emily Coy. 
H. R. 13356. Mary Dawson. 
H. R. 13357. Elizabeth Freshcorn. 
H . R. 13358. Nancy 0. Hurt. 

· H. R.13359. Mary J. Hunt. 
H. R. 13362. Addie McKee. 
H. R.13364. Samantha Rucker. 
H. R . 13365. Mary E. Turner. 
H. R.13369. Theodore L. Wilson. 
H. R. 13370. Bessie Carr. 
H. R. 13390. Laura E. Whitaker. 
H. R. 13392. Elizabeth Nixdorf. 
H. R. 13394. Kate Merritts. 
H. R. 13401. Rachel Davis. 
H. R.13409. Mary A. Crum. 
H. R. 13410. H a r r i e t McDaniel 

Cornell. 
H. R. 13412. Harriet W. Eador. 
H. R. 13413. Joann a Jemima 

Herron. 
H. R. 13419. Margaret A. Wells. 
H. R.13424. Emma Knott. 
H. R.13431. McHenry Whitney. 
H. R. 13452. Annie Hanes. 
H. R. 13462. Amy J. Ray. 
H. R.13463. Amanda E. Walter. 

· H. R. 13467. Elizabeth E. Fickle. 
H. R. 13469. Louise B. Ogle. 
H. R. 13477. Rebecca Bonnell. 
H. R. 13486. Emma M. Shattuck. 
H. R. 13488. Cornelia E. M. Mc-

Ginnis. 
H. R.13499. Mary J. M1ller. 
H. R.13503. Rhoda T. Dawson. 
H. R. 13504. Ruth H. Davis. 
H. R. 13605. Tamzen B. Lippin-

. cott. 
H. R. 13506. Mary E. Purnell. 
H. R. 13510. Helen Winton. 
H. R. 13512. Martha J. Graham. 
H. R.13607. Hettie M. Davis. 
H. R. 13626. Hattie N. Peckham. 
H. R. 13634. Laura Reen. 
H. R. 13635. Mary E. Knisley. 
H. R. 13639. Rebecca J. Walker. 

. H. R. 13642. S. Emeline Dewey. 
H. R. 13655. Mary Frey. 
H. R. 13656. Mary A. Starry. 
H . R . 13657. Elizabeth Luty. 
H. R. 13718. Sarah Delph. 
H. R. 13719. Elizabeth Hargis. 
H. R. 13720. Mary P. Cummins. 
H. R. 13724. K!ziah Knowles. 
H. R. 13725. Laura E. Hill. 
H. R. 13726. RichardM. Wllliam.s. 

. H. R. 13728. Eliza G. McWhorter. 
H. R. 13730. Elizabeth Baker. 

H. R. 13764. Emma A. Boisseau. 
H. R. 13764. Gertrude Newton. 
H. R. 13776. Sarah S. Ginn. 
H. R. 13793. Nancy Napier. 
H. R. 13798. Sarah A. Clements. 
H. R.13800. Jennie E. Baetcke. 
H. R. 13823. :Mary E. Brooks. 
H. R. 13834. Christiana Kline. 
H. R. 13836. Susan Keperling. 
H. R. 13848. Mary M. M1ller. 
H. R. 13859. Julia M. Hut!. 
H. R. 13869. Lou venia F. Barger. 
H. R.13871. Nancy J. Herring. 
H. R. 13886. Martha J. Phillips. 
H. R. 13888. Martha C. Parman. 
H. R.13890. Joseph P. Ligon. 
H. R.13894. Zachariah T. Olbin, 

alias Zachariah 
Olbin, alias Zach
ariah Obbin. 

H. R. 13897. Mary E. Hot! man. 
H. R. 13898. Elizabeth Pansler. 
H. R. 13899. Martha J. Johnson. 
H. R. 13905. Margaret Vaughn. 
H. R. 13906. Malley Simmons. 
H. R. 13913. Louisa L. Fryman. 
H. R. 13927. Pearcy Renick. 
H. R. 13942. Olivia Harris. 
H. R. 13945. Mary Clegg. 
H. R.13947. Susannah B. Simp-

son. 
H. R. 13950. Margaret McCoy. 
H. R. 13951. Agnes Sink. 
H. R. 13952. Catherine E. Wolf-

gong. 
H. R.13963. Mary R. Butler. 
H. R. 13965. Oma D. Morgan. 
H. R. 13974. Margaret A. Belvel. 
H. R. 13978. Genettie D. Harlan. 
H. R.13980. America J. McCoun. 
H. R. 13982. Catherine Johnson. 
H. R.13989. Patience Metcalf. 
H. R.13992. Eliza J. Spohn. 
H. R. 14011; Fanney Conner. 
H. R.14014. Martha P. Hoffer. 
H. R.14015. Alice Loughner. 
H. R.14016. Susan Marshall. 
H. R. 14020. Susan Mitchell. 
H. R.14025. Clara Ziegler. 
H. R. 14101. William J. Coberly, 

alias William Co
berly, alias Wil
liam Cobberly. 

H. R. 14112. Mattie T. Gray. 
H. R.14145. Mary 0. Miller. 
H. R.14187. John Aldridge, alias 

John N. Aldridge. 
H. R.14198. Mary J. Hull. 
H. R. 14200. Ellah M. Cole. 
H. R. 14215. Hester · L. Penrose. 
H. R. 14226. Charles Bell. 
H. R.l4237. Henrietta Ray. 
H. R. 14305. Hattie A. Lemen. 
H. R. 14329. Eliza I. Utter. 
H. R. 14335. Mary J. Beckwith. 
H. R. 14338. Eliza Martin. 
H. R. 14353. Hattie M. Robbins, 
H. R. 14357. Rachel E. Smith. 
H. R. 14365. Susan Ashley. 
H. R. 14366. Lizzie Downing. 
H. R. 14374. Martha R. Brown. 
H. R. 14375. Annie E. Tillinghast. 
H. R. 14381. Jennie Morrison. 
H. R. 14384. Mary E. Britton. 

H. R.14427. Sarah C. Personett. 
H. R. 14431. Ella B. White. 
H. R. 14432. Mary A. Bowman. 
H. R. 14434. Phebe Janet Clark. 
H. R. 14461. Augusta H. Briggs. 
H. R.14469. Catharine Berry. 
H. R. 14485. Alice Werner. 
H. R. 14494. Ann Amelia Moore. 
H. R.14495. Catherine Jones. 
H. R. 14521. Mary F. Stewart. 
H. R. 14523. Emma R. McDaniels. 
H. R. 14594. Hannah M. Hamil-

ton. 
H. R. 14621. Mary E. Campbell. 
H. R. 14622. Louisa V. Osbon. 
H. R. 14625. MaryS. Greenamtre. 
H. R.14633. Margaret E. Seydell. 
H. R. 14640. Lydia Bacon. 
H. R. 14642. Elizabeth Wilson. 
H. R. 14647. Emma J. Finkle. 
H. R. 14662. Mary A. Work. 
H. R.14665. Hildia P. Hiatt. 
H. R. 14668. Nancy Wood. 
H. R. 14670. Clementine Biewald. 
H. R. 14736. Mary F. Shook. 
H. R. 14741. Mary Carpenter. 
H. R. 14746. Rebecca E. Smith. 
H. R.14747. Caroline Light. 
H. R. 14748. Mary Burke. 
H. R. 14753. Luticia A. Widener. 
H. R.14758. Ellen Welch. 
H. R. 14760. Genniari Francis. 
H. R.14764. Permelia J. Bratton. 
H. R.14769. Fendora M. Terwilli-

ger. 
H. R. 14776. Laura Oram. 
H. R.14778. Margaret Sherman. 
H. R. 14781. Jennie A. Smith. 
H. R. 14783. Ida Jacobs. 
H. R.14784. Catherine A. Bailey. 
H. R. 14787. Sadie M. Corell. 
H. R. 14789. Adalaid Collins. 
H. R. 14790. Harriet Austin. 
H. R. 14791. My r t 1 e L. McDer-

mott. 
H. R.14796. Miranda Q. Moore. 
H. R. 14851. Julian E. Cooper. 
H. R. 14852. Ellen J. Ludlow. 
H. R. 14855. Sarah F. Downard. 
H. R.14869. Jennie A. Whitney. 
H . R. 14880. Sarah E. Dyer. • . 
H. R. 14903. Emma Gordon. 
H. R. 14946. Adaline Roberts. 
H. R.14956. Anna S. Duffner. 
H. R. 14958. Isabelle Williams. 
H. R. 14961. Allie E. Fleming. 
H. R.14962. Sara P. Bowen. 
H. R. 14965. Elizabeth Mitchell. 
H. R.14968. Anneliza Drake. 
H. R.14973 : Hannah L. Bliler. 
H. R. 14977. C. Victoria North-

rup. 
H. R. 14978. Mary Lamphere. 
H. R. 14985. Louisa M. Tuttle. 
H. R. 15022. Anna S. Joseph. 
H. R.10028. Alice Mobley. 
H. R.15034. Jerome Deniston. 
H. R. 15041. Sarah E. Sable. 
H. R. 15045. Maria L. McDonald. 
H. R: 15052. Jane E. Richardson. 
H. R. 15053. Ella S. Pattison. 
H. R.15081. Amelia Zimmerman. 
H. R. 15089. Lydia M. Gilbert. 
H. R. 15090. Bettie M. Poe. 
H. R. 15091. Lizzie c. Fussell. 
H. R. 16094. Margaret A. Curtis. 
H. R . 15095. Amelia J. Prince. 
H. R. 15104. Rachel E . Lukenb111. 
H. R. 15111. Sarah A. Charles. 
H. R. 15123. Julia Hallowell. 
H. R. 15124. Anna P. Smith. 
H. R.15154. Minnie Beach. 
H. R. 15168. Mary J. Green. 
H. R. 15170. Benjamin R. Middle-

ton. 
H. R. 15171. Minnie Palen. 
H. R. 15180. Nancy E. Trueblood. 
H . R. 15185. Elizabeth Heath. 
H. R. 15186. Elizabeth A. Frets. 
H. R. 15189. Hannah J. Donnell. 
H. R. 15190. Flora Myers. 
H. R. 15195. Mary Hysle. 
H. R. 15196. Levorah Hawkins. 
H. R. 15203. Eliza R. Shockley. 
H . R.15209. Mary J. Siegfried . 
H. R.15211. Elnora L. Monroe. 
H. R. 15212. Mary J. Holden. 

FEBRUARY 3 
H. R. 15236. Ella Andrews. 
H. R. 15237. Elizabeth Kridler. 
H. R. 15249. Ella Grove. 
H. R.15301. Catherine Durling. · 
H. R. 15302. Serena E. Robinson. 
H. ·R. 15303. Mary J. McKee. 
H. R. 153i2. Anna Beckert. 
H. R. i5314. Ora M. White. 
H. R. 15321. Sarah F. Lindley. 
H. R. 15325. Susan E. Luckey. 
H. R. 15326. Samantha V. Lowe. 
H. R. 15329. Alice Ferrin. 
H. R.15332. Sadie A. Coburn. 
H. R. 15338. Agnes S. Craig. 
H. R:15381. Minnie Hedrick. 
H. R.15382. Cora D. Willett. 
H. R. 15388. Lavina Yarian. 
H. R.15389. Lena Van Anda. 
H. R. 15390. Lucy J. Shore. 
H. R. 15391. Catharine Stanford. 
H. R. 15394. Sarah A. Thompson. 
H. R. 15401. Lucinda Shelton. 
H. R.15403. Annie Killion. 
H. R.15405. Mary Cardiff. 
H. R. 15407. Lulu H. Powers. 
H. R. 15413. Sarah Weedon. 
H. R. 15414. Ann E. McKissick. 
H. R.15438. Martha A. Peer. 
H. R.15439. Emily ·s. Cravens. 
H. R.15442. Barbaretta Weekly. 
H. R. 15459. Malinda Young. 
H . R. 15468. R o x a n n a J a n e 

Turner. 
H. R.16469. Amanda E. Larlck. 
H. R. 16470. Jennie A. Wildy. 
H. R. 16471. Mary Schmidt. 
H. R.16477. Ella Sullivan. 
H. R. 15484. Margaret Pierson. 
H. R. 15504. Maria Langhans. 
H. R. 15509. Emma Robinson. 
H. R.15521. Clara G. Branch. 
H. R.15528. Mary Meier. 
H. R. 15530. Mary M. Hawkins. 
H. R. 15536. Sarah J. Weaver. 
H. R. 15537. Mary E. Bigley. 
H. R. 15542. Euphemia S. Goon. 
H. R. 15545. Sabina Tacey. 
H. R. 15546. Jennie Marshall. 
H. R. 15557. Harriet A. Weeks. 
H. R. 15558. Sibyl A. Rowell. 
H. R. 15574. Mary Jacobson. 
H. R. 15581. Elizabeth Sutton. 
H. R. 15625. Adda Laura Morri-

son. 
H. R. 15633. Meta Tellkamp. 
H. R.15645. Melissa A. Moore. 
H. R. 15681. Mollle Bouldin. 
H. R.15703. Sarah Jones. 
H. R. 15704. Louisa Manterstock. 
H. R. 15788. Catherine Ruther-

ford. 
H. R. 15793. Almeda Leal. 
H. R. 15802. Winnie A. Strayer. 
H. R. 15811. Martha Pack. 
H. R. 15843. Sarah A. McDole. 
H. R. 15882. Elizabeth F. Welch. 
H. R. 16909. Sarah E. Phillips. 
H. R. 15912. Joseph Morton Fin-

ney. 
H. R. 15920. Eleveann Albert. 
H. R. 15935. Louisa C. Morehead. 
H. R. 15936. Emma C. Butler. 
H. R. 15978. Dora E. Hutchens. 
H. R. 16001. Mary E. Shirk. 
H. R. 16002. :Minnie G. Oakley. 
H. R. 16016. Mary F. Becknell. 
H. R. 16018. Adelia H. Bishop, 
H . R. 16020. Frederick C. Perry. 
H. R. 16046. Sarah J. Liby. 
H. R. 16055. Louisa H. Emerson. 
H. R. 16106. Nellie N. Taft. 
H. R. 16121. Margaret S. Whirl. 
H. R. 16134. Jane Alden. 
H. R. 16142. Margaret A. Webster 
H. R. 16146. Frances M. Paul . 
H. R. 16175. Elizabeth Young. 
H. R. 16224. Martha Hattery. 
H. R. 16233. Anna Gault. 
H. R. 16311. Sallie Brown. 
H . R. 16318. Margaret E. Maxwell. 
H . R. 16326. Alfaretta S. Bond. 
H. R. 16350. Jennie C. Wakefield. 
H . R. 16367. Cora B. Sollers. 
H . R. 16391. Susan E. Allen. 
H. R. 16582. Frances Adelia Hun

gerford. 
H. R. 16611. Virginia Hamilton. 
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Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unaniinous consenrfor the 
present consideration of the bill <H. R. 16626) granting pen
sions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Regular Army and NavY, and so forth, an~ certain 
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to 
widows of such soldiers and sailors, and ask unanimous con
sent that the bill be considered in the House as in the Com
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani

mous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 
16628, and that the same be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read 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. 
The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following House 

bills referred to the committee: 
H. R. 1627. Emma W. Rice. H. R. 8492. Roy L. Colvin. 
H. R. 1976. Edward Lee. H. R. 8518. Marigo J. Da!nioton. 
H. R. 2221. William Gilpin. H. R. 8587. Harvey B. Bra.nstet-
H. R. 2228. Bessie Hagar. ter. 
H. R. 2258. John Lorenson. H. R. 8629. Elizabeth Hausmann. 
H. R. 2263. Dallas R. McClintock. H. R. 8820. Waldo 0. McCollum. 
H. R. 2551. Warren J. Coleman. H. R. 8833. John W. Cole. 
H. R. 3049. Gabriel Boller. H. R. 8900. George M. Harter. 
H. R. 3160. Mabel M. Callahan. H. R. 9165. Maggie E. Freeland. 
H. R. 3432. Mary E. Taylor. H. R. 9214. Samuel Gwartney. 
H. R. 3649. Nancy Ann White- H. R. 9275. William F. Sheean. 

head. H. R. 9366. Mary Murphy. 
H. R. 3878. Essie Hortobben. H. R. 9461. William T. Moore. 
H. R. 4036. Henry Meyers. H. R. 9469. Thomas Yeager. 
H. R. 4259. Andrew A. Menne. H. R. 9470. John W. Hudson. 
H. R. 4383. Catherine E. Cow- H. R. 9544. Samuel Curry. 

hick. - H. R. 9643. Alice E. Turner. 
H. R. 4640. Olive B. Beall. H. R. 9662. William P. Myers. 
H. R. 4762. Neil Douglas Brom- H. R. 9813. Ada V. Awbrey. 

1 H. R. 9882. Marie A. Abernathy. 
ey. Mill H. R. 9945. Solomon Nally. 

H. R. 4770. Frank er. O 1 G H W lk 
H. R. 4828. Daisy Pelfrey. H. R. 1 00 . eorge . a er. 
H. R. 4837. Nannie Grubb. H. R. 10088. Henry T. Roddy. 
H. R. 4943. Mae A. De Barrows. H. R. 10090. Rhoda 4. Woods. 
H. R. 4995. seth J. Cleveland. H. R. 10096. Cordelia C. Moore. 
H. R. 5014. Benjamin Coleman H. R. 10116. David R. Majors. 

Read. H. R. 10135. Morgan Cherry. 
H R 5143 S h H ltsclaw H. R. 10247. Beverly A. Foster. 

· · · ara 0 
• H. R. 10283. Katherine McDonald 

H. R. 5175; Ida W. Anchors. H. R.10349. Henry B. Gaylor: 
H. R. 5240. William E. Murrah. H R 10350 Rob rt L A k 
H. R. 5291. Roy Raymond Keeley. · · · e · ycoc · 
H. R. 5335. Anna Luch. H. R , 10.367. Charles M. Smith. 
H. R. 5535. Jonathan Craig, alias H. R. 10405. Peter G. Petersen. 

Rolin Story. H. R. 10408. Wiley N. Johnston. 
H. R. 5555. Alexander Monroe. H. R. 10507. CarrieR. Pine. 

is 
H. R. 10538. RomeoS. Montminy. 

H. R. 5848. Thomas J. Barr · H. R.10551. William Henry Gray. 
H. R. 5958. Richard H. Gedda. H. R. 10601. William Hargis. 
H. R. 5963. James N. Stribling. H. R. 10699. Mellie M. Anderson. 
H. R. 6026. J. L. Baxter. H. R. 10702: Rufus M. Barnes. 
H. R. 6067. Harry J. Bunton. H. R.10755. Rachel Bledsoe. 
H. R. 6239. William J. Cobble. H. R. i0848. Matilda Hunt. 
H. R. 6249. Constantine Witcof- H. R. 10861. Thomas E. Carson. 

sky. H. R. 10867. Amanda M. Bailey. 
H. R. 6434. James A. Nickell. H. R. 10873. Addie Youn_g. 
H. R. 6521. William G. Jones. H. R.10902. Fred E. Kunkel. 
H. R. 6753. Nellie Murray. H. R. 10927. Elizabeth M. Olson. 
H. R. 7082. Paul C. Stoval. H. R. 11002. Win1!red B. Hodges. 
H. R. 7110. John 0. Collings. H. R. 11016. John Flanagan. 
H. R. 7166. Hugh B. Mitchell. H. R. 11023. Amanda E. Wade. 
H. R. 7169. Elvra 0. Swearingen. H. R. 11064. M.attha Eberlein. 
H. R. 7217. James B. Taylor. H. R. 11111. Loisa Blasis. 
H. R. 7350. Charles S. Cooper. H. R.11117. Lottie T. Miller. 
H. R. 7532. Sallie Gray Fowler. H. R. 11209. Eunice C. McGarvey 
H. R. 7689. Daniel 0. Underwood. H. R. 11260. Wayne Ripatte. 
H. R. 7737. Honorah Downey. H. R. 11264. Ella Gill. 
H. R. 7771. William L. Sheldon. H. R.11314. Alida T. Bruce. 
H. R. 7834. Anna C. Tobias. H. R. 11462. Mar 1 an Redfield 
H. R. 7839. Emma E. Ferneding. Healey. 
H. R. 8026. Obeline Roy Martel. H. R. 11539. Martha E. Sickel. 
H. R. 8030. Thomas E. Cruess. H. R. 11555. Rachel E. Stewart. 
H. R. 8074. Edward Everett Hard- H. R. 11612. Edwin H. McSloy. 

ing. H. R. 11643. Milton F. Morgan. 
H. R. 8226. May Mandeville. H. R. 11658. John F. Graper. 
H. R. 8254. Pearl Spangler. H. R.11681. Mary V; Thorne. 
H. R. 8274. Florence M. Fichtl. H. R. 11800. Charles M. Porter. 
H. R. 8320. Hannah Green. H. R.11832. Henry C. Potter. 
H. R. 8379. Annie Dale Lods. H. R. 11833. David Johnson. 
H. R. 8411. Jacob J. Waltz. H. R. 11918. Elizabeth Ramsey. 
H. R. 8484. George L. Green. H. R. 11~26. Lena Mann. 

-H. R.1195I. Geotge E. Ste"'Vens . . 
H. R. 12016. Philip Winckler.-
H. R. 12074. Mary T. Marks. 
H. R.12081. .Jessie Murdock. 
H. R. 12089. George W. Musser. 
H. R. 12120. James W. Hussey. 
H. R. 12124. Clara M. Schneider. 
H. R. 12147. Alice Roberts. 
H. R. 12182. Mary Buckley. 
H. R. 12183. Calhoun Shearouse. 
H. R. 12272: Roscoe C. Trusty. 
H. R.12281. August Bemmerer. 
H. R. 12292. Will Ralph Johnson. 
H. R. 12372. John Miller. 
H. R. 12428. Bridget Keegan . . 
H. R. 12464. Albeft F. Campbell. 
H. R. 12515. Zerah M. Bridges. 
H. R. 12588. Judah Wonnington. 
H. R.12652. John D. Hoskins. 
H. R.12688. Charles MacGregor. 
H. R. 12735. Nina Mehlberg. 
H. R. 12774. Gra-ee 0. Barmore. 
H. R. 12784. Grace Fay Lobben. 
H. R. 12786. Kemple Belanga. 
H. R. 12787. Ned Mitchell Harri-

son. 
H. R. 12813. Nel~a S. Shearer. 
H. R.12817. George E. Manning. 
H. R. 12826. Ida Aviszus. 
H. R.12857. Miriam E. Hogue. 
H. R.12863. Edith Stevens. 
H. R. 12932. John W. Griffin. 
H. R. 12944. Alexander E. Brown. 
H. R. 13001. Mary E. Beggs. 
H. R. 13048. Rose M. Smith. 
H. R. 13071. Maryland Adams. 
H. R. 13232. Mary E. Anderson. 
H. R. 13242. Foolish Bear. 
H. R. 13295. Mary M. Carr. 
H. R. 13328. Elizabeth S. Parey. 
H. R. 13349. Richard E. Adams. 
H. R.13497. Bridget Gallagher. 
H. R.13667. Mary M. Walton. 
H. R. 13669. Dorsey Hickok. 
B;. R. 13687. Sallie Miles. 
H. R.13732. George Hammer. 
H. R. 13838. Ellis B. McNeeley. 
H. R. 13849. James F. Madden. 
H, R. 13852. Olive R. Sanderlin. 
H. R. 13874. Ida L. Crandall. 

H. R. 13902. Mary M. North. · 
H. R. 13910. Wiley M. Gott. 
H. R. 13914. Augusta Schulte. 

· H. R. 13967~ Ada Rominger. 
H. R. 13968. W1lliam· A. HelmS. 
H. R. 13997. Mary A. Fradley. 
H. R,. 14157. Josephine Wilson. 
H. R. 14159. Emma Von Minden. 
H. R.14195. Ida Davis. 
H. R.14205. Nellie E. Hammer. 
H. R. 14207. Isabell A. Yandle. 
H. R. 14240. Albert W. GetchelL 
H. R. 14351. Julia Mulkey. 
H. R. 14371. Nettie Adams. 
H. R.-14514. Jessie G. Bivens. 
H. R. 14528. Carl W. Jansson. 
H. R. 14599. Fannie McClellan. 
H. R. 14661. James A. Hyden. 
H. R. 14743. Mamie L. Eusebio. 
H. R.14770. Early G. Rodgers. 
H. R. 14774. Mary L. De Fabbio. 
H. R.14777. Mary C. Rinderle. 
H. R. 14848. Hannah Corbett. 
H. R.14871. Carrie Runner. 
H. H. 14981. Harvey E. Rodgers. 
H. R. 14988. David and Edith 

. Stadtner: 
H. R. 15059. Emma L. Zittel. 
H. R. 15108. Martin E. Miller. 
H. R. 15118. Maggie Gaddy. 
H. R.15127. Ethel B. Sutherland. 
H. R. 15128. Edward Forte. 
H. R. 15177. Rosa Victoria Buck. 
H. R. 15201. Francis X. Mayer. 
H. R. 15224. Marton 0. Barnes. 
H. R. 15253. Lulu F. Hope. 
H. R. 15385. William Bell. 
H. R.15445. Edna M. Garrity. 
H. R. 15480. Emma Straub. 
H. R. 15544. Lucinda C. Abbott. 
H. R. 15560. Mary L. Radel. 
H. R.15714. Annie Williams. 
H. R. 15721. Jane Carr Wood. 
H. R. 15818. Dora B. Kames. 
H. :a. 15914. Thomas L. Holcomb. 
H. R. 16032. Mabel Irene Patter-

son. 
H. R. 16060. Martin Hanson. 
H. R. 16279. Grace A. Mael. 

PROCEDURE IN THE HOUSE 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to propound a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. - The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. TREADWAY. On page 3746 and following pages of 

yesterday's CONGRESSIONAL RECORD appears the report Of 
an address· made in the other branch of Congress yester
day in which certain Members of this branch are called by 
name and certain questions asked them. In view of this 
fact, I ask whether it is within the parliamentary rights of 
the Members of this branch to reply and to call Members 
of the other -branch by name? · 

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts may be permitted to say 
anything about any Member of the other branch that he 
desires, and to say how he voted on the $200,000 appropria
tion for Salem, Mass. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
does not ask the gentleman from Arkansas as to how he shall 
proceed. I have submitted a parliamentary inquiry to the 
Speaker and that is all the privilege of the floor that I ask. 

Mr. ~ANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that whatever was said at the other end of the Capitol-- · 

Mr. PARKS. Ought to have been said. 
Mr. RANKIN. Was with reference to statements made 

by Members of this body on the outside. This identical 
question arose in this body a few years ago when the then 
Speaker of the House, Mr. GILLETT, went, I believe, to New 
Haven, Conn., and made a speech attacking Members of the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will pardon the Chair for 
a moment; but upon what does he found the point of order? 
Upon a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. RANKIN. As a matter of fact I make the point of 
order against the statement of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. TREADWAY]. He rises here and undertakes to 
discuss what was said in the Senate. 
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Mr. SNELL. I make the point of order that the gentle

man from Mississippi is not in order in making a point of 
order against the parliamentary inquiry. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts pro
pounded a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RANKIN. He first made a statement to the effect 
that Members of the other body had attacked !\!embers of 
this body, leaving the impression that it was in their official 
capacity. 

Mr. SNELL. I make the point of order that the gentle
man from Mississippi is not in order. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
no right, under the rules of the House, to rise and make any 
statement about what Members of the other body said. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has 
not made a statement. He has asked a question of the 
Chair, and the Chair is about to answer. 

Mr. PARKS. I insist that the Chair be very liberal. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is quite out of order. 
The Chair is ready to answer the parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, may I cite a ruling to the 

Chair? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has recently made a decision 

about this matter and has certain views about it. 
Of course, it is very difficult to answer the question in a 

word or two. The Chair thinks it is of such fundamental 
importance that he will ask the indulgence of the House to 
refer to and repeat some of the things he said in a ruling 
made comparatively recently upon this subject. 

On May 6, 1930, the question arose as to whether Mem
bers of the House could comment upon any statement made 
in the Senate reflecting in any way upon the motives or con
duct of a Member of the House. On a previous occasion the 
Vice President, overruling a number of decisions which the 
Chair then quoted, which he will not quote now, held the 
technical question being whether Jefferson's Manual governs 
the proceedings of the Senate in this regard or in any other 
regard-

The Senate has not adopted Jefferson's Manual as a part of the 
rules of the Senate. It 1B left to the discretion of Senators as to 
what they may or may not say about the proceedings of the House 
in connection with the resolution under consideration. 

Of course, that decision entirely nullifies Jefferson's Man
ual, there being no rules in either House specifically on this 
question. 

With regard to the entire question of dealings between the 
House and Senate, and preserving some sort of sportsman
ship and comity, the present occupant of the chair referred 
then and will refer again to two of the rules in Jefferson's 
Manual which govern this case if the rules apply. 

In section 301: 
It 1B highly expedient, says Hatsel, for the due preservation of 

the privileges of the separate branches of the legislature that 
neither should encroach on the other, or interfere in any manner 
depending before them, so as to preclude, or even infiuence, that 
freedom of debate which 1B essential to a free council. They are, 
therefore, not to take notice of any bills or other matters depend
ing, or of votes that have been given, or of speeches which have 
been held, by the Members of either of the other branches of the 
legislature, until the same have been communicated to them in the 
usual parliamentary manner. 

Then in section 364: 
It 1B a breach of order in debate, to notice what has been said 

·on the same subject in the other House, or the particular votes or 
majorities on it there; because the opinion of each House should 
be left to its own independency, not to be infiuenced by the pro
ceedings of the other; and the quoting them might beget reflec
tions leading to a misunderstanding between the two Houses. 

At that time the Chair held that whether these rules with 
regard to comity prevailed in the Senate or not they did 
prevail in the House, and if the Chair may be indulged, 
because he thinks it is perhaps worth while, he will read a 
few sentences from his decision 'On that occasion: 

There would seem to be but two alternatives !or us to adopt in 
dealing with this situation. 

And precisely the same situation is before us now as was 
then. 

If the House · desired to retaliate, it might, by rule, provide that 
these rules in Jefferson's Manual relating to comity between the 
two Houses should not apply to proceedings in the House. In 
other words, to say that Members of the House should be guide-d 
solely by their own discretion in making any co~ent, insinua
tion, or attack upon any Senator, or any proceeding of the Senate. 

The other alternative is to rigidly insist upon strict adherence 
to both the spirit and letter of Jefferson's Manual. 

In the opinion of the Chair, the adoption of the first alternative 
would be violative of the spirit in which the House for 140 years 
has followed the precepts of Thomas Jefferson in our manner of 
association and dealing with the other legislative body. After all, 
Jefferson's general precepts are but a restatement of the manner in 
which all legislative bodies, particularly the British Parliament, 
have dealt with each other for centuries. They are but a restate
ment of what is and ought to be true sportsmanship in the deal
ings between the legislative branches of great governments. 

The Chair is firm, and he believes that the House wlll remain 
firm in our adherence to the rules of sportsmanship and comity 
as laid down in Jefferson's Manual. 

Later on the Chair said: 
The question raised by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

LAGUARDIA] is whether a Member may reflect in any way on ·the 
floor of the House against the actions, speeches, or proceedings of 
another Member or of the body itself. 

To put it in another way, Shall the House, notwithstanding 
any adverse action by the other body, adhere to the provisions 
laid down in Jefferson's Manual, which have always governed? 

The answer of the Chair is emphatically "Yes." Indeed, it 
appears to the Chair that it has become all the more necessary, 
if the rules of comity between the two Houses are to be at all 
preserved, that Members of the House should be limited even 
more rigidly than ever by Jefferson's rules prohibiting reference 
in terms of the sltghtest disparagement of the remarks or actions 
of Members or any of the proceedings of the other body. 

If no rules of comity are to be followed in either House, then 
legislation may become chaos Indeed. 

In conclusion, the Chair will say that so long as he remains 
Presiding Ofilcer o! this body he will see to it that the rules 
of Jefferson's Manual, in so far as they apply to the friendly 
relations between the Members of the two Houses and the Houses 
themselves, shall be enforced with the utmost rigidity, not only 
in the letter but in the spirit. 

The Chair reaffirms those views upon this occasion. The 
Chair thinks that there is possibly an alternative and that 
it might be carefully considered under these conditions. 
That is to change the rule which provides that Jefferson's 
Manual shall govern the proceedings of this House; but in 
the absence of such change the. Chair will hold that Mem
bers of the House are not permitted to refer in any way 
disparagingly or in criticism of anything said by Members 
of the body on the opposite side. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, in view of the decision 
of the Chair, may I propound another parliamentary in
quiry? In what manner can a Member of the House who 
has been refeTTed to in another branch by name and asked 
questions either answer the questions or defend himself 
from the insinuations contained therein? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not believe he is under 
the necessity of saying that a Member may not do that 
outside of this House, but as far as the present occupant of 
the Chair is concerned he holds that he may not do it in 
the House. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, a further parliamentary 
inquiry. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MICHENER. Might not the gentleman's object be 

attained by the unanimous consent of the House? 
The SPEAKER. There is a rule in Jefferson's Manual 

which seems to apply in this case: 
Where the complaint is of words disrespectfully spoken by a 

Member of another House, it is difli,cult to obtain punishment, 
because of the rules supposed necessary tq be observed (as to the 
immediate noting down of words) for the security of Members. 
Therefore it is the duty of the House, and more particularly o! the 
Speaker, to interfere immediately, and not permit expressions to 
go unnoticed which may give a ground o! complaint to the other 
House. 

So long as Jefferson's Manual governs the proceedings of 
the House, the Chair thinks it is impossible to take any 
official notice of such remarks as are now complained of. 
Of course, the alternative is to change the rules. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, another parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. DYER. Is it not in order to pass a resolution re- I Mr. ·CHINDBLOM. It seems to me that the House itself 

questing the Senate to expunge from its records and pro- has imposed upon the Speaker at least this implied duty ot 
ceedings statements and remarks criticizing or impugning not permitting such proceedings. 
motives of a Member of this body? Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per-

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair passed sonal privilege. 
on that question shortly before he rendered the decision The SPEAKER. May the Chair answer the gentleman 
just quoted. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LucEJ from Michigan [Mr. MICHENER] first? In reply to the gen
proposed such a resolution and the Chair declared it was not tleman from Michigan, the Chair would not undertake to 
in order. say it would be impossible that this could be done by unani-

·Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to propound a mous consent, but the Chair would conceive it his duty, in 
further parliamentary inquiry. view of the rule he has just read, not to recognize anyone 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. for that purpose. The Chair will repeat the rule: 
Mr. BLANTON. Where the two Houses are so close to- Where the complaint 1s of words disrespectfully spoken by a 

gether and it takes only a few minutes for a Member of one Member of another House, it 1s d11ficult to obtain punishment 
to reach a Member of the other, is it necessary to go to the because of the rules supposed necessary to be observed (as to 
t bl t h th rul ? the immediate noting down of words) for the security of Mem-
rou e o c ange e es · bers. Therefore, it is the duty of the House, and more particu-

The SPEAKER. The Chair fears the gentleman from larly of the Speaker, to interfere immediately and not to permit 
Texas did not get the full purport of the Chair's suggestion. . expressions to go unnoticed which may give a ground of com

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- plaint to the other House. 
mentary inquiry. Under this rule the Chair would feel that if there were 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. no change made in the rules he would not recognize a 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. · In view of the fact that Member for that purpose, but the question involves a very 

the rule refers to words spoken on the floor, what would be simple proposition. The Chair would recognize the chair
the result if a Member utilized the privilege of extending man or some member of the Committee on Rules, if the 
his remarks in the RECORD, having in mind that the RECORD committee thought it advisable to bring in a rule providing 
is so widely read that it would bring about the desired for certainly the rest of the session that Jefferson's Manual 
result? shall not apply. 

The. SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the same rule exactly Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, while I have ample ground 
would apply. for a question of personal privilege, I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. to proceed for five minutes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks 
Mr. CRISP. I am in perfect accord with the ruling of unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there 

the distinguished Speaker and, as he said, the remedy, if objection? 
the House does not approve of that ruling, would be to Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object---
change the rule. Now, this is my inquiry: If a Member Mr. CRAMTON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question 
of one House makes a speech outside of the Chamber or of personal Privilege, and do not ask the consent of anybody. 
gives out interviews in the press, would the rule apply then? If there is anyone on that side of the House that has any 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it applies only to question about it, I withdraw the unanimous-consent re
words spoken on the floor and where action is taken on quest and rise as a matter of right. 
the floor of the House. The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, pursuing my inquiry a personal privilege. 
step farther, my inquiry was: Could not the House do away, Mr .. CRAMTON. I do not ask the .consent of anybody, 
so to speak, with the rules of the House by unanimous con- and will state .my ground of personal privilege. If it bas 
sent? Inasmuch as the rules of the House are made by the come to the pomt when we have to risk an objection on that 
House, can not those rules be waived in any specific instance side of the House when a Member of the House is unfairly 
by the unanimous consent of the House? Of course, in attacked, I do not ask consent. [Applause.] -
making that inquiry I appreciate the fact that the Speaker Mr. COX. I am in sympathy with the gentleman. 
is a Member of the House, that the Speaker may exercise Mr. CRAMTON. It is time, Mr. Speaker, that Repub-
his function as a Member of the House even though he is licans have as much right in this House as Democrats. [Ap
Speaker, and that has been so held where he refuses to plause.] I want to say there is no one on our side of the 
recognize for a unanimous-consent request, and in doing House who would· think of objecting to such a request. 
that he has in effect exercised his rights as a Member of the Mr. COX. Will not the gentleman yield. 
House temporarily occupying the chair. If the House were Mr. CRAMTON. I do not yield. 
unanimous and the Speaker was acting entirely in his capac- Mr. COX. I did not intend to object. 
ity as Speaker, and not in his individual capacity as a Mem- Mr. CRAMTON. I renew the request. . 
ber of the House, and he were in accord with the request The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
of the gentleman propounding the unanimous-consent re- gentleman from Michigan? 
quest, then could we not accomplish by the unanimous con- Mr. COX. I do not object; but I feel, in view of the 
sent of the House, including the Speaker in his individual gentleman's statement which has drawn an unfavorable in-
capacity, what is here sought? ference, because I am in sympathy with the position the 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield? gentleman takes. 
Mr. MICHENER. Yes. Mr. CRAMTON. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Does not the gentleman think that The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 

the language of the rule in Jefferson's Manual practically The Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Michigan is 
imposes the duty upon the Speaker of not permitting such a recognized. 
proceeding? Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, in another legislative body 

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman from Michigan is of on two occasions I have been most unfairly attacked with a 
this opinion: That the rules are the creation of the House; contemptible disregard of the truth and the facts and, as a 
that day after day and time and again we waive rules of the result, very serious accusations have gone to the country. 
House by unanimous consent, and if we are able to waive I am completing 18 years of service, and gentlemen on 
the rules of the House in one particular we can then waive that side of the House know as well as I do that in these 
them in all particulars and set aside all of the rules of the 18 years my service has been characterized by the customary 
House in order that the House may function in accordance courage in the performance of duty and the customary dis- · 
with its desire. Unless, of course, there is a specific rule rega.rd of personal interest. [Applause.] And to me it is 
to the contrary, and there is no such rule in this 8ase. no small thing that there should be carried in the press of 
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the country the direct charge that I have sought through my 
place on the Appropriations Committee to prepare for my-· 
self a job. Anybody who says this is a plain, unadulterated 
liar. [Prolonged applause; the Members rising.] 

There are men on this floor, on both sides of the aisle, 
Mr. Speaker, who know that the statement printed in the 
press of the Nation is untrue. 

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker--
Mr. CRAMTON. There are men on both sides .of the aisle 

who know I have paid no attention whatever to the appro-· 
priation--

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not yield to anyone. 
Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order-

[ Cries of " Regular order! "1 
The gentleman has made a statement that the gentleman 

should not make, and I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to make a 

point of order. The gentleman will state his point of order. 
Mr. PARKS. And I desire to make it respectfully. The 

gentleman has used language that is unparliamentary. 
Mr. CRAMTON. It is the only language that will ade

quately picture the occasion. 
Mr. PARKS. I am not talking to the gentleman; I am 

talking to the Speaker. May I proceed, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I think he should make his 

point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 

order. 
Mr. PARKS. I can not do it when he talks all the time. 

The gentleman has made a statement here that is unparlia
mentary and has used language that is unparliamentary, and 
he has made the statement with reference to a gentleman 
he would not look in the eye and use the same language. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will make it plain to anybody who will 
make that charge. 

Mr. PARKS. Wait a minute, and we will see whether you 
will or not. I desire to submit this proposition: Will the 
gentleman stand here on this floor to-day--

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded for a 
speech. I protest th~t I have the floor, and I do not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
PARKS] has the right to make a point of order, but the Chair 
thinks he should state his point of order. 

Mr. PARKS. I am trying to make the point of order. Mr. 
Speaker, but with the gentleman talking it is a little difficult. 
Will the gentleman say he does not intend to take a job 
under this Government? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not stated a point of 
order and is not in order. 

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman from Arkansas will 
wait a minute, I will tell him all about it. 

Mr. PARKS. I will be grateful. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I will say this: If my brother is in want 

and I have the money, I will not ask the Federal Govern
ment to care for him. [Applause.] If I work for the Gov
ernment and have a salary on which I may live. I have not 
got to the point that I will ask the Government to send all 
of my sons to West Point. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, members of the Appropriations Committee 
of both parties are on the floor, and they all know this to be 
true: I have never asked the Appropriations Committee to 
make any appropriation for the Bicentennial Commission. 
I have paid no attention to those appropriations. I have not 
even read the item in the pending bill with reference to it. 

Furthermore, let me say this for the information of the 
gentlemen on the Democratic side of the House: Knowing, 
as you do, that in my work here I have never regarded sec
tion or party [applause] and that many of you sat in your 
8eats or voted for it when an unfair question was raised, let 
me explain to you that I have not as yet asked of this ad
ministration any job whatever. [Applause.] I have not 
asked anybody to ask for any job for me. When the Bicen
tennial Commission three weeks ago, without my knowledge, 
without my instigation, were canvassillg the field as to whom 

they might employ, feeling, as I understand it, that it was 
needed to have some one, and my name was suggested, I 
have been advised that every member present at that meet
ing spoke favorably of the appointment. 

Thereafter the vice chairman of the commission asked me 
whether or not if the position were offered to me I would 
accept it. I stated that I did not know that I could afford 
to accept it, but that the work did appeal to me, and at his 
request I took the matter under advisement. 

Then before any controversy was raised here and up until 
thjs moment I never have told anybody that I would take 
the job if offered me. 

Mr. PARKS. Will you take it? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Tllat is none of the gentleman's busi

ness. [Applause.] 
Mr. PARKS. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. 
Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman ought to thank me for 

my courtesy, because I have had none from him. 
Mr. PARKS. Yes; the gentleman has. I assisted him to 

get an international bridge and then he objected to mine. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, this country is in a serious 

situation. A great responsibility rests upon every Member 
of the House as well as the Senate. I hope we can get to 
the point where we may legislate on the basis of merit in 
legislation and not through personalities. [Applause, the 
Members rising.] 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I move the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill <H. R. 16738) 
making appropriations for the government of the District 
of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or in 
part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

Pending that, I ask unanimous consent that the time for 
general debate be unlimited as ot to-day, that one-half of 
the time be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNoN] and one-half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 16738; and pending that, asks unanimous con
sent that one-half of the time be controlled by himself and 
one-half by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON]. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 

of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. 
LAGUARDIA in the chair. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed wi.th. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 

gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY]. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, a good deal has been 

said in the last two days in reference to the proposed appro
priation on the part of the Federal Government of $25,000,-
000 to be expended under the auspices of the Red Cross. 

That debate has gone on in both branches, and it caused 
certain Members to make rather peculiar references. In
quiries have been made as to why individuals may have 
voted pro and con on some particular item and why, after 
having voted one way for the Russian relief, the individual 
referred to would vote another way for Arkansas or other 
drought-section relief. It is very apparent that there is no 
comparison between these two kinds of relief nor in the type 
of votes suggested. 

I have made some investigation in reference to the meth-
ods of the Red Cross on a previous occasion and I want to 
repeat what I then said, that it seems to me the Red Cross 
is particularly a humane means of accomplishing individual 
relief by the individual giver. It is no disparagement either 
to that organization to consider that a very great difference 
arises in the situation when the organization, contrary to 
its wishes, is asked by the Federal Government to accept an· 
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appropriation from the Federal Government and in that cause it may not be within the comprehension of the 
way do away with the possibility of future individual con- Members of the House. _ 
tributions to the cause of that organization. Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, I am sure the gentleman from 

Assuming that the proceedings of Congress are correctly New York will comprehend what I am endeavoring to say 
reported in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, I believe questions in a parliamentary manner, because I realize what large 

·were asked me in another body yesterday which, of course, brains the gentleman from New York has. 
it would be impossible for me to answer here. I understand The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
these questions had to do with Federal contributions to the Mr. TREADWAY. This is not the first time occasions 
Red Cross for relief in the drought sections of the South like this have come up. In view of the Speaker's ruling here 
and West, and also referred to a Federal appropriation for a short time ago, I say in the interest of fair play and comity 
the relief of suffering as the result of a fire in a Massa- between the two branches, that either another branch of 
chusetts city. I maintain that the questions are not analo- Congress should revise its rules and its method of procedure, 
gous. I hold that there is nothing out of place in voting one or that we should. [Applause.] I, for one Member of Con
way on one measure and refusing to vote for that particular gress, ask only for fair play, and I want the same privilege 
item. · of repartee or reply or answer to inquiries made of me that 

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Chair main- any Member would assert as his rights in the other body. 
tain order. I do not think it will lead to good agreement between the two 

Mr. TREADWAY. I decline to yield. branches to have two sets of rules, and therefore the sug-
Mr. PARKS. I did not ask the gentleman to yield. I am gestion that our able Speaker has made is very apropos, 

asking the Chairman to preserve order so that we can hear that we should change our procedure to compare favorably 
what the gentleman says. with permissions granted in the other branch. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I shall talk loud enough so that the Mr. Chairman, can you or any Member of this branch so 
gentleman can hear. far forget etiquette or courtesy to speak in a derogatory 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. manner of the Presiding Officer of the other branch, or in a 
Mr. PARKS. I am going to insist on order whether the facetious way refer to the Presiding Officer of this branch, 

gentleman yields or not. if you were speaking in the Senate? Read yesterday's 
Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, I shall stand right beside the gen- REcoRD. I ask the Members of this House to read carefully 

tleman and talk. if he is afraid that he will not hear me. the remarks to which I am addressing my remarks. I can 
I thought I had considerable lung power, but if the gentle- not speak in as open and frank a manner as I would like to 
man is deaf I shall endeavor to take care of the situation. do or as the occasion warrants. I was very glad that the 
I am perfectly willing that he should hear what I am about gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMToN] made the remarks 
to say. that he did and in the manner he did, because the occasion 

Mr. PARKS. That is such a courteous statement that I warrants it; and we are not going to sit here, no matter 
shall refrain from answering it. how disgraceful the remarks may be made in the other 

Mr. TREADWAY. It is discourteous when I ask not to be branch, and take that sort of talk and keep quiet about it. 
interrupted to have the gentleman interrupt me. At least I shall not in my feeble way, anyway, and I think 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of harmony the other Members of the House have just as much red 
I think I ought to talk a little bit. [Laughter.] blood as I have. We are not going to sit here and allow 

Mr. TREADWAY. I was asked certain questions in the that type of abuse to be sent out over the country against 
other body yesterday, and under the very strict ruling of individual Members of this House, from the Speaker down. 
the Speaker, with which I thoroughly agree, under the rules [Applause.] We intend to defend ourselves; and, if the 
I am prohibited on this occasion from answering those present rules will not permit that, then they ought to be 
questions. Therefore I am going to speak in ·an entirely . changed; and there has been some talk of a change of the 
hypothetical way and make no reference to any individual rules lately. 
Member of this or any other body. However, if I were I did not hear the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
fortunate enough to have a brother, ·I would not publish the suggest any change of this nature, but I should be glad if 
fact that I was not willing to aid him in distress by at least the gentleman from Georgia would inclu .. e in his change
furnishing him with clothes sufficient to warrant his at- of-rule program, a rule that will permit us to give as good 
tendance at church-and that statement goes. · Further as is given to us. 
than that, if an offer of a position of influence at a good I think the last thing we want to do is to have a man 
fair salary were made to a man who has distinguished him- with a glib tongue insult Members of this House intention
self for many years in public service, I would not complain ally and continuously, year after year; because this is no 
about it, particularly if I lived in a glass house that would new attack. It dates back to the time when Speaker Gn.LETT 
have its windows broken by the stones that I throw, when occupied the chair, to my certain knowledge. A freedom of 
the records show that two of my sons had been appointed speech may on certain occasions be a valuable asset; but 
to West Point, one of them by a Member from another State we know of many people " who get in Dutch " by being too 
where I did not live, and the other by a Senator from a free with their tongues, and that has happened within a very 
State in which I did live. That is the se_cond proposition. few hours in another legislative body. 

As a third proposition, I would make an effort to be truth- Therefore I join the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
ful when I said that a certain Member of this branch had if the gentleman desires W offer an amendment to the rules 
been lobbying around the corridors of the Senate to secure that will permit us to say truthful things-not untruthful or 
an appointment for his brother to public office to such an dishonest or wrong things or exaggerations or any other 
extent that he interfered with the conduct of the business in adjective which it is desired to use that will describe the 
the other body. I would at least have an element of truth kind of speech I am referring to, but that will permit us, 
back of me if I made such a statement. Then, to reach men as we are, to defend our rights and to defend the good 
another proposition, although it is somewhat personal, when name of this House. If the good name of this House is criti
the governor of my State, now a Member of the United cized through the instrumentality of references to one man, 
States Senate, not a member of my political party, but of the Speaker alone-leaving the rest of us ordinary Members 
the political party of a certain man, made a recommendation out of it-when the Speaker of this House is facetiously 
to Congress for an appropriation, I would not find a whole attacked as he was yesterday in another branch, I say it is 
lot of fault if a certain man, not a member of the party to time the House arose in its might and showed where it 
which that governor owed allegiance, voted for an appro- stands on that sort of attack. [Applause.] I am ready to 
priation requested by the governor. join with the gentleman from Georgia in revising the rules 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Chairman, I make the to that extent, at least. 
point of order that under no rule of the House is any dis- Now, Mr. Chairman. I have endeavored to keep my re
cus~ion permissible on the floor which is hypothetical, be.- marks within parliamentary limits and within the ruling of 
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O.ll! distinguished . Speak~r made a few minutes ago and at 
the same time I think in an indirect manner I have said 
what I would ·have been glad to say, and with considerably 
more emphasis and force, if I had not been under the curb 

:·and restraint of abiding by the deciSion of our Speaker. 
[Applause.] 

' The CHAIRMAN. The time of _the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] has expired. _ 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHORTJ. . 
' Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and members of 
the committee, in the words of the great Webster, after the 
ship has been tossed hither and thither through the. storm 
of turbulent waters, the mariner looks at his compass to 
see where he is; and now that the storm is over and tran
_quillity is restored, I desire to talk for a few minutes about 
some proposed legislation that is of national importance and 
significance. . 

Because the time allotted to me is limited, I respectfully 
ask the Members of the House who have questions to pro
:Pound to reserve those questions until I have made my s~ate
ment, and I shall then, if time permits, be glad to answer 
any questions that I can. 

Because my constituencl is vitally and directly affected, 
and at the request of many of my colleagues on both sides 
of this House, I now rise to speak in support of the bill 
s. 4123, as amended by the House Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation, commonly and generally known as the 
Glenn-Smith or drainage bill. 

Briefly, the provisions of this act authorize an appropria
tion of $95,000,000, to be administered by the Secretary of 
the Interior, advanced to drainage and irrigation districts in 
distress, over a period of 40 years, bearing interest ~t the 
rate of 3 per cent per annum. This bill, which was intro
duced in the Senate last session, passed the Senate before 
the adjournment of Congress last year without a dissenting 
vote. Long and extensive hearings were held before the 
House Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation ·on a ·simi
lar measure, and this House measure has · been reported 
unanimously and favorably by that committee. 

The Rules Committee last week gave us a hearing of three 
days, which 135 Members of this House had petitioned them 

· to do, asking for a rule to bring this bill onto the floor of 
this House for consideration at the present session of Con
gress. Since those hearings closed last week a half dozen 
Members who are most directly and vitally interested in 
this legislation have called on the Secretary of the Interior, 
and also the President, and found them most sympathetic 

·and willing to consider seriously the provisions contained in 
this bill. 
. Drainage and irrigation districts are so numerous and 
widely scattered throughout our Union, extending all ·the 
way from Ohio to California and froin the Great Lakes to 
the Gulf, that the serious crisis that now confronts us is not 
a local one but is national in its scope and importance. 
• I wish to say the entire Missouri delegation in Congress, 
·including the 2 Senators as well as the 16 Representatives, 
are whole-heartedly and unreservedly in favor of the · pas
sage of this bill. 

We have in our State two an~ one-half million acres of 
'drained lands, and of tJ:iat total amount, four-fifths, or 
2,000,000 acres, are located in the eight counties of the 
alluvial valley of the Mississippi, in southeast Missouri, most 
of which are in my district. Over 230,000 of my constituents 
live in those drainage districts. When I was born-and 
since my name is " Dewey " most of you can well remember 
that time-southeastern Missouri was · an impenetrable 
swamp, but at the beginning- of the present century the 
pioneer men and women who have builded this Nation with 
heroic courage, with indefatigable energy, by practicing 
strict economy and frugality, went into southeast Missouri 
and, through perseverance ·and suffering, turned that 
mosquito-breeding, disease--infested swamp into a paradise. 

In 1903 the first drainage ditch was dug. There are now 
112 drainage districts in the congressional district I have· the 
honor to represent. They have dug· over 3,000" miles of canal 

and removed more dirt than was removed in the excavation 
of ·the.Panama Canal. This was accomplished; if you please, 
by issuing drainage bonds, counting the interest coupons 
.thereon, to the amount of $53,000,000. In addition to that 
drainage indebtedness my people have spent $75,000,000 more 
in clearing, fencing, and improving those farm lands. Alto
gether, they have.. actually spent $128,000,000 in· reclaiming 
that marshland in southeast Missouri, and which is to-day 
as fertile as any under the face of the shining sun. 

It has been my privilege to have seen some of the rich 
-spots of this earth. I have gone down the Tigris and the 
Euphrates; I have gone down the Ganges in India; I have 
gone up the fertile valley of the Nile in Egypt and over the 
blue Danube "in Europe; .and I state here,. without any fear 
of contradiction, that nowhere in the world can you find 
soil more fertile and unsurpassed in its productivity than 
you will find in southeast Missouri. 

That land is in a state of high cultivation. Malaria was 
stamped out; health conditions have been improved; trans
portation was made possible; communication of ideas was 
advanced; and we have created a. great national asset to 
our country which put millions of dollars in taxes for the 
10-year period prior to 1925 into our Federal Treasury. 
Cotton, corn, and wheat, the great staples, are grown there in 
abundance; also alfalfa, soybeans, and cow peas. 

From 1903 to 1925 my people prospered and succeeded in 
·meeting their maturing obligations by paying of! over $20,-
000,000 of those drainage bonds. Since that time, with the 
beginning of agricultural depression and the general decline 
in the prices of farm commodities, due to drought, due to 
hurricanes, due to constant and recurring floods, over which 
no human being had any control, those people have been 

.. reduced to a state of bankruptcy. In 1920 not 1 per cent 
of all the land in that district was delinquent in the pay
:ment. of tts ·taxes, but to-day over 80 per cent of all those 
farm lands · are delinquent. Though we have reduced the 
death rate from malaria, dysentery, and other kindred 
maladies 75 per cent in the past 10 years, that rate has been 
increasing within the past two or three years because of the 
inability of my people to pay of! these drainage bonds and 
their mortgage indebtedness. 

To-day if you would go to my district this is the condition 
you would !ind: Industry paralyzed; transportation crip'pled; 
banks closed, over a score of them in iny district within the 
past year; farms mortgaged; people out of employment and 
leaving their homes, not knowing which way to go. The 
light of day has died out of their eyes; the faith in their 
hearts is no longer there; hope has waned; their spirits are 
almost broken, and they are now looking · to the Federal 
Government, not for charity but for a loan. 
· There are two things in the consideration of this measure 
which I trust the Members of this House will constantly 
bear · in mind. The first is that . this bill is not a dole. 
The people whom I have the honor to · represent are not 
beggars. They are fighters. All they ask is a fighting 
chance. What we want is credit restored, because business 
.is based upon credit, and credit is based upon confidence. 
We are not -asking a gift. ·we are asking aSsistance long 
-enough to ·enable us to get back on our feet and meet our 
maturing obligations. If this bill should become a law and 
if the time of the payment of these bonds is -extended over 
a 40-year period and the rate of interest cut in two, from 6 
to 3 per cent, I am confident that my people, who met every 
single· obligation over a 25-year period, up until -1925, can 
and will meet that obligation in the future. The second 
thing which I wish to have the Members of this House bear 
in mind is that this is not a program of expansion; it is a 
program of conservation. · 
· The money that is authorized to be appropriated in this 
bill . is not to be used for the reclamation of more territory; 
it is · not to open new lands but merely to assist these heroic 
-pioneers, men and women who have invested $128,000,000 in 
reclaiming that disease-infected swamp, ·in improving the 
status of agriculture, in building up the state . of public 
health, in aiding transportation and the communication of 
ideas •. to hold on to the land they already have. · 
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Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? · Mr. HOLADAY. Mr. Chairman, I · yield the ·gentleman 
Mr. SHORT of · Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from five minutes additional. 

Maryland. Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Who issued these bonds? · Were they Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield to my good friend and 

state· bonds or were they issued by the National Govern- able colleague from Missouri. 
ment? . Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman state, before he con-

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Let me say to the gentleman eludes, what part of the country other than southeast Mis
from Maryland that these drainage and irrigation districts souri is concerned in regard to this proposed drainage 
are of a quasi-public nature and the · bonds were privately legislation? 
issued to the landowners in these various districts. Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I shall Sa.y that 34 States of our 

Mr. LINTHICUM. What is the purpose of the bill? Is it Union, a vast majority of our States, and 135 Members of 
to take up these bonds and then give these people a 40-year this House are so directly and vitally affected by this pro
period in which to pay the Government? The gentleman posed legislation that they have -petitioned the Rules Com
has not told us much about the purposes of the bill. mittee and appeared before the Rules Committee last week 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I have not the time to describe at its hearing urging them to adopt a rule that will allow us 
the bill in detail. I merely wanted to get the main facts be- to bring this bill on the floor of the House for consideration. 
fore the House and then if the bill is presented to the House Mr. HASTINGS and Mr. DICKSTEIN rose. 
for consideration those intricate features will be discussed. I Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I may say in addition that the 
However, I will say to the gentleman that the bondhol_ders reason I have discuSsed southeast Missouri or our State is be
will incidentally be helped. by the passage of such legiSla- cause I am more familiar with that than I am with other 
tion, and I see no reason why they should not be considered 'regions of our country, although Ohio has more of these 
a part of the picture because they helped in the reclamation drainage bonds than any other State. Michigan also has 
of this land. This bill, however, is primarily for relief of them, as well as Iowa, Minnesota, California, and every State 
farmers and not bondholders. throughout the Middle West and the far West of our 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I did not mean that -the bondholders country. · 
should not receive some benefit out of it, but I wanted to I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma. 
know whether these bonds were State bonds or national Mr. HASTINGS. I just want to break in to say that I 
bonds? · - am very much interested in this proposed legislation. My 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. They are bonds issued by pri- State of Oklahoma in a measure is similarly situated to 
vate corporations and sold to individuals. the district which the gentleman from Missouri so ably 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? represents and I was going to ask the gentleman what is 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Yes. the amou~t that is authorized to be appropriated in this 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Is it not true that if this bill is bill? 

passed these bondholders would be obliged to reduce their Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Ninety-five million dollars in the 
bonds to the actual value of the property so that the loan present bill but not more than $19 000 000 a year will be 
which the Government makes would only be on the actual appropriated. ' ' 
value of the propert~ as o~ to-da~? . Mr. HASTINGS. Does the gentleman from Missouri think 

Mr. SHORT of MISSoun .. I think the g~ntleman ~ abso- that that appropriation would be adequate? 
lutely correct, because. se~t10n 4. o~ th7 bill autho~~es the Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I do not. I think additional 
Secretary of ~he Inte~IOr _m admrmsten~g the. proviSions of appropriations would have to be made later on. 
the act and m carrymg It out to ~egotmt~ ~Ith the bond- Mr. HASTINGS. I hope they will be made. 
holders, ma~ of whom, I know, Will be willmg to accept a Mr. LINTHICUM. If the gentleman will yield, may I 
great reduction, ~elow par value. . ? inquire if this is down in the -neighborhood of Cape 

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman Yield. Girardeau? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from M SHORT f M' · Th t · · ht I · r. o Issouri. a IS ng . 

owMra. COLE Th t f · t t . h u h? Mr. LINTHICUM. I want to say to the gentleman that 
. . e ra e o m eres IS ow m c . ·t M 1 d 1 h t t that t· d 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Three per cent. The Senate bill I was a_!Y an peop e w o wen o sec Ion an were 
carried no rate of interest at all, but the House Committee among the first settlers there and helped to develop that 
on Irrigation and Reclamation put in 3 per cent. country. . . . 

Mr. COLE. This may b~ all right, but if we are going Mr. SHORT of Misso':ln. I appreciate very muc~ that 
to do this for these particular landowners, I see no reason statement . . They are mighty good people, and I Wish we 
why the Government of the United States should not refund could get more of them. 
all the farm mortgages at 3 per cent. Mr. COX. Will t~e ge~tlema? yield? . . . 

-Mr. SHORT of Missouri. In answer to the gentleman's Mr. SHORT ~f Missouri. I Yield to the distmguished law-
statement I wish to say there is a distinct difference. The yer from Georgia. 
individual farmers in drainage districts have to meet the Mr. COX. In differentiating between your case and any 
same individual obligations that farmers generally over the other debt-ridden community of the country, as I under
country have to meet. They are all subj-ect to the same stand, the difference is that you simply owe one form of 
school, State, and county tax, and farmers in the· west end of o~ligation that the ?ther~ do not ~ar17. . . 
my district -where I hapifen to live are not affected in the Mr. SHORT of Missouri. . That. Is ~I~ht, and It Is of a pub-
same way as farmers in the east end of my district, because lie nature rather than a pnvate, mdiVIdual matter. 
in addition to paying their State and county and school tax Mr. COX. Just · what are its characteristics that give it 
they must pay the additional burden of their drainage tax a public nature and entitle it to preferential treatment over 
and of the mortgage indebtedness. For instance, farmers other sections which have their burdens similar to those of 
in these -drainage districts, particularly those I have 'the the gentleman's section? 
honor to represent, are now paying from $1 to $3 an acre ·Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Improvement of public health is 
drainage tax. They pay from 50 cents to $1.50 per acre pne of the greatest benefits, and the gentleman from Georgia, 
school and State and county tax and they are paying being a :very conspicuous member and a very able member 
from $1.25 to $3 per acre on the mortgage indebtedness on of the Committee on Flood Control and having gone up and 
that land, making the tQtal tax on land in these drainage P,own the Mississippi Valley all the way from New Orleans 
areas all the way from $3 to $7 per acre, which at the to Cape Girardeau, well realizes that if the Federal Govern
present tinie, because of the general decline in prices of ment does not assist these people to hold on to these rich 
farm comniodities, is an unbearable burden. lands _that have been reclaimed, the Federal Government 

The CHAffiMAN. The tilne of the gentleman from Mis- itself will have to go in there a.nd stamp out malaria. 
souri ·lia.S expired. dysentery, and othsr diseases. 

LXXIV--246 
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1 Mr. COX. In order to entitle the gentleman's district to 
preferential treatment, does not the gentleman think it 
necessary to predicate his case entirely upon the question of 
public health? 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Public health and facilitating 
rapid transit of the United States mails and making pos
sible transportation of commodities and the communication 
of ideas between peoples adjacent to this drainage area of 
the United States. 

Mr. COX. How would transportation be affected by fail
ure to refinance this obligation? 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I will say to the gentleman there 
are thousands of miles of paved highways, railroads, tele
phone and telegraph wires in my district, and if southeast 
Missouri allows the 2,000,000 acres there to revert to swamp, 
this will mean not only the individual farmers, but all pub
lic utilities of that vast region will absolutely be driven from 
that section. 

Mr. COX. One more statement, if the gentleman will 
permit. I did visit this community with the gentleman and 
the improvements which the gentleman has detailed have 
been made and in my judgment it is the most fertile section 
of the entire country, of course, with the exception of 
Georgia. 
· Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from 

New York. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I have been very much interested 

in the eloquent way in which the gentleman is presenting 
his bill, but it would be interesting to know whether this 
will be in the nature of a gift out of the Federal Treasury 
or a new loan. 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Oh, not at all; it is not a gift; 
we are not asking for charity; it is not a dole. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Would this loan go along with the 
existing encumbrance on the property, or would it take it up? 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. It would take it up, or the 
Government's loan would be first lien on the property. I 
want to say that indiscriminate and careless giving is not 
only a silly and sentimental :philanthropy .but is conducive 
to the perpetuation of poverty and indolence. 

Mr. WTILIAM E. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. WIT.J..JAM E. HULL. If this bill passes there will be 

no mortgages created on the property and the actual value 
of the property will be the safest security for the Govern-
ment . 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I think so. 
Mr. LETTS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield. 

- Mr. LETTS. Is it not true that in many instances the 
State and county taxes are delinquent? 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Over 80 per cent in my district. 
Mr. LETTS. What provision have you for the care of that 

situation and relieving the land from the lien for taxes? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I might say that in some States 

the local government has been most generous and consider
ate by reducing the assessed valuation on the land. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis-
souri has again expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. BRIGGS. As I understand this legislation, it is 

predicated on the general-welfare clause of the Constitu
tion., 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. That is right. 
Mr. BRIGGS. And it is only an extension of the present 

reclamation policy of the Government? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. That is partially correct. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Has the Rules Committee indicated what 

their attitude is as to granting a rule for this legislation? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. ';I'hey have not indicated what 

they will do, but they were very sympathetic and generous in 
the hearings. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman knows there is a strong 
sentiment existing in the House in favor of the legislation. 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I have no doubt that the bill · 
would pass this House if we can get a rule to consider it. 

Mr. ffiWIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. ffiWIN. Is it not a fact that this applies to 135 or 

150 congressional districts in the United States, perhaps not 
as acute as in the gentleman's district. 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. That is a fact. No single 
cure can be offered for the farmers' ills, for the causes are 
many and complex. This proposed legislation will not cure 
all of the ills of the farmer, but it will go a long way toward 
helping 5,000,000 of our farm population that are in sore 
distress. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Yes. 
~ir. HOPE. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 

some of these drainage districts now have outstanding in
debtedness which is more than the value of the land itself? 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. I do not think I made that 
statement. 

Mr. HOPE. I understood the statement to be made by 
some one. 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. There are, perhaps, some dis
tricts in that unfortunate condition; but if there are, then · 
those districts under the provisions of this bill could not 
receive loans from the Secretary of the Interior. The mat
ter is wholly within his discretion. 

Mr. HOPE. Is it contemplated that the Secretary will 
make loans ui> to the full value of the land? 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Oh, no; not at all. He will 
only make safe loans to districts that he can be reasonably 
sure will meet their obligations. 

Mr. HOPE. What is the limit that this bill imposes upon 
the Secretary? -

Mr. WTI.LIAM E. HULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield to me to answer that? 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Certainly. 
Mr. WTI.LIAM E. HULL. The proposition is this. If I own 

a farm and have a valuation of it in my bond of $75 an 
acre, and the Interior Department thinks that $40 is enough 
for the land, and is willing to make a $40 loan, then it is 
up to the bondholders to accept that. If they do accept it, 
then the farmer can go back on the land and have 40 years 
in which to pay for it. It is a meritorious bill on that 
account. 
- Mr. HOPE. Do I understand that the Secretary has au
thority under this bill to loan up to the actual value of the 
land? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. It is in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior to determine the actual valuation 
of the property, and he can not loan beyond the actual value. 

Mr. HOPE. It does not seem to me that it would be very 
good security for the Government to loan up to the entire 
value of the land. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. There is a clause in there that 
prevents that. 

Mr. HOPE. Nobody would make a loan of that kind. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. COX. Unless something is done to give relief to the 

people of that community, they will have to abandon their 
properties, and they will revert to a wild, _ desolate state, and 
the expenditures already made will have been wasted. 

Mr. SHORT of Missouri. Absolutely. 
Mr. COX. And it is of taxing value to the State as well. 
Mr. SHORT of Missouri. It would be a great economic 

loss to the Nation to allow this land to revert to swamp, not 
only to the 230,000 people in my district, but to the 5,000,000 
people in farming areas in these drainage and irrigation dis
tricts. They would suffer the loss of all that they have put 
into them and the Federal Government would be robbed of 
one of its greatest sources of revenue. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BusBY]. 
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Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Chairman, I am very much interested 

in the subject being discussed, and if the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cox] will give me his attention, I desire to deal 
with the question that he asked a while ago. There is in this 
proposed legislation no disadvantage whatever to the Gov
ernment. A great many drainage districts have been or
ganized throughout the country to reclaim lands that are 
very fertile, to drain lands that were breeding places for 
malaria and disease. These drainage districts have been 
going along for 10 or 12 or 15 years, and have largely paid 
uP the original debt that they contracted. They have 
driven up to the point now, with only a small portion of 
their debt in many cases, and larger portions in others, 
where they can not go any further. 

What is proposed in this legislation is very much like the 
proposal in a reclamation project in the arid sections in · the 
West. It is to let the Secretary of the Interior send a man 
to look over. make survey. and evaluate the project as it is 
laid out. Perhaps the bondholders will hold bonds to four, 
three, or two times the value of this project, according to 
the value placed upon it by the representative of the de
partment. What is to be done? The representative of the 
Department of the Interior will say that all the Government 
can see in the project is such and such an amount, and 
that if the bondholders will agree to settle their bonds on 
that b~sis, which is the real value of the district, the Depart
ment of the Interior can arrange and make an adjustment 
for the district with the bondholders. Then whatever obliga
tion is incurred by the Government for the district is secured 
by the district, and it obligates itself and all of the property 
in it to meet the obligation incurred by the Government on 
its behalf. Then it also agrees to pay 3 per cent for the 
money that is loaned. In other words, it is taking a lot of 
insolvent situations that are reverting back to their original 
state and adjust them for the bondholders and the districts 
for the people where they can not adjust them for them
-selves. It is making a national asset. There is no use in 
going out and conquering other countries in order to obtain 
lands when we should conquer the lands within our own 
confines. If we will use common sense and do it, we will 
add greatly to our national wealth, save many farm homes 
from destruction, and render an efficient service in many 
ways without a dollar's loss. 

Some years ago I began st1,.1dying the reclamation situa
tion in the West. I thought the Govenment was being im
posed on. I thought the money of the taxpayers was being 
wasted; but the more I studied those reclamation projects, 
the more I became convinced that the people went out there 
and took waste lands that were worth nothing as national 
assets, and converted them into splendid farming lands. 
Cities were built upon them, and I venture to say they have 
paid more income taxes into . the National Treasury than 
the Treasury has put into the revolving fund with which 
to reclaim those arid stretches of land. [Applause.] That 
is the situation with reference to these drainage projects. 
They will pay more income tax when we .have put them back 
on their feet than we will ever be called on to advance to 
reclaim them from their present condition. The reclama
tion fund started out with about $150,000,000, and it has 
grown with the interest collected until it is about 
$200,000,000, and it is still growing. It is not a waste of 
funds for the Government to assist to reclaim lands; it is 
not a waste of effort; it is not a dole, but it is using common 
sense on the part of our National Government to take care 
of and make usable national assets, and to help people do 
a thing they can not do by themselves. I do not want any
one to think that the Government is likely to lose money by 
helping to adjust the business of the reclamation of dtainage 
districts and to reclaim the lands that make our Govern
ment and country great and wealthy as it is. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 40 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman and my colleagues, I regret 
I do not see the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] in 
the Chamber. 

' 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order of no 
quorum. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope my colleague will not do that. 
Mr. COX. Very well. I withdraw the point of order, 

with the permission of the House. 
The CHAffiMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 
Mr. CRISP. I have sent word to the office of the gentle

man from New York [Mr. SNELL] that I was about to address 
the House. 

Gentlemen, I shall conduct this discussion in the utmost 
good humor. I do it because I think it is the proper way to 
discuss a matter of rules, and for the further reason that I 
am not making any fight for a change of the rules for 
partisan purposes, but am making it in what I conceive to 
be for the interest of the entire membership of the House. 
[Applause.] I am certain in my own mind some of my col
leagues on this side may not agree with all of the changes I 
propose. I am equally certain there are a number of gentle
men on the other side who will whole-heartedly favor them, 
and I am convinced that a majority of the membership of 
the next House, irrespective of political affiliations, will 
favor them, and that, in substance, they will be adopted as 
the ru1es of ·the Seventy-second Congress. [Applause.] 

\f do not blame the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] 
at/all for replying to my address. When I made it I invited 
reply. I was prepared then, as I am prepared now, to defend 
every position I took, anywhere, and at all times. I will be 
perfectly content and happy if the distinguished Speaker 
and majority leader will see fit to reply. If they do so, I can 
have no doubt whatever that the speech I delivered over the 
radio is having effect on the country and that the gentlemen 
are hearing from it, and that is what induces them to reply. 
[Applause.] 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] very 
correctly stated that the rules of this House are not the 
product of any one mind or the product of any decade 
or any number of Congresses, but they are the evolution 
from rules adopted 150 years ago when this country became 
organized under the Constitution. 

From time to time rules have been changed and modified, 
and each change has been in favor of liberalizing the rules 
of the House to give greater power to each of the Members 
of the House. Gentlemen, the world does not stand still. 
All animal life and all vegetable life must go forward or die 
and wither away. The distinguished gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SNELL] does not seem to realize that principle, 
but he desires to operate under the old order of things. 

May I say that when man was in a primitive state, the 
ruler had the right to chop off a man's head, but as man 
progressed in intelligence -and civilization, he would not 
submit to it, and from early man all through the different 
ages, men have demanded and received more liberties and 
more equality, and the evolution of the rules of the House is 
but carrying out that principle. 

The Constitution has been amended in many ways, and 
each amendment, practically, is to protect the rights of 
individuals. 

Now, as a son, I am going to crave your indulgence if I 
make a few personal observations. It is not pleasing to me 
to have to do this, but I am sure under the existing circum
stances of the debate that I participate in on the floor of 
this House relative to changes of the rules, I am justified in 
what I am going to say. Every time I discuss the rules some 
one gets up and says, "Those were the rules that governed 
the House when your father had the honor to preside over 
its deliberations." 

That statement is not true. Many of the rules of the 
present House are entirely different from the rules when my 
father was Speaker. The Unanimous Consent Calendar, 
Calendar '\Vednesday, and many other things have been 
added, but I freely admit, gentlemen, that the rules to-day 
are more liberal than they were during the days when my 
father was Speaker. At that time the Speaker appointed 
committees, was chairman of the Rules Committee, and had 
a complete veto power on all legislation. My father lived 

I 
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in his day and generation and he measured up to the very 
highest standards of that time [applause], and was an 
ornament to it. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRISP. I would like to finish this personal reference 

and then I will be glad to yield to the gentleman. 
I am sincerely of the opinion that my father was the 

greatest Speaker, the fairest Speaker, and the ablest Spea~er 
this House has ever had. [Applause.] There is one dis
tinguished gentleman in this House, Mr. CooPER of Wis
consin who served under him, and I have heard him say to 
me ma~ times since I have been here that very thing. 

He was lovable, magnetic, never lost a friend, and was 
impartial in the discharge of his duties. I have an adora
tion for him. Never did a boy love his father more than I 
did mine· but if my father lived to-day he would keep up 
with the ~pirit of the times, and he would favor liberalization 
of the rules of this House, for he always believed in a square 
deal and that the masses of the people had a right to be 
protected. [Applause.] 

Now I yield to the gentleman. · 
Mr. SNELL. The gentleman did not mean to infer that 

the gentleman from New York made any disparaging re
marks about his father, did he? 

Mr. CRISP. I did not. 
Mr. SNELL. I certainly did not, and I would apologize 

if I had. 
Mr. CRISP. The gentleman did not. The gentleman is 

familiar with what took place on the floor of the House, and 
every time I discuss the rules some one brings that up; and 
a gentleman, a newspaper writer, George Rothwell Brown, 
continues to write about it. He is either grossly ignorant or 
willfully misrepresents the facts; and I do not think he is 
ignorant. · 

Now, gentlemen, the first change of the rules that I P!O
pose deals with the meeting of committees. I am not gomg 
to take up very much time to consider that, for surely every 
Member of the House believes that a majority of any of the 
committees of the House should have a right to convene 
whenever they see fit to do so. 

The gentleman from New York says they can do that now, 
provided, when the committee assembles, it makes pro~~on 
for the committee to assemble at the request of a maJority 
of its members. That is true, but they do not do it. 

The committees of the House are but the agents of the 
House. The House is the principal. The House delegates 
certain authority to the committees and surely the principal 
has the right to make rules for its agents to act under. 
Under the general parliamentary practice of this House the 
rules of the House are the rules of the committees, and under 
the rules of the House a motion to recess is not a privileged 
motion. Therefore, if a committee met and a member at
tempted to make a motion to recess until the next day, it 
would not be in order. The proposal I suggest simply per
mits a majority of the members of a committee to meet 
whenever they see fit and it makes in order a motion to 
recess so that the committees may function from day to day 
if the; elect to do so. I can not, to save my life, see how 
anyone can object to that provision of the rules. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRISP. Yes. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Does the gentleman from Georgia take 

issue with the statement made by the gentleman from New 
York that under the present rules of the House the commit
tees may do that? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not, and I so stated. 1 am going to be 
perfectly frank with the House, and I always am. I have 
never made a statement on the floor of this House in argu
ing a point of order to the Chair unless I s~cere~ ~elieved 
in it and I have given the reasons why I beheved m 1t. 

The gentleman from New York, the distinguished chair
man of the Rules Committee, says--and I quote from his 
speech, page 3700 of the RECORD: 

Never. by one single paragraph in that manual, not by a single 
sentence or a single word, as far as I know, has this House ever 
given tbe Rules Committee .any. substantive -power to control 

legislation. . It has not given the Rules Committee any substan .. 
ttve power to defeat .legislation. 

I respectfully take issue with the distinguished gentleman, 
the chairman. of the Rules Committee. The jurisdiction of 
the nules Committee is defined in Rule XI, section 35. 

All proposed action touching the rules, joint rules, and order 
of business shall be referred to the Rules Committee. 

Paragraph 725 of the same rule provides: 
It shall always be in order to call up for consideration a report 

from the Committee on Rules. 

Paragraph 725 <a> of the same rule provides that: 
The Committee on Rules shall present to the House reports 

concerning rules, joint rules, and order of business. 

Seven hundred and twenty-six of the same rule provides 
that: 

No committee, except the Committee on Rules, shall sit during 
the sitting of the House. 

If that does not confer absolute power upon the Rules 
Committee to report to this House what nonprivileged bills 
shall be considered, I am so obtuse I can not read the Eng
lish language. I will demonstrate later how the Rules Com
mittee does function; how the Rules Committee does say 
what nonprivileged bills shall be considered and what bills 
shall be considered provided a majority of the House votes 
to adopt a special rule they report. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRISP. Yes. 
Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman in his last statement 

answered the question I was going to ask; that is, that the 
Rules Committee may, under the rules, map out the pro
gram but that program must be reported to the House, and 
that ~rogram can not even get started unless a majority of 
those present and voting wants it started. 

Mr. CRISP. My objection to the Rules Committee and 
the vice of the system, as J see it, is not on the rules they 
report, for when they report them it takes a ~ajority of 
the House to adopt them; but the vice, as I see 1t, the gag . 
rule,. as I see it, is when the Committee on Rules pigeonholes 
in that committee and lets sleep in the dark chambers of 
the committee room a resolution providing for the consid
eration of a bill and will not bring it out to the floor and 
let a majority of the House have ·an opportunity to act. 

I will leave my memorandum as to the order in which I 
was going to discuss this matter and say that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SNELL] said in his speech that the 
Committee on Rules had reported 40 rules during the three 
sessions of this Congress; that 22 bills had been considered 
under special rules, and that he had some other rules which, 
for one reason or another, he had not called up. Gentle
men that leaves . l49 rules pending before that committee 
aski~ for the consideration of b~, and the vice ~s th~t 
they ~re gagging the House~ smotherm~ those r~so~ut10ns m 
the Committee on Rules, and will not give a maJority of the 
House the opportunity of voting as to whether or not they 
desire to consider them. 

Mr.' sNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRISP. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. I do not want any wrong impression left in 

the minds of the Members of the House. Every rule that 
the Rules Committee has ever reported has been called up 
unless there was some reason for not calling it up, like a bill 
having been passed by unanimous consent, or for some 
reason we had to take the rule back in order to change it or 
bring out another rule to take care of the particular situa
tion. The statement made by the gentleman from Georgia 
as to the other resolutions remaining in the c?mmi~tee ~ 
correct but let me say that there is not a committee m th1s 
House ~hich reports one-fourth of the resolutions or bills 
referred to it, and in addition let me say . that th~ Rules 
committee has before it 50 or 60 resolutiOns asking for 
investigations. Is the gentleman in favor of bringing every 
one of them before the House? 

Mr. CRISP. I am, if 100 Members of the House are inter
ested in them. I am not in .favor of bringing everyone 
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here that 1 or 2 or 3 or 4 Members may desire, for the whole 
burden of my speech on this subject has been that I do not 
want chaos, I want orderly procedure in the House. I do 
not want any rule that will permit a mere ·handful of men to 
filibuster and interfere with the procedure of the House, but 
where there is a public matter of sufficient importance that 
100 Members of this House desire the House to pass upon it, 
they should have the privilege of doing so, and if there are 
100 Members interested in any resolution pending before the 
Rules Committee asking for a special order they are entitled 
to it. 

It has developed in debate here on this floor to-day that 
there is a bill or resolution pending bP.fore the Rules Com
mittee asking that the House be given an opportunity to 
consider a bill dealing with drainage bonds. It was stated 
that 135 Members have signed a petition asking the Rules 
Committee to report this rule. I do not know the merits 
of this legislation. I do I}Ot know whether or not I would 
support it if it came upon the floor of the House, but I do 
say that it is the duty of the Rules Committee to give these 
gentlemen an opportunity to have the bill considered. I do 
not know what the Rules Committee will do. They may give 
them a rule, but I say to these 135 Members, whether the 
Rules Committee gives you a rule or not, if you had the dis
charge rule that I am going to propose you would certainly 
get an opportunity to make the House vote on the question. 

Mr. SNELL. May I say to the gentleman that we have 
heard them now for three days? · 

Mr. CRISP. I am making a perfectly fair statement. I 
said I did not know what you were going to do and I quoted 
what was said here. I do not make anything here but fair 
statements. [Applause.] 

Now, the gentleman says that the Rules Committee has no 
control over legislation. Let me call your attention to an 
occurrence that happened on the floor of this House in 1922. 
I have the volume here and I will quote from it. Mr. Camp
bell, of Kansas, was chairman of the Rules Committee. A 
debate was had on the floor of the House as to a rule pend
ing before that committee and Mr. MooRE of Virginia said: 

In April I introduced a resolution which was sent to the ceme
tery which is operated by the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. Camp
bell, the chairman of the Rules Committee, a cemetery where all 
Democratic measures are interred. 

Some Member said, "A morgue." Mr. Campbell said: 
The Committee on Rules takes into account the bills that the 

steering committee has shifted into a place for privileged con
sideration. Then the Committee on Rules provides machinery to 
consider them. 

Mr. Campbell, in that debate, also said: 
Facetious comment has frequently been made about the chair

man of the Committee on Rules who carries in his hip pocket or 
his coat pocket rules. If the work of the Committee on Rules con
tinues to grow as it has been growing in the past seven or eight 
years, they will have to have a calendar for the Committee on 
Rules instead of a place in the pocket of the chairman for rules 
that are reported. I have in my pocket now other rules reported 
by that committee which I have not presented to the House. 

The gentleman from New York said in his speech that 
some of the rules his committee had reported had not been 
called up. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRISP. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. SNELL. The gentleman misinterprets me there. I 

gave the gentleman the reason a few moments ago why 
they were not called up. 

Mr. CRISP. I will quote the gentleman verbatim. 
Mr. SNELL. I said that for various reasons they were not 

called up. The gentleman from New York has never carried 
a committee ru1e in his pocket and I challenge any man to 
state ·once when he ever did. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not know what the gentleman carries 
in his pocket. I do not have access to his pocket. [Laughter 
and applause.] I just quoted what the gentleman said on 
the floor of the House here. I will now quote him verbatim: 

Up to December 1, 1930, there were 927 measures passed in this 
House. There were 40 special rules granted, and several or •them 

were for investigations that have not been considered, and some 
·for one reason or another were not presented. Only 22 pieces of 
legislation in the first two sessions of the Seventy-first Congress 
were ever considered under special rules. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. CRISP. I yield. 
Mr. SNELL. I have just explained to the gentleman the 

reason two or three of them were not presented. As a mat
ter of fact, every ru1e that is presented by the Rules Com
mittee goes on the calendar, and the gentleman can very 
well find out whether the gentleman from New York has 
ever pocketed any ru1es or not; and earlier in the gentle
man's statement he said he was going to talk about present
day conditions and not archaic conditions of the past. Now 
the gentleman is going back to something the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. Campbell, did. The gentleman from New 
York, the present chairman of the Rules Committee, has 
never carried a rule in his pocket. 

Mr. CRISP. Gentlemen, there is an old saying," The hit 
bird flutters." 

Mr. SNELL. No; he does not flutter in this case. 
Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from New York is fluttering. 
Mr. SNELL. I deny the statement the gentleman has 

made, and I wou1d like to have him recall a specific instance 
where I have ever done that. 

Mr. CRISP. I told the gentleman I did not know what 
he did. 

Mr. SNELL. Then do not make the charge here unless 
YOU know. _ 

Mr. CRISP. Well, I will quote what the gentleman said 
on the floor of the House here or anywhere else. [Applause.] 

Mr. SNELL. If the gentleman makes a charge, he shou1d 
substantiate it, and that is what I am asking the gentle
man to do. 

Mr. CRISP. I have told the gentleman that I do not know 
what he has in his pocket. 

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman can not substantiate the 
charge, and he knows it. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
order. The gentleman from New York is interrupting with
out permission. 

Mr. SNELL. Oh, the gentleman yielded to me. 
Mr. CRISP. I yielded to the gentleman, and I am in per-

fect good humor about this. • 
Mr. BLANroN. The chairman of the Rules Committee 

does not need permission, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. CRISP. I am in perfect good humor, and I am de

lighted to yield to the gentleman from New York; per
fectly so. 

Now, let me tell you what the gentleman from New York 
said further in that speech, and I am quoting from page 
3700; 

It is the duty of the Rules Committee, as I understand it, to 
act, as far as possible, for the protection of the administration and 
the administration program of legislation. 

The gentleman from New York evidently thinks the Ru1es 
Committee shou1d have the power to censor what bills the 
House shall consider. 

In his speech the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] 
compares the House of Representatives to a private corpora
tion, intimating that the members of ·the Rules Committee 
are the directors and the other members the stockholders. 
The whole burden of that part of his speech was to the 
effect that the directors controlled the affairs and the stock
holders' province was to submit and, at the end of the year, 
if they did not like the management of the directors, they 
might elect new ones. I can not subscribe to any such fal
lacy. The House of Representatives should not be likened 
to a private corporation or a civic organization, but it is one 
of the two coordinate bodies provided for by the Constitu
tion of the United States to represent the people of the 
Nation in legislative matters. Each Congressman represents 
a constituency, and each is entitled to as much consideration 
in that body as another. I must confess, it seems to me the 
Rules Committee acts on the theory intimated by the dis
tinguished gentleman from New York. 
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The gentleman· from New York does -protect the· adminis- seventh Congresses had that rule word for word, and I was 
' tration. Seventy-five per cent of this House might be in.:. the one, if I may be permitted to say so, who discovered the 
terested in considering some nonprivileged bill of great pub- joker. I proposed-- · 
lie import, but if the administration does not desire it, if Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman \ 
the leaders of the House do not desire it considered, they yield? 
sit on the lid and will not let the resolution come out of Mr. CRISP. Let me finish this. 
the Rules Committee to consider it. Mr. RAMSEYER. I wanted to--

Now, our fathers in organizing this Government provided Mr. -CRISP. I decline to yield, if the gentleman will not 
three coordinate branches-the executive, the legislative, desist when I courteously ask him to wait. After the occur
and the judicial. The executive ·branch has nothing to do renee on the floor of the House with Mr. Campbell the rules 
with what bills this Congress considers. [Applause.] It is dealing with the Committee on Rules were amended to 
none of their function; it is none of their business. provide that when· the Ruies Committee authorized the 

The President has the right to recommend to Congress report of a special rule, if it was not called up within three 
such legislation as he sees fit, but it is the imperative duty, days, it should go on the calendar, and then if the chairman 
the power, and the right of the House to consider any legis- did not call it up within nine days the Committee on Rules 
lation it sees fit. If it passes, when it reaches the other could direct some other Member to call it up-another evo
end of Pennsylvania Avenue, if it does not meet with the lution, trying to get away from autocratic procedure on the 
approval of the President it is his duty and right to veto it. part of a few in control. In .the next Congress I pro-

. When he vetoes it, it comes back to Congress. It is a privi- posed a discharge rule, and it was adopted with two 
leged motion. Then the representatives of the people and changes. The rule that I proposed provided that 100 Mem
the Senate have the right to vote to overrule it, and if it bers could initiate the proceeding, but in drafting the rule 
gets two-thirds to vote for it, it becomes a law. I did not confine it to public bills. The House adopted that 

But under the present system, if the leaders of the House rule, changing the " 100 " to " 150," and made it applicable 
do not desire a -bill to be considered, they sit· on the lid; to public bills, and if you will notice that rule, I provided 
they do not let it come out; they exercise a more autocratic that the motion should be in order immediately after the 
veto power than any President of the United States exer- approval of the Journal, and I stood two days on this floor 
cises. and debated it and showed · why the change wa.S made, that 

Now, does the Committee on Rules refuse to report out it was to prevent the very situation that the gentleman from 
resolutions? I have called your attention to the number New York pointed out, that if you had to wait until you had 
they have had and the number they have reported out and called all the committees it would not operate. Who killed 
the number they have not reported out. Cock Robin? I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Gentlemen, you do not have to take my word for the fact Mr. RAMSEYER. Oh, no; I follow the gentleman, and I 
that the Rules Committee has exercised almost complete shall yield to him. 
control as to which nonprivileged bills of the House of pub- Mr. CRISP. I yielded to the gentleman, and I asked him 
lie import are considered and which are not considered. courteously to wait until I finished that statement. I 
You have seen it operating, you have seen the machinery, said I would yield afterwards. If the gentleman does not 
the roller, and you know it as well as I do. I repeat that care to interrogate me, it is immaterial to me. I am per
I have no fault to find with the Rules Committee when it fectly good humored, and I made up my mind when I took 
reports out for consideration a special order whether it is this floor that I was not going to get ruffled. 
a hog-tying rule or not, because it can not be adopted unless Mr. RAMSEYER. I hope the gentleman will not get 
a majority of the House agrees to it. ruffled by the question that I ask him. The gentleman states 

My fight is to put it in the power of a majority of the he wants to be fair, and I think he does want to be fair, 
House to consider a measure, irrespective of the fact that but outward appearances do not always indicate that. 
the- leaders or the administration do not want it considered. The gentleman was the parliamentary clerk here from 
-.·I criticize them only when they refuse· to take a bill up 1911 to 1913. He was a Member of the House from 1913 
in the committee room and will not give the House an oppor- to 1918, and during those eight years the Democra'ts were 
tunity to consider it. in complete control. Would it not be fair or fairer at least 
· Now, the distinguished chairman of the Rules Committee to state or let the country know that during all of the 

said that the discharge rule is the most important rule that time the Democrats were in power the gentleman never did 
I am going to propose. Unquestionably it is, and the gentle- suggest -anything here· that would liberalize the discharge 
man from New York makes an earnest appeal to let his rule, which everybody concedes was ineffective? --
committee stand out above all others and not to let the Mr. CRISP. r think the gentleman has asked the ques-
vicious rule apply to this sacred Committee on RUles. ·tion, and he should let me answer it now. I do not want to 

Let me quote. He says: · be discourteous, but if you will give me unlimited time, I 
I am sure the common sense of this House will not allow you am willing to stand here until I drop on this floor to answer 

to use this new discharge rule against the Rules Committee and every question anyone will propound. 
th~reby destroy the very purpose. for which the House itself . - . 
created the Rules Committee, namely, to enable it to function Mr. RAMSEYER. I do not want to go as far as that. 
as it wanted to at all times. I quit. 

I think that language was a slip on the gentleman's part, Mr. CRISP. I will answer the gentleman. I did not make 
although it speaks the truth. I think the gentleman had in any suggestions of any change in any of the rules dur
mind that the Rules Committee should be allowed to func- ing the Democratic administration. I was a new Member, 
tion as it wanted to function at all times. That is what they and I have never, if I may be permitted to say it, tried to 
~think. Probably the gentleman meant in his argument that push myself forward, but I do say to the gentleman that 
the House could function as it wanted to at all times. How- as far as any law, any code of rules that are adopted, is 
ever, he did say let the Rules Committee do as it wanted to. concerned, how they work depends upon the men who 
.That is what they do now under the rules. handle them and execute them; and under the Democratic 

The language is capable of two constructions, and the regime we did not have this procedure that we have now. 
gentleman probably meant to say that the House could do There was not a complaint of the rules then as the com
what the House wanted to. As a matter of fact, the House plaint has been since, and the complaint of the present 
can not do it under the present rules. procedure is not confined to the Democratic side of the 

The gentleman referred to the discharge rule under the House, but it is largely on the Republican side also--so 
Democratic control and said that there was a joker in it-- much so, gentlemen, that while you have a paper majority 
that you could only call up a bill after you had called through of two for the organization of the next House, you know 
the Unanimous-Consent Calendar and Suspensions. That that unless these rules are liberalized you will not be able 
was true, and the Republicans in the Sixty-sixth and Sixty- to get all of the independent, freethinking men on the 
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Republican side to vote with you, and you will not organize' Mr. CRISP. -I dislike to trespass on the time of the House. 
the House unless the rules are liberalized, and you know it. but I have yielded to so many questions and I have not really ' 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? answered some of them. · 
Mr. CRISP. Yes. Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. SNELL. As I understand the procedure in the House, [Mr. CRISP] 15 additional minutes. 

and the organization of the House, the first thing to do is Mr. CRISP. Now, gentlemen, please do not interrupt me. 
to organize and elect your officers, and then comes the I have yielded, but I think I should have a chance now to 
adoption of the rules. That is an entirely different propo- conclude. 
sition. A man could very well vote for whoever he wished Mr. SIMMONS. I will be glad to yield whatever addi
to for Speaker and still vote against the rules or for the tiona! time is required to answer the question which I wish t<J'. 
rules. Why does that necessarily depend upon the election ask the gentleman. · 
of the Speaker or the other officers of the House? Mr. CRISP. Very well. 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman states the situation cor- Mr. SIMMONS. If I understood the gentleman's state-
rectly, but a number of men on the gentleman's side of the ment correctly, it is the gentleman's opinion that under the 
House are not so gullible or simple as to vote for the Re- present discharge rule it is practically impossible to get a 
publican nominee for Speaker unless they have assurance bill before the House? 
that these rules are to be changed, and the gentleman Mr. CRISP. Absolutely; a nonprivileged bill. 
knows it. Mr. SIMMONS. Under-that statement, am I correct in 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? drawing the conclusion that the procedure suggested by 
Mr. CRISP. Yes. some Members of the House of securing the discharge of the 
Mr. SNELL. Has the gentleman's prospective leader, the Committee on Ways and Means on the so-called Patman bill 

gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER], promised these pro- to pay cash on the bonus was a futile undertaking? 
posed changes that the gentleman is talking about at the Mr. CRISP. It was futile for two reasons: Under the 
present time? rule you could not get 218 Members to sign it, but if you 

Mr. CR'I'SP. The gentleman from Texas is 21, and I shall got that, then you had to have 218 votes by tellers. The 
let him speak for himself. I say this to the gentleman: rule says you can not call the roll, but you have to have 218 
When I prepared and introduced this discharge rule, Mr. pass through tellers; and when that was done, the comniit
GARNER did not know anything in the world about it; he tee was directed in 15 days to report the bill and it was to 
had never seen it and I had never discussed it with a single go on the calendar. It is a nonprivileged bill, and if it was 
Member of the House. No one knew what I was going to reported favorably by the committee or reported under that 
do. I introduced it, and I am doing so on my own respon- rule and went on the calendar, it is nonprivileged, and 80 
sibility as a Memb\!r, trying to liberalize the rules of the per cent of the Members of this House-and I repeat that 
House. What the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] statement-SO per cent of the Members of this House de
has said to others I know not, but it is my judgment that siring to get it considered could not do so without a revolu
Mr. GARNER will support this change. - tion, by overturning the rules, unless the Rules Committee 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield, for brought in a rule for its consideration. 
information? Mr. SIMMONS. Then, as I say, the proceedings with ref-

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. erence to the Patman bill were futile? 
Mr. SLOAN. IIi the discharge of these committees of Mr. CRISP. Well, I think it was to show their earnest 

various bills, is there a limit placed as to the number of desire, but if you had the rule I propose it would not have 
discharges as to which each man may sign his name or been futile. One hundred and eighteen Members would 
may not, and might not the minority congest the calendar sign that. If you had the rule I propose, I would have had 
much more than it has been congested under ·the rules of a little special-order rule before the Rules Committee, a spe
the present and preceding regimes? cial order for the consideration of that bill, and when 100 

Mr. CRISP. I will answer the gentleman. It could un- Members signed that discharge rule I would have applied 
questionably congest the discharge calendar more than it it against the Rules Committee and if a majority of the 
has under the present discharge rule, for there is not a single House, a quorum present, voted in the affirmative, that com.:. 
one on it and not a single one can get on it under these mittee would have been discharged and we would have 
rules, but I do not believe the House of Representatives adopted the rule and the House _would have proceeded to 
would be so silly as to pile up the calendar with motions to consider the adjusted-service certificates under the terms of 
discharge· for the purpose of filibuster or delay; but even the rule, just as much as if the gentleman from New York 
admitting they would be so silly, that only can apply 2 [Mr. SNELL] had brought in here a favorable report for con
days in the month, and in a long session of Congress there sideration of the bill under the rule. 
would not be more than 10 or 12 days when the rule would The gentleman from New York says, "Oh, there are cer
apply, and before the rule can apply the bill must be in tain privileged bills that can come up." Yes. Appropria
committee 30 days, and only once can the rule be applied to tions. Who in the world ever disputed that appropriation 
any particular bill. When -there has been one motion to bills could come up? If they do not come up and are not 
discharge and that has been disposed of either by adoption passed, we would have an extra session of Congress, which I 
or rejection by the House, another motion can not be filed hope will not be the case. Then the gentleman says, "The 
against that bill. Ways and Means Committee." Later on he said," You can 

I think I have answered the gentleman frankly. not pass a tariff bill through the House without a rule; 
Mr. SLOAN. Not from my viewpoint; but the point was you have to have a rule." Therefore he destroys and nega-

the congestion of the other-- tives his own proposition that a tariff bill can be considered 
Mr. CRISP. Well, I may say to my friend that I think without a rule from the Rules Committee. 

I answered him frankly and candidly. Then he says," Other cominittees." Yes. The Committee 
Mr. SLOAN. The gentleman did not understand my ques- on the Territories is privileged to report a bill admitting a 

tion. The congestion I referred to was not the congestion of new State. This has not been done since the great State of 
the discharge calendar but the congestion of the various Oklahoma came into the Union. There will not be another 
other calendars which we have in the House, which, in a Territory admitted to statehood in years to come. 
way, control and give precedence to legislation. Is not this a ·great privilege conferred upon our member-

Mr. CRISP. The other calendars are unquestionably con- ship? The gentleman says the Printing Committee can 
gested, and many of them, in the natural order of events, report a · resolution providing for printing a document that 
can not be considered. Many bills will be reported from does not cost more than $500. A great gift to the House o! 
committees and die because they can not be reached. Representatives! · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from The chairman of the cominittee on Enrolled Bills can 
Georgia has expired. quietly slip in the door and leave upon the Speaker's desk; 
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the enrolled bills that have been passed. Oh, gentlemen, we 
should be grateful for this consideration. 

Gentlemen, the bills in which the country is interested 
are nonprivileged. bills. Bills that come from the following 
committees are not privileged: Judiciary, Immigration, Bank
ing and Currency, Agriculture, Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, Merchant Marine, Flood Control, Foreign Affairs, 
Military Affairs, Naval Affairs, Irrigation and Reclamation, 
Education, Labor, Civil Service, Claims, and others. Those 
are the committees in which the country is interested. But; 
says the gentleman from New York, "You have Calendar 
Wednesday." Yes. In the three sessions of this Congress 
only 18 of the 44 committees have bad the call. The gentle
man from Washington [Mr. JoHNSON], on the floor of the 
House the other day, said the Committee on Immigration 
had not been called since 1922-nine years. I checked that 
up and it seems to be correct. So, to consider them on 
Calendar Wednesday, "Abandon hope all ye who hope to 
enter here." I quote Mr. JoHNSON literally_: 

Mr. JoHNSON. There ls no way, however, to get them up o.n 
the fioor except by a rule, by suspension of the rules, or by unaru
mous consent. It so happens that the last Calendar Wednesday 
of this Committee on Immigration and Naturalization occurred 
on April 5, 1922. Think of it-nine years ago! The commit~e 
haS been recognized by rule occasionally in that long penod 
covering more than four Congresses. (See CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
January 20, 1931, p. 2693.) 

I am going to propose an amendment to the Calendar 
Wednesday rule so that each committee will be limited to 

,. one day. That may relieve the situation some and permit 
: more committees to be called. 

The gentleman from New York overlooked one way that 
! the House might consider a bill without the approval of 
· the Rules Committee. I will remind him of it. Suspension 
-of the rules on certain days, but the Speaker is absolute 
boss as to that. There is no provision in the rules making 
him recognize anybody. He has the privilege of doing it 
if he wants to, but he does not have to do it. 

Now, gentlemen, the whole purpose of the rules I have 
1 prepared is not to deal with a · committee that is. function
ing, not to deal with a committee that is having hearings on 
·bills referred to it, but with a willful committee; one that 
attempts to strangle in the dark a public bill; one that 
.your constituents and mine are interested in. That is fre
quently done. They smother them there to keep the House 
from voting on them and to keep Members from going on 
record as to how they stand. I will quote what I said in my 
radio address on this subject. I said committees can kill 
bills in committee-page 3205-

Under our present code of- rules any public bill 1li which the 
people are vitally interested can be smothered in a committee 
and thus killed, and it is most frequently done, and by the same 
means the membership of the House may be prevented from 
going on record as to how they stand on the measure. This 
system of gag rule plays directly into the hands of the special 
interests and ·is a- favorite method used 1n preventing legislation 
opposed by them. I believe that a man or woman elected to th~ 
hi~>'h office of Congressman should have the courage to vote on any 
pt.i"blic legislation pending in Congress, and to let his constituents, 
who have a voice on the legislation only through their Repre
sentative, know how he stands upon it. 

The gentleman from New York admits the criticism. I 
quote from his speech: 

It is very difficult for a man constituted as I am to take the 
pounding that the chairman of the Rules Committee receives on 
the fioor of the House, when I know the Member is demagog
mg. I know it because time and time again he has come to me 
after he has made a statement and said, " Do not pay any 
attention to it. I did not mean it, but I was forced into this for 
political reasons, but for God's sake, you stand up and do what 
is right." 

He admits the charge. He says that when the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee did not do what they 
should have done, smother that Capper-Kelly bill in the 
committee, they passed the buck to him, but he was not 
going to stand for it, so be brought in a rule. I am glad be 
did. I have been writing my folks for two years that I 
would not support it and I was delighted to have the privi
lege of ·voting against it. But the gentleman admits my 
case. 

~ .Gentlemen, 'what~ I am seeking to_ do is . to correct that; 
to 'fix_ the rules _so that if 100 Members desire to put the 
Ho.use on· record as to an~· important nonprivileged public 
bill they will have the right to do so. Your constituents 
and my constituents have the right to know how we stand, 
and : the only way they have a vote in . this Congress is. 
through you as their duly elected Representatives. They 
have the right to know; yet under present conditions they 
can not find out unless you voluntarily tell them. The dis
charge-rule I propose is to deal with that sitll3.tion. Muscle 
Shoals is tied up in conference and we can not do any-. 
thing about it. Eighty per cent-and I repeat it-of the 
Members of this House may desire to act, but unless the 
Rules Committee brings in a rule dealing with it they can 
not do it, unless they override the rules of the House. The. 
same would be true of an amendment to the Volstead Act 
and the submission of the question of the repeal of the 
eighteenth amendment, dealing with prohibition. Neither 
is privileged and you can not do it, but if the rule I propose 
is adopted, 100 Members on two days a month can inau
gurate and initiate the procedure, where upon the request 
of 100 Members the . House will be forced to vote as to 
whether or not it will take up a bill. Ob, no; the 100 Mem
bers do not discharge the committee, the 100 Members 
simply inaugurate and initiate the machinery whereby on 
two days in each month the majority of the House will ba.ve 
the privUege of voting as to whether a majority of the 
House desires to discharg~ a committee, and, if . a majority 
desires to do ~o. it is discharged. If they do not, then the· 
committee is not discharged. This rule will not clog or. 
interfere with business or tie up legislation. It will not be 
leg_islation by petition, because such a motion can not be. 
maQ.e until a . committee has had an opportunity to consider 
a bill for 30 d~ys. 

I do not believe this House would at any time do the 
foolish thing but that when 100 Members desired to take 
up a bill there would be some good reason for it, and that 
the Members of the House would ·only act when it was 
necessary. _ . 

1 will npt ha V.e the time to answer the gentleman with 
regard to the tarifi' bill. He. referred to the fact that they 
bad a conference about the tarifi' bill, but I remind him 
that w:as not the first. conference they had on it. They had 
one long before they reported the first rule in connection 
with the bill. . They did not bring in a rule at once when 
the bill was reported by the Ways and Means Committee 
but allowed tis to depa_te it day after day while certain Re-: 
publicans appeared before these 15 Republican Members 
who prepared tb~ original l;>ill to see if they could be molli
fied or p~ified in their opposition to the bill if they were 
permitted to offer some amendmen~ and have them adopted. 
'.'fben when _they got enough satisped to adopt the rule, in 
cam~ ~e ~?team roller, and she rolled. Tb.ey adopted the 
rule and they passed the bill. The gentleman said there 
were 1,250 aJl!e~dments placed on the bill py the Senate and 
that it would have been impossible to permit the House to 
aCt on all of them~ He said they had .a conference. Oh, 
yes; they had a conference and they had a conference for 
the same reason. They could not ba ve a rule adopted unless 
certain Members were given a chance to vote on the tariff on 
cement, sugar, lumber, the flexible provision, and the deben: 
ture. So they had a conference and they agreed to give 
them separate votes on tbos~ propositions and then in came 
the rule and it was adopted. · 

Now, much complaint is made concerning the Private 
Calendar. If we followed the- rules of the House, every 
Friday the House would resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private 
Calendar. I have not seen that rule applied but once since 
I have been back here. In the old days it was used, but, of 
course, at times they were not able -to pass as many billS 
on one Friday as under the present system, ·because they 
might get one that was contested· and that slowed up things. 
But that is the rule of the House and it gives everyone a fair 
and· square chance on his bill when it is reached on the 
calendar. - · 
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However, if you are not going to apply that rule it seems 

to me it would be in the interest of the membership of the 
House to have a rule adopted wldch would provide for the 
consideration of private bills by unanimous consent, and 
providing that there shall be three objections to the present 
consideration of the bill, just as we now have it with refer
ence to the Consent Calendar the second time a bill is 
called up. 

Now, gentiemen, I have trespassed upon your time much 
longer than I anticipated, but I am sure you will admit that 
the questions asked me have required considerable time. I 
am in perfectly good humor; I am perfectly sincere; I am 
making this fight, not for the Democratic side but for the 
entire membership of the House-, to make it again a repre
sentative body and to give a majority, in-espective of politics, 
on two days of the month an opportunity to place the House 
on record. 

The gentleman from New York sees the handwriting on the 
wall. His speech was the last appeal, the dying appeal, of 
the old guard for you to rally around him and to retain his 
power; but the call will go unanswered, for I have not any 
doubt but that the Seventy-second Congress will liberalize 
the rules. [Applause.] 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield so that I 
may obtai.D. some information? 

Mr. CRISP. I will be pleased to yield. 
Mr. WOODRUFF. I was not here at the beginning of the 

gentleman's remarks, and perhaps he has already enlight
ened the House as to the matter I want to inquire about at 
this time. Something has. been said about the congestion 
of the business of the House if the particular rule the gen
tleman speaks of were adopted. I understand, if this rule 
were adopted, the business taken up under the rule would only 
be considered by the House two days each month; is that 
correct? 

Mr. CRISP. I am very pleased that my friend has asked 
this question, because on account of the interruptions I did 
not have a chance to answer it. The rule has two clauses 
in it. One of them is the old rule I had in the Fifty-eighth 
Congress, that where a committee is discharged and the bill 
taken up it is only considered on those particular days, and 
if it is not finished on the first day it goes over to the next 
discharge day; but the only bill I have ever seen the dis
charge rule applied to was the Rowell-Barkley bill, and 
when it got up there was a filibuster, and they filibustered 
and filibustered, and we remained here one entire night, and 
I saw then that the rule had to be changed. I have profited 
by that experience, and the only effective way to have a dis
charge rule is to make the discharge rule apply against the 
Committee on Rules, and this is the way it is to be done: I 
would sit down and introduce a resolution and send it to the 
Rules Committee providing that upon the adoption of the 
resolution a certain bill should be considered. I would make 
that a continuing order. I would say that the House from 
day to day shall proceed to consider the bill until it is finally 
disposed of. I would say how many hours of debate there 
should be. I would cut off all dilatory motions and confine 
the Speaker to entertaining only one motion to adjourn, and 
then if 100 Members signed the petition and the Committee 
on Rules was discharged and it was brought in here and the 
House adopted the rule, it would have the same force and 
efiect for the consideration of that bill that it would have 
if the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] brought it in 
here with a favorable report and it was adopted. It would 
cut off filibusters, it would make the House continue to con
sider the bill. 

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

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 
two additional minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. When I discussed this matter last Friday, 
the gentleman from Alabama asked me how the rule would 
work if they made an adverse report, and I answered that 
I had not thought of that and I would have to consider it. 
I thought of it that night and I now have the answer. 
That is a weakness. If the Rules Committee purposely and 

wilfully sought to circumvent the House from acting when 
they had a resolution for the consideration of a bill by mak
ing a favorable report and not calling it up or by making 
an adverse report, under the rule as I originally drafted it. 
they might accomplish their purpose. I am going to pro
pose two others that will change that. I am going to pro
pose that if the Committee on Rules makes a favorable re
port on a rule for the consideration of a bill and they do 
not call it up within three days, then any member of the 
Rules Committee, minority or majority, can call it up, and 
I am going to provide that if they make an adverse report 
on a rule providing for the consideration of a bill, then on 
days when it is in order to call the discharge calendar, any 
Member of the House can call up that adverse report as a 
privileged matter; and the House does not have to accept the 
committee's recommendation of an adverse report, but can 
turn them down; and if a majority adopts the rule, then 
we will proceed to consider the bill under the terms of the 
rule, and there is no escape from it. The rule, with these 
additions which I shall prepare, will work and will prevent 
a filibuster, if a majority of the House desires to act. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Georgia has again expired. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairmarl, I yield the gentleman 
three additional minutes. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield for a further 
question? 

Mr. CRISP. I will be delighted to yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. WOODRUFF. I infer from what the gentleman has 

just stated that this discharge rule could not be invoked 
against the standing legislative committees of the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Not unless the bill had been before them 
30 days. In that case, it could. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Does not the gentleman realize that 
at the beginning of a session a large number of bills are 
introduced in the House and referred to the appropriate 
committees, and frequently it is not possible for any legis
lative committee to give consideration to a bill believed to 
be very important by some Member other than a member of 
the committee, and it is not given consideration unless some 
pressure is brought to bear upon the committee. I am sure 
the gentleman realizes that I am one of the liberal-minded 
men of the House, but I like to see orderly procedure, and 
being a member of a legislative committee, it seems to me 
that the members of the various committees ought to have 
a fair opportunity to consider any bill that is proposed to 
be brought up under this rule, before it is actually brought 
up. My friend realizes the futility of trying to legislate in 
the Committee of the Whole, and the thought I have is that 
before that is undertaken, every opportunity should be 
given to the proper legislative committee to function in con
nection with the bill for which the rule is invoked. 

Mr. CRISP. I agree with my friend, but the rule gives 
them 30 days plus 7 days before it is put on the calendar, 
and I think that gives them a fair amount of time. The rule 
is not intended to be applied to ordinary bills. It is only 
applicable to outstanding public bills, and the rule will not 
destroy the Rules Committee, as they fear. It will make the 
Rules Committee good. 

It will make the Rules Committee subservient to the 
wishes of the majority of the House. Probably the rule 
would not be used often because they would probably report 
a rule when a hundred Members were interested in it. · 

Mr. WOODRUFF. l.VIight I suggest to my friend that it 
would be fair to give the legislative committees a longer 
period of time before the motion to discharge was actually 
made in which to consider a bill before the rule was in
voked? It seems to me that this would make for much 
better legi'>lation. 

Mr. CRISP. I do not arrogate to myself superior know!-. 
edge-that is a matter of detail, when the rule is up for 
consideration the majority can say whether it should be 
increased or not. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. These bills that wowd be considered 
under- the discharge ru1e wou1d be bi.lls- of considerable 
import. 

Mr. CRISP. Undoubtedly. 
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Mr. WOODRUFF. It seems tO me tinreasonable to expect 

a legislative committee to act promptly because of the nec
essary hearings that should be held in matters of legisla-
·tion. The witnesses may have to come from the far end5 
of the country. The subject under consideration would 
probably be of considerable importance and it is not only 
possible but probable that extended hearings should be held 
by the committee before sufficient information could be se
cured upon which to legislate intelligently. 

Mr. CRISP. If the committee was having hearings, le
gitimately considering the bill, you could not get 10 Mem
bers to sign a petition for discharge. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. And further, the committees do not 
always select for first consideration bills that might strike 
some Member as being most important. Bills before com
mittees are usually considered in the order of priority im
portance as suggested by the departments affected by the 
bills. It seems to me in view of what I have said that the 
gentleman from Georgia should add considerable time to 
the seven days which, under his proposed bill, may elapse 
before the bill is taken from the committee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. RAMSEYER~ 40 minutes. 

EXTRA SESSION OF CONGRESS 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, my following the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
CRISP J is a coincidence. I had intended to get into the 

. general debate when the legislative appropriation bill was 
up last Saturday but did not have the time as I was occupied 
in committee hearing before the Ways and Means Commit
tee on the proposals to cash the World War veterans' 
certificates. 

I wish -this afternoon to make some observations on the 
state of the Union, running all the way from the talk of an 
extra session, through some pending legislation, and then 
give some attention to the agitation for change in the rules 
of the House. 

In view of the fact that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
CRISP] preceded me with a discussion on the House rules, I 
may devote more time to that subject than I had intended. 

First let us dispose of the talk of the need of an extra 
session of Congress. The President of the United States 
before this session of Congress convened last December, if 
the press quoted him correctly, wanted, if possible, to avoid 
an extra session. I do not know what his attitude is now. 
I presume he is no more enthusiastic for an extra session 
now than he was then. 

During the last few months I have been reading some 
interesting histories touching the Civil War period and the 
reconstruction days following the Civil War. 

Lincoln, during the Civil War, never did have the hearty 
support of Congress. He had Thad Stevens here _in the 
House and Senator Sumner and Senator Wade in the Senate 
criticizing him constantly. Everything he did was criticized 
in Congress. He had much opposition in Congress. He was 
denounced as a usurper. His selection of generals, his con
duct of the war, his attitude toward the States in rebellion 
were all subjects of condemnation. Even his Gettysburg 
speech, according to some critics of that day, was disap
pointing and inferior for the occasion. 

Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
Mr. BECK. Will the gentleman gratify my curiosity by 

saying who it was that said that the Gettysburg speech was 
unworthy of the occasion? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I said some critics of that time. Ever
ett's speech was considered the great speech of the day, but 
there was not much comment or praise at that time of Lin
coln's Gettysburg speech. 
• Mr. BECK. I was curious to know the name. I thought 
I had missed it. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I did not give any name. 
There were disturbing elements in Congress during Lin

coln's time as there are now. I have before me a History 
of the Vnited States from the Compromise of 1850. by J. F. 

Rhodes. In volume 5, pages 137-138, there is an interesting 
account of the last meeting that Mr. Lincoln had with his 
Cabinet on the morning of April 14, 1865. You know Presi
dent Lincoln was assassinated that evening. I shall have 
this whole paragraph printed in the extension of my remarks. 
In this paragraph President Lincoln related a dream which 
he had the night before. He spoke in complimentary terms 
of General Lee and others of the Confederacy and mani
fested enthusi~m over the establishment of government in 
Virginia. The sentences I shall read at this place express 
the feeling of relief and gratification on the part of Presi
dent Lincoln that he did not have Congress on his hands 
at the time. Some of you may see how these sentences apply 
to the situation before us. I now quote President Lincoln: 

I think it providential that this great rebell1on is crushed just 
as Congress has adjourned and there are none of the disturbing 
elements of that body to hinder and embarrass us. If we are wise 
and discreet, we shall reanimate the States and get their govern
ments in successful operation, with order prevailing and the 
Union reestablished, before Congress comes together in December. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman state whether he ap

proves of the method by which those State governments were 
put into operation? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Oh, I can not go into that. Of course, 
Mr. Lincoln's position all the time during the war was that 
the Southern States were not out of the Union; that they 
were still a part of the Union. His critics in Congress con
tended the States in rebellion had taken themselves out of 
the Union, and after Lincoln's death they proceeded to enact 
the reconstruction acts contrary to Lincoln's views. It 
would have been much better if Lincoln's views had pre
vailed. But that is taking me away from my subject. 

Mr. PARKS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
Mr. PARKS. There is nobody who lives in the South that 

did not deplore the fact that Lincoln's policy was not carried 
out. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I understand that. I was quoting from 
Lincoln for another purpose. I do not know whether the 
President of the United States has any feeling akin to those 
of Mr. Lincoln toward Congress now or not, but certainly a 
lot of things can be done and should be done that the Presi
dent can do and take care of during the nine months follow
ing March 4 better without Congress on his hands than with 
Congress on his hands. 

Next, is there any considerable group in the United States 
that is demanding an extra session of Congress? Let us 
turn to the farmers. I have in my hand here the American 
Farm Bureau Weekly News Letter of December 30, 1930. On 
page 2 there is an article headed " Extra session not seen 
necessary for farmers." I now read the first paragraph 
from that article: 

Farmers are not expecting an extra session to be necessary fol
lowing March 4, 1931. Much of the legislation in which they are 
interested at Washington classifies as unfinished business, and if, 
in the ensuing two months, Congress works with that speed which 
may be expected of it n.nd which it usually manifests, they w11l 
have secured the final enactment of all or at least most of the 
bills in which agriculture is interested. 

That is the first paragraph. Then follows a list of 16 
bills in which the farmers are interested. The legislative 
committee of the American Farm Bureau Federation assured 
me that this article correctly sets forth the attitude of their 
organization. These bills are regarded of minor importance, 
as the last paragraph of the article will show. I read the 
last paragraph of the article: 

None of these bllls wlll bring 1n the agricultural millenium, as 
each one is more of a minor than a major legislation project. 
However, altogether they constitute a rather large legislative pro
gram which, when enacted, will be beneficial to agriculture. 

I believe this view is held by the other great agricultural 
associationS and by the farmers generally of the country. 

I have heretofore had occasion to present my views on our 
economic system. There are wrongs in our economic system 
that not only should be corrected but must be corrected if 

I 
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our social and economic order is to survive. We have a 
surplus of food, of clothing. of fuel, and of material for 
housing on the one hand. On the other hand we have 
millions of people able, willing, and anxious to work who are 
suffering because of a lack of food, of clothing, of. fuel, and 
of material for housing. The existence of such a situation 
no one can or will justify. During the last year I followed 
with interest the proceedings of the great labor organiza
tions of the country. I was looking especially to these labor 
gatherings for suggestions for legislation to correct the situa
tion that confronts us. I have not read the minutes of the 
proceedings of these labor organizations. So far as I could 
get their attit1;1de from newspaper reports, it is that the 
problem of unemployment and the more equitable distribu
tion of the fruits of industry is largely for the employers and 
employees to work out. I have before me an interview. given 
out by Mr. Matthew Woll, vice president of the American 
Federation of Labor, which was printed in the Washington 
Sunday Star, December 7 last. I read just one paragraph 
from this interview, which I think reflects the attitude of the 
great labor organizations of the country. It is as follows: 

Probably the machinery for recording unemployment will have 
to be provided by legislation. But we do not favor legislation 
to force compliance of industry. Organized labor has made vol
untary principles the cornerstone of its philosophy. Government 
can not control industry. 

There is no group in either the House or the Senate that 
has a legislative program which goes to the fundamentals of 
our economic ills. The President of the United States, in 
his annual message to Congress last December, outlined his 
program which he asked Congress to enact into legislation. 
The President's program can be easily enacted into legis
lation before March 4. The President also made sugges
tions for studies to be made by committees of Congress 
during the time Congress should stand in adjournment from 
March 4 until the first Monday in December. These studies 
should be made. In regard to the economic depression, the 
President in his message, on page 2, among other sugges
tions, said: 

Economic depression can not be cured by legislative action or 
Executive pronouncement. Economic wounds must be healed by 
the action of the cells of the economic body-the producers and 
the consumers themselves. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
Mr. MORGAN. Is it not true that the American Federa

tion of Labor officials, in executive session in Miami, went 
on record as against an extra session of Congress? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I did not see that. Does the gentle
man say that is the fact? 

Mr. MORGAN. I saw some such publicity .. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. I did not see that. So far as I know 

there is not a group of any kind, farm, business, industrial, 
or labor, that thinks it is necessary for Congress to be in 
extra session for the purpose of enacting legislation to aid 
economic recovery. 

The question naturally presents itself whether the eco
nomic recovery which the President has in mind can be ex
pedited better by Congress being in session or by Congress 
taking the usual adjournment which comes between sessions 
of Congress in the odd-mlmbered years. 

LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS 

I shall now take up some legislative proposals that have 
been suggested that this Congress should pass as the price 
of avoiding an extra session of Congress. The threat has 
been made that unless these proposals are enacted into law 
that an extra session will be forced. Of course, the only 
place where an extra session of Congress can be forced is in 
the Senate, where the Senate rules make it possible for a 
minority to filibuster ~ainst appropriation bills the enact.: 
ment of which is necessary for the Government to func
tion. None of the proposals which have been put forth go 
to the substance of things. None of them go to the founda
tion of our economic ills. I shall now consider these legisla
tive proposals. 

First. Lame-duck amendment: I was one of the first Mem
bers of the House to introduce a resolution following the 
World War to do away with the so-called lame-duck sessions 
of Congress. I supported the resolution that was before 
the House during the last Congress. That resolution was 
thoroughly and ably discussed in the House. It failed to get 
the necessary two-thirds vote. I am ready to support such 
a resolution again if . it is in proper form. Amending the · 
Constitution in the way suggested, however, would not solve 
or help to solve our economic difficulties. Our present sys
tem has not caused any particular hardships or wrongs to 
the people. To amend the Constitution in the form pro
posed I do not think will hasten the days of economic reform 
and economic justice. I have favored the resolution for the 
reason that in my opinion to permit the newly elected Mem
bers of Congress to meet and to take charge of the enact
ment of legislation at an earlier date is more in line with 
the principles of political science. I shall not discuss this 
proposal further at this time, because I hope at an early 
date to get time to discuss Constitution amending, and at 
that time shall give consideration to the particular form of 
the proposed amendment to do away with our short sessions 
of Congress. 

Second. Anti-injunction bill. This is another bill that is 
urged as the price of a voiding an extra session of Congress. 
My view is that the powers of the Federal courts in issuing 
injunctions in labor disputes should be redefined and cur
tailed. Occasionally a Federal court does issue unconscion
able injunctions against laborers. I do not know that there 
is any possibility of considering this bill at this session. A 
bill on the subject was adversely reported in the Senate and 
the House Judiciary Committee has not y~t reported on the 
bill. Both political parties in their national platforms in 
1928 went on record favoring the curbing of the powers of 
the Federal courts in this regard. I think it is the duty of 
the House Judiciary Committee to give this matter consid
eration and to report out some kind of a bill during this 
session of Congress. 

Third. The so-called Wagner bills. Gentlemen occasion
ally get up on the floor of this House and speak as though 
nothing has been done in the consideration of these bills. 
The bill providing for getting statistics on unemployment 
was passed at the last session of Congress. The Labor De
partment now has an appropriation to carry out the pur
poses of this law. The advance planning bill has passed 
both the Senate and the House, and is probably at this mo
ment on its way to the White House. The advance plan
ning bill, if enacted into law, is not going to affect our 
present economic situation. The revolving fund provided 
for in this bill is $150,000,000. Already upon the recommen
dation of the President for this year Congress has author
ized the expenditure of $750,000,000 for public works of dif
ferent kinds. That is about $500,000,000 more than we have 
been spending in normal years. On account of the existing 
emergency and because of the prompt action of the Presi
dent as soon as the country was involved in the economic 
depression, we are doing a great deal more this year than we 
could do under this advanced planning bill. 

The other Wagner bill is for the coordination of the State 
employment bureaus. This bill has passed the Senate, has 
been reported out by the House Judiciary Committee, and is 
now on the Union Calendar awaiting the action of this 
House. I have favored all three of these bills. 

Fourth. The fourth proposal is the Muscle Shoals bill, 
which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] has again 
referred to. That is in conference. A month or so ago 
gentlemen from the South were demanding that the House 
co!lferees sign a conference report of disagreement so the 
matter could come before the House for action. A week or 
two ago the House conferees unanimously agreed to report a 
disagreement. The reason why this proposal has not been. 
before the House on disagreement is because the Senate con
ferees refused to join the House conferees in reporting a 1 
disagreement. Personally, I am very anxious that this · 
Muscle Shoals controversy should be disposed of, but it{ 
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should be disposed of In a manner that will preserve the . countries. The people of the country know that the Presi
rights of the Government to explosives in time of war and dent's knowledge and experience along this line is many · 
the rights of farmers to fertilizers in time of peace. The times greater than the combined knowledge and experience 
surplus electric power should be sold by the Government, but of all the Members of Congress. The people of the country · 
certainly no thoughtful Member of this Hou:se wants to put have absolute confidence that the President and the Red · 
the Government in the business of distributing electtic Cross intend to and will take care of every case of suffering 
power. in the drought-stricken areas. The people know that the · 

Fifth. The farm debenture plan. I discussed this proposal President and the Red Cross, together with the local com
at some length before the House on April 30 last. I shall mittees in the cities where unemployment prevails, will take · 
not undertake at this time to go into the merits or demerits care of the situation and that we will pass through this dis
of this proposal. The plan that was before the House was tressful winter with a minimum of human suffering and 
indefensible from the standpoint of the farmers. However, human hunger. 
my view or the individual views of Members of the House Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 
or Senate are not of controlling importance at this time. Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
The question now is: Do the farmers want Congress at this Mr. McKEOWN. The President appointed various com-
session or at an extra session of Congress to enact an export missions or committees all over the several drought-stricken 
debenture law? The leaders of the various farm organiza- States, and those committees reported to him in October 
tions met the latter part of last November with the Senate or November. Does the gentleman think the President 
Agricultural Committee, of which Senator McNARY is chair- accepted the reports of these commissions he appointed? 
man. Mr. RAMSEYER. I do not know the contents of those 

The farm leaders all agreed that they wanted to give the reports, but I do know that the Red Cross, together with . 
farm marketing act a further trial. They did not want any other agencies under Mr. Woods, have made surveys, and 
interference with the operations of the Federal Farm undoubtedly those surveys have. been submitted to the Presi
Board. They wanted this law to be given further trial until dent and the President is acting on them. 
at least in December, 1931. They were not asking for any In the :field of human relief the President st'ands out pre-

1 

equalization fee or debenture legislation or anything else eminently above not only any person in the United States 
along that line. but above any person in the world, and naturally I have a 

Mr. Taber, the president of the National Grange, whose great deal of respect for and confidence in the President's 
organization has sponsored the export-debenture plan, when judgment in matters of that kind. I believe most Members 
w;ked by the press the attitude of the Grange on the de- of Congress feel the same as I do on this subject. 
benture, stated that he was still for the debenture, but that Mr. McKEOWN. The gentleman knows that the Presi-
he realized that it was impossible to get the debenture dent has just issued a statement to the press in connection . 
through the short session of Congress, and that an extra with that matter? 
session of Congress would cost more than the debenture was Mr. RAMSEYER. No; I do not know that. 
worth. Mr. McKEOWN. He just issued a statement giving his 

This attitude of the leaders of the farm organizations position. . 
ought to have weight with the thinking Members of Con- Mr. RAMSEYER. I have not seen the statement and 
gress. therefore could not intelligently discuss the contents of the 

Sixth. Appropriations for food: At this time I have no statement with the gentleman. If the gentleman will kindly 
intention to get into the controversy now raging between excuse me, I will now undertake to make some observations . 
the White House and Capitol Hill on this subject. This in regard to the rules of the House. 
proposal ought to be faced calmly, judicially, and dispas- cHANGEs m HousE RULES 

sionately. Everyone knows that the President of the United I shall now make some observations on the rules of the 
States has had more experience in relieving human hunger House. For four years I was a member of the Rules Com
and suffering than any other man in the history of man- mittee. Under the Republican conference rules when I be
kind. His plan of relieving human hunger and distress in came a member of the Ways . and Means Committee I had 
the drought-stricken States of the United States is through to resign from ·the Committee on Rules. A majority of 
the American Red Cross. The Red Cross is the only or- the House of Representatives of course has the right to 
ganization now in existence that has made and can make a adopt any rules governing the proceedings of this body. It . 
survey of the situation in ·the drought-stricken areas. No is quite generally conceded that in the first session of the 
committee of Congress has undertaken to make such a sur- next Congress, after the Speaker is elected and the organ
vey. The President and the Red Cross are agreed as to the ization of the House completed, full opportunity will be 
method that should be pursued to relieve the men, women, afforded to all Members of the House to present amend-
and children in the drought-stricken ~reas of the country. ments or changes to the existing rules of the House. My 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? advice to those who favor changes in the ru1es of the House 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Not now. I do not want to be dis- is to first familiarize themselves with the existing rules, 

courteous, but I would like to finish my statement. The Red study the history of the rules, the reasons for the different 
Cross officials say they have funds on hand to relieve all the rules, then be sure that the changes proposed will expedite 
hunger and distress in the drought-stricken regions of the orderly legislation and not retard it. 
United states. They are undertaking to raise more funds. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] has proposed a 
They have a trust fund of between forty and fifty million few changes in the rules which he thinks are of great im
dollars, which they do not want to use in case they can raise portance. He just got through presenting another argu
the additional necessary funds. But, if necessary, every cent ment in support of his position. In the speech he just made 
of that money ili the trust fund is pledged to carry out the he insists, as he has in other speeches, that he is always fair, 
task they have undertaken. but to be frank I must state that I do not think that those 

I do not want to be understood as criticizing Members of who listen to him always get that impression. Before I go 
Congress who have taken the attitude of opposition to the farther I want it to be clearly understood that there are . 
President and the Red Cross. I am willing to concede that places, in my judgment, where the rules of the House should 
the desire of such Members to relieve human suffering is just be changed. The rule that has been most in controversy 
as great as the desire of the President to do so. during the last 20 years is the rule 'fiDI>OWering the House 

The attempts of Members to give the impression to the to discharge a committee from further consideration of a 
country that their hearts beat more in sympathy with hu- bill and thereby force the bill out of the hands of the com
man sutiering than does the heart of the President, of mittee into the House for consideration. Such a rule was 
course, will be futile. The country knows the Preside.nt's first adopted by the Democrats in 1911. 
knowledge of and his experience in relieving human hunger That rule never did work and according to the opinion of_ 
and suffering, not only in this country but also in other some was probably so drawn that it would not work. This 
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; rule continued a part · of the rules of the House until 192~, 
when a more liberal discharge rule was adopted. When this 

. matter was up for consideration before the House of Repre· 
sentatives in January, 1924, I presented a rule to discharge 
committees which I regarded as the most liberal discharge 
rule ever offered. The conservatives of the House on both 
sides were opposed to it because it would work. The radicaLs 
on both sides were opposed to it either because they were 
committed to their own particular plan or because they did 
not comprehend the liberality of my proposal. 

You can find the rule that I proposed in the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD for January 18, 1924, page 1122. Following 
my proposal is the debate that followed the presentation of 
my amendment to the rules. 

The gentleman from Georgia in presenting the two 
changes to the rules makes a scathing denunciation of all 
the rules of the House. In reading his radio speech, which 
was printed in the RECORD of Monday, January 26, one gets 
the impression, and I am sure the people who heard him 
over the radio got the impression, that the iniquity of the 
present rules of the House, from the standpoint of the gen
tleman from Georgia, is something of recent origin. The 
denunciation is not against a few rules that need amend
ment but against the " present gag system," thereby de
nouncing the whole system of rules. At another place he 
condemns all the rules of the House by referring to them 
as " our archaic rules." When he is pinned down he admits 
that there are only a few rules in his opinion that need 
changes and that if his two suggested changes were adopted 
the whoie system of rules would be transformed from archaic 
to modern. But that is not what he conveyed to his radio 
audience. · 

Permit me to state that after considerable study of the 
history of the procedure and rules of the House and being 
familiar with the rules that were in force when the Demo
crats were in power and the rules that have been in opera· 
tion since the Republicans have been in power, that the rules 
of the House to-day are more liberal than they were during 
the eight years of Democratic control, from 1911 to 1919. 
[Applause.] 

The gentleman from Georgia called attention to a col
loquy between Mr. CAMPBELL, chairman of the Rules Com
mittee in 1922, and other Members of the House concerning 
the practice of the chairman of the Rules Committee car
rying rules in his pocket and refusing to present them to 
the. House. During the four years I was in the House of 
Representatives when the Democrats were in control, the 
chairman of the Rules Committee could do and did do fre
quently that very thing. When the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SNELL] became chairman of the Rules Committee, 
one of the first reforms he inaugurated was to do away with 
the pocketing of the rules by the chairman of the Rules 
Committee. Under the present rules, a rule reported out by 
the Rules Committee must go on the House . Calendar and 
can not be called up the same day it is reported except undar 
suspension of the rules. Furthermore, the rules of the Ho~e 
were further amended and liberalized so that if the chair· 
man of the Rules Committee fails to call up the rule on 
the House Calendar within a reasonable time, the majority 
of the Rules Committee can direct another member of the 
Rules Committee to call up such a rule. All of this liberal·· 
ization was brought about by the Republic~ns since they 
came into power. Placing a reported rule on the House Cal· 
endar before it can be called up gives all Members of the 
House an opportunity to become familiar with the rule 
before it is called up for consideration. ·. Certainly these 
changes governing the Rules Committee are a great im
provement and advance over the system which was in vogue 
when the House was in the control of the Democratic Party. 

I do not know of a single ru1e that we operate under now 
that is less liberal than when the Democrats were in control. 
The rule for consent Mondays, the Calendar Wednesday rule, 
and the rule taking from the Speaker the power to appoint 
committees and to be chairman of the ·R~es Committee 
were all adopted before the Democrats came into power in 
the spring of 1911. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. I yield. 
Mr. CRISP. I am sure the gentleman wants to be correct . . 

The first time this House ever elected the committees and 
the committees were not appointed by the Speaker was 
when Mr. Clark was Speaker and the Democrats in power. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman knows that it was in 
March, 1910, that the fight was made by Mr. NoRRIS, of 
Nebraska, to change the rules so as to deprive the Speaker 
of the power to appoint the committees of the House and 
to be chairman of the Ru1es Committee. Why does the 
gentleman want to give the impression that that ru1e was 
changed after the Democrats came into power, and no one 
could draw any other inference from the statement the 
gentleman just made? · 

Mr. CRISP. I repeat that the first time the House ever 
elected its committees was under the Clark administration. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. But it was under a rule adopted under 
a Republican administration. 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, my friend forgets that the Constitution 
of the United States says that each Congress shall .adopt 
its own rules, and the Democrats in that Congress adopted 
their rules, and that was the first time committees were 
ever elected in that way. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes; that is one time the Democrats 
showed some sense in following the Republicans in adopting 
the Republican rules of a previous Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRISP. May I ask the gentleman another question? 
I do not want to inconvenience the gentleman. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. If it is on the point I am discussing, I : 
shall be pleased to yield. 

Mr. CRISP. It is •right on the point the gentleman is 
discussing. The gentleman said the ru1es are more liberal , 
now than they were when the Democrats were in power. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I stated that I did not know of a rule 1 

that we have now that is less liberal than it was when the 
Democrats were in power. But go ahead; I probably stated 
it both ways. 

Mr. CRISP. I may have misunderstood the gentleman, 
but I thought he said they are more liberal now. There 
are two changes only, . and one is that a bill on the Consent 
Calendar requires three objections when it. is called the 
second time, and the other is the rule requiring reports of 
the Committee on Rules to go on the calendar. Can my 
friend name a single other change? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. That was accomplished in six years. , 
Can my friend from Georgia point out like progress that the 
Democrats made in the eight years they were in power? . 
[Applause.] 

Mr. CRISP. I can. . 
Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman can not. I know what ~ 

the rules of the House were when I first came here as a . 
Member and what they are now. Let us be fair about it. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] made a 
speech over the radio on Saturday night a week ago, and I 
presume he intended to be fair. I read that speech Tuesday ' 
morning after it was Pt:inted in the RECORD. I want to be 
fair with the gentleman .from Georgia, but I also want to be 
frank with Members of the House. After reading that 
speech carefully I came to the conclusion that the speech . 
was unfair and inaccurate throughout. 

I am going to read one of the least offending of his state· t 
ments which is in the third from the last paragraph: 

" Under the present code of rules "-mind you, code of 1 

rules. That means all the rules, not two or three. There , 
are 43 House rules and the forty-third rule says: 

The rules of parliamentary practice comprised in Jefferson's 
Manual shall govern the House 1n all cases to which they are 
applicable and in which they are not inconsistent with the 
standing ~ules and orders of the House and joint rules o! the, 
Senate and House of Representatives. 

There are 53 sections in Jefferson's Manual and most sec ... \ 
tions have a number · of paragraphs. 

Now, the fair thing to do when you indict the rules of the 
House if you do not mean to change every rule of the 
House' is to go through them and point out which ones of 
the 43' rules of the House should be changed and which on';}a.: 
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of the 53 sections of Jefferson's Manual should be changed. 
It is not fair to get up here, or before a microphone, and 
speak of a gag system and the archaic rules of the House if 
you can only find fault with two or three rules. The only in
terence that people over the radio, who do not understand 
the rules of the House, can · possibly get from the gentle
man's radio speech is that every rule from the first to the 
last should be condemned. If you want to be fair, why not 

FEBRUARY ~ 3 

. state that rule so-and-so should be changed and that the 
, rule for the discharge of committees should be changed, but 
the other rules, on the whole, have worked well and are 
good, and that you are not seeking any change in them, and 
that, in fact, they are rules that both Democrats and Repub
licans have worked under, and no considerable number on 
either side is seeking any change in them. 

be iltl.proved or should not be improved. In my opinion they 
can and should be improved. Because the House rules can 
and should be improved in a few respects does not justify 
any gentleman in making a sweeping denunciation of all the 
rules. There are no rules governing any legislative body or 
any deliberative body that do not limit the freedom of Mem
bers to offer amendments and talk as and when they please. 
Rules·are adopted to preserve the rights equally of all Mem
bers and to carry forward the purposes of the legislative 
organization. The purpose of a legislative assembly is legis
lation for the welfare of the people. Is there any Member 
of the House who wants to abolish the 5-minute rule in the 
Committee of the Whole, the hour rule of debate in the 
House, the rule for the suspension of rules, the rule for the 
previous question, the rule of germaneness in offering amend
ments, and other rules that are familiar to the Members? 
All these rules limit the freedom of Members. All these 
rules could be denounced as gag rules. In considering 
changes in the rules of the House, Members should be gov
erned by this wise saying of Holy Writ: "Prove all things; 
hold fast that which is good n 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes; certainly. 
Mr. CRISP. I stated expressly in that radio speech, in 

· the last paragraph, that I thought the rules of the House as 
; a whole were good, that they had to be construed as a whole, 
· and if there were any weakness in them the whole code fell. 
. I said in that address that with the changes I proposed, and I wish I had time to go through the whole radio speech of 

the gentleman from Georgia and point out its many incon
sistencies, inaccuracies, and its unfairness. He denounces 
the Speaker, the floor leader, and the chairman of the Rules 
Committee. But I do not care to give heed to what he says 
about these gentlemen. 

there were only three or four that I discussed, I thought it 
· would be a good code of rules for the House. This state
. ment is in that radio address. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman at the end of his 
· speech does make a guarded statement on that, but all the 
way through his speech he condemned the system-all the 
rules-so that people listening could not get any other im~ 
pression than that the rules of the House from beginning to 
end were bad and designed to block legislation. [Applause.] 

He refers in his speech to the passage of the Smoot
Hawley tariff bill. In my speech of March 24, 1930, on 
the politics of tariff making. I pointed out the shortcom
ings of the practices of both political parties in framing and 
passing tariff bills. I gave the facts. I did not condemn I started to read: 

Under our present code of rules- the Democratic ·practice and by inference try to convey to 
Code of rules, mind you- the country that the Republican practice was perfect. The 

: . Under our present code of rules the Rules Comm.tttee. is in pr~ctic~ of neither ~arty in considering and passing tariff 
supreme control, the dictator as to what measures the Hoilse shall I legiSlatiOn h~ anything on the other. The gentleman from 
be permitted to consider. · · · Georgia refers to the fact that on the conference report of 

' Now, if that is a correct and true statement, then you the last tariff bill the House was limited to votes on seven 
could not get anything through the House uriless the ·RUles amendments. I ~ert ~hat when the conference report on 
Committee first gave' its consent. I called ·up the Clerk of the U~derwood tariff btl! was b~fore the Hou~ of Repre
the House on Tuesday morning, which was the same mom- sentat1ves the membership of this House then did not have 

I 

ing I read this speech, and I asked him· how many public a separate vote o.n any amen~ent. . 
bills and resolutions had passed this congress. · Mr. CRISP. Wh.en .we considered the Underwood bill the 

Here they are. Public laws, 546; public resolutions, 106; gentleman from DlinoiS, Mr. Mann, offered 140 amendm~nts 
private . laws and resolutions, . 281; making a total of 92'(. to that bill. 
It is not disputed that the Rules Committee in all this ti.ine Mr. RAMSEYER: Gentlemen, listen. The gentleman 
only reported out 22 !ules to aid legislation. ' So you sub:- from· Georgia ·was present when I delivered my speech on 
tract 22 from the number I gave you and you will see that the politics of tariff making and heard me say, and every
all the rest, the great mass of legislation, passed this House b9dy here knows, that the Democratic Party caucus on the 
under the general rules of the House without the aid or ad- . Underwood tari:ff _bill had bound every Democratic Repre
v!ce or consent of the Rules Committee. ·I repeat, the spe.ech · .sentative to vote against every ame~dment offered from the 
'throughout is unfair and iliaccurate. Republican side, whether it was a good amendment or no~. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia-mind you he is talk- Now, everybody kno~s when the last tariff bill was up it 
ing .to a radio audience, and not one in a. thous~d listening was considered under a rule limiting the offering of amend
knows anything about. the rules· of the House of Repre- ments to the Committee on Ways and Means. Now, frankly, 
sentatives-he starts that speech by saying, '' Under oUr I think that limits the Members too much. That method, 
archaic rules the House ceases to be a legislative body.'' however, had the approval of the Republicans of the House, 

When, I ask him, was the House ·a representative body, if with. few exceptions. The. Democ:atic method permitted Re
we now have rules at least as liberal as we ever had in the publicans m{)re freedom m offermg amendments but abso
history of the country? lutely bound pemocrats to vote against such amendments, 

Archaic means ancient. IIi the sense of being ancient the whether right or wrong. I think that the Democratic prac
Ten Commandments are archaic and so the constitution tice is more unconscionable and more to be condemned and 
of the United states is more ancient than the rules of the less frank and open than the practice of the Republicans. 
House. Archaic may also mean antiquated or obsolescent. [Applause.] 
Now, if the gentleman had said obsolescent or antiquated, The gentleman 1n his radio speech and other speeches 
then he would have probably said what he wanted the that he has made on the subject seems to be unconscious 
country to understand him to say about the House rules. that he or his party have now or ever have had any short-

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the ge-ntleman from Iowa comings. In his radio speech, in his speech here to-day, 
has expired. and in the inquiries he has addressed to me the only infer-

Mr. HOLADAY. I yield the gentleman 10 minutes more. ence you can get from those inquiries and his speeches is 
Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman from Georgia states the that the Democratic Party never committed a wrong. 

House no longer represents the people back home. I have Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 
already demonstrated that the present House rules are more Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
liberal than any rules the House has ever had. Now, .under- Mr. CRISP. Of coui'se, I admit that the Democrats have 

·.stand me, that does not argue that the House rules. can not made mistakes. 
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Mr. RAMSEYER. This is the first time I -ever heard the 

gentleman admit it. 
Mr. CRISP. Then the gentleman did not want to hear 

it. I said I favor this ru1e whether my party does or not. 
Answering the gentleman's suggestion about the caucus of 
my party, I have no objection to a party in conference or 
caucus agreeing to stand to a certain position and present
ing its position to the country and letting the country pass 
upon it, weigh it, and. if it does not approve it, condemn 
it. The minority does have the right and should have the 
right to offer amendments and present its case to the coun
try; and under the Democratic consideration of the Under
wood tariff bill that right was given the minority. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes; and that was a farce, and the 
gentleman knows it; and while the method that we Re
publicans pursued may not be entitled to a great deal of 
praise, at least it was not farcical and hypocritical. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
Mr. MAPES. In other words, the Democratic system is 

to have a secret caucus and to proceed in a secret way, 
while the Republicans act in the open. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. That is another way to put it. And 
so all the way through. No one can read this radio speech 
without reluctantly coming to the conclusion that it is 
saturated from beginning to end with partisan bias. 
Remember, I am not against changes of the rules, but I do 
object to ·a gentleman getting up here day· after day and 
getting out on the radio and conveying the impression to 
the country that he is the simon-pure representative of an 
absolutely simon-pure party, while the other fellows are 
responsible for all legislative shortcomings. That is the 
conclusion that it was intended to convey to the radio 
listeners who are unfamiliar with the rules of the House. 

Let us get now to this discharge rule. Of course, the 
Democratic discharge ru1e, and I think the gentleman from 
Georgia has already admitted that, was the only innovation 
that the Democrats made to the ru1es when they came into 
power in 1911. I think they did change the Calendar 
Wednesday rule a little bit. 

Mr. CRISP. And, if the gentleman will permit, I am not 
sure about this, but I think they established the Consent 
Calendar, to take away from the Speaker the right to 
exercise his discretion in recognizing for unanimous con
sent, but I am not sure about that. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I am sure about that, and the gentle
man is wrong. Consent Calendar and Calendar Wednes
day were recognized and established by change in the ru1es 
in 1909. He admits that when the Democrats came into 
power they found such perfect Republican rules that they 
cou1d only change them in one little detail, by a minor 
amendment to the Calendar Wednesday fule, and they added 
a discharge ru1e that never worked and never was intended to 
work, and at a time when the gentleman from Georgia was 
the parliamentary clerk of the House. Is it not a proper 
inference that he himself wrote the rule, and that "he him
self knew exactly what he was doing when he wrote the 
rule, and that he knew that it wou1d never operate? 

Mr. CRISP. May I just ·answer that and say that I had 
nothing to do with the preparation of the rule? 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has expired. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I yield the gentleman 10 minutes addi
tional. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Then the gentleman from Georgia 
was not shown as much confidence and courtesy as we show 
our present parliamentary clerk, because I know we would 
not attempt an important change in the rules without con
sulting our present parliamentary clerk. When the Repub
licans came into power in 1919 they held onto the discharge 
rule of the Democrats-this iniquitous rule that would not 
work. 

In 1923, in December, we decided to liberalize the discharge 
ru1e, and we debated for a week upon the question in Janu
ary, 1924. Remember, we had about the same rules then as 
we have now. The ru1es were thrown wide open for amend~ 

meiit. The practice is-and this practice prevailed in the 
last 20 years save once under the Republicans in December, 
1923-for the chairman of the Committee on Rules at the 
beginning of a new Congress to get up and move that the 
rules of the last Congress be made the rules of the coming 
Congress, and then the previous question is moved. That 
is exactly what the Democrats did each time they were in 
power. The Democrats carried the previous question and 
put over the rules. The Republicans have done exactly the 
same thing when they have been in power, except in 1923, 
when it was .agreed after the organization was perfected that 
time should be given later to a consideration of amendments 
to the rules. I think we adopted the rules temporarily, and 
then in January, 1924, the rules were thrown open for 
amendment, and we debated the matter here for a number of 
days. The only thing that came out of that was a new dis
charge rule. It was only put into operation once, and that 
was on the Rowell-Barkley bill, during the short session of 
Congress. Let me call to your attention a little of the his
tory of the Rowell-Barkley bill controversy. The railroad 
labor men came to Washington at the beginning of that 
short session of Congress. That bill was introduced andre
ferred to the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. The committee was busy with the consideration 
of other bills and did not get around to considering the 
Rowell-Barkley bin. This new discharge rule was invoked. 
The bill was called from the committee. The gentleman 
from Georgia says that you could not get 100 men to sign a 
petition until the committee was given an opportunity to con
sider it. I think I am correct when I state that the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee did not have time to con
sider the Rowell-Barkley bill when a petition to discharge 
the committee was signed by 150 Members of the House. 
The motion to discharge the committee was considered for 
several Mondays and by vote of the House the committee 
was finally discharged but no further action was taken 
thereon. Now, then, what happened? In the next Congress 
the railroad employees and the railroad managers got to
gether and agreed on a bill. That bill passed the House and 
Senate almost unanimously and was signed by the President. 
That bill was satisfactory all around to the employees, to 
the managers, and to the public. The blocking of the 
Rowell-Barkley bill at the short session of Congress gave 
opportunity for full consideration of the proposal and time 
to permit the two groups, the employees on the one hand 
and the managers on the other, to get together and agree on 
legislation that was of mutual interest and benefit to both 
sides. 

Mr. Richberg, an attorney of Chicago, representing the 
labor men, sat down with the men, the managers, and the 
committee, and probably had more to do with writing or 
rewriting that bill than any other one person. Mr. Winslow, 
the chairman of the committee, who fought the move to 
discharge his committee from consideration of the bill, is 
now chairman of the Mediation Board and giving all-around 
satisfaction as a member of that board to railway employees, 
railway managers, and the public. The way this whole dis
pute was finally settled with satisfaction to all justifi~d the 
fight made at · the time against discharging the committee 
from further consideration of the bill. 

It frequently is the part of wisdom when new and uncon
sidered legislation is urged, to stop, look, and listen, rather 
than to rush in and accept ill-considered legislation that has 
not been fully -and carefully gone over and considered by the 
groups vitally interested therein and by the public, which 
has concern in all legislation. 

Now, before I close, I want to admonish all Members of 
the House to familiarize themselves with the rules of the 
House; to get at the reasons for the rules and how the rules 
were evolved. If after becoming familiar with them you are 
convinced that changes should be made therein, then at the 
next session of Congress feel perfectly free to offer your 
amendments and suggestions. I am sure that· every Member 
of the House will be glad to listen to what you have to offer. 

Remember this, that the rules of the House are a means 
to an end. The rules furnish an orderly means to bring 
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about necessary and just legislation. The rules of the House 
are the vehicle on which to carry legi&lative proposals for 
careful consideration through committees and through the 
House. 

Another way to judge the rules of the House is to look 
back over a period of, let us say 10 years, and count the 
worth-while legislative proposals that were unduly retarded 
or blocked either under the general rules of the Ho~se or 
by action or nonaction of the Committee on Rules. Since 
the World War what legislative proposals sponsored by the 
farm organizations of the country failed to get considera
tion in the House of Representatives? What legislative pro
posals gponsored by the labor organizations of the country 
failed to get consideration in the House of Representatitves? 
The same question can be asked of legislative proposals 
sponsored by the veterans' organizations. If Y0\1 are . un
certain as to the answers, then consult members of com
mittees who have in charge the consideration of legislative 
proposals affecting farmers, laborers, and veterans. I know 
during the four years I was a member of the Rules Com
mittee every request for a special rule by the committees of 
the House was always given careful and sympathetic con
sideration by the Rules Committee. Undoubtedly that is 
still the practice of the Rules Committee. 

More important than suggestions for amendments to the 
rules of the House are remedies to applY to the economic 
and social conditions of the country . . It is more important 
that you study out remedies for the economic ills of the 
country than it is that you bring about some changes in 
the rules of the procedure in the House of Representatives. 
It is better to consider legislation a year longer and get good 
legislation than it is to get hasty legislation that may turn 
out to be .bad legislation. 

.AB an aid to the newer Members to get an understanding 
of the history and procedme of the House of Representatives. 
and which will give you a better understanding of the reasons 
underlying the present rules of the House, I am going to 
recommend to you a book entitled " History and Procedure 
of the House of Representatives," by De Alva Stanwood 
Alexander. This book came out in 1916. The author had 
been a former Member of the House of Representatives. I 
read this book soon after it came off the press. It gave me 
a better understanding of the procedure and rules of the 
House. This book can be gotten from the Library of Con
gress. 

I do not want · to dampen any Member's . enthusiasm to 
bring about changes in the rules. I merely a.m attempting 
to caution you to study the rules, so you will clearly under
stand the effect of the changes that you or some other Mem
·ber may propose. After you have studied the rules and 
formed a mature judgment as to what changes you want, 
then it is not only your right but your duty to get up on the 
:floor of this House and advocate your proposals with intelli
gence and courage. 

Of course, I do not object to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CRISP] advocating his changes. He has a perfect right 
to do so. The fault I find with the gentleman from Georgia 
is that, in my way of looking at it, he does not present the 
situation that confronts this House fairly. That radio 
speech of his-and I am not charging any deliberate intent 
to do so, but I think that the inference which the people of 
the country naturally get from that radio gpeech is that all 
the rules of the House, including Jefferson's Manual, should 
be consigned to the scrap heap. 

I do not believe that there is a single Member of this 
· House who will study the rules and study them carefully and 

understandingly but what will come to the conclusion that 
there are only a very few places in the 43 ruies of the House 
and the 53 sections of Jefferson's Manual that should be 
changed in the next Congress. In the next Congress you 
will have the opportunity to propose amendments and a 
majority of the House, irrespective of party, is going to 
determine what each one of the rules shall be. I do not 
know of a single Member of the House who is not reconciled 
to the idea that those who want changes in the rules of the 

House shall have every possible ()pportunity, after the elec
tion of the Speaker and before the House begins seriously to 
transact business, . to offer amendments to any rule of the 
House1 including the rules of Jefferson's Manual. [Ap
plause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. RAMsEYER] has expired. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, under leave to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD, I submit for printing in the RECORD, 
first, the entire paragraph from the History of the United 
States from the Compromise of 1850, by J. F. Rhodes, vol
ume 5, pages 137-138, from which I quoted two sentences in 
my speech, as follows: 

Friday, April 14, Lincoln held his last Cabinet meeting. Gen
eral Grant was present and said that he was anxious in his 
continual expectation of hearing from Sherman. The President 
replied, "I have no doubt that favorable news w1ll soon come, 
for I had last night my usual dream which has preceded nearly 
every important event of the war. I seemed to be in a singular 
and indescribable vessel, but always the same, and to be moving 
with great rapidity toward a dark and indefinite shore." Matters 
of routine were disposed of and then the subject of reconstruction 
was taken up. After some discussion the President said, " I think 
it providential that this great rebellion is crushed just as Con
gress has adjourned, and there are none of the disturbing ele
ments of that body to hinder and embarrass us. If we are Wise 
and discreet, we shall reanimate the States and get their govern
ments in successful operation, with order prevailing and the 
Union reestablished before Congress comes together in Decem
ber. • • • I hope there will be no persecution, no bloody 
work after the war is over. No one need expect me to take any 
part in hanging or kllllng those men, even the worst of them. 
Frighten them out of the country, open the gates, let down the 
bars, scare them off [throwing up his hands as 1f scaring sheep]. 
Enough lives have been sacrificed. We must extinguish our re
sentments 1f :we expect harmony and union. There is too much 
of a desire on the part of some of our very good friends to be 
masters, to interfere with and dictate to those States, to treat 
the people not as fellow citizens; there is too little respect for 
their rights. I do not sympathize in these feelings." He then 
spoke of the Louisiana government, joined in the discussion re
garding the status of Virginia, and said at the close of the meet
ing: Reconstruction •• is the great question pending, and we must 
now begin to act in the interest of peace." Stanton gave two 
accounts of this council. "At a Cabinet meeting yesterday," he 
wrote at half past 1 In the morning of April 15, "the President 
was very cheerful and hopeful; spoke very kindly of General Lee 
and others of the Confederacy and the establishment of govern
ment in Virginia..'' At 11.40 the same morning he said in a let
ter to Adams: " The President was more cheerful and happy than 
I had ever seen [him), rejoiced at the near prospect of firm and 
durable peace at home and abroad, man.ttested in marked degree 
the kindness and humanity of his disposition and the tender and 
:forgiving spirit that so emiD.ently distinguished him." 

Second, the entire article · from the American Farm Bu
reau weekly news letter headed "Extra Session Not Seen 
Necessary for Farmers," as follows: 

EXTRA SESSION NOT SEEN NECESSARY FOR FARMERS 

Farmers are not expecting an extra. session to be necessary fol- . 
lowing March 4, 1931. Much of the legislation in which they are 
interested at Washington classifies as unfinished business, and 
1! in the ensuing two months Congress works with that speed 
which may be expected of it and which it usually manifests, they 
will have secured the final enactment of all, or at least most, of 
the bills in which agriculture 1s interested. 

Unfinished business at Washington upon which the American , 
Farm Bureau Federation 1s working consists of the following 
projects, all of which in some form or another have been before 
COngress long enough to permit expeditious handling this winter 
without being accused of enacting legislation ·carelessly. 

1. Regulation of grain exchanges by amending the grain futures 
act, as proposed in the Capper-Dickinson measure. This bill 
seeks to give the Secretary more power over the rules and regula
tions of the exchanges; to limit short selling; and to license mem
bers of exchanges. These features might well be made applicable 
over cotton exchanges also. This subject has been before Con
gress in one form or another for years and should be finished 
before March 4. 

2. The crop insurance bill, McNary-Hope, to investigate all 
phases of crop insurance, having passed the Senate can easily 
pass the House this winter. 

3. The establlshment of engineering experiment stations in 
connection with our State land-grant institutions in a way simllar 
to that under which the agricultural experiment stations wer~t 
set up years ago, as provided in the McNary-Haugen measure, can 
be disposed of this winter since it has already been reported to 
the House. 
· 4. More funds for agricultural extension work, both of the 
emergency and of the regular classifi.cations, as contained in the 
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Robinson-Garber bills tor emergency and the Capper-Ketcham 
bills for permanent funds, should be disposed of. This work needs 
to be planned in counties in periods of from three to five years 
into the future rather than from hand to mouth methods as 1s 
now too much the case. Hence the need for more funds. 

5. Farm wastes and industrial outlets for farm crops being a 
major resolution of the last annual meeting of the A. F. B. F. 
We are justified in expecting the farm waste research laboratory 
blll of Congressman DICKINSON to .be enacted into law this 
winter. We must find more ways of getting rid of farm crops 
than feeding them merely to the animal and human stomachs. 

6. Elimination of the six months' maturity minimum on farm 
loans and limiting assessments on farm land banks by the Federal 
Farm Loan Board to those amounts needed only to cover expense 
of examination, both having passed the Senate and reported to 
the House, can be rushed to final passage during the winter weeks. 

7. The Farm Bureau haVing stood for years for the establish
ment of grades and standards for all farm crops, and the Depart
ment of Agriculture with the support of Congress having author
ized by legislation such grades and standards. altogether constitute 
a force which indicates that the bill of Congressman JoNES to 
establish grades and standards for cottonseed will be enacted this 
winter. • 

8. Owing to the rapid formulation of a national forestry pro
gram, it seems logical to expect that such a measure as that by 
Congressman ENGLEBRIGHT, to protect more adequately our forests 
from fires by bullding forest roads and traUs, will be enacted 
this winter. 

9. The Farm Bureau's first pronouncement in favor of elimi
nating the so-called lame-duck session was made perhaps six years 
ago. That position has not been changed, so we sh,all continue 
our endeavors to have passed the Norris resolution or any other 
appropriate legislation which seeks to change the Constitution 
by setting a dtiferent date for the inauguration of the President 
and the convening of Congress. 

10. The bill by Senator JoNEs, authorizing Federal aid to assist 
States in promoting education relative to the wel!are of mothers 
and infants, having already been reported to the Senate, and 
being under privileged status on the Senate Calendar, justifies 
the expectation that it will be enacted into law before the short 
session adjourns on March 4. 

11. Now that the Farm Bureau has authorized its board of 
directors to set up a committee truly representative of agriculture, 
authorized to develop and organize a corporation for the purpose 
of leasing and operating Muscle Shoals on a cooperative basis, 
the pending Muscle Shoals legislation is expected to resolve itsel! 
by compromise into such form as wlll permit the Farm Bureau 
to submit its proposal to some sort of commission set up to re
ceive new bids. If the present situation on Capitol Hill results 
in disagreement, then, of course, the only alternative left is for 
the Farm Bureau to present its plan in a new and separate bill. 
It is hoped that the pending House and Senate bills can be merged 
so that the Farm Bureau can present its plan under the terms of 
the compromise measure. 

12. The Hawes-Cutting blll, providing for PhUtppine independ
ence after an election has been held upon that subject by the 
qualified electors of the island, and providing also that by gradual 
processes throughout a 5 or a 10 year period the political bonds 
which bind the islands to our Nation w1ll be gradually removed, 
having been reported to the Senate from the appropriate com
mittee, is expected to move forward this winter. In each of the 
last two annual meetings the Farm Bureau has stated its position 
to be in favor of Phlllppine independence, not alone for the good 
of the American farmers but more for the good of the PhUtppine 
people themselves. 

13. The plan of eradicating or controll1ng predatory anima.IB 
and rodents, as outlined in the 10-year program of the United 
States Department of Agriculture and as contained in the Nor
beck-Leavitt bllls, can easily be disposed of this winter. 

14. Elementary education being the foundation of our entire 
educational plans, and local taxation having been discovered to 
be inadequate properly to sustain the type of elementary educa
tion needed, makes opportune the authorization by the Federal 
Government of an appropriation to assist the States in the main
tenance of elementary schools. This project is contained in the 
Nye-Brand b1lls. 

15. The name "Farm Bureau" having become nation-wide and 
of commercial significance, should be along with other organiza
tion names permitted to be protected as proposed in the Vestal 
b111 which has already passed the House and can easily be passed 
by the Senate before the March adjournment. 

16. The b111 by Senator GLENN, as amended by the House Com
mittee on Irrigation, to permit refinancing of drainage and irriga
tion districts under more equitable and modern conditions, having 
passed the Senate in one form and having been reported from the 
House committee in a sllghtly different form, under all reasonable 
expectations can be disposed of by the House, and through the 
conference committee, before final adjournment. 

None of these bills will bring in the agricultural mtilennium as 
each one is more of a minor than a major legislation project. 
However, altogether they constitute a rather large legislative 
program which when enacted w1ll be beneficial to agriculture. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend the remarks I made on the floor of the 
House to-day. 

LXXIV--247 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-. 

sent to revise and extend the remarks I made and to include 
the printing of some reference that I read. 

The CHAmMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 

gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PARKS]. 
Mr. PARKS. Mr. Chairman, for more than an hour we 

have patiently listened to a very learned discussion of the 
rules of this House. I confess to you that in 16 years of 
service in legislative bodies I come here now and say that I 
know very little parliamentary law. But a long time ago, ·at 
the bended knee of a Christian mother I learned a law that 
if it were practiced here day by day would make unneces
sary a discussion of the rules of this House. That was that 
beautiful golden rule," Do unto others; do unto others." 

I come now not in anger but in great sadness, and ap
proach you to-day as humble as one man ever approached 
another. I come to talk about a matter of importance. 
Deeply I regret that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CRAMTON], after 18 years of service, should have shown the 
spirit he showed to-day. After deliberation and thought he 
will regret what he said. It is to be regretted that the gen
tleman from Massachusetts, one of the leaders of t~ House, 
who stands high in the councils of his party, would. have so 
forgotten himself as to say what he said to me. 

May I come to you to talk as one man to another; as 
one neighbor to another? The men who sit on the Republi-. 
can side of the aisle do not know what is going on in this 
country. 

You men who sit over there have no harder hearts than the 
men who sit about me, but you do not know. If you gen
tlemen understood the facts as I know them you would want 
to give relief to people who are starving as quickly as I would 
want to give them relief. May I come to you with a break
ing heart and an humble spirit and tell you that by your 
votes you sent 500,000 people to bed the other night without 
food, and yet this is a civilized country, this 1s a Christian 
Nation, this is a place where we talk about the brotherhood 
and fellowship of man and the love of God? 

I see the distinguished gentleman from New Jersey who 
everybody respects and regards [Mr. FoRT]. He -went into 
my State and plucked one of its choicest flowers and carried 
away one who was as beautiful, as pure and sweet as a dew
drop in the heart of a June rose, yet by his speech the 
other day he sent 100,000 babies in Arkansas to bed without 
food. Not because he did not care, but it was because he 
did not know. That is why he did i4;. 

Ah, the gentleman from New York · [Mr. REED] delivered 
a speech here the other day and after he had finished the 
entire membership on that side of the aisle stood and 
cheered him, and by that speech he sent many of the babies 
of my State to han~ on famished breasts and slowly die of 
starvation. What did he do? He said that if the House 
took the action which I say it should take the greatesli 
mother in all the world would be assassinated, the Red 
Cross. I deny it. I will tell him that the greatest mother 
in all the world was the one who went into the " valley of 
the shadow of death" and suffered the tortures of the 
damned to give him and me our existence. Yet by his vote 
he sent thousands of people in my State to bed the other 
night without food. · 

Mr. HOLADAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PARKS. I yield. 
Mr. HOLADAY. I would like to know what, if anything, 

the State government has done or is proposing to do for 
the relief of the citizens of Arkansas? 

Mr. PARKS. I will be delighted to tell the gentleman. 
The House of Representatives in the State of Arkansas, 
which is now in session, has passed a bill to provide for a 
bond issue of $15,000,000. It may pass the Senate, but they 
could not sell the bonds to save their lives. My God, do 
you think I would stand here and appeal to you for 500,000 
people if we could feed them? 
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Mr. HOLADAY . . Does the gentleman apprehend that the 

1 Senate will pass the bill? 
· Mr. PARKS. Probably. 

Mr. HOLADAY. But the gentleman is of the opinion that 
l the State bonds will not be marketable? 

Mr. PARKS. Oh, no. Your Liberty bonds under this ad-
1 ministration have gone down day by day. You can scarcely 
t. sell a Government bond at this time. These people are as 
, brave and honorable and chivalrous as any that ever walked 
i the earth. It is not their fault they are starving. 

Let me show you another thing. The gentleman from 
1 Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] came into this House in 
: 1914, in July, after disaster had come to the city of Salem, 
·Mass., and asked for $200,000 for those people-probably for 
t 50,000 people. Every man save one from my State rose and 
· voted to go into the Public Treasury and give to his people 
, the money which they needed to save them from distress. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman 
. yield? 

Mr. PARKS. Yes. 
Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Let me state to the 

gentleman that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
TREADWAY] does not speak for the people of Massachusetts. 

, [Applause.] 
Mr. PARKS. Ah, if the people of Massachusetts could 

speak to:..day across the hills and hollows, they would say, 
"We will meet you in a common brotherhood; we will do for 
you what you did for us." [Applause.] When disaster comes 
my people know neither East nor West nor South nor North. 
They would have contempt for me if I did not vote to relieve 
suffering in New York or Massachusetts as quickly as I would 
in Arkansas. 

Oh, I want to tell the distinguished floor leader, the gentle
man from Connecticut [Mr. TILsoN], who has always been 
courteous to me, when the war drums throbbed on every 
hilltop and in every valley in this Nation, when the earth 
trembled under the marching tread of the men in the blue 
and the men in the gray, his father and mine donned the 
same uniform, wore the same color, and marched away to 
do their bit in the red welter of war, and they came home 
after the war and were just as loyal to that flag yonder as 
any man on this earth. Yet he, knowing the desolation and 
the destitution of my State and my people, made a speech 
that ought to waken him in the night with remorse. 

Oh, men, I wish you could know the story I am telling you. 
Five hundred thousand noble people destitute and starving! 
Do you know what the Red Cross is doing? It is giving a 
family of five people $10 a month. Oh, I wish I had the 
power to-day to send out through this land a ringing call 
that would arouse people. What did your President say an 
hour ago? "If the Red Cross will acknowledge "-this is 
not his exact language-" If the Red Cross will admit they 
can not handle the situation, I will accept your bill." 
- Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PARKS. Certainly. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I was informed day before yesterday, 

and I understand this is general throughout various parts 
of the United States, that my home county of about 30,000 
-people, had sent 17 carloads of food and clothing into the 
drought-stricken areas. Is this distribution in excess of or 
is it included in the total allowance to each family? 

Mr. PARKS. Oh, I imagine it is not included in the 
money. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then it is true that in addition to what 
the Red Cross is giving in dollars there are great quantities 
of food and clothing going into that area for the relief of 
. the distressed people? 

Mr. PARKS. I have not a bit of doubt of it in the world. 
Oh, I would hate to think that people, wherever they lived 
in America, would not hear this call. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I Understand; but what I want to know 
is this-

Mr. PARKS. I imagine that food is all that is included in 
~$~ . 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then this $10 they are getting is sup
plemented by what they are getting_ from other sources.. -I-

want this inf9rmation, and I think. the House ought to 
have it. 

Mr. PARKS. I think the gentleman is right. I think the 
contributions of charity are in excess of the $10; but it fails 
to meet the real necessities by a great deal. 

Mr. DAVIS. 'Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PARKS. Yes. -
Mr. DAVIS. I may state that I know in sections of my 

State the Red Cross will not presume to aid any citizens ex
cept those who are without any resources or aid from any 
other source whatever, and if they can get help from other 
sources--landlords, relatives, or from the general public 
or anywhere else-the Red Cross declines to help; and when 
they do presume to help, when there are no other means 
available, they get just what the gentleman from Arkansas 
has said-the pitiable sum of $10 per month for a family of 
five, with an allowance to others in proportion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I would really like to get accurate infor
mation about this matter . 

Mr. PARKS. I am sure the gentleman does not know the 
conditions, and I am sure from statements that have been 
made on that side that you do not know what is happening. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Just a minute. I would like to see if we 
understand the matter, because I can not reconcile the gen
tleman's statement with the statement of the gentleman 
from 1rennessee. 

Mr. PARKS. I do not think there is any inconsistency in 
the two statements. 

Mi-. SIMMONS. Let me finish my statement. My under
standing from the gentleman's answer is that the contribu
tions of food and clothing that are being made from all over 
the United States for the drought-stricken areas are in 
addition to the aid being given by the Red Cross in dollars, 
to which reference has been made. •The answer of the gen
tleman from Tennessee would indicate that this is not so, 
and I think we ought to know what is the fact. 

Mr. PARKS. I think the gentleman misunderstands me 
and misunderstands the gentleman from Tennessee. Here is 
the_ situation. We can not keep track of the contributions 
that are made. If you should to-day send a contribution of 
clothing, like I know individuals have done from this city, 
nobody can keep track of that, but the average family of five 
are not drawing in rations from the Red Cross in excess of 
$10 a month, and that is the maximum. 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PARKS. With pleasure. 
Mr. BYRNS. It was testified before the committee the 

other day by Mr. Evans, a representative of the Red Cross, 
who has been in Arkansas for some time, that the total 
amount that was given by the Red Cross in the counties to 
which the gentleman refers is the amount stated by him. 
Now~ this is not ~given in money. 

Mr. PARKS. No. . 
Mr. BYRNS. It is given in food of a value amounting to 

the sum stated by the gentleman? 
Mr. PARKS. Yes. 
Mr. BYRNS. And that is all they get from the Red Cross? 
Mr. PARKS. Yes. Now, will you gentlemen listen to 

this statement from the Red Cross? I wired a gentleman 
in one of the counties, one of the richest and most fertile 
counties on the face of the earth, the county of my dis
tinguished colleague, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
DRIVER], and received this answer from one of the repre
sentatives of the Red Cross: 

Doctors advise more and greater variety of food is absolutely 
necessary. The farm relief seed bill is a failure with us. The 
livestock are starving. Our people favor the Robinson bill for 
$25,000,000. 

Men who were worth a fortune a year ago are to-day un
able to buy the necessaries for their families. Milk cows are 
being killed and eaten, although they are so poor that they 
are unfit for food. I say this with humiliation. 

Here is a letter from a former law partner of mine, R. L. 
Searcy, a man whom I loved like David loved Jonathan or 
Damon loved Pythias. He writes that in a town of 1,500 
people and in a splendid school to which children. came in 
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from the country, it was discovered some of the children were 
hiding away at lunch time. That was because they did not 
have anything for their lunch. The ladies of the town im- · 
mediately provided these little children with food. The 
pride and spirit of the children would not allow them to 
take food as a matter of charity. One little angel said that 
she did not .mind going to bed without any supper as she 
had had a fine lunch. In business there is competition and 
strife; in society there is envY and jealousy, but in the realm 
of childhood there is sincerity and truth. 
, -Mr. GOlDER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PARKS. I yield. 
Mr. GOLDER. Would the gentleman be in favor of a bill 

authorizing the Government to lend without interest a suffi
cient sum to the various states to be repair by the States 
when they could?. 

Mr. PARKS. They could not pay it. 
Mr. GOLDER. Could not they pay it in the next 10 years 

if they got the money without interest? 
Mr. PARKS. Why should the State borrow. the money? 

Here is a list since 1803 where this Congress has relieved 
the people when starving. My God, why are you not willing 
to give the starving people this amount? 

Mr. GOLDER. Irrespective of my desire. do I understand 
that t~e States would not accept a loan from the Govern
ment, that loan to be repaid without interest? 

Mr. DAVIS. If the gentleman from Arkansas will yield, 
I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania why this 

· section now sadly stricken should be expected to borrow 
money when time after time other sections of the country 
have not been required to borrow money? [Applause.] 

Mr. RAYBURN. Wo d Congress have the power tolend 
this money without the legislature having an opportunity 
to accept it? 

Mr. PARKS. No. 
Mr. LANHAM. Was there any prerequisite made for the 

contribution we made to Russia of $20,000,000? 
Mr. PARKS, None whatever. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. If the gentleman from 

Arkansas will permit I should like to add further, in this 
con:nection. that when the present occupant of the White 
House asked for $100,000,000 of Congress to feed the people 
of Belgium there was no serious objection, as I recall, to 
turning over public funds for the purpose of relieving suf
fering humanity in foreign lands and no Member of Con
gress on either side of this aisle, if I remember correctly, 
ever suggested that Belgium, Russia, or any of the other 
foreign governments should ever repay it. [Applause.] 
; · Mr. PARKS. Let me read from a celebrated correspond
.ent, Mr. Fletcher Chinault, of the Arkansas Gazette, who is 
in the center of this distress. He is among them. He hears 
the cry of the wolf of want at their very door. He says: 

It can not be possible for those who live in tall cities-

That does not apply to the gentleman who sits in the 
Speaker's chair, the gentleman from New York. Mr. LA
GuARDIA~ He has a heart of gold, even if he lives in the 
greatest city in the land. I have no prejudice against cities. 
The people who live in the cities are like those who live in 
the towns. 

When Jesus Christ walked the highways and the lanes of 
this earth, He never said a word about the salvation of your 
soul until He-first said," Feed the body." Wherever He went 
He said, "Feed them." The first miracle He performed was a 
miracle to nourish the human body. And after He had car
ried His cross up Calvary's Hill and paid the penalty for 
mankind, and when He had risen and made His appearance 
at the seashore, He said to the fishermen who were without 
food, "Cast your net on the other side," and they did; and 
then what was it He said when they came and asked Him 
what shall be done? 

When Simon Peter came and talked to Him, what did He 
say? Did He say seek the salvation of your soul? That 
was not what He said. No; He said, "Lovest thou Me?" 
And Simon Peter said, " Lord, Thou knowest that I love 
Thee." "Then, feed My lambs; feed .My lambs." Then 
Simon Peter came back. The Lord looked him in the eyes 

and said, " Peter, lovest thou Me? " And he said, " Lord 
Thou knowest I love Thee." And He said, " Feed My sheep, 
feed My sheep." 0 men, with hearts in you, may I appeal 
to you as Christ appealed to Peter? They are human be
ings-feed my lambs. 
; Just one other word, and I am through. I could read you 
hour after hour the testimony of the starving. 
; Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
; Mr. PARKS. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. From what source did the gentleman re
; ceive this information as to the destitute conditions in his 
~ state? 
) Mr. PARKS. I received it from the principal citizens 
whose telegrams I have put in the RECORD; and every morn-

1 ing in my office I receive it in every mail that comes, in 
heart-breaking letters from individuals who tell me about 

. it; and I receive it from the Red Cross, and from every 
county in my district~ and many other counties throughout 

·the State. 
Mr. PALMER. And the statements the gentleman makes 

are authentic? 
Mr. PARKS. Absolutely; and as I stand here in this 

body and look my colleagues in the face I tell you on my 
sacred word of honor that there are 500,000 people in ·a 
horrible condition of starvation, in spite of what the Red 
Cross is doing. 

Mr. PALMER. In face of the gentleman's statement, I 
think that we should take some action. 

Mr. PARKS. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PARKS. Yes. 
Mr. HUDSON. I apprehend the gentleman probably is to 

the best of his knowledge making as accurate a statement as 
he can make with reference to the conditions in his State. 
I do not question his statement. I simply say this: If you 
will take $25,000,000 and spread it over this Nation, to every 
part where there is a condition equal that there is in 
Arkansas, how much will there be left of the $25,000,000 for 
your 500,000 people? 

Mr. PARKS. I would do what we did for Belgium and 
Russia. I think the gentleman's uneasiness is well founded. 

Mr; HUDSON. - I come from possibly the greatest indus
trial district represented on this floor. I have a city of 
56,000 population that has spent already out of public 
sources a million dollars to relieve the conditions the gentle
man describes in Arkansas. My own home city of Lansing, 
not so badly situated, a little larger, has spent over $100,000, 
and, sir, I came back from campaigning in the territory adja
cent to Arkansas, where the wheat fields showed green, where 
the garden showed green, where the pastures showed green, 
back-into my home counties, where there had not been a 
drop of rain since June, and where every field was brown. I 
say to the gentleman that it is unfair to quote Scripture 
simply about the gentleman's situation, when that situation 
exists all over this country. What we need to do to-day is 
to use that love the gentleman speaks of, of our Blessed 
Lord and Saviour, to open the bowels of mercy for human
kind in this Nation, and there will be all the response that 
is needed. 

Mr. PARKS. That is what I am trying to get you to do. 
Mr. HUDSON. No; you are not, you are trying to get 

the Government to do it. 
Mr. PARKS. And still I quote Scripture, "And so far 

as the sections of the country where he found it had rained 
and where he found it had not, the Lord said that it rains 
on the just and the unjust." I say to you that if your peo
ple to-day were desolate and mine had prospered for a 
generation, I would be standing on this floor pleading to 
help your people, not putting a block in the way. When 
time is no ·more, and I stand to be judged with the quick 
and the dead, I can look my Creator in the face and say 
that by no word or act of mine did I ever strike the bread 
from· the hand of a starving child. Can you? 

One more word and I am through. We went to war in 
1917, and I dare say there has not been since Holy Writ 
was penned a mare .inspired document than the one that 
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' was delivered here by the man who told this country that 
.America had heard the call of civilization and was endeavor
ing to see that the torch of liberty should not fall from the 
hand of man. He could see little things as well as big 
things. May I tell the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
TREADWAY] that when he had his disaster at Salem and 
when the fire came to devastate your city, you had a real 
man in the White House. He did not ask you to wait and 
see what the conditions were, but he wired the Governor of 
Massachusetts that he would request the Federal Govern
ment to give $200,000 to the fire sufferers of Salem. He is 
the man whose memory will ever live. He was known by 
more men than any human being that ever lived on the 
face of the earth. The Arab iii his tented home in the desert 
bowed down and asked the god that he worshipped to bless 

· the great White Chief in the White House who ·was fighting 
the battle of the weak nations. 

Yes. Yonder under his thatched roof in the islands of the 
sea, in the jungles, the savage bowed down at night and 
prayed to whatever God he worshiped and asked that the 
great Chieftain of the white man be given strength that the 
humble of the earth might receive the blessings he fought 
for. Men who never heard of Napoleon or Julius C:esar 
or Jesus Christ bowed down at night and asked their God 
to bless this altruistic, Christian statesman. And yet, men 
stand on the .floor and denounce my people because they are 
suffering and poor. 

Mr. GLOVER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PARKS. I yield. 
Mr. GLOVER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. _Hun

soN] made the statement a while ago that in his campaign, 
around through Arkansas he saw wonderful green wheat 
fields. Would he do us the kindness to tell us where he saw 
them in Arkansas? 

Mr. HUDSON. I wish the gentleman might hear a Mem
ber when he makes a remark. I said nothing about being 
in Arkansas. 

Mr. GLOVER. I understood the gentleman to say he had 
been down there and had seen it. · 

Mr. HUDSON. I did not. I said adjacent to Arkansas, 
and I suppose, as the distinguished gentleman from Arkan
sas [Mr. PARKS] said, the rain had fallen on the just and the 
unjust alike. 

Mr. GLOVER. I understood the gentleman to say he saw 
the green wheat fields in Arkansas. I have not seen them. 

Mr. PARKS. I appreciate your kindness in listening to 
me. I am not talking to you in idleness but in the hope, as 
the gentleman said over there, that somebody will under
stand the situation. I can give you testimony by thousands 
as to what is happening if you want to knbw. 

The emblem of liberty and Christian civilization waves 
over the head of the Speaker of this House, the American 
flag. We went to war in 1917 to preserve it. We had never 
sent our men across the seas before. True, we had sent them 
across the Rio Grande in the days gone by, and they carried 
that emblem up the heights of Chapultepec until it waved in 
triumph over the land of the Montezumas. We sent them 
across the Gulf to strike the shackles of slavery from arms 
that had been bound for a century; but they had never 
gone across the seas until you heard the Macedonian cry in 
1917. It comes to you again to-day in a smaller way from 
my starving people. 

They told me this story, and I heard it on this floor once. 
It is fiction, I assume. An American doughboy lay dying on 
the field of battle in a foreign land far from home, and an 
angel came as an escort to carry his spirit across to live for
ever in the beautiful land of the leaL As the flag floated 
over him the angel said, "What strange banner is this? I 
have never seen it before." 

And this boy as his blood stained the flowers around him 
said, " This is the emblem of Christian civilization. This 
is the emblem of human liberty. This is the flag of my 
country." The angel said, "Yes; that may be true. I have 
seen the tricolor of France, the British lion, the dragon of 
China, and the Russian bear go down in the red welter" of 
war, but I never saw that banner beforet The boy as he 

Jooked at the flag with dimming eyes as his blood flowed 
and strength weakened said, " These beautiful stripes of red 
declare that on the battlefields of my country we have given 
the purest blood that , ever flowed in the veins of. man. 
These beautiful stripes of white proclaim the nobleness of 
our purpose. Those stars set in an azure field, as beautiful 
and bright and scintillating as the star of Bethlehem, de
clare and proclaim that no nation or no man can tarnish 
or pull them down. It is as eternal as time itself." 

For the American ex-service man now in want I plead. 
For his people and for those for whom he fought I ask you 
to hear me. [.Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mi. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, we have just listened with 
much interest and appreciation to the fervent plea of my 
friend from Arkansas [Mr. PARKS]. He has forcefully told 
of the terrible conditions existing in the drought sections of 
his State. He says his constituents are in dire need of food 
and clothing. The condition which has brought about this 
suffering in our land has not come by accident, but has come 
largely by unusual laws and practices which have been put 
into effect in our American Government during the past few 
years. Of course the drought has brought to a head this 
terrible panic. The laws and regulations and general prac
tices of the administration which have dominated our Gov
ernment affairs for the last few years, in my opinion, are at 
least in part to blame for the present suffering in our 
country, therefore the Republican Party, which is now in 
power and has been for many years, must share in this 
responsibility. 

Of course, these distressful con tions are not brought 
about overnight. They often come from continuous condi
tions as same as the body may weaken and perish from the 
inroads of a terrible disease. Unjust and inadequate laws 
must be to blame for a portion of existing conditions. The 
laws and national practices of the Republican administra
tion have aided in making millionaires of the few and beggars 
of the many; yes, of the rank and file of our great Ameri
can people. By protecting and fostering monopoly and spe
cial privilege you have almost wrecked the very economic 
existence of our country. Our country to-day, financially 
and industriallY, is in much worse condition than many of 
you realize. Let us stop and take stock for just a moment. 

We find, for instance, that in 1930 the finished steel output 
of our country was 26,600,000 tons as compared with 40,-
600,000 tons in 1929. We find that in 1930 the steel produc
tion of our country represented only 63.7 per cent of its 
producing capacity. We find that in the United States in 
1929 there were made 5,358,420 automobiles, and the auto
mobile industry is a pretty good index of the general condi
tion of our country. We find that in 1930 there were only 
3,350,306 automobiles manufactured. We find also that in 
1929 the automobile industry of our country consumed 18 
per cent of the steel used, 84 per cent of the rubber, 73 per 
cent of the plate glass, 50 per cent of the upholstery leather, 
17 per cent of the hardwood, 37 per cent of t:he aluminum, 
15 per cent of the copper, 23 per cent of the tin, 31 per cent 
of the lead, 5 per cent of the zinc, 26 per cent of the nickel, 
and 9 per cent of the cotton used in the country. 

As the automobile industry of our country has decreased, 
so have these various other industries decreased. We find a 
general factory decline in the year 1930 as compared with 
the year 1929 of almost 37 per cent, the lowest we have had 
since 1921. We find that the wholesale trade of our country 
in 1930 suffered a 25 per cent reduction over 1929. We find 
that the commodity prices of almost aU of' the leading com
modities of our country are from 10 to 18 per cent, in some 
cases 50 per cent, less than they were in 1929. We find that 
the amount of cotton consumed is something like 30 per 
cent less in 1930 than it was in 1929. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. As a matter of fact, everything seems 

to be wrong. Everything has gone down. 
Mr. GREEN. Almost all of the industries of our country 

show an appalling decline. Exports and imports during 



1931 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 3907 
1930 dropped about one-third; in fact,- our foreign trade has 
decreased to an alarming degree. 

Mr. GOLDER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. GOLDER. The gentleman does not mean to blame 

the drought conditions on the matters of which he is 
speaking? 

Mr. GREEN. Not by any means. The drought is beyond 
the control of man, but other things have contributed to 
this condition, for instance, the cancellation by the Repub
lican administration of foreign debts owed our Government; 
the refund of taxes to millionaire corporations and indi
viduals; blatant extravagance in national administration; 
unnecessary and unwise expenditures of public funds, of the 
taxpayers' money; refusal to curb the greedy operations of 
the various monopolies which are flourishing even now; and 
numbers of other causes have contributed to the panic which 
now enshrouds our country. 

We find to-day that there are something like 6,000,000 
people unemployed in our land. Some place the number 
far greater than 6,000,000. We find that during 1929 there 
was paid to the wage earners of the United States, exclusive 
of those employed by the Government and on the farms, 
the sum of approximately $45,000,000,000, but that during 
the year 1930 there was paid approximately $35,000,000,000. 
When you kill the earning power of your citizens you stop 
their purchasing power. People can not buy unless they 
have the money to buy with. 

My friends, it seems that our country is in an unusual 
condition, and we all realize that this has been brought 
about gradually but surely by the policies which have ob
tained largely during this Republican administration. We 
find that there has been a very sharp decrease in the 
amount of money paid into the Federal Treasury, largely by 
reason of the general industrial conditions and the income 
reduction of the various industries and individuals of our 
country. 

I shall not enumerate them, but there is one thing that 
is of unusual interest along this line and that is that in 
spite of all these adversities and in spite of all the poverty 
which reigns throughout the land the national income of 
the American people in .1930 was estimated at $75,000,000,000. 
We find, my friends, that in 1928 it was $84,000,000,000; in 
1929, $83,000,000,000; and in 1930, $75,000,000,000. We find 
that the savings accounts in our banks have increased with 
this staggering figure of $75,000,000,000 income in 1930. It 
is so improperly distributed among the people that millions 
are unemployed and thousands are in dire poverty and 
hungry. We find another thing which is rather unusual, 
that the amount of tax paid, on the average, per capita in 
1890 was $13.88 and in 1928, the last figures which I have, it 
·was $77.39. 

We find that the tax laws and other laws of· our land 
have been so shaped largely by the Republican administra
tion, which dominates the country, as to permit the wealth 
of our land to drift into the hands of a petty few, and that 
these laws have made millionaires and millionaire corpora
tions and combines on the one hand and paupers and beg
gars on the other. Yes, my friends, we have been existing 
under Republican reign; they are drunk and dazzling with 
their own power; how will it last? We .find that when these 
millionaires and millionaire corporations desire a rebate on 
taxes from the Federal Treasury they go to their friend 
Mellon, the Secretary of the Treasury, and with what re
sults? Make your own answer. But does the same obtain 
with reference to the average taxpayer? Taxes, taxes, for 
the average taxpayer there is no end to his paying. My 
colleagues, I deplore such conditions. It must be remedied. 

My friends, great need is in our land, poverty is stalking 
on all sides, hundreds of thousands of our people are to-day 
seeking charity. My colleague, the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. PARKS], tells us that 500,000 in his State are in need of 
something to eat, the Red Cross is begging throughout our 
land from those who have hoarded up their millions, largely 
through Republican protection, begging them to give money 
to feed the people of our land. He [Mr. PARKS] tells us that 
600,000 in his small State are now in· dire want. 

Two or three nights ago I heard a great program over the 
radio, in which Will Rogers and a number of others under
took to portray the need for instant contributions to the Red 
Cross. 

My friends, I was moved to tears when a farmer in 
Arkansas, speaking on this program, told of the adversity 
and suffering which he and his neighbors are enduring. He 
told how they had only a short while ago prospered and 
enjoyed this world's goods and comforts, but how they were 
now reduced to hunger. His story was pathetic and touch
ing; yes, it would have melted the heart of stone. He con
cluded with these words," We are now beggars "-with these 
words he choked with American pride and sobbed as a 
child. Two children and a mother also spoke to the great 
invisible audience and pictured their distressed and depend
ent condition. They told of those who were hungry, those 
who were ill but unable to pay for or obtain medical assist
ance; yes, my friends, here in the richest nation in the 
world, and in spite of all this suffering you Republicans 
have defeated our efforts to appropriate to buy them the 
dire necessities of life itself. What kind of men are you? 
Have you no feeling for suffering, helpless men, women, and 
children? Why, I read of a family of five or more surviv
ing on, I believe, $5 worth of food every two weeks; possibly 
$10. They have only one meal a day, and the father says he 
often does without his in order that his starving children 
may have more. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman is making a good 

speech, and I am in sympathy with the gentleman's ideas, 
but will the gentleman give us some thought as to what he 
would do and how he would remedy this condition? 

Mr. GREEN. I will come to that later. We find that in 
the United States to-day there are about 850,000,000 bushels 
of wheat; we find that in the United States to-day there 
are now 2,081,000,000 bushels of corn; 50,234,000 bushels of 
rye; 1,402,000,000 bushels of oats; 163,543,000 bushels of 
apples; 94,000,000 tons of hay; and this year there were 
14,243,000 bales of cotton made. The yield of nearly all 
other staple crops are larger for 1930 than in 1929, a surplus 
of almost all agricultural crops, and yet our people are 
freezing in the cold sections of our country and hungry in 
almost all parts of our land. All of the com bins and wheat 
bins are bursting with their heavY load of wheat and rye 
and corn, yet millions of our people in civilized America are 
to-day begging for something to eat. 

My friends on the Republican side, I want to know how 
you can answer the starving millions of our land when there 
is the largest crop of all edibles raised in our land with the 
exception of com and hay. How can you answer when you 
know that people are starving throughout the land, and 
yet you come in here and vote against anything to feed 
them out of the Federal Treasury. You can give $20,000,-
000 to feed the Russians; you can give $100,000,000 to feed 
the Belgians; you can give $200,000 to feed those in Massa
chusetts; you can give to charity here and you can give to 
charity there. Yes; this $20,000,000 was Federal aid and 
would have come out of the Nation's Treasury, and you 
know it; yet it was given to feed starving Russians. Yes; 
this was to feed foreigners; yet you are unwilling to feed 
perishing Americans. I say give the preference to Amer
icans always; with me, America first. 

Yes; you could send the then apparently Democratic Mr. 
Hoover to feed the starving foreigners; will you now au
thorize the now apparently Republican Honorable President 
Hoover to feed the hungry multitudes of Americans? He 
could then adininister unto the Belgians and other peoples 
of foreign lands, and to-day his own land and his own people 
are begging for something to eat and he and his party are 
standing in the way of a single contribution from the Fed
eral Treasury. Will America approve such glaring discrimi
nations? I say not. 

Mr. GOLDER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. GOLDER. Can the gentleman tell us the amount of 

food that has been raised in the respective States? 
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Mr. GREEN. No; I am sorry; but· I may not be able to 

give it accurately off -hand. 
Mr. GOLDER. I may say to the gentleman, without 

meaning to detract from his statement, that the income
tax reports show that in Arkansas, for which State I have 
the greatest sympathy, last year the income in that State 
was at least $80,000,000. 

Mr. GREEN. But what is it to-day? To-day they can 
not get food and other necessities of life. ' Their banks are 
gone. Their crops failed. They are in poverty. They are 
getting one meal a day. Did you not read the other day 
where there was a man who said he could not eat but one 
meal a day, because if he did his own children would perish? 
Did not the gentleman from Arkansas tell you that the many 
school children have nothing in their lunch pails? Did you 
not read the other day where right down here in Virginia 
a man who was working on the road was eating nothing 
but potato peelings for his noonday meal? His fellow work
ers slipped some bread in his pail and threw out his peelings 
when they learned he had nothing to eat. He expressed his 
regret by saying, "I am sorry you threw away my peelings, 
I could have eaten them and could have taken this bread 
to my hungry children." 

How can you reconcile the splendor and luxury of our 
land with such dire poverty of the rank and file, who are 
rearing children to carry on the destinies of our country 
to-morrow? Have you no sympathy or feeling for these 
patriotic and proud citizens who are fighting a losing battle 
for their sole existence? How would you like to shovel dirt 
or rock on the road on nothing to eat but potato peelings? 
How can you reconcile any such forced condition of present
day Republican prosperity? [Applause.] May I remind 
.you also that there are 13,890,000 horses in our country and 
56,389,000 cattle in our country, and yet our people are 
starving for something to eat. There are 47,000,000 sheep 
in our country, and I am sure you can find people in this 
city who have not had a lamb chop or piece of steak in the 
last 60 days. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. ALLGOOD. In regard to the amount of livestock, I 

saw in the morning's paper where the value of livestock in 
the United States had increased $1,500,000,000. 

Mr. GREEN. And yet our people are ·hungry and can not 
obtain the necessities of life. We are the richest nation in 
all the world, and I read just the other day in the Wash
ington Star about a young man who had come here from 
Texas, a young man 19 years of age, and he collapsed in a 
cafe while begging for something to eat-in Washington, in 
the very shadow of the dome of our Capitol-and when he 
was taken to the hospital and finally regained consciousness 
they asked him what was the trouble, and he said, " I have 
not had a mouthful to eat in three days." He was perishing 
on the streets here for want of something to eat in the 
richest nation in the world. How can those who are a part 
of the Republican administration reconcile the conditions 
of our country as they exist and tell our people that they are 
doing what they should to protect and assist them and their 
dependents? 

PAY SOLDIERS' BONUS 

Yes; I have a solution and I am glad the gentleman asked 
that question. The very first thing I should do, if we could 
get the Republicans to agree to do it, would be to pay in 
cash, and in full and at once, the bonus certificate to the 
soldiers. That would be the first thing. [Applause.] I 
would disseminate this money to them throughout the va
rious sections of our country. If they could be drawn upon 
to defend our Nation in its time of peril", are they not now 
entitled to receive payment by the Government for their just 
services rendered at a time when their Nation was in peril? 
I say they are. This debt should be paid now. 

If you do not want to pay them in cash I have a splendid 
suggestion ofiered by a constituent of mine, the Hon. J. M. 
McKinney, of Cross City, himself a worthy and gallant sol

. dier of the World War, and it is this: That you issue to 
each veteran a Government bond to take up his soldier's 

·bonus certificate, issue bondS in the denomination of $250 
and $500 and $1,000 and let him turn in his certificate and 
receive the bond. Let the bonds bear the usual rate of 
Government interest. Let him sell the bond if he wants to, 
and if he does not he may put it in hts safety box. It is 
good and drawing interest for the soldier. 

Oh, some Republicans say the Government may not be 
able to sell the bonds necessary to pay in cash these bonus 
certificates. Can not you give the veteran a Government 
bond in lieu of the certificate and let him sell it if he 
chooses? What is· there wrong about that? He is not com
pelled to sell if he does not want to. I prefer payment in 
full in cash now, but he would prefer a Government bond 
in preference to his present certificate. 

ADDITIONAL FEDERAL BUILDINGS 

As a further measure to reduce unemployment and pro
mote the economic life of our country I have introduced 
H . . R. 10573. I have not time to go into the details, but 
under the provisions of the bill there will be made an appro
priation to each congressional district in the United States 
of half a million dollars to be used in the construction of 
Federal buildings for first, second, and third class post 
offices, using local material when possible, local contractors, 
local labor. Local attorneys would pass title on land to be 
acquired for building and local architects would also be 
employed. In districts where no buildings are needed, then 
the money would revert to the Treasury. 

My Democratic colleagues will recall how we have tried 
in vain to get some voice in allocation of funds recently 
appropriated for Federal buildings. Under my bill the funds 
would be equally distributed to all congressional districts in
stead of being left in charge of two or three Republican 
bureaucrats. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex
pired. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman five minutes 
more. 

Mr. GREEN. Instead of that I will tell you what you are 
doing. You are tearing down such buildings as this mag
nificent post-office building down here on Pennsylvania 
Avenue in the District. That building is worth probably 
millions of dollars. It would be a credit to any city in my 
State. And yet the Republicans are going to tear it down 
and build one that will look good, because some Tom, Dick. 
or Harry says that it does not look up to date in archi
tecture. To me it is absolutely absurd to tear tlown a build
ing like that building and destroy its value when people in 
this country are starving, and you know it. I can not under
stand how men can become drunk with their own power 
and go so far as to squander the taxpayers' money when we 
have starving people in dillerent sections of the country. 
and when my district needs Federal buildings so badly. 

Now I want to tell you Republicans something else with 
reference to this new building they are building down here 
for the Department of Commerce. The papers tell us they 
are going to spend $82,000 in order to have the offices of 
these high moguls kept cool with the fresh waters from Old 
Timber Creek. I do not understand how men of good judg
ment can become so drunk with their own power that they 
can forget the wants of our people and squander the money 
of the taxpayers in such a reckless and ruthless manner 
and our people in want throughout the land and my people 
begging for post-office buildings. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN. I yield. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I think the gentleman does not want the 

RECORD to show in his statement that at the present time 
the Post Office Department Building on the A venue is being 
torn down. I understand that eventually under the program 
it will be removed. 

Mr. GREEN. Oh, they are not doing it at the present 
moment, but it is in their plan, and will be done if we Demo
crats can not stop it. I understand they are going to tear 
down also the railroad building near it, which would be a 
credit to any city in the average State, because it does not 
look good. 



. 1931 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE .3909 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

. yield? 
Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman gave us one solution 

about paying a bonus to the veterans. He said something 
about the millions of bushels of wheat on hand. What 
would the gentleman do with the wheat to alleviate the 
suffering? 

Mr. GREEN. I should turn over to the Federal Govern
ment. to be distributed through the Red Cross or otherwise, 
at least the quanti~y of wheat now held by the Federal Farm 
Board; supply it to the needy for food. Another bill that I 
have that could take care of my State, at least, is H. R. 
16628, which provides for reimbursement of part of the 
losses my people suffered during the fruit-fiy campaign. 

Those who suffered from the campaign to eradicate the 
· pink boll weevil and the campaign to eradicate the foot and 
· mouth disease have been repaid, and, yet, after almost two 
years since the Federal Department of Agriculture went to 
Florida and ruthlessly and perhaps necessarily, destroyed 
millions of dollars worth of the property of the citizens, 
they have not yet received a penny for it, and plead all we 
may, request all we may, we have been unable to get reim
bursement for them. I shall deeply appreciate it if my 
colleagues will cooperate with me in bringing this just relief 
to our Florida people. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MAPES]. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, to refer for a moment to the 
bill under consideration, I rise to give notice that during the 
consideration of the bill under the 5-minute rule I shall offer 
an amendment which will be in the nature of legislation 
·and, therefore, subject to the point of order that it is legis
lation on an appropriation bill. However, I hope it will so 
appeal to the membership of the House that no point of 
order will be made against it. The purpose of the amend
ment is to continue the select committee of the House study
ing the fiscal relations between the District of Columbia and 
the Federal Government after the 4th of March. The pres
ent Congress, of course, ceases on the 4th of March, and any 
committee of the House of Representatives appointed by 
simple resolution of the House also ceases to exist at that 
time. The seleCt Committee on Fiscal Relations has found 
that it will not be able to complete satisfactorily the work 
assigned to it before the adjournment of this Congress, and 
at a session some time ago unanimously voted to suggest that 

· appropriate action be taken to continue the life of the com
mittee. Accordingly, after consulting with the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. SIMMoNs], chairman of this subcom-

. mittee of the Committee on Appropriations having charge 
of the District appropriations bill, this course has been de
cided upon. The Committee on Appropriations is sensitive 
about putting legislation on appropriation bills. I am mak
ing this statement at the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. SIMMONS], chairman of this subcommittee, so 
that the House may have full notice of what is proposed to 

· be done. I trust there will be no opposition to it. It is 
merely a method of continuing the select committee for a 
time after the adjournment of this Congress so that it may 
complete its work. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAPES. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. How many members of this 

committee are Members elect of the next Congress? 
Mr. MAPES. There are seven members of the committee 

and all of them are Members elect of the next Congress. 
Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk and ask to have read 

in my time the amendment which I propose to offer. 
The CHAffiMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will 

read. 
There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 

SELECT COMMITI'EE ON FISCAL RELA~ONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Those members of the Select Committee on Fiscal Relations, 
House of Representatives, appointed pursuant to Hous~ Resolu
tion No. 285, Seventy-first Congress, who are Members elect to 
the Seventy-second Congress, or a majority of them, "during the 

period from March 4 to December 31, 1931, inclusive, are hereby 
authorized to continue the investigations and to have the author
ity and privileges provided in such House resolution. Any un
obligated balance on March 4, 1931, in the allocation made to 
such select committee from the contingent fund of the House, 
under the authority of House Resolution No. 329, Seventy-first 
Congress, shall remain to the credit of such committee as con
tinued hereby, to be paid out on the usual vouchers approved 
as now provided by law. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add just this 
further word: The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SIM
MONs], I am informed, . told the full committee of the 
Committee on Appropriations that some such amendment 
as this would be offered to the bill under the 5-minute rule, 
and, as I said, I make this statement now so that the 
general membership of the House may be fully informed of 
the purpose sought to be accomplished. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I shall take a few mo
ments for myself. A considerable discussion has been had in 
the House at difierent times regarding the matter of cash
ing adjusted-compensation certificates. Presentation of all 
sides of the matter should be had. A statement was made 
before the Committee on Ways and Means by General Hines 
of the Veterans' Administration, former Director of the 
Veterans' Bureau, upon that subject matter. I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by in
cluding about two pages of the summary of that discussion 
on the part of General Hines. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD in 
the manner indicated. Is . there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
General HINEs. Yes; I talked about those; but we have found 

this, Congress.man, that due to conditions we have had a greater 
number of applications for disability compensation filed during 
this year than heretofore, and many of those claims are good 
claims. We lay it primarily to the fact that a number of veterans 
undoubtedly were endeavoring to carry on and had no intention 
of applying to the Government for relief until they found them
selves out of employment and in need and they filed, having pro
tected their · claims at a prior time by receiving from the Govern
ment a certificate of injury or disability, which they used. 

Previous to this time in coming before your committee on pend
ing legislation I have been able to offer for your consideration 
suggestions as to the best method, in my opinion, of meeting the 
need sought to be provided by the various bills introduced in the 
House and before you for consideration. In this instance, how
ever, I must confess I am unable to offer any suggested legislative 
solution of the problem confronting you. 

Four· different general plans for providing additional payments 
under the World War adjusted compensation act have been pre
sented to you for consideration: 

1. The payment of the face value of all adjusted-service cer
tificates. 

2. The payment of the present value of all adjusted-service 
certificates. 

3. The payment of adjusted-service credits, plus 25 per cent, 
plus 4 per cent interest, to the present time. 

4. Increased loans. 
Undoubtedly from a financial standpoint the least costly and 

therefore from that standpoint the best would be the fourth plan, 
namely, that to increase the loan values on the certificates. Like
wise, this plan has the merit of not requiring the surrender of the 
certificates in order to secure additional funds. However, it would 
not be actuarially sound to increase to any great extent the present 
loan values on these certificates, and, in my opinion, a slight in
crease would be of little benefit and would only result in piddling 
away of an additional amount which would be charged against the 
face value of the certificate. The first three plans mentioned, 
while providing a real measure of cash relief, are, according to the 
Secretary of the Treasury and other financial experts, unsound 
from a financial and economic standpoint. Therefore, I find my
self in the predicament of being unable to recommend one plan 
because of the inadequacy of the relief afforded and the others 
because of their adverse effect on the finances of the country. 

It 1s my honest belief that a great deal of misunderstanding has 
arisen among veterans as to just what their certificates represent. 
I believe many of them are of the opinion that the face value 
of the certificate is the value of the certificates at this time. U 
it could be explained to them just what the present value repre
sents in cash, I do not believe that there would be any serious 
demand for this cash payment. Further, it goes without saying 
that the average veteran would not advocate or favor any proposal 
which would disrupt, or tend to disrupt, the fiscal policies of the 
Government, or which would adversely affect the economic situa
tion of the country or the public welfare. 

As I see it the veterans of the country may be divided into 
three groups. The first group are those to whom the adjusted
service certificate is just another security in the strong box. 
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While undoubtedly the munber of men in this group is not large, 
still there are a considerable number of ex-service men in such 
circumstances. Certainly this group of ex-service men do not need 
cash or assistance from the Government at this time, and there 
is no reason why the Government should strain its resources to 
pay to-day an obligation due them in 1945. 

The second group, and I believe the largest grm1p O'f ex-service 
men, are those who, while working for a living, are employed and 
earning enough to support themselves and their families. It is 
probably true that the majority of this group of ex-service men 
are not able to save much, if anything, and th~t these certificates 
represent not only their sole investment or savings, but their only 
life insurance. Further undoubtedly many of them have borrowed 
on their certificates. However, I will · venture to say in most cases 
they have spent the money so obtained on other than bare neces
sities. While a part of this group undoubtedly could use addi
tional amounts of cash to advantage, I believe such amounts, to 
a great extent, would be expended for other than necessities of 
life. In other words, there is no actual need for relief. Therefore 
the payment of any additional cash on the basis of these adjusted
service certificates, in so far as this group are concerned, can not 
be said to be essential, and to offer them an inducement to cash 
in their certificates would, in my opinion, be most unwise. 

The third group of ex-service men are those, especiaHy the ones 
with families, who are out of work and are now in dire need. 
Undoubtedly this group, which consists of a considerable number, 
could well use and would take any cash settlement offered to them. 
They have already borrowed on their certificates to the maximum 
and are in need of assistance at this time. But should we force 
them to surrender this investment, which is without question the 
only investment or 11fe insurance which they have, in order to 
secure aid to bridge this period of economic depression. Would it 
not be better to help them find jobs and assist them by creating 
more jobs than to make them pay their own way out of their only 
savings through this period of distress. They are only a compo
nent part of thousands of American citizens who are in such cir
cumstances. If we are to provide direct relief to the other citizens, 
why should not these ex-service men be permitted to keep their 
adjusted-service certificates and likewise benefit by such direct
relief measures as are provided. The American Legion and other 
ex-service organizations are helping these men to secure jobs. 
These organizations, through their welfare and other funds, are 
assisting in taking care of them and their famtlies until they can 
secure jobs. It seems to me that this problem will be better met 
in this way and that the soldier will be better off by so meeting it. 
As I previously stated concerning this group, there can be no 
question of need for assistance, but is there any greater need and 
have they any more right to look to their Government for assist-

. ance than their equally unfortunate neighbors who . were too old 
or too young to serve? 

Also, while it seems to me the country owes a greater duty to the 
disabled ex-service men, whether disabled through disease or age, 
and to the widows and orphans of deceased ex-service men than 
which it owes to its other citizens, it also seems to me that it owes 
only the same duty · to the able-bodied ex-service men and their 
families as it owes to every other citizen. 

I realize it is contended that this is money due the ex-service 
men but, as I understand it, outside of the present and future 
loan values, no money is due on these certificates until 194"5 unless 

· the holders die prior to that date. Therefore, I can see no reason 
why the Government should advance the date of maturity at this 
time. I am firmly of the opinion that if these certificates are paid 
off at any value less than their face value the ex-service men of 
the country will feel that they have been forced to sacrifice the 
true amount which is due them .and that after ..the amounts pro
vided are paid and spent they will come back and demand that 
the difference between such amounts and the face value be paid 
to them. 

There is one phase of this matter which I think merits par
ticular attention and which, to my mind, if no other, would pre
vent my recommending any of the plans which would involve the 
surrendering of these certificates or the greater impairment of 
their value, and that is the benefit which is derived from these 
certificates when the ex-service man dies, leaving a widow and 

. children. If the members of this committee could but see the 
good which is accomplished in such cases-and I might say that 
75 per cent of the veterans have dependents-! am sure you would 

. agree with me. I do not believe that I am overestimating when 
I say that 98 per cent of the ex-service men who died leave no 
other assets than the proceeds of their adjusted-service certificates. 

- In other words, these amounts represent the only money left to 
help span the period between the date of death of the soldier and 
the date of adjustment by the widow to her new conditions in 
life. I should be glad 1! the committee would see fit to call 
before it those in the bureau and those in the American Legion 
and other ex-service organizations who are daily confronted with 
the problem of caring for the widows and orphans of these de
ceased ex-service men. I am sure they would advise the com
mittee of the inestimable amount of benefit which flows from the 
proceeds of these certificates and would advise against any legis
lation which would take away this godsend to the widows and 
orphans of these ex-service men. 

Mr. Chairman, I realize that in making this statement I have 
offered no legislative solution to this most perplexing problem of 
what should be done about paying the bonus, but my best advice 
is that the Congress should give consideration to the further ex
tension of benefits to the disabled, to the widows and orphans of 
deceased ex-service ~en, and to the building of additional hos-

pitals and soldiers' homes to care for the sick, and leave the 
able-bodied ex-service men to tak~ their places along with the 
other citizens of the country in working out their own salvation 
during these distressing times. Certainly, he has this advantage 
over the average citizen-that is, an excellent investment, which 
has a loan value and which is a protection for his family in the 
event of his death and for him in his old age. 

In closing, gentlemen of the committee, I would Invite atten
tion to the fact that the appropriations which you approved in 
the House the other day for veterans' relief for the fiscal year 
1932 were nearly $900,000,000; that these expenditures will un
doubtedly increase under existi~ law and that additional costly 
legislat ion will be needed and later enacted into law. Therefore, 
it seems to me we should pause and think of the possible effect 
t he acceleration or the increasing of this enormous liability of 
the Government will have on future legislation for the disabled 
and widows and orphans. I believe we have reached a point in 
connection with veterans' relief when we must give serious con
sideration to where we are going. It would be a pity, in my 
judgment, to have public opinion turned against relief measures 
for disabled veterans because of any unwise legislation for the 
able-bodied. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to express to the committee my appre
ciation for the patience and great courtesy you have extended to 
me. I will be glad to furnish additional information or to answer 
additional questions, and am at the disposal of the committee in 
any steps you may decide to take. I thank you. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com
mittee do now rise. 

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

resumed the chair, Mr. LAGUARDIA, Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re
ported that that committee had had under consideration 
the bill H. R. 16738, the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the House of the following 
titles, which were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 2936. An act to provide for a preliminary examina
tion of the Tittabawassee and Chippewa Rivers, Mich., and 
San Juan River, N.Mex., with a view to the prevention and 
control of floods; and 

H. R. 14040. An act to enable the Secretary of the Treas
ury to expedite work on the Federal-building program au
thorized by the act of Congress entitled "A:p. act to provide 
for the construction of certain public buildings, and for 
other purposes," approved May-25, 1926, and acts amenda
tory thereof. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills 
of the Senate of the following titles: 

S. 4944. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
River at or near Dahlgren, Va.; 

S. 5319. An act to grant the consent of Congress to the 
Highway Department of the State of Tennessee to construct 
a bridge across the French Broad River on the proposed 
Morristown-Newport Road between Jefferson and Cocke 
Counties, Tenn.; and 

S. 5360. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or n~r ~andolph, Mo . 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
47 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, 
Wednesday, February 4, 1931, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, February 4, 1931, 
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several 
committees: 1 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

00 a.m.> 

I 

To amend subsection (a) of section 1 of an act entitled : 
"An act for the acquisition, establishment, and development I 



. . 
1931-"- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· HOUSE 3911 

. ' 
of · the George 'WashirigtOn Memorial . Parkway along. the 
Potomac from Mount Vernon and Fort Washington to the 
Great Falls, and to provide for the acqUisition of lands in 
the District of Columbia and the States of Maryland and 
Virginia requisite to the comprehensive park, parkway, and 
playground system of the National Capital," approved May 
29, 1930 (H. R. 16218). 

To authorize the acquisition of additional land for en-
larging the Capitol Grounds <H. R. 16703). · 

To amend the act approved March 4, 1929, entitled "An 
act to provide for the enlarging of the· Capitol Grounds" 
(H. R. 16340). 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 

(10.30 a. m.> 
To amend section 5216 of the Revised Statutes of the 

United States (H. R. 12490.). 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 

(10 a.m.) 
To consider bills for the immediate payment of adjusted

compensation certificates. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 

" were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
812. A communication from the President of the United 

States, transmitting an eStimate of appropriation for the 
Nayy Department for salaries, office of the Secretary of the 
Nayy, for the fiscal year 1932, amounting to $5,420, which is 
supplemental to the estimate of $211,960 contained in the 
Budget for the fiscal year 1932 <IL Doc. No. 733); · to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

813. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting estimate of appropriations submitted by 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, to pay claims 
and causes of action which have been settled by them under 
the provisions of the act entitled "An act authorizing the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to settle claims 
and suits against the District of Coll.Ullbia," approved Febru
ary 11, 1929 (45 Stat. 1160), as amended, amounting to 
$19;114.18 <H. Doc. No. 734) ; to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITI'EES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. WASON: Joint Committee on the Disposition of 

Useless Executive Papers. A report on· the disposition of 
useless papers in the Government Printing Office (Rept. No. 
24 70) . Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LEA VITI': Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 13293.. 
A bill to provide funds for cooperation with the school board 
at Frazer, Mon~ in the construction of a high-school build
ing to be available to Indian children of the Fort Peck 
Indian Reservation; without amendment (Rept. No. 2474). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. LEA VITI': Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 15601. 
A bill to provide funds for cooperation with the school board 
at Poplar, Mont.. in the extension of the high-school build
ing to be available to Indian children of the Fort Peck 
Indian Reservation; without amendment (Rept. No. 2475). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana: Committee on Indian Affairs. 
S. 873. An act to supplement the act entitled "An act fOl' 
the relief of certain nations or tribes of Indians in Montana, 
Idaho, and Washington," approved March 13, 1924; With 
amendment <Rept. No. 2476). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PEAVEY: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 11281. 
A bill authorizing a per capita payment of $100 to the mem
bers of the Menominee Tribe of Indians of Wisconsin from 
funds on deposit to their credit in the Treasury . of the 

United states; with amendment (Rept. No. 2477) • . Referred 
to -the Committee of the Whole House on -the state of th~ 
Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AN0 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9221. 

A bill authorizing the President to reappoint Maj. Harry 
Walter Stephenson, United States Army (retired), to tha 
position and rank of major, Coast Artillery Corps, in th«l 
United States Army; with amendment <Rept. No. 2467> • 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsm: Conimittee on Claims. H. R.. 
12148. A bill for the relief -of Charles C. Bennett; with 
amendment <Rept. No. 2468). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. HILL of Alabama: Committee on Military Affairs .. 
S. 3360. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to con-. 
vey to the University of Oregon certain lands forming a part: 
of the Coos Head Military Reservation; without ainend~ 
ment <Rept. No. 2469>. Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 
. Mr. DEROUEN: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 
12560.- A bill concerning the claim of Jacobs Landi'y; with., 
out amendment <Rept. No. 2471>. Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WURZBACH: Conimittee on Military Affairs. -H. R.,_ 
13661. A bill for the relief of George W. McDonald; with. 
amendment <Rept. No. 2472). Referred to the Comrilittee of 
the Whole House~ 

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 16635 .. 
A bill authorizing -the relief of the McNeill-Allman Construc
tion Co. (Inc.), of W. E. McNeill, Lee Allman, and John All~ 
man, stockhoJders of the McNeill-Allman Construction Co, 
<Inc.>, and W. E. McNeill, dissolution agent of McNeill
Allman Construction Co., to sue in the United States Court 
of Claims; without amendment <Rept. No. 247_3). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the consideration of the following bills, which were 
referred as follows: 

A bill <H. R. 16493) granting a pension to Hiram P. Mar
cum; Conmiittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill <H. R. _16127) granting a pension to Philip Aaron; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII,-public bills and resolutions .. 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: · 
By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 16828) to extend the time 

in which applications may be made for the benefits of the . 
disabled emergency officers' retirement act of May 24, 1928; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H.- R. 16829) granting 
the consent of Congress to the Board of County Commis.: 
sioners of Mahoning County, Ohio, to construct a free over
head viaduct across the Mahoning River at Struthers, Ma
honing County, Ohio; to the Committee on Interstate and1 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLINTic of Oklahoma: A bill <H. R. 16830) 
graiJ.tihg pensions to certain -soldiers of the Regular Estab
lishment who served on the western frontier during the In
dian wars, skirmishes, expeditions, and campaigns for open
ing new territory for settlements under martial law from 1817 
to 1898, inclusive, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Pensions. . 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 16831) to amend sec
tion 5219 -of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as. 
amended; to the Committee on Banking and CUrrency. 
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By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 16832) to 

pay 50 per cent of the face value of adjusted-compensation 
certificates to veterans of the ·world War, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOGG of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16833) to 
establish a term of the United States Circuit Court of Ap
peals at Huntington, W. Va.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 16834) to extend the times 
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near the point known and 
designated as the Power-site Crossing or at or near the point 
known -and 'designated as Wilder Ferry, in the State of Mon
tana; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. -

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 16835) to amend the 
revenue act of 1928 relating to depletion of mines; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
- By Mr. BRIGHAM: A bill (H. R. 16836) to amend the act 
entitled "An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and ex
portation of oleomargarine," approved August 2, 1886, as 
amended; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia: A bill <H. R. 16837) to 
provide for cooperation with the several States in the care, 
treatment, education, vocational guidance and placement, 
and physical rehabilitation of crippled children, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Education. 

:MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule xxn, memorials were presented 

and referred as follows: 
· Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of Califor
llia, memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
reimburse the State of California for moneys actually ex
pended in the aid of the Government of the United States 
during the War between the States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By :Mr. KERR: Memorial of the State Legislature of the 
State of North Carolina, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to pass an act authorizing the immediate pay
ment to veterans of the World War the face value of their 
adjusted-service compensation; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
- Also, memorial of the State Legislature of the State of 
North Carolina, requesting the Representatitves from the 
State of North Carolina to secure the enactment of some 
appropriate measure delaying foreclosure of liens by Federal 
land banks; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of the State 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, memorializing the 
Congress of the United States for the immediate payment 
in cash of the World War adjusted-compensation certifi
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLTON: Memorial of the State Legislature of 
the State of Utah, memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to pass the Jones bill, H. R. 255; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KADING: Memorial of the State Legislature of 
the State of Wisconsin, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to enact legislation looking toward the pay
ment in cash of the World War adjusted-compensation cer
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 16838) granting a 

pension to Mariah Matilda Johnson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 16839) for the relief of Ida 
Becker; to the Committee on' Military ~Aft'airs. 
: By Mr.-CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 16840) granting a pension to 
Alice Mitchell; . to tl!e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 16841) to authorize the 
purchase by the city of Myrtle Point, Oreg., of certain lands 
formerly embraced in the grant to the Oregon & California 
Railroad Co. and revested in the United States by the act 
approved June 9, 1916; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. HOGG of West Virginia: A bill CH. R. 16842) 
granting an increase of pension to Martha Dorsey; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPE: A bill <H. R. 16843) granting an increase 
of pension to Johanna Reiter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16844) 
granting a pension to George H. Miller; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill CH. R. 16845) granting a pen
sion to Melissa Powers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill <H. R. 16846) for the relief toW. G. Tackett; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill <H. R. 16847) granting a pension to Margaret 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 16848) granting a pension 
to Amanda Builderback; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. PRITCHARD: A bill (H. R. 16849) for the relief 
of Harry P. Cooper; to the Committee on World War Vet
erans' Legislation. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill <H. R. 16850) granting a 
pension to Lizzie B. Stoner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 16851> granting a pen
sion to Myrtle B. Oldfield; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 

laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
9070. Petition of the Tri-County Florists' Association of 

Ohio, urging the passage of legislation for the payment of 
the adjusted-compensation certificates, full face value, im
mediately; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
. 9071. By Mr. BOHN: Petition of members of Upper Hay 
Lake Grange No. 1552, that the United States Government 
should aid in making the electric power and water power of 
the Sault Ste. Marie River available to agriculture at a 
reasonable rate; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

9072. By Mr. CANFIELD: Resolution of W. W. Bloemer, 
commander, and E. H. Boese, adjutant, of Prell-Bland Post, 
No. 271, Batesville, Ind., urging the passage of legislation 
having for its purpose the payment of the adjusted-service 
certificates in cash; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9073. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of the mem
bers of the Good Will Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
of Binghamton, N.Y., urging Congress to enact a law for the 
Federal supervision of motion pictures, establishing higher 
standards before production for films that are to be licensed 
for interstate and international commerce; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9074. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of American Exporters 
and Importers' Association, urging that the Foreign Com
merce of the United States be represented in the Cabinet 
by a secretary of foreign commerce, who shall devote his 
entire time to improving and extending the foreign trade of 
the United States, both export and import, and that the said 
secretary of foreign commerce shall have full charge of all 
matters pertaining to foreign trade now under the super
vision of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9075. Also, petition of New York State Bankers' Associa
tion, opposing the conferees' report ori Muscle Shoals legis
lation, which is as follows: "Whereas the House conferees on 
Muscle Shoals legislation have yielded to the Senate con
ferees and have agreed to a compromise plan under which 
the Government would build transmission lines for the dis
tribution ·of electric current from-Muscle Shoals''; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. ·-
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9076. By Mr. HANCOCK of New York: Petition of Rev. 

w. w. Hunt and other residents of Syracuse, N.Y., favoring 
the Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9077. By Mr. JAMES of Michigan: Petition of Veterans 
Political Association of America, urging legislation to pay 
the face value of veterans' adjusted-compensation certifi
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9078. Also, petition of Veterans Political Association of 
America, national headquarters, Detroit, Mich., urging legis
lation that will permit of the veterans' paid-up service cer
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9079. Also, petition of Richard M. Jopling Post, No. 44, 
American Legion, Michigan, favoring legislation which will 
permit payment of the veterans' paid-up adjusted-service 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9080. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of E. E. Ober
holtzer, superintendent of public schools, Houston, Tex.; 
Col. Ernest 0. Thompson, mayor of Amarillo, Tex.; and 
H. D. Fillers, superintendent of public schools, Corsicana, 
Tex., comprising a committee appointed by the Dliteracy 
Commission of Texas, favoring a law to provide for the giv
ing of lists of the illiterates to the State superintendents of 
the various States for use in illiteracy campaigns; to the 
Committee on Education. 

9081. By Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts: Petition of 
Boston City Council, Boston, Mass., Wilfred J. Doyle, city 
clerk, urging early and favorable consideration of legislation 
providing for the immediate payment in cash of the ad
justed-compensation' certificates issued to United States 
veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9082. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Resolutions of 
the New York State Bankers' Association, in opposition to 
the conferees' report on the Muscle Shoals bill; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

9083. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of local Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union, of Portis, Kans., for the Federal 
supervision of motion pictures; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

9084. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of Friday Reading Club, 
of West Newton, Pa., urging passage of Sparks-Capper bill 
ellininating unnaturalized aliens for counting in proposed 
.congressional reapportionment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9085. Also, petition of Warren County Council of Repub
lican Women, urging taritf on petroleum and its products; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1931 

<Legislative day of Monday, Januaf'1/ 26, 193l> 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration 
of the recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive ames
sage from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM rHE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Hal
tigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
bills of the following titles, in which it requested the con
currence of the Senate: 

H. R. 16626. An act granting pensions and increase of pen
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy, etc., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and 
sailors; and 

H. R. 16744. An act granting pensions and increase of pen
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors 
of said war. · 

S. 4944. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Poto~ac 
River at or near Dahlgren, Va.; 

S. 5319. An act to grant the · consent of Congress to the 
Highway Department of the State of Tennessee to construct 
a bridge across the French Broad River on the proposed 
Morristown-Newport Road between Jefferson and Cocke 
Counties, Tenn.; 

S. 5360. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Randolph, Mo.: 

H. R. 2936. An act to provide for a preliminary examina
tion of the Tittabawassee and Chippewa Rivers, Mich., and 
San Juan River, N.Mex., with a view to the prevention and 
control of floods; and 

H. R.14040. An act to enable the Secretary of the Treas
ury to expedite work on the Federal-building program 
authorized by the act of Congress entitled "An act to pro
vide for the construction of certain public buildings, and for 
other purposes," approved May 25, 1926, and acts amendatory 
thereof. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, 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 Sen

ators answered to their names: 
Ashurst Fess King Shlpstead 
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Shortridge 
Bingham Frazier McGlll Smith 
Black George McKellar Smoot 
Blaine Glass McMaster Steck 
Blease Glenn McNary Steiwer 
Borah Goff Metca.l! Stephens 
Bratton Goldsborough Morrison Swanson 
Brock Gould Morrow Thomas, Idaho 
Brookhart Hale Moses Thomas, Okla. 
Broussard Harris NQrbeck Townsend 
Bulkley Harrison Norris Trammell 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Tydings 
Caraway Hawes Partridge Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 
Connally Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Copeland Hefiin Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Waterman 
Davis Jones Reed Watson 
Deneen Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler · 
Dill Kendrick Sheppard Wllllamson 

Mr. WATSON. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON] is de
tained from the Senate by illness. . I ask that this announce
ment may stand for the day. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I wish to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HAsTINGS] is unavoid
ably detained from the Senate. I ask that this announce
ment may stand for the day. 

The VICE PRE!SIDENT. Eighty-eight Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

PERSONAL STATEMENT 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I doubt the good taste 
of the statement I am about to make, but I shall make it 
nevertheless. 

The other day I made a speech discussing the drought 
situation; whether in good taste or bad taste I am not now 
discussing. Two gentlemen became very much stirred up 
about it. I have been endeavoring to extend to them an 
opportunity to tell me personally what they really think 
about it. They have declined to do it, Mr. President, or to 
afford me an opportunlty to tell them privately what I think 
about them. I am now extending them this public invita
tion: At any time that is convenient for them it will be 
convenient for me to have them tell me privately what they 
want to say about that speech. 

READING OF WASHINGTON'S FAREWELL ADDRESS 

ENROLLED Bn.Ls SIGNED The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, under the order of 
The message also announced that the Speaker had a.flixed the Senate of January 24, 1901, designates the Senator from 

his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were New Mexico [Mr. BRATTON] to read Washington's Farewell 
signed by the Vice President: Address on Monday, February 23, next. 
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