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range yet was -of the same·substance and nature:- life' was aware I . UN.rTEn STATES S-ENATE, 
of the qualities which he shared with his neighbors, but w~· ~srru:NT Pllo TEMPoRE, 
modestlyi unconscious ot his own. superiorities,. which all his Wash·mgton,.D. a., March 10, 19ti. 
neighbors freely acknowledged. 

The life of SAJ.HIB'L D. NICHOLSON ls a source of inspiration 
and encouragement to coming generations. . 

T" th'e Senate: 
j Being temporarily, absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. GEORGE II. 
•I MOSES, a Senator- from , the State ot New• Hampshire, to perform the • 
duties. ot the Chair this· legislative day. The incomprehensible accomplishments of men ot. gemus, and 

brilliancy tend to discourage, while the life of one who has 
attained great success by the wise and efficient use of talents 
not beyond•the capacities of many other men brings hope. 

ALBERT B. CU:<.IMh s, 
President vro tempo.re. 

His courage, energy, and fine human qualltie.s carried him 
forward from a miner with pick and sliovel to· mme own-er and· THE JOUBNAL. 

Mr. MOSES. thereupon· took tlie chair as Presiding Officer. 

operator. The- readihg clerk: proceeded tcr read the J'ournal of y0 ter-
The y<>ung workman in tlie mines of Colorado from:- his firs:t ·day I day's proceedings, when; on request of Mr. URTIS an<l b~" 

received and held the confidence- and' esteem of. his assoeiates; . unanimous consent, the ftlrther"reading was dispensed with and 
He was always a leader in the • group· of whicli· he was a the Jburnal wag approved. 

member. 1 

He· was not an office seeker, but• his friends and. neighbors- CALL OF THE ROLII. 

frequently ihsisted on putting him into responsible public office, Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, II suggest the absence · of a 
and he died an honored and respected· Member of this body. qnornmJ 

But we who knew him honor-l:iim not S<> much for what he-did, ' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call 'tb:e roll. 
as · for what he was. The principal legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 

As a workman in the mines ofTuadville he was genial, honest, Senators answei·ed to their names: 
and' generous: In the days~ of struggle and of small' t~ings he Adams Edge Kendrick 
was a friend to all who knew lilm, and all wlio knew·him were Ashurst Edwards Keyes . 
his mends. But unlike many merr, when • success crowned bis Ball' Ernst King 

:~~~i~~dw:~:ii h;ia~:c:i~ti~~Yfj,e~~:nfi~!n~:;i~hew~:~P~:n~~~, !~!~:gee f~~::er ~~:uar 
attention fl"om the great and the prominent, he was still genial Brookhart Frazier- McLean 

~ridh~e~r~o!~bi ~tew::n~~~se~;~~~al~ren~~nd, and still held1 E!r:rd §Er Sff~ 
Money did not chill his heart nor success turn his head. He Cameron Gooding Neely 

never lost his interest in the common man or his sympathyr for ~:SY ~:~~i>Jd ~g1'J~8 
tlie unfortunate. Colt Harris Pepper 

For- years the preoccupations- of' business and public service- Copeland' Harrison Phipps-
required' his almost constant absence from Leadville; yet in gontiens- ~~~!h Wirt:;:: 
every one- of the · elections in which· his name· came before tl1e •1' D~Ie 8 .Iohnson, Minn. Ransdell 
voters : of his .old' home, he received' a1most1 tliEr unanimous vote, Dib.I Jones; N. MeL Reed, Pa. 

Sheppard 
Shiitlds 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanfield 
Steph ns 
Swan on . 
Trammell 
Wadsworth' 
Wal h, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Weller · 
Wheeler 
Willis. 

nothwdthstanding · tlie people· of his county were by a large- Dill l Jone, We.sh. Ro.bin on 
majority devoted to the · opposite party. ' lli. DIAL. I desire to announce that my colleague, the son-

He expeti.enced disappointments and defeats, but h1S" genial I lbr Senator from South Carolina [.Mr. SMITH] 
1 

is cletainecl on 
and friendly nature was neven for a moment soured. account ot illiless in· his· family. I ' a.sk that tliis notice may con-

No Senator ever sat in this body mbre ~ loyal to bis State or tinue through the' day. 
more earnest and eager to serve its interests. 1 The PilESIDING' OFFICER. Seventy-eight Senators hav-

His death inspires not only tributes of respect and esteem, ing answered to- tlieir names, a: quorum is- present.. 

~~~c~fo~ua1:~t f:i~~~~~ sorrow and deep gtief to thousands of f APPE?.l>TX- To THE- BEPOR'D OF THE'" ATI'ORNEY GENE:RAn, 192 2. 

SAMUEL NICHOLSON was faithful to his engagements, generous The PRESIDING. OFFICER: The Chair Iara oefore the 
to his friends, loyal to every cause in which b:e enlisted, devoted Senate a letter from the Attorney General, transmitting an ap
to his State and country. pendl.x to the annual rep01·t of the Attorney General for the 

I 
year 1922, covering Jmvle.~s disorders- and tl1eir suppre ·ion. 

Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the pending reso- The letter of' transmittal. will be printed in the RECORD ancl the.. 
lutions. report and accompanying papers will be refer.red to the Com-

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. , mittee on tlie JUdiclary. 
ADJOURNMENT. I The Jetter is as follows: 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, as- a.further mark .of respect to OFFICE orrmn ATTo:RNEF GENERAL,. 
the memory of the late Sena~or KNUTE NELSON and the late Washinat01i, D. a., March· 1, 1924-
Senator SAMUEL D. NICHOLSON', r move that the Senate adjourn The !EltESlnENT PIRO -TEMPO.RE: 01!1 THN SEN.ATE. 

until to-morrow at the usual liour o": meeting. I Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith the Appendix to the 
The motion was unanimously agreed to, and tlie Senate (at 1922 Annual • Repor of the Attorney: ' Gener I, covering "Lawless dis-

12 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) adjourned until1 to-morrow, I orders and their suppression." 
Monday, March 10, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian. Very r.esp,ecttully yours, 

SENATE. 
MoNDAYi, Marc~ 10, 1fJfJ4. 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muii; Il. D.1 offered. the. following 
prayer: 

Our Father., Thou art so gracious and merciful in Thy dealings 
with Thy children that we come·this morning to thank -Thee for 
the goodness that Thou. Hast shown unto us in1 the days of 
anxiety and of unrest! Grant to us that quietness and- assur
ance that in the midst of the turmoil of life w~ may find a 
biding place in the time of stress and straiTu Be very gracious, 
we beseecl1 of 'lJhee. Answer the many prayers for our land 
and for those in authority, and guide us with Thy wisdom. 

. Through Jesus Christ our· Lord. Amen. 
NAMING A. PRESIDING. OFFICER. 

The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the following_ com
munication: 

l 
H. M. DA.UGIIEMY, 

Attorney General... 

"1lIG F~' MEAT' PACK.ING COMPANIES ( s: DOC. NO. 61). 

The PRESIDING- OFFICER. The Chair las-s before the 
Senate a report from the Attorney Gone.ral, made in respo11se 
to Senate Resolutions-145 and 167 (-submitted by Mr. LADD and 
Mr. NoRRis, respectiwely), relating to the pr.o ecution b. tha 
Department of Justice of the so-called packing ca es. The re
port will be printed as a Senate document and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

ExPENDITURES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF AGIUCULTUBE. 

The PRESIDING -OFFICER. The Chair also lays. before.. 
the Senate a report from the Secretary of Agriculture, with 
a letter of 'transmittal, relating to expenditures by tl:1e Depart
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 1923. The letter ot 
transmittal will be· printed in• the RECORD, and the report will 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

'£he letter is as follows: 
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!l.'ne PBJ>,SIDENT OF THE SE!'<A.TFl. 

D.EP.\RT IENT OF AGJUCUL'l'UlU!l, 

WasMngton, M at·ch G, m.t. 

Sm: As required by section 529, Ilevlsed Statutes, and the act o:f 
March 3, 1885 (23 Stat. L. 356), l have the honor to transmit here
with a detailed statement of expenditures of the Department ot Agri
culture for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1923. 

A copy of this report has also been transmitted to the Speaker o:f 
the House <>f Representatives. 

Sincerely yours, 
HE~RY C. WALLA.cm, Seet·etary. 

SA.LE OF "FLOUR il""D BREAD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Chair also lays before 
the Senate a letter from the chairman of the Federal Trade 
Commission relating to the inability o.f the commission io 
make, unaer present conditions, the investigation which it was 
directed to make under Sen.ate Resolution 163 (submitted by 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE}, which will be read by the Secretary and 
referred to the Committee en Manufactures. 

The letter was read and referred to the Committee on Manu
factures, as follows : 

Mr. HEFLIN. The Washington Post of yesterday, quoting 
from the Philadelphia Public Ledger, the New York Times, the 
New York Trlbune, the Philadelphia Inquirer, and the New 
York Herald, ·had some Vf!ry scurrilous attacks upon myself, 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. IIAlm1soN], and the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. CAB.AWAY]. I will -read only one of these 
statements carried in the Washington Post so as not to take 
up too much of the time o! the Senate. 

Speaking Of the White House telegrams, which had been dis
cussed in the Senate, the Philadelphia Public Ledger said: 

Hardly were they in the RECORD before the filth batteries of the Sen
ate, manned by the Three Mad Gunners, HARBISON, of Mississippi, CABA· 

WAY, of .Arkansas, and HEFLIN, of .Alabama. went into action, Senate 
rifle pita spat venom. The drum fire o1 Senate innuendo was laid down 
upon the White .House. 

Mr. President, the New York Tlmes proclaims through its 
columns that the "principal" mentioned in the trouble-making 
telegram sent by Bennett to Ed McLean was really the S'enator 
from Kansas [Mr. 0UBTIS]. The New York Times in its over
zealous desire to be of service to i:he interests it represents 
rushed into print in this instance just a little too soon. Senator 

FEDERAL TRADE CoMM1ss10N, CURTIS refuses to stand for the scapegoat arrangement 'Provided 
Washington, D. a., March 7, 71J24. for him. He denies that he is the " principal " referred to in 

Srn: Th~ Federal Traae Commission has received Senate Resolution that telegram and repudiates the statement of .Bennett. 
No. 163 agreed to by the -Senate on Febxuary 16, 1924, wherein the Certain subsidized Republican newspapers-those that I have 

• commission is directed to investigate and -report to the Senate with named that are working in concert to nominate M.r. Coolidge 
respect to the production, distribution, txans_portation, and sale of and to bring ·about four years more ·of Repub1lcan rule-a re sick 
flour and bread, including by-products. • and sore over the amazing and shocking disclosures revealed 

The commission has very carefully considered said resolution and in the Republican oil scandal. They fear -the 1'.orce of the 
u:is directed me to advise you as follc>ws : terrible facts that. are being given to the country. At first they 

'That it is now prosecuting an urgent inquiry into the gaso1ine exhibited impatience at the conduct of Senators who seemed to 
situation, at the direction of the President, and is also eng~ed in listen to the dictates of their. own consciences and to quickly 
the preparation of reports covertng the cotton txade, the furniture respond to the demands of duty to their country. Then, as 
industry, and the national debt, wealth, and income, all pursuant to the facts coming out became more and more damaging to the 
Senate resolutions. · paid-for plans and purposes of these subservient tools of the 

That the commission's work, under the statute making unlawful crooked interests, they became nervous a-nd frantic lest there 
unfair methods of compe·tttton in commerce, is now several months should be enough unintlmidated and patriotic Senators to go 
in arreus because of lack o:f -funds and personnel. Practically all through with the oil scandal investigation and make known 
proceedings instituted by the commission undex said statute are based the whole story to the people of the United .States. 
on complaints lodged with it by ..business men. Since that time they have been trying to discredit and de-

That the commission is wtthont the funds necessary to enable it stroy every Senator who has earnestly and fearlessly gone into 
to comply with Senate Reso1ution No. 163, and can not do so without this thing with the view of exposing this hideous national crime 
incurring a deficiency. and punishing the criminals responsible for it. 

By direction of the commission. These brazen agents of the corrupt interests are doing noth-
Cordially youro, lng to held the Government true to the purpose of its creation. 

nusTo~ THO.MPS.ON, Ohairma1h They are doing nothing to keep alive the ideals and institutions 
The PRESIDENT Oli' TRID UNITED STATES SEN.ATE, of free constitutional government. They are ·trying to de-

Wa.shington, D. o. bauch and debase every Senator and every other public man 

'.MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 'Halli
gan, one of Its reading clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 91) 
to authome the National Society United States Daughters of 
1812 to place a marble tablet on the Francis Sco-tt Key Bridge. 

The message also nnnounced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6349) 
making appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office De
partments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for 
other purposes; requested .a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and that Mr. 

, l\:1ADDEN, Mr. V ARE, and Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee were ap
pointed managers on the part of the House at the conference. 

ENROLLED BILLS £TONED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
Hou e had signed enrolled bills of the following titles, and they 
were thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer (Mr. MosEs) as 

, Acting President pro tempore: 
H. R. 3444. .An act for the relief of certain nations or tribes 

of Inuians in Montana, Iclaho, and Washington; 
H. Il. 4577. An act providing for tile examination and survey 

of l\1ill Cut and Clubfoot Creek, N. C. ; and 
R. n. 5557 . .An act to authorize the settlement of the indebted

ness of the Republic of Finland to the United States of America. 
PERSONAL PRIVILEGE-~EPLYINO TO CERTAIN NEWSPAPER CRITICS 

ON HIS SPEECHES REGARDING LEASES OF NAVAL OlL LANDS. 

1\.Ir. HEFLIN. 1ilr. President, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
rises to a question of personal privilege, which he will state. 

:who refuses to turn his back upon his country, to surrender his 
convictions, and obey the behest of selfish, sordid, contemptible, 
and corrupt dollar aristocracy. 

Having themselves become the slaves of conscienceless preda
tory interests, they try to besmirch and belittle every public 
man who refuses to do a:s they have done--prove unworthy to 
bear the name of " citizen <>f the United States "-and betray 
bis country to the enemies of his country. 

In this day of encouraged conscienceless commercialism, ot 
graft and corruption in the Republican administration, it is 11 
distinct compliment to a United States Senator to have one ot 
these corrupt and scurrilous sheets to assail him. It is a sure 
sign that he is not at all in favor with those " who .shape their 
creed for their cravings" and sell their souls for gold. The 
inspired writer had such as these last named in mind when ·he 
said : " The ox: knoweth his owner and the ass his master's 
crib." 

The same secretive and corrupt forces that have wrought the 
overthrow of governments in the past are at work here. They 
have no lofty vision produced by ;a love of humanity-no idea.ls 
of constitutional government born -Of a love of liberty, 

l\ir. STANFIELD. lUr. President, will the Senator from Ala
bama yield to me? 

The P.Rl:'-:SIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala
bama yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

J\lr. HEFLIN. I yield for a question. 
lUr. ST..ANFIELD. Is it a letter tbe .Senator from Alabama 

is reading or is it his remarks? 
Mr. HEFLIN. The part that I :am now reading is my own 

speech. I wrote these few lines on yesterday. " The better 
the day, the better the deed." I knew that the righteous 
foi·ce that ob~erve and hon01· the Sahbath were with me in 
this fight and I am to be pardoned Jfor giving a little thought to 
this subject on Sunday. 
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Mr. President, the evil forces of which I was just speaking 
have grown and multiplied in the last three years until to-day 
they constitute a serious menace and danger to the life of the 
Republic. We have reached the point right here in the Capitol 
of the Nation where the Senator who dares to stand up and 
fight for clean government, for the old-time standards of civic 
honesty and fidelity to official duty, is beset, not only with 
scurrilous attacks by certain newspapers but with annoyances 
and insults in the form of anonym_ous letters from hirelings 
somehow protected in their insolent conduct. 

A numbei· of Senators who have done what they believed 
was their duty in exposing this oil-lease scandal have received 
anonymous, insulting letters. · I have received quite a number 
of them. On last Friday I received one from New York in 
which the writer threatened to murder me if I did not cease my 
activities in the discussions of the oil-lease scandals. The 
person who wrote that letter evidently is a partisan Republican. 
The letter denounced southern Democrats and referred to 
Woodrow Wilson as "Wilson the damned." 

I turned the letter and envelope over to the chief inspector 
of the Post Office Department. The letter was typewritten 
on a plain sheet of paper and the envelope was addressed 
with a typewriter, but had "personal"· written on it with 
a pen. 

I am doing my duty as I see it, and I owe lt to the people 
of my State who honored me with a seat in this body and to the 
people of the country whose Government this is, to keep up 
this fight I will not be deterred or intimidated by such cow
ardly and contemptible tactics. I will be one of a band of 
two or ten Senators L pledge my life and my all, if need be, 
to fight on and on until the truth in this terrible thing is 
made known and every corrupt official involved is driven from 
public office. I am willing to do that even if it becomes neces
sary for every Senator who really represents the people to 
go heavily armed and have a bodyguard. 

The country will probably never know under what serious 
handicaps and difficulties we are carrying on this fight in 
the Nation's Capitol to :promote common honesty in public 
office and preserve in their integrity the free institutions 
of our country. 

Mr. President, a few days ago I commented on a telegram 
which bad been sent to Mr. McLean by Mr. Bennett, who is 
employed by Mr. McLean. In that telegram Mr. Bennett 
said: 

Saw principal. Delivered message. He says greatly appreciates, 
and sends regards to you and Mrs.. McLean. There will be no rock
ing of boat and no resignations. He expects reactions from unwar
ranted political attack!. (Signed) Bennett. 

I submit that any intelligent man would have con~trued 
the word "principal" to have meant the President. I thought 
so ; practically every newspaper man at the Capitol believes 
that he meant the President, and nearly all of the Senators 
in this body believe that he meant the President. I never 
said that the President authorized Bennett to say what he 
said in the telegram. I never said that he had had a con
ference with him in which be bad instructed him to send 
such a mes age. My contention was that Bennett referred 
to the President when he said "Saw principal." Who but 
the President bas the right in this Government t9 say that 
resignations will not be asked for and will not be accepted 
if tendered? 

These newspapers attacking me and other Senators, these 
hirelings of the predatory interests, are not going to get away 
with this fight like they are planning to get away with it. 
The President is not a glass man or a hothouse plant; he will 
not break or freeze if discussed in the Senate. He ought to 
be a virile citizen, one who can stand up and give blow for 
blow. Whoever beard of Woodrow Wilson begging a question 
or Theodore Roosevelt or Old Hickory Jackson? Would there 
l1ave been batteries whirling in here from outside in the States 
to shield from Senate debate such men ai;; they? What offense 
bas been committed by the Senators in this body from sover
eign States when they rise and read a message in English and 
put their own construction upon it? That construction is the 

. copstruction that the public puts upon it. 
Then note what followed. Mr. Bennett goes before the com

mittee, and, oh, yes, he says, "I recall that Senator CURTIS 
was the principal." To the first newspaper man who showed 
me what had happened before the committee I said, " It is not 
true; CHARLIE CURTIS is not the principal referred to in that 
telegram, and no other Senator believes that be was." The 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] demanded to go before the 
committee, which he di,£1., and then explained that be was not 
the man, and he repudiates the statement of this man Bennett. 

So _this telegram is still unexplained, if I may say that as a 
Umted States Senator and be safe from bodily attack when I 
say that in the Senate. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of those who think they 
are going to hide behind this camouflaging arrangement that 
the President did not hesitate to give out a statement regard
ing the telegram that he himself sent to Mr. McLean. That 
was all right; he had a right to give it out, and should have 
given it out; but he has not given out a statement as to this 
particular telegram. Why should he not give out a state
ment? If Senators for days are discussing a trouble-making 
telegram from which the inference is that the President is re4 
ferred to-and you can not escape it, Mr. President-why 
should not the President giv"e out a statement and say that he 
never saw Bennett or that he did not authorize Bennett to 
say for him that there would be no "rocking of the boat and 
no resignations accepted." · 

Senators, I think, have some rights left. There are some of 
us who are going to fight to preserve those rights. These o-al
leries may now be infested with thugs who are armed. h It 
may come to the time when we will have to instruct the door
keepers to examine the persons of some of the men who sit 
in the gallery. I know some of them have sat there because 
I have had anonymous letters from some who stated that 
they heard the speeches and arguments and have written in
sulting things to me, as well as to the Senator from Missis
sippi [Mr. HARRISON] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CARAWAY] . • ~ 

_ So, Mr. President, I want the people of the country to get 
the other side of this picture when the effort is being made to 
make it appear that we are jumping on the President and mak
ing viciolli; attacks upon him. It is not true. I want them to 
know what sort of risks we ourselves are taking when we dare 
to fight on and on to expose those who have betrayed their 
trust and to drive from power those who have bartered for 
money the property of the people. While fighting to hold the 
Government true to the purpose of its creation we are being 
hammered by these subsidized newspapers, saying that the 
country ls getting weary of us and that we have reached the 
danger point. Well, I suppose it would not shock them very 
seriously if they could hear of another Senator being shot
and there is some talk around Washington that the Senator 
who was shot, they say accidentally, was not the Senator that 
was intended to be shot. I do not know. 

Mr President, here we are investigating the Department of 
Justice, with the agents of the Department of .Justice doing 
what? Proteeting us? Why, no: ob, no! Why, every Senator 
will have to protect himself. Are we coming to that in the 
Capital of the Nation? 

Now, I want to call attention to what occurred over in that 
committee. Here is what the Washington Post says. That is 
Mr. Ed McLean's paper. This is the administration organ. 
~peaking of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] being be
fore the committee, it says: 

At the outset Senator CURTIS, of Kansas, assistant Republican leader 
in the Senate, appeared voluntarily and denied under oath three sepa
rate stories told by Ira E. Bennett, an editorial writer for the Wash
ington Post. 

Mr. President, why was the Senator from Kansas picked out 
to be the scapegoat in that incident? Somebody might say that 
they were trying to find somebody to unload that thing on, to 
relieve the President. .Far be it from me to suggest such a 
thing, but somebody might say that they were seeking somebody 
to unload on ; but the Senator from Kansas would not be 
unloaded on, so Mr. Bennett's explanation does not explain. 
Now the question is, if I may be permitted to ask it as u 
Senator, To whom did he refer as "principal " in that tele
gram? He said he referred to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
CURTIS]. The Senator from Kansas says it could not be so, and 
is not so. Then what is the trouble with it? What is there 
about that telegram that they do not ·want to explain it as it 
really is? 

Here is another discrepancy in the statements of Mr. Ben
nett: He never saw the Senator from Kan as [Mr. CURTIS] 
until the day after he sent this telegram. He sent this tele
gram on the 29th of J"anuary. He saw the Senator from Kansas 
on the 30th of January, so he could not mean the Senator from 
Kansas. 

What right bad the Senator from Kansas to say that there 
would be no resignations asked for, there would be no resig
nations accepted, or that there would be no resignations? Why, 
Mr. President, if a man were to go into a lumber camp to see 
about shipments of lumber and he were to come out and send 
a telegram saying, " Saw principal; he says lumber will con· 
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tinue to be shipped," whom would you think he had reference 
to? Somebody hired around the mill or the " principal," the 
man who owned the sawmill? If a man were to go into a big 
wholesale store and speak about shipping out goods and ship
ping in goods and wire back) "Saw principal; he says he will 
take no more goods now; there will be no more goods bought 
soon," whom would you think he saw-a clerk or the "pl1ncipal," 
the man who owned the business? Why, of course, you would 
think he meant the man who owned the business. Who in this 
Goyernment, above us all, is "principal " and holds the frin
cipal Qffice of the Nation? It is the Chief Executive o the 
Nation-the President, of course. 

I hope I am not guilty of crime when I say that I believe 
as I live that when Bennett said principal in that telegram 
to McLean he meant the President. You can not change my 
thoughts on thai: subject, because I do believe I understand 
the Engllsh language. "Saw principal; appreciates message, 
and so forth. There will be no rocking of the boat. Thinks re
action will come from these political attacks. There will be no 
resignations." Why, JI.fr. President, I could assemble a jury 
of men and women anywhere in this country-six men and 
six women-and read that telegram to them and discuss it 
with anybody, and the unanimous verdict would be that Ben
nett meant the President. 

I understand that Bennett was at the White House on the 
morning of the 29th of January. The newspaper boys were 
all there that morning, I understand, and the inference was 
that Mr. Bennett remained a while and had a talk with the 
President. Well, be had a right to do that if he wanted to. 
He had a right to send -a message to this mysterious Ed 
l\IcLean down in Florida if he wanted to, but what we are 
interested in is tbe meaning of these things when we have 
to dig in with a J)ick and shovel to get these facts out, to drag 
out these telegrams one by one and expose them to the Ught. 
One of the telegrams sent to l\!cLean, giving him the stol')' ·of 
Sinclair's testimony before the committee, cost $70. 1\1C'Lean 
is interested at the other end of the line. The Secretary to 
the Presid€nt goes to Florida. An <>fficial in the White Hvuse 
wires McLean that the President's secretary is on his way to 
Florida. The President himself wires to McLean and nsks 
him to see his secretary and find out whom he-the Presi
dent~should confer with back here about appointment~ in 
the District of Oolumbia, and Bennett's telegram comes along 
and says to McLean, " Saw principal." To whom does he 
say that? He says it to Ed McLean. "Saw principal. He 
says there will be no rocking of boat and no resignations." 

When the President explains the telegram that he received 
from McLean he says, in effect, it was rn re.gard to his posi
tiop. in refusing to accept the resignation of Denby. Why, 
Mr. President, this other telegram Teferring to " principal " 
dovetails right in with it, saying that there will be no resig
nations; and then here comes one, finally, from McLean con
gratulating him on refusing to accept the Tesignation of 
Denby at that time. How are you going to get away from 
those things, Senators? 

These mattet·s are open to discussion. Thank God, we have 
no king in this country yet! The acts and doings and policies 
of a President are the legitimate subject of debate in the 
Senate. We have a Tight to discuss them; and these big 
papers that sit back and make t'heir millions by bartering 
their columns to the crooked interests are not going t.:> get 
away with the program that they have just framed up. 

Why, take this man Shaffer, with four or five big news
papers. What was necessary to silence his batteries? What 
was necessary to put him to sleep? They gave him a dose of 
soothing sirup, $92,500, and he fell a.sleep like a babe in its 
m-0ther's arms, and you never heard another word out of him 
eornplaining against the oil inter~sts or any other interests: 
and you find in the testimony that he stated that Fall stated 
that he was going to have Sinclair set aside 100 -acres of the 
Government's land in the property in possess'ion of Sinclair. 

l\fr. President, these things are matters of legitimate dis
cussion. Why should we not discuss them in the Senate? 

The fl.rat morning after I discussed this telegram, the Wash
ingt<>n Herald, in big bead1ines, said : " Coolidge ignores 
Heflin's charges." That telegram can not be ignored by any
oody. When that matter has been the subject of discussion 
in the Senate and befo1·e the investigating eommittee, and 
wlli:ln one of the leaders on the Republican side takes the 
stand in th~ eommittee and in the press of the country, 1.'e
pudiates the effort to unload it on him, repudiates it outright, 
I submit fo the Senate nnd to the -country that with the thing 
left up in the air like that, still uneX})la'ined, tbe ·Pre'Sident 
might say, if it is true, that he saw Mr. "Bennett after the 

other boys left on the morning of -the 29th, and that he clid 
say, as he had stated to the newspaper representatives, that 
there would be no -resignations. If he had done that, that 
would have explained it; but the President, it seems to me, 
if he is big enough to be President of the United States, does 
not need to have these papers on th.a outside hammering and 
misrepresenting and scurrilously attacking United States Sen
ators for doing what they conceive to be their duty in the -
premises. 

Mr. TR.Al'\11\IELL. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a 
question? · 

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

Mr. HEFLIN. I am glad to yield to my friend from 
Florida. 

l\Ir. TRAMMELL. Did not Mr. Bennett, when he appeared 
before the committee last week in explanation, state that he 
did go to the White House with other representatives of the 
press, and that he got the im.Pression from the statement made 
by the President that there would be no resignations, and so 
on, and state that he had rather poorly -expressed it, or had 
not expressed it just as be should, in that telegram when he 
said there would be no rocking of the boat? My recollection· 
is that he made a statement of that kind before the com
mittee. 

Mr. BURSUl\I. ?v!r. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator. 
M-r. BURSUM. I desire to call the attention of the Senatol" 

from Alabama to the fact that Mr. Bell.nett, under oath before 
the committee, stated that his expressions were his conclusions; 
that the President had not made any statement to him specifi
cally; that it was a general statement, made to all of the news
paper men in public; and that the statements contained in the 
telegram from l\Ir. Bennett were his personal conclusions. He 
stated that under oath. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. He stated, however, <lid he not, that he 
drew those conclusions from statements made by the Presi
dent to members of the press who called at the White House? 

Mr. BURSUl\I. Exactly. 
l\fr. TRA1\11\1ELL. He gained that impression. That is 

what be stated. 
~fr. BURSUl\I. From the public statement 
Mr. TRAMMELL. Therefore is it probable that in his tele

gram he had reference to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CUR
TIS] when he referred to "the principal" and sought to relatP. 
ilupressions that he had gained from an interview at the White 
Rouse? 

Mr. BURSUl\I. I can not speculate on probabilities. I can 
only judge by sworn testimony. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask what is the order of 
business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama is 
addressing the Senate on a question of privilege. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator hardly claims that iit is a ques
tion of privilege, does he? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; I am discussing these attacks on me 
and two other Senators. I shall be through in a few minutes, 
unless I am disturbed. 

Mr. WARREN. I do not wish to disturb the Senator, but I 
did not suppose he was hurt enough by those articles to take so 
much time. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will' say to my friend from Wyeming that 
I shall be through in just a moment. 

l\1r. President, before I sit down I want to say that there is 
not any doubt that Mr. Bennett meant to convey the idea to 
Ed l\feLean that he had seen the President and was. conveying 
to him a message from the President. The Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. Bun.SUM] admits that Bennett said that he talked 
to the President about these things, or he heard hlm make a 
general statement to the other members of the press, and evi
dently in this instance they were seeking somebody to unload 
this live-wire "princi_pal.,, telegram on when they laid it on 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Cun.TIS]. N~w, I will tell you 
what I think about that, 1f a Senator may give his conclusions 
still and not be subject to bodily attack by some agent of these 
crooked interests. I think they said som~thing like this, just 
as they did yvhen they said, " Just say that Ed McLean let 
Fall have that $100,000. Do not connect Doheny up with it. 
Say Ed McLean let him have it. Ed will sny he let him have it. 
Fall will swear he let him ha>e it, and that will end it." We1l, 
it did not work. Now, I think they said, "Tbe :Senator from 
Kansas is a good Republlean. He i-s one of the leaders of the 
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Senate, and he does not come up for election until two years 
hence, and if we just unload this thing on him he will smile and 
say nothing and bear it." But the Senator from Kansas sur
prised and disappointed them. He said," No; I have had noth
ing to do with this blasted oil scandal and you are not going 
to connect me up with it;" and he refused to stand for Ben
nett's explanation. Bennett is still up in the ai~ and the 
" principal " telegram is· still unexplained. 

Now, there is one other question that I want to touch on, 
and that is Mr. Prescott. 

The President said when he wired McLean he was trying to 
find out where Prescott was. Prescott, the chairman of the 
Republican committee of the District of Columbia, has re
turned, it seems, and he came out and said he was " boss of 
this District." He handles the patronage for the District of 
Columbia. This is where the Congress sits. This is where 
the Supreme Court judges reside. This is the seat of govern
ment. This is the Capital of the Nation. Yet a partisan Re
publican politician openly and boldly declares that he is the 
boss of appointments in the District of Columbia. Oh, Mr. 
President, it looks as if the game of politics was being exten
sively played in connection with this thing and reaching close 
up to the White House. 

One other word and I am through, Mr. President. This Gov
ernment is sick. It is sick at heart. There are more bold and 
brazen grafters feeding on the Government now, there are 
more crooks and corruptionists in official position now, than 
at any time in the history of the Government. A duty rests 
upon Senators and Members of the House and on people out
side. All should set their faces resolutely to the front and 
fight on and on until justice and right shall triumph and the 
Government is relieved from the evils that now so sorely 
afilict it. We may have to do unpleasant things. We may 
have to do dangerous things, but it will all result in good to 
our common country. What matters it if we are broken and 
fall in the fight-

Grea t ls the facile conqueror, 
But haply yet is he who, wounded sore, 
And covered o'er with blood and sweat, 
Sinks foiled, but :fighting evermore, 
Is greater yet. 
If not I, others will .succeed. 
For freedom's battle once begun, 
Bequeathed by -bleeding sire to son, 
Though baffled oft, is ever won. 

The fight has just begun. It will go on until this whole 
scandalous, criminal thing is laid bare and the hideous tree of. 
corruption from which it sprang is dug up, root and branch. 

TREASURY AND POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill ( H. R. 6349) making 
appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, 
and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, that it accept the invitation of the House for the 
appointment of conferees, and that the Presiding Officer ap
point the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Presiding Officer ap
pointed Mr. W AJIBEN, l\fr. SMOOT, Mr. MosEs, Mr. OVERMAN, and 
Mr. GLASS conferees on the part of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHEPP ARD. At the request of the El Paso Chamber of 
Commerce I present two resolutions and ask that they be in
serted in the RECORD and appropriately referred. 

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

EL PASO CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

I!JZ Paso, Tea;., November £8, 1923. 

Resolution adopted · by executive committee El Paso Chamber of 
Commerce. 

Whereas certain changes are being proposed 1n the transportation act 
Of 1920 i -

Whereas insufficient time has elapsed in order to properly test the 
practicability of the present transportation statute; 

Whereas the railroads now are efficiently transporting a greater 
volume of traffic than ever before and are with large expenditures 
rebabl11tating and extending railroad facilities : Now, therefore, be it 

Resol'Ved b11 the EJ Paso Chamber of Oomine1·oe, That we oppose any 
change in the present transportation net until there has been bette:r 
opportunity to .determine l\"hether or not the change is justified ol!' 
necessary, and decidedly oppose Government ownership of railroads. 

Attest 1 

A. SCHWARTZ, 
President EJ Paso Chamber of Oommerce. 

D. A. BANDEEN, 

Secretary El Paso Ohamber of Oommerce. 

To the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
EL PASO CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

l!ll Paso, Tem., March 5, 1924. 
Resolution. 

Resol'Ve<l by the ]f)I Paso Ohamber of Oommerce, That it favors the 
appointment of a board of tax appeals by the President of the United 
States, such board of tax appeals to· function entirely outside of the 
Treasury Department and to be in all respects independent thereof, 
and that such board of tax appeals hold hearings at such points 
within the United States as may contribute to the convenience of 
taxpayers. 

Attest: 

A. SCHW .ARTZ, 

President El Paso Ohamber of Oommerce. 

To the Committee on Finance. 
D. A. B.A.NDEEN,_ Becretary. 

l\Ir. WAD SW ORTH presented a memorial of the board ot 
directors of the American Hungarian Chamber of Commerce, 
of New York, remonstrating against the passage of the so
called Johnson selective immigration bill as being violative of 
American principles, which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. MOSES presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Nashua, N. H., praying for the repeal of the so-called war 
excise taxes, especially the tax on motor vehicles and parts, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PEPPER presented the petition of the Philadelphia 
(Pa.) Board of Trade, praying for the passage of House bill 
4517, establishing in the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce a foreign commerce service of the United States, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILLIS presented a resolution of the Akron (Ohio)' 
Bar Association, favoring the passage of legislation exempting 
from taxation not less than $5,000 of personally earned in
come, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Charles Andrews Post, 
American Legion, of Centerburg, and of the James Dickey 
Post, American I~egion, of Portsmouth, both in the State of 
Ohio, favoring the granting of adjusted compensation to vet
erans of the World War, which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. . 

He also presented a resolution of the Price Hill Business 
Men's Club, of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring a 1-cent "drop" 
letter postage rate, etc., which was referred to the Committee 
on Po t Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. ROBINSDN presented the petition of Edward W. Win
field Camp No. 3, United Spanish War Veterans (B. L. Ma
loney, camp commanaer), of Little Rock, Ark., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Bursum and Knutson bills, grant
ing pensions to veterans of the Spanish-American War, the 
Philippine insurrection, and the China relief expedition, which 
were referred ta the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens in the State 
of Arkansas, praying for the repeal of the so-called nuisance 
and war taxes, especially the tax on industrial alcohol, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a memorial of sundry employees of 
the Kansas City Southern Railway Co., of Pittsbmg, Kans., 
remonstrating against any amendment of the transportation 
act of 1920 at the present session of Congress, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry Spanish-American 
War veterans of Nickerson, Kans., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Bursum bill, granting pensions to veterans of the 
Spanish-American War, etc., which was referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a resolution of the Lawrence (Kans.)~ 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of legislation 
granting increased compensation to postal employees, which 
was referred · to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. -:::::::= _ ~:! 

He also presented a resolution of the Reserve Ofli~ers' Assc)-
ciation, of Lawrence, Kans., favoring an adequate appropria
tion to furnish summer camp training to reservtt officers at 
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the rate of one-third of the full number each year and the 
maintenance of divisional and regimental headquarters in the 
Organized Reserves branch of the Army, etc., which was re
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McLEAN presented telegrams and papers in the na
ture of petitions of Branch No. 86, National Association of 
Letter Carriers, of Hartford; employees of the United States 
post office, of South Manchester; of Local No. 147, National 
Federation of Post Office Clerks, of Hartford; of Local No. 
237, National Federation of Post Office Clerks, of New Haven; 
of the Connecticut State Federation of Post Office Clerks, at 
Middletown; of Branch No. 119, National Association of Post 
Office Clerks, of Waterbury; Branch No. 192, National Asso
ciation of Letter Carriers, of New Britain; of employees, 
United States post office, of Middletown; of Branch No. 109, 
National Association of Letter Carriers, of Ansonia; of Local 
Union No. 115, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners 
of America, of . Bridgeport; of the Central Labor Union of 
Bridgeport; of the Ministers' Association of Waterbury; of 
Branch No. 154, National Association of Post Office Clerks, of 
Meriden; of Michael J. Comcowich Post, No. 597, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, of Ansonia; of Branch No. 175, National Asso
ciation of Letter Carriers, of Middletown; of Local No. 357, 
National Association of Post Office ClerkS; of Middletown; of 
Connecticut Branch No. 29, employees, United States Post 
Office, of Greenwich; and of National Rural Letter Carriers' 
Association, of Darien, all in the State of Connecticut, praying 
for the passage of legislation granting increased compensa
tion to postal employees, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented resolutions of the Hartford section, 
Council. of Jewish Women, of Hartford; the executive board 
of the Hartford Froebe! Club, of Hartford; the Young Women's 
Hebrew Association, of New Haven; the New Haven section, 
Council of Jewish Women, of New Ha·ven; arid a resolution 
adopted at the annual banquet of the Court of Spinoza, For
esters of America, at New Britain, all in the State of Connecti
cut, protesting against the passage of the so-called Johnson 
immigration bill as being discriminatory, which were referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the executive board of the 
Hartford (Conn.) Woman's Club, praying for the passage of 
legislation restricting immigration, which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of citi
zens of Waterbury, Conn., favoring the enactment of legisla
tion granting adjusted compensation to veterans of the World 
War, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Danbury Grange, No. 156, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Danbury, Conn., remonstrating 
against the passage of legislation providing so-called daylight 
saving time in any part of the United States or its territorial 
possessions, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. . 

He also presented a resolution of the New Britain Civic 
Safety League, of :New Britain, Conn., favoring the passage of 
legislation providing for the deportation of aliens who may vio
late the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution, which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. FRAZIER presented the petition of Ole Sletten, jr., and 
65 other citizens of Divide County, N. Dak., <iraying for the pas
sage of legislation stabilizing the price of wheat, etc., which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Ernest N. Johnson and 23 other 
citizens, of Binford; of ~-'\ndrew Devitt and 19 other citizens, of 
Milnor; of L. 0. Hovnik: and 2 other citizens, of Medora ; of 
Albert Nyhus and 19 other citizens, of Eckman; of Iver R. Knut
son and 6 other citizens, of Williams County; and of A.. .A.ngel
shaug and 30 other citizens of Hannaford, all in the State of 
North Dakota, praying for the passage of the so-called Norris
Sinclair bill, providing aid to agriculture, which were referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resQlutions adopted at a voters' meeting of 
Armourdale Township, assembled at Rocklake, N. Dak., favoring 
the passage of legislation granting aid to agriculture, which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution of the William G. Carroll Post, 
No. 26, American Legion, of Minot, N. Dak.; favoring the pas
sage of legislation granting adjusted compensation to veterans 
of the World War, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the petitions of T. El Carey and 51 other ex
service men, and of G. S. Schoultz and 45 other ex-service men, . 
all of Grand E'orks; of Post No. 87, the American Legion, of 
_Wishek; of J. R. Hallam and 77 other citizens, of Selfridge ; pf 

Roger Greystone and 78 other citizens, of Eugene Little and 
112 other citizens, and of Guy Chapman and 104 other citizens, 
all of Fort Yates, all in the State of North Dakota; and of 
William Marshall and 76 other citizens, of Kenal, in the Stale 
of South Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation grant
ing adjusted compensation to veterans of the World War, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of R. H. McCormick and 26 
other citizens, of Rawson, N. Dak., remonstrating against the 
adoption of the so-called Mellon tax-reduction plan, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Helen Murray and 127 other 
citizens, of Stanley, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of legis
lation repealing or reducing the so-called nuisance and war 
taxes, especially the tax on industrial alcohol, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Stutsman County Medi
cal Society and the Grand Forks District: Medical Society, both 
in the State of North Dakota, favoring the passage of legisla
tion repealing the so-called Harrison narcotic tax act; estab
lishing the deductibility of traveling expenses and the cost of 
postgraduate study as expenses of the practice of medicine 
in computing the physicians' income tax, and reducing the 
tax rate on earned incomes, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Finance, to which was 
referred the resolution (S. Res. 168) authorizing the appoint
ment of a special committee to investigate the Bureau of 
Internal Revenue, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which were referred the following bills, submitted 
adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to: 

A bill ( S. 1381) for the relief of Edward S, Farrow; and 
A bill ( S. 1577) authorizing the President to reappoint 

Maj. Adrian K. Polhemus, United States Army (retired), to 
the position and rank .of major in the United States Army. 

Mr. BORAH. What are these bills? 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Each bill is for the special 

appointment of an officer to the active list of the Army. The 
committee is opposed to any such legislation and the report 
is unanimous against the bills. I move that the bills be in
definitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Mili

tary Affairs, to which was referred the bill ( S. 2431) to au
thorize the Secretary of· War to convey to the Commissioners 
of Lewes certain land in the county of Sussex, State of Dela
ware, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 214) thereon. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill ( S. 605) for the relief of 
Obadiah Simpson, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill ( S. 2764) authorizing the President to order Leo P. 
Quinn before a retiring board for a rehearing of his case and 
upon the findings of such board either confirm his discharge 
or place him on the retired list with the rank and pay held by 
him at the time of hls discharge, reported it without amend
ment and submitted a report (No. 215) thereon. 

Mr. SHEPP ARD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill ( S. ·1011) for the relief of 

_Michael Sweeney, reported it without amendment ·and submit
ted a report (No. 216) thereon. 

Mr. HARRELD, from the Committee on Claims, to whicl:i 
was referred the bill ( S. 2187) authorizing the Comptroller 
General of the United States to consider and settle the claim 
of .Mrs. John D. Hall, widow of the late Colonel John D. Hall, 
United States Army, retired, for personal property destroyed 
in the earthquake at San Francisco, Calif., reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 217) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill ( S. 2481) for the relief of John H. Gattis, reported 
it with amendments ahd submitted a report (No. 218) thereon. 

Mr. STANFIELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with out 
amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 935) for the relief of the Erie Railroad Co. (Rept. 
No. 219) ; and 

.A. bill ( S. 1930) for the relief of the San Diego Consolidated 
Gas & Electric Co. (Rept. No. 220). 

Mr. STANFIELD also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
w?~ch was referred the bill .(S. 1941) for the eelief of Ezra S. 
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Pond, repo:rted it •with an amendment and submitted ·a rep.ort 
:<No.221) thereon. 

l\Ir. LADD, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
.were .referred the following bills, reported them severally 
:WJthout amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H . .R . .5G33) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Doard of Supervisors of .HinCfs County, l\Iiss., ·to .construct a 
.bri<lge e.cr&ss the Pearl River 1n the State of Mississippi 
:(.llep.t. No. 222) ; 

A bill (H. R. 5737) granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Kankakee, State of Illinois, and the counties of 
Lake 1llld N:ewton, State of .Indiana, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Kan
kakee JU\:-er .at or near the -State line betw€en :Section 19, 
.township 31 north, range :15 east of the third J)rincipal merid
ian, in the county of Kankakee, ,State of Illinois, .and sectio~ 1, 
.township 31 north, range 10 west of the second principal 
meridian, in the counties of Lake .and Newton, State of 
.Indiana (Re pt. No. 223) ; 

A bill (H. R. 6420) to extend the time for the eonstruction 
of a bridge across the Mississippi 'River in section 17, town
.ship 28 .no.rth, range 23 west of the .fourth principal meridian, 
in the State of .Minnesota (~pt. NQ. 224) ,; and 

A bill (H. ·R. 6925) .granting the consent of Congress to the 
city of Chicago to construct a 'bridge across the Calumet 
River at or near One hundred and thirtieth Street, in the 
city of Chicago, county of Cook, State of Illinois (Rept. No. 
225). 

:Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota, .from the Committee rm Claims, 
to :which w.as referred ·the bill (S. Jl.307) for the relief of 
Albert Andrew.s for loss ·Of peTsonal effeets while serving with 
·the military forces of the ,United States, reported it ·without 
iamendment .antl :submitted ·a Teport (No. 226) thereon. 

He also, from the -same committee, -to which was referred ·the 
ill (-S. 1573) :for the reUef of ·Samuel S. Weaver, repO':rted it 

with :an amendment ·arrd submitted a report (No. 227) thereon. 
Mr. £ROOKHA.RT, from the ·Committee on Military .Affairs, 

to which was rreferred the bill ( S. 1557) to .give milite.ry status 
and discharges to the members of the Russian Railway Service 
'Corps, organized by i:he War Department -under authority of 
the President of the United States for service during the war 
with Germany, reported it without amendment and ·submitted a 

.report '(No. 228) .thereon. 
He also, from the Committee on Olaims, to which was re

ferred the bill ( S. 969) for the relief of Clotilda Freund, -re
ported it with amendments .and submitted i.a report (No. 229) 
thereon. 

l\lr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to w.hich !Were 
referred -the ·following bills, ·reported them severally without 
amendment ·and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 47) to permit the correction of tbe..general account 
of ·Charles :B. Strecker, former .Assistant Treasurer United 
States (Ilept. No. 230) ; 

A bill (S. 196) for the relief -0f Charles S . . Fries (Rept. No. 
231); 

A ·bill (S. 828) for the relief of the receiver of the Gulf, 
Florida & Alabama Railway Co. (Rept. No . . 232) ; and 

A bill (S. 2527) for the i;myment of claims for damages to 
and loss of 1p:rivate property incident to the training, practice, 
operation, or maintenance of the Army (Rept. No. 233). 

l\Ir. OAP.PER also, from the Committee on Claims, ,to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 608) ,for the relief of .Jam es El. Fitz
.gerald, r~ported it with amendments .and submitt€d .a report 
(No. 234) .thereon. 

.Mr. BR.lJCE, irom the Committee on ltlllitru;y ..Affairs, .to 
which was referred the bill (S . ...245) for the relief of Henry .P. 
Collins, . alias .Patrick Collins, reported it without . amendment, 

..and submitted a .repo~t (No. 230) thereon. 
Ile also, .from the same committee, to which was referred 

.the bill (S. 723) for the relief i>'f 'Benjamin F . . Burch, sub
mitted .an adverse re.Port thereon, which was .agreed to, and the 
bill was indefinitely postponed. 

~Ir. SEENCJ~n. from the Committee on Claims, .to which 
were referred the following l>ills, reported them eacn without 

.amendment and submitted .reports thereon: 
A .bill ( S. 1316) for the relief .of Annie H. Martin ( Rept. No. 

:236) ; and 
A bill ( S. 1568) for the .relief, of certain officers 1n lhe United 

·states Army (Rept. No. 237). 

ENROLLED JOIN.T RESOLUTION !PRESENTED. I 

,J.IEM.OlUAL ,ADDBESS O~ THE LA.TE DRESID.E.NT HABilING. 

1\fr. FESS. -From the Committee on 'Printing, 11 re13ort back 
favOTab1y with 1an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
Senate Concurrent "Resolution No. 5, and I ask unanimous -con
Bent -for Hs 'Present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFIOEJR. 'The T-es<>lutlon a.1 reported 
wlll be rread for the information oT the Senate . 

The amendment was to strike out all after the ·resolving 
clause ami to insert: 

'That there shall be compllea, printed with lllustrntions, and bound, 
as may be dtrecteil by the Joint Committee on Printing, 25,000 copies 
of the oration 'delivered by the Hon. Charles Evans Hughes in the 
House o'f Representatives tluring the exercises held in memory of the 
late President ·warren G. 'Harding on February 27, 1924, including all 
the proceed1ngs and the program of exercises, of which 8,00-0 copies 
shall be tor the use ·of -the 'Senate and 17,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to eonsider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The P.RESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
io the amendment. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Is it an amendment of a House resolu
tion? 

The .PRESIDING OFF.ICER. It is a Senate concurrent 
r.esolution. 

l\1r. FLETCHER. With an 1amendment reported striking 
out all ,after the resolving clause and inserting--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to tOO 
Senator from Florida that it is a concurrent resolution upon 
which the committee was polled. The Senator from Florida 
signed the poll. The changes were made- in order to make the 
resolution conform to what it was desired to bring about. 

l\lr. FLETCHER. I could not understand exactly wb,y it 
was being reported 1n that way. I did not know but that it 
was a House concurrent resolution that was being amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
,The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

REFUNDS OF TAXEa ERRONEOUSLY COLLECTED. 

l\Ir . . REED of Pennsylvania. l\Ir. President, I report 
.favorably from -the Committee on Finance the bill (H. R. 
6901) to _amend section 252 of the revenue act of 1921 in 
respect of credits and -refunds, and ~ ask unanimous -consent 
for its immediate consideration. 

'l\Ir . .ROBINSON. I ask that the bill be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for the 

'information of .the Senate. 
The read1ng clerk read as follows : 
"Be it enacted, eto., That the second proviso of subdivision (a) of 

section ..252 of the revenue act of 1921 as amended by the act en
titled "An act to amend the revenue .ac't of 1921 i:n respect to credits 
and refunds," approveu March 4, 1923, is a.mended to read a.s fol
lows: ,,, Pro'L'idea 1ut-ther, That if the ta'xpayer has, within five years 
f.rom the time the .return for the taxable year 1917 was due, filed a 

a.Iver Of his .right 'i:o nave the taxes dn.e for such ·taxable year de
'termined and assessed within five years after the return was -filed, 
or if he has, on or befOTe Jone 15, 1924, filed imch a. waiver in -respe·ct I 
·of the taxes due i'or the taxable .year '1918, then such credit ·or re· I 
fund relating to the taxes for the yea.r in respect of 'Which the 
waiver was filed shall be allowed or made if claim therefor is filed 
either on or before April 1, 1925, or within two years from the 'time 
the tax wns ·paid." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _The Eenator from Pennsyl~ 
vania asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 

, of the bill. ls there objection? 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I do not object to the re

quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania. I understand that ' 
1the legislation is necessary in order to prevent the statute 
of limitations from attaching to claims of persons for credits 
and refunds of taxes erroneously collected. 

l\1r. REED of .Pennsylvania. That is precisely the -.case, 
Mr. President. 

1\1r . . ROBINSON. J: understand it is necessary that the bill 
should pass promptly, and be signed by the President--

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Before the 1.5th of the ..month. 
Mr . . ROBINSON. Otherwise the limitations will attach im

mediately. I .have no objection to .the .bill 1being passed. 
There being no objection, the bill was considered as in 

Oomm.ittee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to a .third .reading, read the .third time, and pas ed. l\fr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-! 
•ported "that cm the '7th lnstant ·they presented to the President 
of the United States the enrolled joint resolution ·cs. 'J. mes. I .A?dENDMENT 10F 'COTTON FUTURES .acT. 

157) 'll.Uthorizing 'the erection on public grounds in the ·1Distrlct j Mr. ~IAL. !\lr. ~President, over three months ·e.go 'I intr6-
•'0f Columbia of a statue by IT crse ·Clara persoriffying " ·:Serenity/' ... tlueed a 'lilll JS. ~aso). ' to amen a section ''5 of. too United ·States 
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cotton futures act, approved August 11, 1916, as amended, Mr. NORRIS. That is true. A similar bill was inh·oduced 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- during the last Congress and was referred to a subcommittee. 
estry. That committee has not reported on the bill. Of The difficulty is in the fact that the cotton men on the com
course, I realize that they are quite busy, but this is a very mittee are opposed to the Senator's bill. If the Senator will 
important measure, and recently the ' Legislature of _.South make a motion under the rule to discharge the Committee 
Carolina passed a resolution indorsing the measure. on Agriculture and Forestry and place the bill on the calen-

1 would like to have the bill disposed of at as early a date dar, and thus comply with the ru1e, I am going to vote for 
as possible, and as I notice that the chairman of the Com- that motion. I think the Senator's bill ought to have been 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry is in the Chamber, I ask acted on long ago. I have always told him that. At this 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Agriculture and session of Congress, however, it has been a physical impossi
Forestry be discharged from the further consideration of the bility for the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry to · take. 
bill and that it be placed upon the calendar. it up and have any bearings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South The Senator asked unanimous consent that the committee 
Carolina asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Agri- be discharged. I was here and made no objection. Objec
culture and Forestry be discharged from the further consider- tion comes from the other cotton men. It is a dispute be
ation of Senate bill 386, and that the bill be placed upon the tween cotton men. The expert cotton men do not agree. 
calendar. Is there objection? They will have to fight it out on the floor of the Senate no 

Mr. ROBINSON. l\Ir. President, I think the Committee on matter what the Agricultural Committee does. I would be 
Agriculture and Forestry ought to have an opportunity to de- very glad indeed if the Senator would make that motion 
termine whether it will act upon the bill and report it or and the Senate would agree to it and place his bill on the 
whether it desires to be discharged from the consideration of calendar. For some time yet it will be an impossibility for 
the bill. In order that the members of the committee may the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry to hold hearings 
have that opportunity I suggest the absence of a quorum. that will in any way be satisfactory. We have been engaged 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the every day, practically all day long and several times during 
roll. the evenmg, in holding hearings. It has been the busiest 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators committee I think without any doubt of any - committee in 
answered to their names : the Senate during this session of Congress. 
Adams Edge Kendrick Robinson The Agricultural Committee, or most of its members at 1east, 
Ashurst Edwards Keyes Sheppard confess, I do for one, that the bill presents to us a problem 
~~~;~d ~~~:i~ ~~~ ~~f~~~~ad that needs the expert consideration of the cotton men. 
Brandegee Fess Lodge Shortridge All the cotton men on the committee are opposed to it ap-
Brookbart Fletcher McKellar Simmol!l.s parently and there are quite a number of them on the com-
~~~~:sard ~~~~~r R~~~~~; ~~~~eld mittee. It is not right to accuse the Agricultural Committee 
Bursum Gerry Maytield Stephens of not doing the best it could under the circumstances. I have 
Cam~ron Glass Mose1S Trammell told the Senator several times when he has talked to me that 
8!~~~~Y ri:~~~ing ~~~~1s ~~~'h~~~~t. if he would lllllke a motion to discharge the committee and 
Colt Harreld Oddie Warren place the bill on the calendar, which motion under the rule. 
Copeland Harris Pepper Watson would have to go over one day, when the time comes 1 ex-
g~~~ns ~A1!son ~h7iE!n ~~~!fer pect to vote for the motion myself. 
Dale llowell Ralston W1Ilis Mr_ DIAL. Mr. President, I thought I was doing the Com-
DD11:a111 Johnson. ~iinn. Ransdell mittee on Agriculture and Forestry a favor in asking that 

Jones, Wash. Reed, Pa. it be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-four Senators hav-- upon which it seems that they were deadlocked. I made the. 

ing answered to their names, a quorum is present. request through kindness to that committee. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I call attention to the fact_ that the Sena- However, Mr. President, I do not wish to let go unchallenged 

tor from South Carolina [Mr. DIAL] has submitted a request 1 the statement that all of the Senators who are on the Com
for unanimous consent. · mittee on Agriculture and Foresh-y from the Southern States 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was about to state are opposed to the proposition which is embodied in the bill. I 
it. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. DIAL] asks Uilani- very much question the accuracy of that statement. Of course, 
mous consent .that the Committee on Agriculture and For- I do not question the sincerity of the Senator from Nebraska 
estry be discharged from the further consideration of Senate [l\1r. NORRIS], who made the statement, but that is not the in
bill 386, and that the bill be placed upon the calendar. Is formation which I have in reference to the proposed legislation; 
there objection? in fact, I know of but one Senator, the Senator from Louisiana 

Mr. RAl~SDELL. I object. [Mr. RANSDELL], who is really opposed to my proposition. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. l\fr_ RANSDELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
-Mr. DIAL. Mr. Pr~sident, with regard to my request for a question? 

unanimous consent that the Committee on Agriculture and For- l\fr. LODGE. Mr. President--
estry be discharged from the further consideration of Senate The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from s ·outh Caro-
bill 386, and that the bill be placed upon the cale•dar, I de-
sire to say that I have the highest regard for that committee. Una has the floor. Does the Senator yield; and if so, to whom? 
The chairman of the committee is pronouncedly a fair man, Mr. DL.\.L. I yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 
able, honest, and candid. I want to appeal to his fairness Mr. LODGE. I demand the regular order. 
and ask him why they chloroformed the bill and placed it in The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is de-
a pigeonhole? I introduced it in. good faith. The South Caro- manded. 
lina Legislature has indorsed it. The Alabama Legislature Mr. DIAL. I move that the Committee on Agriculture and 
has indorsed it. The Manufacturers' Record, of Baltimore, Forestry be discharged from the further consideration of the 
one of the ablest edited papers in the United States, in an bill and that it be placed on the calendar. 
editorial the other day said no honest man could oppose the The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will be received 
proposition. under the rule. 

I am not here asking for an appropriation, as some Senators CONSIDERATION OF TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN. 
do. . I am here demanding, as far as within my power lies, l\1r. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to give a notice that 
that Congress shall enact a just law, giving the poor people on Thursday next, at the close of morning business, I shall ask 
of the South who produce cotton with which to clothe the the Senate to go into executive session to consider the treaty 
world a fair living. I am trying to correct a one-sided, un- with Great Britain, which ought to be disposed of at this time. 
just, top-heavy, lopsided, confiscatory law. No man yet has 
risen on this floor to combat the justice and the. honesty of 
my proposition. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. DIAL- I yield. 
Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will permit me, the Com

mittee on Agriculture and Forestry has been very busy since 
the convening of Congress. 

Mr. DIAL. Yes; that is true. The committee bas bad 
three months, and not a single hearlng on the bill has been held. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

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

By Mr. LODGE : 
A bill ( S. 2784) authorjzing the President to issue an appro

priate commission and honorable discharge to Joseph B. Mac· 
cabe; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McLEAN : 
A bill ( 8- 2785) granting a pension to Mary A. Paul (with 

accompanying papers) ; ta the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. McLEAN (by requestf: . 
A bill (S. 2786) to provide a civil government for the Vll'gin 

Islands, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Terri· 
tor.ies and Insular Possessions. 

By Mr. McNARY: 
A bill ( S. 2787) for the relief ot Henry von Hess; to the 

Committee on Military A1Iairs. 
By Mr. SW ANSON: 
A bill ( S. 2788) far the relief of Chief Boatswain J"obn W. 

Stoakley (retired), Un!.ted States Navy; to the Committee on 
Na val Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODING: 
A blll ( S. 2789) extending the boundaries of the Boise Na

tional Forest; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 
Ily Mr. NORRIS: . 
A bill ( S. 2790) to provide for the conservation and utn;za· 

Uon of the natural resources of the Nation, the coordina
tion of flood control and navigation of streams, the develop
ment of hydroelectric energy and the distribution of the 
same, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

.By ~Ir. COPELAND: 
A bill ( S. 2791) for the relief of George Boiko; 
A bill (S. 2702) for the relief of C. F. ID. Peterson; 
A bill ( S. 2793) fo.· the relief of the estate of Anne O. 

Shymer; and · 
A bill ( S. 2794) for the relief of :Margaret B. Knapp; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SIMMONS: 
A bill ( S. 2795) for the relief of May Adelaide Sharp ; to the 

Committee on Claims, 
By Mr. DILL: 
A bill ( S. 2796) to regulate radio communication, to provide 

for the collection of license and radio station fees, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committtee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ODD IE: 
A bill (S. 2797) to authorize the payment of claims under 

the provisions of the so-called war minerals relief act ; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. HARR.ELD: 
A bill ( S. 2798) to authorize the leasing for mining purposes 

of unallotted lands in the Kaw Reservation in the State- of 
Oklahoma ; and 

A bill (S. 2799) to provide for quarters, fue4 and light for 
employees of the Indian field service ; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Rv Mr. WATSON: 
.A.~ bill ( S. 2800) gra:iting an increase of pension to William 

Hemphill ; to the Commlttee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HARRIS: 
A joint _ olution ( S. J. Res. 94) for the investigation of 

the advisability and cost of securing lands in the Southern 
.Appalachian Mountains for perpetual preservation as a na
tional park ; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

ELEC'.CION AND QUALIFICATION 01.l' JUDGES. 

Mr. DILL. I introduce a joint resolution which I ask may 
be read. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 93) proposing an amend· 
ment to e .e Constitution of the United States relative to 
election and qualification of judges, was read the first time 
by its title and the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

R esolved by the Senato and Hottse of Representatives of the UwUed 
States of .A..m.ertca in Oongress assembled (two-thirds of e<J.-Oh House 
concurring therein), That the following amendment be proposed to 
the legislatures of the several States as an amendment to the Consti
tution of the United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of 
said legislatures, shall be valid as part <>f the Constitution, namely: 

ARTICLE Ill. 

" SECTION L The judicial power of the United States shall be vested 
1n one supreme court, and in such j.nferior courts as the Congress 
may from. time to time ordain and establish. The judges of the 
supreme court shall be appointed from the elected judges of the inferior 
courts, and shall hold office during good behavior, unless Congress 
shall otherwise provide for their election, and length of term of office. 
The judges of the inferior courts shall be elected by the qualified 
electors of the districts over which they have jurisdiction, in such 
manner and for such term of office as Congress shall provide, and 
Congress may provide by law for the appointment by the President of 
the judges of the appellate courts of the United States. Congress 
shall fix the compensation of all judges of the courts of the United 
States, and such compensation shall not be diminished during their 
continuance in otlice." · 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION OF WORLD W Alt VETERA.~S. 

Ur. COPELAND. I submit an amendment in tlle nature of a 
substitute intended to be proposed by me to the bill ( S. 1969) 
to provide adjusted compensation for veterans of the World 
War, and for other pm'poses, and with it a letter from the Sec
retary of the Treasury relating to the bonus, which I ask per
mission to have printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment wU1 
be printed and referred to the Committee on Finance, and, with· 
out objection., the accompanying letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury will be printed as a Senate document ( S. Doc. No. 
60), views of the Secretary of the Treasury on S. 1969, pro· 
viding for a cash bonus. 

A.MENDMENT OF COMMERCE Am> LABOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McNARY submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $100,000 for repairing and improving aids to navigation 
and establishing new aids in the Columbia River, and for con
structing or purchasing a suitable power boat for tending aids 
to navigation in such river, intended to be proposed by him to 
the Commerce and Labor Departments appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

Ol!DEB OF BUSI~~ss. 

The PRESIDING OFFIOER. There being no resolutions 
coming over from a previous day, the calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

l\Ir. J01'TES of Washington. l\Ir. President, I ask unanimous 
consent that in considering the calendar the Senate take up 
Order of Business No. 144, being the bill ( S. 1014) for the 
relief of F. J. Belcher, jr., trustee for Ed Fletcher, that being 
the point at which the Senate left off the consideration of the 
calendar when it was last before us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
:Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry. l\ly understanding 

was that the unfinished business, being the so-called Norbeck 
bill, was to be taken up this morning and to be the subject of 
consideration unt11 3 o'clock, at which time-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state for the 
information of the Senator from Utah that that is not the form 
in which the unanimous-consent agreement was finally entered 
into. The morning hour will run until 2 o'clock, at which time 
the Norbeck bill, the unfinished bnsiness, will be laid before the 
Senate. The time at which the limitation of debate will go 
into effect, under the unanimous-consent agreement, will be 3 
o'clock. 

Mr. KING. A further parliamentary inquiry. Under the 
unanimous-consent agreement asked by the Senator from Wash
ington [Mr. JONES} will debate be possible on the so-called 
Norbeck bill; and if so--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. From 2 o'clock until 3 o'clock 
debate will be in order without limitation npon any Senator . 

Mr. KING. Mr. PresiOent, my understanding was that at 
the conclusion of routine morning business to-day we should 
proceed, if we desired, with the discussion of the so-called 
Norbeck bill and continue the discussion after 3 o'clock under 
the terms lafd down by the unanimous~consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the rule, to-day being 
Calendar Monday, the calendar is clearly in order; and the 
form of the unanimous-consent agreement as printed on the 
calendar is clearly in opposition to the view which has been 
presented by the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. Then I yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re

quest for unanimous consent asked by the Senator from Wash
ington [l\Ir. JONES]. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was just going to state to the 
Senator from Utah [l\Ir. KING] that even if the unanimous
consent agreement which I have asked should not be granted, 
under the rule we must take up the calendar, unless that be 
dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

1\fr. ROBINSON. What is the request of the Seilator from 
Washington? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. :My request was that we begin the 
consideration of the calendar with Order of Business No. 144. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That is the point at which we left off the 
consideration of the calendar wllen it was last before the 
Senate? 

l\lr. JONES of Washington. Yes; that is where the con
sideration of the calendar was th~n left oft. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think that will probably be satisfactory. 
Mr. KING. I desire to make one further inqUiry. Does 

the Senator from Washington understand that under the rule, 
which will probably be invoked, debate will be limited to five 
minutes? 
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Mr. JONmS of Washington. Yes; I so understand.. the· land so taken except the construction of some trenchea 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- I should like the Senator to explain in my time what is the 

quest of the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNEs]', that the reason to justify this large appropriation, when the owners 
consideration of the calendar b:e begun at the point where ft leased the premises for $1. 
was left off when the calendar was last before the Senate? Mr. SHORTRIDGE. First, there were no incidental or I 
The Chair hen.rs- none, and the Secretary will state the first consequent benefits to the owners of the property. The leas- I 
bill on the calendru: under the unanimous:--consent agreement. lng of the land was-a patriotic act on the part of the owners. I 

F. J. BELCHER. can not, in a few moments, tell the Senator or the Senate the ! 
, The bill (S. 1014) 'for the relief-of F. J: Belcher, jr., trustee extent of the excavations. or the w-0rk done on this property, 1 

for Ed Fletcher, was announced as first in order. but it has been left in a condition which makes it necessary ' 
The bill was read, as follows: to fill the trenches and restore, in a measure, the physical 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, directed to_ pay to F. J. Belcher, jr., trustee !or the benefit 
of Ed Fletcher, out of. any money iIL the Treasury not otherwise a.p· 
propriated, the sum o.f 21,838, in full payment of damage to la:nds
owned by said Ed Fletcher infilcted thereon by the Government while 
occupying said lands as an Army ttain:ing camp. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I shall ask that that bill go 
over unless some explanation of it shall be made. I can not 
understand why the claim covered in the b111 should not go 
to the Court of Claims· for adjudication. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President--
Mr. KING. r withhold the objection for a moment. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. This bill is in exactly the same form 

in which it wa introduced by me at the last session, at which 
time it was passed by the Senate. It was very carefully 
examined by the committee at the former session and unani
mously reported. It has been similarly examined by the <'Om
mittee at this session and in like manner the committee has 
unanimously reported in favor of its passage. It is a meri
torious measure. The printed committee report sho~s that 
the Government itself made examination of the property to 
determine the extent of the damage. The property lies· jn or 
near Camp Kearny; in San Diego County, Calif. The pop
el!ty was turned over to the Government for the nominal con
sideration of $1. In and about the activities of the A:i;my 
dm·ing the war the property suffered damage to the e~tent 
ascertained by the Government it!;elf, and thereupon a bill 
was introduced ancl passed at the last. session, and a similar 
bill comes before us now. I have never heard a:uyone ubject 
to the bill it.self or a to the amount fixed by the Government. 
The committee's report is, of com-se, before the Senator .!'rom 
Utah and the Senate, and• I can imagine no valid objection 
to the passag·e of the bill. 

Mr. KING; Mn. President, may I sa:y to the' Senator that 
it seems to me this is a rather large amount to allow without 
its going to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It went to the. Committee on Claims, 
t will say to the. Senator. 

Mr. KING. I r.efer to judicial proceeding before the r.ourt 
of. Claims. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. While it did not take the form of an 
inquiry by the Committee on the Judiciary, the merit of the 
claim as- a legal matter seems to be conceded on all hands. 
To repeat, perhaps unneeessarily, this property was turned 
over f.or the. use of the Government. Tbe Go-vernment entered 
upon its possession, and in and about the training of soldiers 
vast trenches were dug and various other works incidental 
to the preliminary study and training of large numberL · of 
oun soldiers in anticipation of their ·activities on the field of 
battle were constructed upon the physical property to re~ 
store which will involve an expenditure in the amount stated. 

As to the justice of it I hav.e nothing more to say, but as 
to the amount it has been ascertained. 

Mr. KING. It seems from the report-and I have not bad 
time to ' read it all; it is a very long one--tbat there was a 
stipulatert rental of $1 for the demised term~ 

l\fr. SBC lRTRIDGE. Precisely. 
l\lr. K lliG. And there. was taken into account the financial 

benefits the owners of the property might derive from having 
the camp located at San Diego. It would seem-and I state 
this with a good deal of hesitancy, because. the repor~ may 
qualify the observation which I am about to make--

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Washington in 
the chair). The Senator from California has occupied his 
five minutes. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I can only express the hope that the 
Sena tor will permit the bill to come to a vote. 

M1~. KING. Mr. President, I shall speak briefly in my own 
time. It would seem, notwithstanding the lease for $1 a 
year, and notwithstanding tbe possible benefits that were to 
be derived not only by the city but by the owner-s themselves, 
tbey. now put in a bilL here f01.r $21,000. May I say that so 
far as I can determine there was no permanent injury to 

property to the condition in which it was when turned over 
to the Government. It ls not a mere theory; it· is the
physical condition in which the property is left. 

The Army authorities· recognize the facts. They made in
vestigation, and diagrams and figures· would justify what I 
am saying. The fact that the property was· turned over to 
the Government as- a patriotic act for a nominal consideration 
should rather persuade US' to pass: the measure, because we 
impliedly obligated· the Government to restore the property 
at least to the condition in which it was turned over for 
the use of the Government. That is the theory o:f the bill. 

I think it just. I think: it meritorious, and I was only con..
cerned as to the amount involved, and that amount was ascer
tained by the Government engineers. Hence the bill came 
before us at the former session and was passed, and is now 
before us again. I feel warranted in asking the Senate to 
pass the measure, and I feel warranted in asking the- Senator. 
from Utah, who is more than careful and diligent in looking 
to the finances of the Government, to withhold any objection 
to its present consideration. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I know that the able ~enato~ 
from California is fair and ju t and would not make any re
quest that he did not think was· warranted.- I am afraid this 
bill will constitute a precedent, and I beg tlie Sena.tor to per
mit it to go over until next Monday. In the meantime I shall 
examine it, and' if r find that the precedent I have in mfnd is 
not a dangerous one, or that it. will not constitute· a precedent, 
I shall join with· the Senator in asking for its immediate 
consideration. 

Mr. CAPPER. I call the attention of the Senator from Utah 
to the recommendatiorr of General Lord, at that time Chief at 
Finance, found at the conelusion ot this report, in whicll he 
finds that the claim is a just one, and says : 

'l'he War Department Claims Board has examined the facts in the 
case and recommends an award in favor of the claimant in the amount 
of $21,838, in full and complete settlement. 

The release conditioned in said amount is lierewith_ 
rt is the opinion of this office that the damage as recommended b.Y 

the board is equitable and just and payment in said amount is recom
mended. 

The Director of the Budget also gave considerable attenticm 
to this claim and also recommended it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The bill will be passeQover. 
J. G. SEUPELT. 

The bill (S. 1703) for the relief of J. G. Seupelt was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was ~ead, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be i& 
hereby, authorized to permit one J. G. Seupelt to enter under the home
stead laws, at the appraised... price, a certain unsurveyed island in the
Colville Indian Reservation, 'Yasn., known as " Hog Island," containing • 
about 152 acres, located in the Columbia River, and within sections 26 
and 35 township 30 north, range 36 east of the Willamette meridian. 
in the State of Washington: P1·ovided., That proceeds arising here
under shall be subject to the provisions of section 6 of the act of March 
22 1906 (vol. 34, U. S. Stat. L., p. 81) : Provided. further, That the 
right of entry by the said Seupelt shall be exercised within 90 days. 
after the execution and acceptance of the survey ot the island : And 
vro'l:ided further, That the land hereby· disposed of shall be subject 
to all the laws of the United States prohibiting the introuuction of 
intoxicants into the Indian. country, until otherwise provided by 
Cong.ress. 

Mr. E'LETCHER. Mr. President, I did not know that we had 
more than one Hog Island in this country; but tha t of itself is 
no ol>jection to the passage of the bill, and L see that Secretary 
Work has recommended its passage. I have no objection to it. 
I request, however, as part of my remarks, that there be :in
serted in the RECORD an editorial from the Tampa l\lorning 
Tribune of March 5, 1924, entitled " The real oil issue'' ; an 
editorial from the Washington Daily News of March 7, 1924, 
entitled ••The Coolidge to McLean telegrams " ; and an edi· 
torial from the_ New )fork Herald of yesterday, March 9, en
titled ." Mr. Daugherty's conduct." 
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'l'lte PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objectio.n, the edi
torials will be inserted in the RECORD, 

The editorials are as follows: 
[From the Tampa. Morning Tribune ot March 5, 1924.] 

THE REAL OIL ISSUE, 

Through the wilderness of waving arnrs and thunderclouds of politicnl 
balderdash with which Washington thus far has shrouded its ~amina
tion of the oil scandal, one inexorable fact still stands out as clear 
and unmistakable as a lighthouse. 

It is this: The indubitable intention ot the persons who originally 
created the naval reserves at Teapot Dome, Elk Hill, and other places, 
as made manifest by congressional debate at the time, was that the oil 
in these sections was to remain underground and inviolate until the 
United States bad found itself reduced by a most desperate emergency 
to its employment in defense of the very existence of the Nation. 

It was the intention of the legislators and officials r~ponsible for 
the reserve policy that as long as oil was available in the open markets 
of America or the world, as long as it was possible to purchase oil in 
Mexico or Central or South America or Mesopotamia or the Far East, 
whether in time of peace or of ordinary war emergency, the oil in 
these naval re erves was to remain in the ground n.s America' last 
nee in the bole, her la3t trump in a tight to the death. It was to be 
used only when America, cut off from every other source of oil, had 
been reduced to utter dependence on her own resources to preserve her 
very life. 

The only conceivable situation which would warrant its withdrawal 
is another conillc:t of even greater magnitude than the Worl<l War, in 
which America, beset by a combination of powerful ad,rersaries, has 
been completely isolated by an enemy force from any contact with out
side sources of oil. It was e:xpe<·ted, and it is a fact, that in time of 
peace or even in a conflict of the character of the late war tllc Amer
ican Navy can obtain oil in regular course from regular ources here 
and abroad, and it is· unthinkable that this oil will not suffice until oil 
in the naval reserves can be produced if a grave emergency looms 
ahead. 

If this priceless oil was being clrained from Teapot Dome by private 
exploiters in the vicinity, it is not public policy to remove the re erve 
oil from the safest ~lepository on earth, which is the ground itself, and 
strew Jt around the world, to be used while there still is plenty of 
other oil, ancl if not at once used subjecting it to the concentrated 
attack of any adversary with a navy and an air force. It is wrong, 
because the Government's power to enjoin this drainage is practically 
unlimited. Who is fatuous enough to say that a government of 
11 ,000,000 people is powerless to stem· the loss of oil which may in 
this very generation prove the ,alvation of the land? To deny the 
Govcmment's power of domain over its own soil is the most fallacious 
stnntl any American public official can possibly assume. 

The question then of the validity of the leases of the e reserves to 
Doheny or Sinclair is simply not relevant. The leases :ire contrary to 
public policy and the vital necessities of national existence. They have 
thwarted every intention of the creators of the re erve policy and the 
American public. 

[From the Washington Daily News of March 7, 1924.] 

THE COOLIDGE TO M'LEAY TELEGRAMS. 

(An editorial.) 
The gray wolf pack is in fu11 cry denouncin"' Senator WALSH for 

"dl'Ugging the name of President Coolidge" into the oil scandal. 
A cheap, mean attempt to villify the President is the way the New 

York Tribune refers to the introduction of the Coolidge telegrams to 
McLean into the Senate committee record. 

In our view neither Senator WALSH nor any other member of the 
Senate committee "dragged " the PI·esident in-to the oil inyestigation. 
· Whatever "dragging" there was was done by the President himself. 

On January 11, at Palm Beach, McLean testified under oath to 
Senator WALSH that he did not lend Fall $100,000 as he had previ
ously told the Senate commjttee through his att-0rney that he hatl. 

McLean's testimony was published in the Washington evening news
pape1·s of January 11 and the Washington morning newspapers of Janu
ary 12. 

It goes without saying that in . a matter of so grave importance 
involving the administration, the President was perfectly familiar 
with :'!IcLean's testimony when he sent him a peroona1 telegram at 
9 o'clock, evening of January 12. 

To ay that a telegram, ambiguous in text, ent by the Chief. Execu
tive to one of the most important figures in the oil investigation at 
this critical periotl is not a proper matter fo1· the Senate committee 
record, and for the knowledge of the public, seems to us both irra
tional and illogical. · 

President Coolidge says that the telegram had no reference to 
oil; that it referred to Distr·lct of Columbia matters. The country 
has read the telegram and it bas the President's explanation. 

It als<> bas read the telegram from the President to McLean dated 
February 12 and it has the President's explanation of that. The 
country will judge whether <>r not there was any connection between 
these telegrams and the oil investigation. 

The country also will judge as to the propriety of the President 
being in friendly, even intifilate, telegraphic correspondence with Mc
Lean at these times and under these circumstances. 

The atmosphere surrounding this oil scandal is quite as important 
as the separate facts, and the Coolidge to McLean telegrams certainly 
are vital rontributions to the atmosphere. ' 

Then there is another aspect of the oil scandal which makes these 
telegrams, particularly the first one, significant as exhibits in the 
case of the people versus the oil thieves: 

It will be remembered that the President's secretary, Slemp, testi
fied before the committee that during the month be was in Florida 
he saw McLean only "occasionally and accidentally." 

Tbe President sending a message to Slemp through McLean runs to 
the credibility of Skmp's testimony. 

The White Hou e app:irently thought the contact between McLean 
and Slemp was more than " occasional and accidental." 

For the purpo e of testing Slemp·s testimony the first presidential 
t elegram wa a. useful to the ca e as the telegram from Slemp's office 
attendant at tbe White Ilou ·e advising McLean of Slemp's departure 
for Florida, and a similar mes'age from one of McLean's Washington 
agents to the a.me effect. 

As to the second pre. idenlial message-it was about the Denby 
resignation and was mo t decidedly a part of the oil scandal. The 
President was telegraphing one of the chief actors in the scandal_,. 
-IcLean-about another of the chief actors-Denby. 

[From the New York Herald of March 9, 1923.J 

.Mll. DAUGHERTY'S CO::SDUCT. 

It it is not refuted no othel' charge against Mr. Daugherty is so 
clamaging a. the testimony of Ira E. Bennett, one of E. B. McLean's 
employees, before the Senate investigating committee, upon the At
torney General's alleged mes ages to McLean. 

Mr. Daugherty's alleged messages of comfort and advice to McLean 
were not sent direct, but were written by Bennett at what the latter 
says was Daugherty's prompting. At the time they were sent, everybody 
lmew that McLean had trie<l to shield Fall from exposure. The publisher 
had made a mi statement for that purpose, and later, under oath, had 
repucliated it. He was subprenaed on February 14 to appear before the 
Walsh committee, which expectecl his testimony to be of great importance. 

The seriousnes of Bennett's statements hence is clear. We should 
expect Mr. Daugherty at that moment to be helping the oil Inquiry 
and taking an attitude of sharp condemnation toward any man whG 
tried to obstruct it. Yet Bennett says that Daugherty sent word to 
McLean "not to worry," and wanted him assured that "all th.at ls 
possible to do will be done by us ; you should worry delay selection 
of prosecutor." The Attorney General, according to Bennett, said: 
"I am attending to thingt;;. I am getting po ted and will do what 
I can to help." By this Bennett declares that Mr. Daugherty meant 
he woultl help McLean escape giving testimony. 

If these messages were actually authorized by Daugherty, they 
would suggest that the Attorney General was hostile to the oil in
quiry and was willing to interfere with it. If the testimony we1·e 
not contradicted, it would show that the officer charged with th 
Federal prosecution of lawbreakers was in sympathy with a mnn 
who had tried to cover up the trail of a suspected offender. It would 
indicate a willingness to let personal considerations interfere with 
justice to an extent inexcu~able in any Attorney General. 

Mr. Daugherty should demand at once an opportunity to testify 
as to the e charges before the Senate investigating committee, as 
Senator CURTIS demanded Friday, when Bennett made statements to 
the committee that the Senator denounced as false. 

It this testimony of Bennett's is not promptly denied by Mr. Daugh
erty before the Senate investigating committee, it will constitute a 
clear charge against him of his unfitness for bis office, a charge aa
mitting no defense. Apart from this information dug out of the 
McLean telegrams, there · has been nothing in the Senate charges 
against Daugherty of a definite nature. This Bennett tcstiinony t.· 
very definite-extremely damaging. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the St>nate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. If 
there be rio amendment to be proposed, tllu bill will be reported 
to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

OSAGE INDIAN LANDS, OKLA.HOMA. 

The bill ( ~- 2315) to amend an act entitled "An act for the 
division of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in Okla-
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homa, and for other purposes," approved June 28, 1906, and 
acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Oommlttee on Indlan 
Affairs, with an amendment, on page 2, line 1, before the 
word "Indian," to strike out u Osage/' so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any right to or interest In the lands, 
money, or mineral interests, as provided in the act of Congress ap
proved June 28, 1906 (34th Stats. L., p. 539), entitled "An act for the 
division of' the lands and funds of the Osage Indians 1n Oklahoma., 
and for other purposes," and acts amendatory thereof and supple_.. 
mental thereto, vested in, determined, or adjudged to be the right or 
_property of any person not. an Indian by blood, shall be subject to 
sale, assignment, and transfer undeJ: such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and pas ed. 
~ND:\IB~T OF ~.ATIONAL DEFE-~SE ACT. 

The bill ( S. 2!69) to amend in certain particulars the na
tional defense act of June 3, 1916, as amended, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. KING. 1.Ur. Pre8ident, this seems to be a revision of the 
entire act. Apparently it will take considerable time to dis
po. e of the bill. There are 8 or 10 pages here. 

:.Mr. BROOKHART. l\1r. President, tllis is a sort of an 
omnibus bill, cleartng up several matters in the national de
fense act. I think there is no objection to it. . I am a member 
of the ~lilitary A.ffai~·s Committee, and there are several amend
ments that I wa author!zed to suggest on the floor of the 
Senate since the bill \\as reported. I think the mere suggestion 
of them will be sufficient. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, in 
the naval bills and tl\e. e omnibus measures there oftentimes 
creep in provisions that are ad\Untageous to certain persons 
and certain elements in the Navy, and later we are compelled 
to dissent; we feel that perhaps they are more comprehensive 
than we anticipated. It seems to me that it will be a little 
difficult for us under the five-minute rule to make as searching 
an investigation as we should of any bill that amends the naval 
act or the Army act, especially a comprehensive bill such as this, 
containing ix or se-ven pag'es. 

Mr. BROOKHART. l\fost of these amendments are for the 
benefit of the National Guard, and I know personally that all 
of those are very much to be desired. 

l\l'r. KL.~G. Does the chairman of this committee desire this 
bill to be passed? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; the chairman of the committee will 
be here in a moment. The committee was unanimous in re
gard to everything recommended here. The bill was carefully 
considered by the committee. 

l\lr. KING. l\'Iay I ask the Ohair if the bill can be temporarlly 
laid aside and the next bill taken up, meanwhile sending for the 
chafrman of the r.ommittee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill can be temporarily 
laid aside. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I have al:ready sent for the chairman of 
the committee, and I understand that he is on the way to the 
Senate Chamber. I should not like to have something else get 
in that ·would prevent the con ideration of this bill. 

Mr. KING. Tlle Ohair indicates that it can be laid aside 
temporarily. 

Tl1e PRESIDING OFFICER. Without obj~ction, the bill may 
be passed o-.er temporarily. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Very well. 
.Mr. WADSWORTH subsequently said: 1'1r. President, I un

derstand that Senate bill 2169, Order of Bm;iness 148, was 
temporarily passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent tllat we may 

revert to it. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] reportea 
the bilL 
Th~ PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Senate 

will return to Order of Business 148, Senate bill 2169. 
The principal legislative clerk proceeded to read the bilL 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, this bill is rather

long, and perhaps I should say something as to what it pur
ports to do. 

The bill is in the nature of an omnibus bilL It contains a 
number of amendments to the national defense act, unrelated 
one 'Yith the other, but gathered toge-ther in one bill. I think 

1t fair to say that this omnibus bill ls one ·which picks up and 
corrects a number of comparatively minor matters which 
have been shown to need correction as a result of the experi
ence of the Army for two or three years since 1920. 

The first section makes a change in the percentage of the 
noncommissioned grades in the regular service. 

The second section makes certain changes in what is known 
as the Manchu law, that law which governs the length of time 
which officers of the regular service may serve away from 
troops- and the length of time they must serve with troops. 

The next section relates to the commissioning of reserve 
officers and straightens out a technical difficulty in that re
gard, so that the National Guard officers shall have exactly 
the same status as reserve officers. · 

Then there is a section relating to the National Guard on 
page 4, relating to the issue of forage and bedding to the 
mounted units of the guard, with a proviso to be inserted on 
line 9; page 5. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Does the bill accomplish what the Na
tional Guard have been urging for some time? 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. It does. The sections of this bill 
relating to the National Guard were drawn by a committee 
of the National Guard Association and a committee of" the 
General Staff ot the War Department, participated in by re
serve and guard officers attached to the War Department. It 
has been approved by the General Staff and the Secretary of 
War and is the unanimom; conclusion of everybody who has 
studied the subject. There are several minor matters of that 
kind, no one of them of great importance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
present consideration or the bill? 

Th.ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on l\lilitary .Affairs with an 
amendment, on page 7, after line 14, to insert a new section, 
to be numbered 7,. as follows: 

Snc. 7. That, pursuant to section 63 of the natlonol defense act of 
June 3, 1916, a.s amended, the First · Corps Cadets, antedating, and 
continuously existing in th.e State of. M.assacbustts since, the act of 
May 8, 1792, now designated as the Second Battalion, Two h.unclred 
a.nd eleventh Artillery, Antiaircraft, Coast Artillery- Corps, First 
Corns Cadets, Mas chusetts National Guard, hereby declared to be 
such a corps a.a- is defined in said section 63 for all the purposes 
thereof and now incorporated in the Organized Militia. and a part of 
the Kational Guard of Massachueretta:, shall be allowed to retain its
nncient prtvileges and organization. Said First Corps Cadets- is 
hereby further de<ilared to be entitled. to a lieutenant colonel in com
mand and a major second in command ; and said officers, when fe-den
ally recognized, shall receive, in accordance with tbe provisions o:t 
said nation! defense act and tbe pay readjustment: act of June 10, 
1922, the pay o:L their respective. grades : Provided, That no.thing in 
this - section or other provU!ions. of law shall be deemed to be in dero
gation of any other ancient privileges to which said First Corps 
Cadets is entitled under the laws, customs, or usages of tbe State o! 
Ma sacbu etts. 

So as to make the bill read : 
Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the respective gr-.ide percentages. 

prescribed in section 4 (b) of the natio.nal defense act of June 3, 
1916, as amended, of the total authorized number of enlisted men 
shall not exceed seventy-nine. one-hundredth!> of 1 per cent for the 
first grade, 2.17 ~el". cent for the second grade, 2.00 per c.ent for the 
third grade, 10.11 per. cent for the fourth grade, 9.5 per cent. for 
the fifth grade, and 25 per cent for the sixth grade; and afoJ:emen
tio.ned section 4 (b) is hereby- amended accordingly. 

SEC. 2. That all that part' of section 4 ( c) of said national de• 
fense act, as amended, rel.a.ting to General Sta.tr details and duty 
with troops and beginning wtih the words " in time of peace ,. and 
ending with the words "with combatant arms," be, and the same Is 
hereby, amended to read as follows : 

" In time of peace no offi..cer of the line shall be or remain detailed 
as a member of the General Staff Corps. unless he shall have served 
as a commissioned offi..cer for two of th.e next preceding six years in 
actual command of troops of one or more of the combatant arms 
and no other offi.cer shall be or- remain so detailed unless he shall 
have served a.a a. commissioned officer for two years with a com
mand composed entirely or in part of units of combatant arms in 
tha active ser.vice of the- United States. In time of peace every 
officer of the line serving in a grade below that of bl"igadier general 
shall. ser.ve with troops of one- or more of the combatant arms for 
one year f:n every · period of fi've consecutive years of his active com
missioned service, and every other officer- serving in a grade below 
that of brigadier- general, except a professor and the present military 
storekeeper, shall, during the first 10 years of kfa active commi&-
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sioned service, serve with a command composed entirely or in part 
of units of combatant arms in the active service of the United States 
for such periods as shall, with periods of like service heretofore or 
hereafter rendered, aggregate two years. In the administration of 
this provision all duty performed between April G, 1917, and July 
1, 1920, inclusive, and all duty heretofore performed as a student at 
service schools, other than those of the noncombatant branches, shall 
be regarded as satisfying the requirements of service with or in 
command of troops of one or more of the combatant arms and of 
service with a command composed entirely or in part of units of 
combatant arms in the active service of the United States; and for 
officers commissioned in combatant arms service as students at n.ny 
service school at any time shall also be so regarded." 

SEC. 3. That said national defense act, as amended, be, and the 
same is hereby, further amended by inserting therein, immediately 
after section 37 thereof, a new section to be known as section 38, 
in lieu of original section 38 struck out by section 31 of the amenda
tory act of June 4, 1920, and to read as follows : 

" SEC. 38. Commissions of reserve officers : All persons appointed 
reserve officers shall be commissioned in the Army of the united 
States. Officers of the National Guard, federally recognized as such 
under the provisions of this act who are appointed reserve officers 
under the provisions of section 37 of this act, shall be appointed for 
the period during which such recognition shall continue in effect and 
terminating at the expiration thereof 1n lieu of the five-year period 
hereinbefore prescribed, and in time of peace shall be governed by 
such special regulations appropriate for this class of reserve officers 
as the Secretary of War may prescribe." 

SEC. 4. That section 69 of said national defense act, as amended, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows : 

"SEC. 69. Original enlistments in the National Guard shall be for 
a period of three years, and subsequent enlistments for periods of 
one year or three years each." 

SEc. 5. That section 90 of said national defense act, as amended, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

" SEC. 90. That funds allotted by the Secretary of War for tho 
support of the National Guard shall be available for the purchase 
and issue of forage, bedding, shoeing, and veterinary services, and 
supplies for the Government animals issued to any organization, and 
for animals owned or hired by any State, Territory, District of 
Columbia, or National Guard organization, not exceeding the number 
of animals authorized by Federal law for such organiaation and 
used solely for military purposes, and for the compensation of com
petent help for the care of material, animals, armament, and equip
ment of organizations of all kinds, under such regulations as tlie 
Secretary of War may prescribe : Providecl, That the men to be so 
compensated shall not exceed fry-e for each organization, except 
heavier-than-air squadrons, for each of which a maximum of 10 to 
be so compensated is hereby authorized, and shall, save as otherwise 
provided in the next succeeding proviso, be duly enlisted therein 
and detailed by the organization commander, anu shall be paid by 
the United States disbursing officer in each State, Territory, and 
the District of Columbia: Provided f11rt1ler, That whenever it shall 
be found impracticable to secure the nece sary competent enlisted 
caretakers for the material, animals, armament, or equipment of any 
organization from the duly enlisted personnel thereof, the organiza
tion commander may employ one civilian caretaker therefor who shall 
be entitled to such compensation as may be fixed by the Secretary 
of War." 

SEC. 6. That section 109 of said national defense act, as amended, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

"Sxc. 109. Pay for t·he National Guard Officers: Captains, lieu
tenants, and warrant officers belonging to organizations of the Na
tional Guard shall receive compensation at the rate of one-thirtieth of 
the monthly base pay prescribed for them in sections 3 and 9 of the 
pay readju tment act of June 10, 1922, for each regular drill or other 
period of instruction authorized by the Secretary of War, not exceed
ing 8 in any one calendar month antl not exceeding 60 in one year, 
at which they shall have been officially present for the entire required 
period and at which at least 50 per cent of the commissioned strength 
and 60 per cent of the enlisted strength attend and participate for 
not less than one and one-half hours. Officers abvve the grade of 
captain shall receive not more than $500 a year, and officers below 
the grade of major, not belonging to organizations, shall receive not 
more than four-thirtieths of the monthly base pay prescribed for them 
in section 3 of said pay readjustment act for satisfactory perform
ance of their appropriate duties under such regulations as the Secre
tary of War may prescribe. In addition to pay hereinbefore pro
vided, officers commanding organizations less than a brigade and 
having administrative functions connected therewith shall, whether 
or not such officers belong to such organizations, receive not more 
than $240 a year for the faithful performance of such administrative 
functions under such regufa.tions as the Secretary of War may pre
scribe ; and for the purpose of determining bow much shall be paid 
to such officers so performing such functions the Secretary of War 

may from time to time divide them into classes and fix the amount 
payable to the officers in each class. Pay .under the provisions of 
this section shall not accrue to any officer during a period when he 
shall be entitled under any provision of law to the full rate of Ws 
base pay prescribed in section 3 or section 9, as the case may be, of 
the pay readjustment act of June 10, 1922: P1·ovided, That section 9 
of an act entitled 'An act amending the act entitled "An act to 
authorize the President to increase temporarily the Military Estab
lishment of the United States," approved May 18, 1917,' approved 
August 31, 1918, shall also apply to the purchase of uniforms, 
accouterments, and equipment for cash by officers of the National 
Guard and National Gua1·d Reserve, whether in State or Federal 
service, on proper identification and under such rules and regulations 
as the Secretary of War may prescribe." 

SEC. 7. That pursuant to section 63 of the national defense act of 
June 3, 1916, as amended, the First Corps Cadets, antedating and 
continuously existing in the State of Massachusetts since the act of 
May 8, 1792, now designated as the Second Battalion, Two hundred 
and eleventh Artillery, Antiaircraft, Coast Artillery Corps, First 
Corps Cadets, Massachusetts National Guard, hereby declared to be 
such a corps as is defined in said section 63 for all the purposes 
thereof and now incorporated in the Organized Militia and a part of 
the National Guard of Massachusetts, shall be allowed to retain its 
ancient privileges and organization. Said Fir t Corps Cadets Is 
hereby · further declared to be entitled to a lieutenant colonel in 
command and a major second in command ; and sai<.1 officers when 
Federally recognized shall receive, in accordance with the provhiions 
of said national defense act and the pay readjustment act of June 
~O, 1?22, the pay of their respective grades: Pro'V'iaed, That nothing 
m this section or other provisions of law shall be deemed to be in 
derogation · of any other ancient privileges to which said First Corps 
Cadets i entitled under the laws, customs, or usages of the State 
of Massachu etts. · 

SEC. 8. That the first paragraph of section 110 of said national 
defen~ act, as amended, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read 
as follows: 

"SEC. 110. Pay for National Guard Enlisted Men: Each enlisted 
man belonging to an organization of the National Guard other than 
enlisted men of the sixth and seventh grades, shall rec~ive compen
sation at the rate of one-thirtieth of the initial monthly pay of bis 
grade in the Regular Army, and each of those of the sixth and sev
enth grades shall receive compensation as is provided in section 14 
of the pay readjustment act of June 10, 1922, for each drill ordered 
for bis organization where he is officially present and in which be 
participates for not less than one and one-half hours, not exceeding 
8 in -any one calendar month and not exceeding 60 diills 1n one 
year: Provided, That the proviso contained in section 92 of this act 
shall not operate to prevent the payment of enlisted men actually 
present at any duly ordered drill or other exercise: P1·ovided fu1·t71er, 
That periods of any actual military duty equiYalent to the drills 
herein prescribed (except those periods of service provided for in 
sections 94, 97, 99, nnd 101 of the national defense act as amended) 
may be accepted a service in lieu of such drills when so provided 
by the Secretary of War: A.ttd provided further, That any enlisted 
man shall, unuer such regulations as the Secretary of War may pre
scribe, receive compensation under the provisions of this section for 
any drill bad in accordance with such pro>i ions where he is officially 
present and in which be participates for not less than one and one
half hours with a National Guard organization within the same State 
at a station other than bis own, upon presentation of a certificate in 
form prescrlbe<l in aid regulations, from the organization comma~der 
to the commanding officer of the organization of which he is a mem
ber, showing such drill participation." 

SEC. 9. That retired enlisted men of the· Army heretofore or here
after retired who served honorably as commis ioned officers of the 
Army of the United States at some time between April 6, 1917, and 
November 11, 1918, shall be entitled to receive the pay of retired war
rant officers ·of the Army; and retired enlisted men of tlle regular 
Navy and Marine Corps heretofore or hereafter retired who served hon
orably as commis ioned officers, regular, temporary, or reserve, in the 
naval service at some time between the aforesaid dates and who at 
the time of their· retirement were members of the reg~lar Navy or 
Marine Corps, shall be entitled to receive the pay of retired warrant 
officers of the Navy and Madne Corps, respectively: Provided, That 
such enlisted man retired prior to July 1, 1922, shall be entitled to 
receive the pay provided by law for retired warrant officers of equal 
length of ervice retired prior to that date, and that any such enlisted 
man retired subsequent to June 30, 1922, shall be entitled to receive 
the pay provided by law for retired warrant officeL·s of equal length 
ot service retired sub cquent to th.at date: P1·ovidett further, That 
nothing in t.b.lll act shall operate to prevent any person from receiving 
the pay and allowances of his grade, rank, or rating on the retired 
list when such pay and allowances exceed the pay to which he would 
be entitled under this act by virtue of bis com.mis ioned service. 

The ~ruendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BROOKIL<\.RT. Mr. President, I am authorized by the 

committee to offer from the floor the following amendments: 
On page 2, line 17, after the word "general," to insert the 
word "and above that of captain." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\lr. BROOKHART. On page 2, line 18, after the word " for," 

to insert the words "not less than." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. BROOKHART. On page 2, line 19, after the word 

" service,'' to insert the words : 
And every officer of the line serving in a -grade belo"\"\" that of major 

shall serve with troops of one or more of the combatant arms for not 
less than three years in every period of five consecutive years ot his 
ac~ivc commissioned service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\lr. BROOKHART. On page 3, line 4, after the word " here

tofore," to insert the words "and hereafter." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. BROOK.HAR'!'. On page 3, line 5, after the word 

"branche ," to insert the words "or as director of civilian 
marksmanship." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\lr. BROOKHART. On page 3, liae 12, before the period, 

to insert a colo11: and the words : 
P1·ovided, That in time of peace no officer serving in grades below 

that of colonel, other than officers of the Medical, Juclge Advocate 
General's, and f1'inance Departments, shall be or remain assigned to 
duty or statlon in Washington for more than four of the next pre
ceding six years. 

The amenument was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. 
The title was· amended so as to read: "A bill to amend in 

certain particulars the national defense act of June 3, 1916, 
as amended, and for other purposes." 

BILL AKO JOINT RESOLUTIO~ PASSED OYER. . 

The bill (S. 1932) to change the name of Thirty-seventh 
Street between Chevy Chase Circle and Reno Road, was an
nounced as next in order. 

l\lr. BRUCE. I ask that that bill be temporarily laid aside. 
The Senator from Delaware [l\lr. BA.LL], the chairman of the 
committee, is not here, and I happen to know that there .are 
some objections to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go o-ver if the 
Senator objects. 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 60) to stimulate crop pro-

duction in the United States, was announced as next in order. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 

passed over. 
SEARCH FOR BODY OF JOHN PAUL JONES. 

'£he bill ( S. 2392) authorizing an. appropriation to indemnify 
damages caused by the search for the body of Admiral John 
Paul Jones was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask about this 
mea ure. It seems to me we have been paying damages ever 
since I ha"Ve been in the Senate, and for a hundred years 
before that, for alleged injuries resulting to property and indi
viduals in searching for the remains of the great naval hero, 
John Paul Jones. 

l\fr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I am glad the 
Senator has made the inquiry, because it gives me n chance 
within the 5-minute rule to make an explanation. The Senate 
passed this bill at the last session, but owing to the jam in the 
House it did not go through. 

The facts, briefly, are these: 
When John Paul Jones died in France in the last decade of 

the eighteenth century his own Government, which he had 
served so well, did not even pay for his burial. The commis
sioner of police in Paris at that time, out of bis own pocket, 
paid for the embalming and the burial of the body, and it 
was admirably done, I may say, because they had a lead casket 
filled with alcohol-that was before the passage of the Vol
stead law-and the body was sealed up and buried in good 
order; and when it came to be excavated, in the year 1905 I 
think, it was found in a state of perfect preservation, and 
was !Jrought back to this country, and it now lies in state at 
Annapolis. 
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The work of excavation and discovery of the body was under
taken by Ambassador Porter as his own personal enterprise. 
The Government was not responsible for what he did, but he 
was indemnified for his principal expenses. They were not 
quite sure where the body was. It had been buried in an old 
Protestant cemetery on the left bank in Paris, and that ceme
tery had been closed up and built over with dwelling houses. 
They dug for quite a while and did not find the body, and 
finally their trenches led to the house , of Mme. Crignier, 
and Ambassador Porter went to her and said, " Will you not 
please let us excavate under your house, because we think we 
know where this body is?" The old lady-she is an old 
lady; she is over 80 now-said, ·''Very good, Mr. Ambassador; 
go ahead and do it "; and, without any bond or security of any 
kind, she gave him carte blanche to dig away under the founda
tions of her house. 

Mr. KING. And they were damaged? 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. They were terribly damaged. 
!\fr. KING. And this is to compensate her? 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I will not go into the details, 

but the damage was so terrible that it drove out all of the 
tenants in the first place, and in the next place it caused tho. 
collapse of a large part of the foundations. 

Mr. KING. I think the bill ought to pas~. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President--
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. May I just add one more word? 

The payment of the blll has been urged twice by President Wil
son in messages to Congress, once by President Harding in a 
message to Congress, and now, a month ago, in a message by 
President Coolidge. I think everybody is agreed that it ought 
to be done. It is a debt of honor. 

l\Ir. KING. I agree with the Senator. 
l\Ir. REED of Pennsylvania. The appropriation includes no 

interest, and the old lady has been out of her money for nearly 
25 years. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the claim is not presented 
as a liability upon the part of the Government of the United 
States, but under the circumstances, as stated by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, I believe the bill ought to have been paid a 
long while ago. As a matter of fact, it will be an act of injus
tice, as it appears to me, to refuse to pay it. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I thank the Senator. It is 
stated as a. matter of grace and not a matter of liability. 

Mr. KING. I have no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations with an amendment, 
on page 1, line 5, after the word "France," to insert "as a 
matter of grace and without reference to the question of lia
bilit3· therefor," so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an appropriation is authorized to be made for 
$13,511.13 to be paid to the Government of the Republic of France as 
a matter of grace and without reference to the question of liability 
therefor as full indemnlty for loss and damage to property suffered by 
Mme. Crignier, a citizen of France, by reason of the search for the body 
of Admiral John Paul Jones, undertaken in 1899 by Gen. Horace Porter, 
at that time American ambassador to France, and completed by the 
finding of the body in Hl05, as ·set forth in the messages of the President 
of the United States to the Senate and the House of Representatives 
dated June 4, 1918; July 21, 1919; July 11, 1921; and January 3, 1924. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tlle 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and pas ·ed. 
CLAIMS OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

1\lr. ROBINSON. l\Ir. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to Order of· Business No. 112, Senate bill 2115, conferring 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudi
cate, and enter judgment in any claims which the Cherokee 
Indians may have against the United States, and for other 
purposes, and I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

!,et me state that an identical bill has already passed the 
House of Representatives, House bill 4457, and is on the table. 
If the request which I ask is granted, I shall ask to take up 
the House bill in lieu of the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent to recur to Senate bill 2115. Is there. 
objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the. 
~Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
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_ Mr. ROBINSON. I ask that there be taken from the table 
House bill 4457 which is identical with the Senate bill, and 
that the Senate 'proceed to the consideration of that bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of !he 
Whole, proceeded to consider the .bill (H. R. 4457). confer:rm~ 
jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examlile, adJudi
cate, and enter judgment in any claims which the Cherokee 
lndians may have against the United States, and for other 
purposes, which was read, as follows: 

Be it en.acted, etc., Tbat jurisdiction be, and 1s hereby, conferred 
upon the Court of Claims, notwithstanding the lapse of time or statutes 
of limitation, to bear, examine, and adjudicate and render ju?gment in 
any and all legal and equitable claims arising under or growlilg out of 
any treaty or agreement between the United States and the Cherokee 
Indian Nation or Tribe, or arising under or growing out of any act of 
Concrress in relation to Indian affairs, which said Cherokee Nation or 
Tribe may have against the United States, which claims have not here
tofore been determined and adjudicated -on their merits by the Court of 
Claims or the Supreme Court of the United States. 

SEC. 2. Any and all claims against the United States within the 
purview of this act shall be forever barred unless suit be instituted or 
petition filed as herein provided in the Court of Claims within five 
years from the date of approval of this act, and such suit shall make 
the Cherokee Nation party plaintiff and the United States party de
fendant. The petition shall be verified by the attorney or attorneys 
employed to prosecute such claim or claims under contract with the 
Cherokees app1'oved by the Commis loner of Indian Aifairs a,nd the Sec· 
retary of the Interior; nnd said contract shall be executed in their 
behalf by a committee chosen by them under the direction and appro_va1 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the In.tenor. 
Official letters, papers, documents, and records, or certified copies 
thereof, may be used in evidence, and the departments of tb~ Gove_rn
ment shall give access to the attorney or attorneys of said Indian 
nation to such treaties, papers, correspondence, or records as may be 
needed by the attorney or attorneys of said Indian nation. 
· SEC. 3. In said suit the court shall also hear, examine, consider, 

and adjudicate any claims which the United States may have against 
said Indian nation, but any payni~t which may have been made by 
the United States upon any claim against th~ United States shall 
not operate as an estoppel, but may be pleaded as an offset in such 
suit. 

S.rnc. 4. That from the decision of the Court of Claims in any suit 
prosecuted under the authority of this act an appeal may be taken 
by either party as in other cases to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

SEC. 5. That upon the final determination of any suit instituted 
under this act the Court of Claims shall c1ecree such amount or 
amounts as it may find reasonable to be paid the attorney or attor
neys so employed by said Indian nation for the services and expenses 
of said attorneys rendered or incurred prior or subsequent to the 
date of approval of this act: Pro1Jidcd, That in no case shall the 
aggregate amounts decreed by said Court o! Claims for fees be in 
excess of the amount or amounts stipulated in the contract of em
ployment, or in excess of a sum equal to 10 per cent of the amount 

f r covery against the United States. 
SEC. 6. The Court of Claims shall have full authority by proper 

orders and process to brlng in and make parties to such suit any 
or all persons deemed by 1 t necessary or proper to the final deter
mination of the matters in controversy. 

SEC. 7. A copy of the petition shall, in such case, be served upon 
the Attorney General o! the United States, -and he, or some attorney 
from the Department of Justice to be designated by him, is hereby 
directed to appear and defend the interests of the United States in 
such case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 2115 will be in
definitely postponed. 

TENNESSEE RIVER BlUDGE AT KNOXVILLE. 

The ·bill ( S. 2108) to grant the consent of Congress to the 
Southern Railway Co. to maintain a bridge across the Ten
nessee River at Knoxville, in· the county of Knox, State 
of Tennessee, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Southern Railway Co., and its successors and assigns, to main· 
tain and operate a bridge and approaches thereto, originally con
structed by the Knoxville & Charleston Railroad Co., across the Ten
nessee River at Knoxville, in the county of Knox, State of Tennessee, 
in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled "An act to regu· 
late the construction of bridges over navigable waters," approved March 
23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
~xpressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MlSSOUilI RIVER BRIDGE, SOUTH D.AKOTA. 

The bill ( S. 2332) granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Hughes County and Stanley 
County, S. Dak., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Com
merce with an amendment, on page 2, after line 2, to insert a 
new section, as follows : 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this a.ct is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

So as to make the bll1 read : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

to the State of South Da;;:uta to constrnct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Mi souri RiTer, at a point 
suitable to the interests of navigation, betw:een Ilughe County and 
Stanley County, S. Dak., in accordance with the provisions of an act 
entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable · 
waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to. alter, amend, or repeal this act is hei·eby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. 
DAM ANl> SPILLWAY ACROSS WACCAMAW RIVER, N. C. 

The bill (H. R. 2818) to grant the consent of Congre~ to 
construct, maintain, and operate a dam and spillway across 
the Waccamaw River, in North Carolina, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to K. C. Council, F. B. Gault, a.nd Oscar High, or their legal represent
atives or aiosigns, to ~onstruct, maintain, and operate a dam and spill
wa:y, together with the embankments necessary to its protection and 
operation, across the Waccamaw Iliver, or in Waccamaw Lake. in 
North Carolina, at 01· near the outlet of said lake into said river and 
at a point suitable to the interests of navigation : Provided, That the 
work shall not be commenced until the plans therefor have been sub
mitted to and approved by the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army, and by the Secretary of War: Provided furthet·, That this act 
shall not be construed to authorize the use of said dam and spill· 
way to develop water power or gene1'ate electricity: Pro1>ided further, 
That there shall be placed and maintained in connection with said 
dam and spillway such fishways as may be prescribed by the Secre
tary of Commerce. 

Smc. 2. That this act shall be null and void unless the actual con
struction of the dam and spillway hereby authorized is commenced 
within two yeru·s and completed within four years from the date of 
the approval of this act. 

SEc. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is h ereby 
expressly reserved. 

The biU was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALUMET RIVER BRIDGE, ILLINOIS. 

The blll (H. R. 8845) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Little Calumet River, at Riverdale Ill., was 
considered as in Committee of the Wbole, and was read, as 
follows; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Acme Steel Goodc:i Co., a corporation 
organized and existing under tbe laws of the State of Illinois, its 
successors and assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto acros. the 
Little Calumet River at n point suitable to the interests of navigation 
in the village of Riverdale and State of Illinois, and at or neai· the 
south city limits cf the city of Cbkago, in the State of Illinois, In 
accordance with act of Congress entitled "An act to regulate the con· 
struction of bridges across navigable waters," approved March 23, 
1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is her by 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COLUMBIA RIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (H. R. 4120) granting the consent of Congress to 
the Greater Wenatchee Irrigation District to construct, main
tain, and operate a bridge across the Columbia River wa ~ con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as 
follows: 
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Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 

to the Greater Wenatchee Irrigation District, a corporation organized 
nnd existing under the laws of the State of Washington, its succes
sors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the Columbia River at a point suitable to 
the intei·ests of navigation, within or near section 15, in township 20 
north, of range 23 east of Willamette meridian, in the State of 
Washington, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled 
"An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
wate1·s," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was i·eported to the Senate without nmenclment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PEilE MARQUETTE LAKE BRIDGE. 

Tlle bill (H. R. 4182) authorizing the city of Ludington, Ma
son County, l\Iich., to construct a bridge across an arm of Pere 
Marquette Lake, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
and was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Ludington, Mason County, Mich., 
be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across an arm of Pere Marquette Lake 
at ·washington Avenue in said city, in accordance with the provisions 
of the act entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
over navigable waters," npprov~d March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex
pressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE, MINNESOTA. 

The bill {H."R. 4187) to legalize a bridge across the St. Louis 
River in Carlton County, State of Minnesota, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted., etc., That the highway bridge built by the authorities 
of the State of Minnesota across the St. Louis River, in section 30, 
township 49, range 16, Carlton County, State of Minne.,ota, is hereby 
legalized and the c<>nsent of Congress is hereby given to its mainte
nance by the said State for the use of the general public: Provided, 
That any changes in said bridge which the Secretary of War may 
deem necessary and order in the interest of navigation &ball be promptly 
made by the said State. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CURRENT RIVER, ABK. 

The bill (H. R. 4984) to authorize the Clay County bridge 
district, in the State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge over 
Current River, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
and was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Clay County bridge district, in the State of Arkansas, t<> con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the Current River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at 
or near what is known as Finley's F~rry, which is near the r·oint 
where the said river crosses the line between sections 17 and 20, in 
township 21 north, range 3 east, in Clay County, Ark., in accordance 
with the provisions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the con
struction of bridges over navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly res-erved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AGRICULTURAL DIVERSIFICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi
ness. 

The Senate, as in Committee af the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill ( S. 2250) to promote a permanent 
system of self-supporting agriculture in regions adverselv 
affected by the stimulation of wheat production during the 
war and aggravated by many years of small yields and high 
production costs of wheat. · 

. Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. Tbe pending question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS] 

to add a new section to the bill. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I submitted some remarks 

a few days ago on the pending bill, and since then I have re
ceived a number of communications from various portions of 
the country. Just a few of them, rather brief but to the point, 

I have in my hand and would like to ha·rn inserted in the 
RECORD as a part of my remarks : First, a letter from l\fr. 
Fred Underwood, of Enderlin, N. Dak., dated March 4, 1924; 
nex:t a letter from l\Ir. Jttmes 0. Craig, of Lewistown, l\1ont.., 
dated l\Iarch 4; a letter from l\lr. Robert F. Constant, of Buffalo 
Hart, Ill., dated March 4; another letter from l\ir. R. N. 
Bruyere, of Salt Lake City, Utah; and another communication 
from 1\lr. Fred Underwood, of Enderlin, N. Dak., submitting a 
short editorial from the Fargo Forum. I ask to have these 
letters inserted in the RECORD, as they bear directly upon the 
merits of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Florida? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The letters are as follows : 
ENDERLIN, N. DAK.f March 4, 19£~. 

Hon. Senator FLETCHER, 
WaBhi11gton, D. 0. 

:MY DEAR Sm: The writer notes by the press that you have expressed 
oppo ition to the Norbeck-Burtness bill now before Congress purport
ing to be for the purpose of financing farm di>ersification. 

It interests the writer as being the first note of opposition heard. 
Washington has gone completely wild on the idea of loaning us of the 
Northwest more money, and either do not see or have no wish to see 
our real needs. 

That is one of our present difficulties, that we have had too much 
money loanGd to us already. For goodness sake stop it. We need no 
more credit. But what we do need is an opportunity to obtain a fair 
prii:e for what we need, purchase for our needs at a fair price, a 
chance to produce and to pay off what we do owe. 

An honest mecllcal practitioner ~lied to attend a member of your 
family first seeks to di cover and remo\e the cause of the illness. 
It is not likely that he would seek to cure a candy-colicky sick child 
by giving it more cancly when it required pills. 

There is no need for congre slonal aid for diversification what
soever. This has been ad,·ocated and practiced for years, and at this 
time and in view of the present extreme financial crisis with us I do 
not believe that there are any farmers within this State, except as to 
mall localities, who are worthy of financial assistance but who can 

obtain all the local financial aid to which he is entitled for the pur
poses of diversification. 

We are now indebted more than may be paid within a generation. 
So why should Congre s iusi ·t upon giving more funds to put us in 
still deeper; in othe1· word., to give more candy to the sick patient? 

Ours Is au agricultural community, and we have been for years 
paying tribute to the industrial East, and the legislators from the 
East have not the moraJ courage to afford us the proper relief, but 
instead persist in the hullabaloo of lending us more money and thus 
befog the is ue and permit tile present conditions to continue. 

Tl1e writer could readily indicate many -0f our real ailments, but 
space forbids. 

In event Congress refuses t<> recognize and rectify our real diffi
culties and will do nothing but lend us more money, the inevitable 
results will be a ruined and abandoned Northwest. 

And again, yours is the first ilote· of prote t or touching upon our 
real issues, and although only ju t a Mr. Common Citizen, the writer 
is exceedingly glad to note one lone attempt to get on the right trail. 

With apologie · I am, 
Yours very truly, 

Senator FLETCHER, Plo1,ida. 

FRED U"'DEUWOOD. 

MARCH 4, 1!)24. 

DEAR Srn: I see hy the pref:· that you are opp<>Sing the Norbeck
Burtness b1ll. It is time to call a halt on such measures to hut 
the real farmer for the benefit of certain individuals. The real 
farmers in the Northwest don't want such bills to be passed; we 
want more markets and better markets ; then we want to be left alone-
all the farmers in the Northwest . I who wanted to do mixed 
farming for years. In Montana the records will show that we 
have nearly doubled our milch cows in number in the last two years
n early every farmer has milch cows to sell and can't sell them-why 
should we have more Jiyestock men who are producing cattle at a loss; 
why should they produce more? I have written to Senators WHEELER, 
LADD, LA FOLLETTE, BROOKHART, Congressman LEAVITT, and others try
ing to show them that the Coulter bill and other like bills were knocking 
the farming industry in th" Northwest. We don't want gifts for seed 
grain. live ·tock, or anyULing else; we just want markets; then we want 
to be left alone. You can·t loan money to the farmers in the Northwest 
who would want it, it would be a gift, and the real farmers don't want 
any more debt; they want to get out of uebt. Seed-grain gifts and 
other gifts to the farmP.rs who are failure·· onl.i· help t-0 put the real 
farmers in the bole. The real farmer are tired of paying th<'ir bills 
and other people's bills. Somebec1y ltn . to pay for tbo.~e gifts in the 
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shape ot tues, and the people all over want to pay less ±axils. All 
the people who don't understand the situation want to get this truth 
into their heads : The farmers who get seed-grain loans and livestock 
lo:ins from the county, State, or Nation are the people that the Govern
ment can't get anything from. You ask those Congressmen and Sen
ators who want the Unlted States Treasury to be opened to individuals 
who are failures if they will loan their own money to such people. 
It is not tbe failnre of crops that is hurting the Nation, it is the u:n
businesslike methods that have been puniued to many individuals who 
are trying to pull of!'. schemes for their own benefit. Some are pulling 
off such schemes for political effect; some because they expect to bene
fit by handling Government money; and same because they don't un
derstand the situation. I think that you will agree w.ith me that 
there is a great lack of sincerity in our Nation. I will give you one 
example of preaching the benefits of diversifying in the spring of 
191!) : .A. bunch of cull dairy cows were shipped into Montana and sold 
as high as $150 eaeh; that fall and winter the buyers had to buy 
• hipped-in hay from $30 to $50 per ton, and they could not have sold 
tho e cows for any price. The dairymen back East got rid of their 
cullB at a big price, the raU1·oa.ds were paid, the banker got a g od 
rake-off, the man who hipped them in got a good rake-off, and the 
buyers got h--L 

'.rhis mixed farming is no new stunt in the Northwest to relieve the 
wheat situation. By breaking down the price of the farmers' -0ther 
products is pure bunk ; to raise more cattle, milch cows, pigs, and 
poultry means for the farmer more work and less money. There is 
land in the Northwest that hould never have been homesteaded-tbat 

pplies to .all sections of the country. The best thing those people 
an do is to go where they can raise something. We have lots of 

"Ood land w.here a good farmer can raise crops every year, and such 
land can be bought as low as $15 per acre. The solution of the whole 
farming question .i.-orth, South, and E st and West is more markets 
and better markets. The bill for a wheat-export commission is un
American ; we would charge our own countrymen double rates for 
their bread and give foreigners theirs cheap ; that is what we have 
been blaming the harvester trust for doing with their goods. It I was 
at Washington I could tell Congress about the true state of affa..il'S in 
the Northwest, and I repeat it again that the real tanners-the -men 
who want to get out of debt-only want more markets and better 
markets, then they want to be left alone. If you Senators and Con
gressmen liste.n to everyone who hJls some llet scheme for their own 
individual benefit, the .American dollar will soon be like the German 
mark. I have been in Montana about 20 years, homestead~d imd cwn 
a ranch. I know what I am talking about. 

JAMES C. CRAIG, Sincerely yours, 
Present a<ldress : 
Home address: 

315 Seoona Ai:enue South, LewistoW1i, MoHt. 
H-ilge1-, Mont. 

Senator FLETCHER, 

Washi11gton, D. 0., 

BONNIE BnAE F\\.RM, 
Buffalo Hart, nz., March 4, 1924. 

DEAB Sra: I want to congratulate you on what you are reported 
to bave said in the Senate yesterday in regard to some of the pro
visions of the Norbeck-Burtness bill, which should never become a law. 
Reference to " bolstering busted bank.s " was timely and good. Loan
ing Government money to the banks would not help the farmer. By 
tl!e time it reached him the high rate of interest would soon eat 
him out of house and home trying to produce crops at le s than 
cost of production. The fai·mer does not want more debt piled on 
his already overburdened shoulders, but instead wants a better price for 
his products so that be can give his family a decent living and 
keep his property and pay his debts. We believe that the McNary
Haugen bill is the only one so far proposed that would give relief 
to any large number of the people that actually need relief. 

Yours truly, 
R. F. CONSTANT. 

L!NDE:N HOTEL, 
Salt Lake Oity, Utah, March 5, 1924. 

DEAR SENATOR: The newspapers state that you are trying to head 
off the Norbeck bill to secure some $75,000,000 out of " Uncle Sam's" 
treasure box. I hope you will secure a, lot of help to head off this 
gi-aft at the Treasury. 1 lived up in that country for over 40 years. 
Most of the farmers after seeding their crop in the spring hang 
about town watching the trains going through. Every little station 
where there is two or three grain elevators has a store and a bank. 
The county tax money is portioned out for the use of these banks. 
During the Townley adminjstration of North Dakota some 4-0 banks 
clo ed their doors. All public moneys had to be sent to Bismarck; 
county, township, and city money had to be audited at the " capitaL" 
I have seen crops lost by hail, frost, smut, rust, and blight. Fifty cents 
per bushel was the prevailing price for wheat during the eighties and 
nineties. If you are going to help the farmer up there out of the mud-

dle he .has got into you may as well apply to th'e Government to spray 
your -0range trees and kill o.1f the snakes in the Everglades or to 
.help the copper .men to get the metals out of these mountains. 

Head o.fl this " grab " 1! possible. I am with you and write this 
to encourage you in _your l:ludable work. The United States Treasl.lI'y 
n eeds a "watch dog." 

Sincerely, 

R. N. BBUYERE. 

Hon. SENA.TOR FLETCHER.. 
ENDERLIN, N. DAK., Marci~ 6, .1921,. 

Washington, D. 0 . 
MY DEAR SIR : Herewith clippings from the Fargo Forum of the 5th 

instant, self-explanatory, the most prominent newspaper within the 
State. 

Why loan us more .money with which to diversify with these records 
available? 

But we no need relief, and badly, but not Jn this direction . 
Respectfully, 

FRED UNDERWOOD. 

[From the Fars-o Forum, Wednesday evening, March 5, 1924.) 
:HELPING THE FARMER TO HELP HIMSELF. 

In a discussion of the new finance corporation organized for the pur
pose of aiding business and agriculture in the Northwest, the Farmer, 

. published in St. PauL says; 
"It seems to us that this organization of a private relief cor

poration by the bankers and business men of America to rediscount 
and hold agricultural paper that is already due and doubtful is one 
of the finest gestures of cooperation with agriculture that we have 
seen the business interests of America make. As a matter -0f fact, 
we would rather trust the reconstruction of agriculture to the wis
dom and experience and integrity of a group of big, sound, success
ful, public-spirited business men, backed by business in general, 
than to a1l the politicians in Washington and all their heelers in 
town and country back home." 

The thing that shonld make the finance corporation a real power in 
aiding the agricultural Northwest is the very fact that the plan ie 
being operated on a strictly business basis. '.fhere is no politics in it. 
There is no necessity to wait for legislation and permit the p1·ogram to 
become a political football. The emergency, which tbe organization is 
expected to aid, exists -right now and the corporation proposes to help 
right now. 

The farmers, if the Forum understands their desire, do not want 
more credit, but they are vitally interested in seeing that the credit 
they already have is not withdrawn. 

The finance corporation proposes to aid !Mm in maintaining that 
credit. As Mr. C. T . .Jaffray, ebairman of the corporation's board, 
points out, quick relief will be extended to farmers burdened by delin
quent taxes and it will protect worthy farmers against the foreclosure 
of the.h- mortgages and it will uphold .sound banks. 

Such a policy wm make tfor gr.eater confidence and mJ.l help the 
farmer to help himself. 

THE PROOF OF FARMING CHANGE. 

The progress l.Jeing made by North Dakota in diversified agricultural 
production was very clearly emphasized by lli. Joseph M. Devine, 
Commissioner of Immigration, in an address before the North Da.kota 
Dairymen's .Association meeting in Grand Forks. 

To quote Mr. Devine: 
"When North Dakota produced only $17,000,000 worth of 

creamery products in 1919 and $34,000,000 worth in 1923, when 
North Dakota had but 18,000,000 bushels of corn in 1919 and 
S0,000,000 bushels in 19.23, when North Dakota had but 18,000 
acres of sweet clover in 1918 and 370,000 acres in 1923, when 
poultry protluction jumped from $3,070,000 in 1918 to $10,000,000 
in 1923, we know we are on the way to a bigger, better North 
Dakota." 

These figures are interesting not only in showing the change that is 
coming in North Dakota but the rapidity with which it is coming. 
With the movement toward di•ersitlcation gaining greater impetus in 
recent months, the increased production of North Dakota farms in 
diversified crops can be expected to reach new high levels in the years 
just ahead. 

Diversified methods bring a more intensified farming and make for a 
more profitable farming. .And the greater the production per acre the 
greater becomes the value of North Dakota land. 

:rirr. FLETCHER. I shall not take up the time in further 
discussion, because the time is now limited, and there are 
others who will want to present their views regarding the 
measure. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will eall 
the roll. 
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The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators-

answered to their: names: 
·.Adams Dial Johnso-n, Minn. 
Ashurst Dill Jones, N. Mex. 
Ball Edge Jones, Wash. 
Bayard Edwardg Kendrick 
Ilo-rah Ernst · King 
Brandegee Ferris Ladd 
Brookhart Fess McKellar 
Broussard Fletcher McLean 
Bruce Frazier McNary 
Bursum George Mayfield 
Cameron Glass Moses 
Capper Hale Neely 
Caraway Harreld Norris 
Copeland Harris Oddie 
CouzPns Harrison Pepper 
Curtis Heflin Phipps 
Dale Howell Pittman 

Ralston 
Ransdell 
Reed, Pa. 
Roblnaon 
Sheppard 
Shields 
ShipsteacI 
Simmons 
Stanfield 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sirty-slx Senators having re
sponded to their names, there is· a quorum present. 

l\Ir. FESS. Mr. President, I wish to submit a few observa
tions upon the measure that is now before the Senate for con
sideration. .As a rule, I do-not believe in this sort of legisla· 
tlon. I am of the opinion that it is justified only <m the basis 
of an emergency. I have listened to all the arguments that 
llave been made· pro and con and have a good deal of sympathy 
with the argument of the opposition, but I think every Senator 
will agree that the situation in the Northwest is of such a char
acter that something ought to be done to relieve it. There cer
tainly is one of two alternatives. One is to- permit the natural 
course which would be largely bankruptcy; and the other' to 
offer some l'emedy that could not only defer that condition bnt 
would probably make it unnecessary. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OF:F'TOElb. Does the· Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senatoli from Idaho. 
~1r. BORAH. The Senator from Ohio is quite correct in 

saying that there is' an emergency, an ex:Jgency which ought to 
be taken care of; but the serious question is whether the pend
ing measure will do it or not. 

Mr. FEJSS. I was about to come to that. I am of the opinion 
that it will at least give some relief to prevent bankruptcy. 
With the situation of the ba.nkihg interests- in the Northwest 
and the heavy obligations of the large· percentage of. farmers, 
beth the owners and the tenants, because the tenants would ha't'a 
encumbrance upon their crops, I am thoroughly convinced that 
unless something is done bankruptcy is inevitable. While some · 
l\L mbers of the- Senate think that would. be probably the best 
thing in the long run, I can not bring myself to that attitude o1 
thought. 

I made a trip into the Northwest last year in order that I 
might see the situation at first hand. l had occasion to talk 
with farmcns who were well established. I talked with one. man 
who .had three. farms. He said to me-, " If. we were not encum
bered with heavy obligations this would be an easy problem 
wf1.h us. We coulc pay our taxes all right, but taxes are heavy 
here. We do not have great corporations from which to draw, 
and therefore the burden of taxation. is almost exclusively on 
the farmer. We must have sch()ols and good roads, and taxes 
will not be reduced, the taxes will largely be increased, and 
for that reason this burden is on us, and without an opportunity 
of: good prices for our products there is no possibility of a pay
ment in cash and no possibility of borrowing money and de
ferring payment." I was convinced as I looked over the situa
tion in both the eastern and western sections of the Northwest 

· that something must be done. 
In addition to that, I think all students of economics will 

agree that the one-crop idea is dangerous. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
Mr. FESS. I yield to the Sena.tor from Idaho. 
Mr. BORAH. The Senator is quite correct in saying that 

the question of tax.es is one of the oppressive- features of the 
,burden which _they bear. I do not ·see Congress doing anything 
,towards relieving the taxes. In about three or four weeks we 
·iWill be putting somewhere between three and four billion 
,dollars more upon the people of the United States, and anything 
,we may do in handing a little help to the farmers in the 
country while we are proceeding with that kind of a program 
,will not help them at all. 
' ~Ir. FESS. I would say to the Senator with reference to 
,the tax burden, and, of course, he will agree. with me, that 
the heavy burden of the farmer in the: way of taxes is State 
,and not ]'ederaL 
· :ur. BORAH. Yes, of course it is; and the State people 
say "The source of your difficulty is at Washington. See how 
_they continue. to pile up their obligations at Washington." 

The people at Washington say, "The trouble with your diffi.:. 
culty is back at the State capital See how they are pilina 
np taxes at the State capital." The fact is, of course, that 
the relief from the burden of taxation is- a double dl1ty. rt 
belongs to the State, but it also belongs to us. We can only
deal with that which is here, and if we do our duty here it · 
wm be a gre:;i.t relief directly and a great relief indirectly, 
and may possibly be an encouragement to the people in the 
States to do their part . 

Mr. FESS. I would say to my friend from Idaho that 
while I appreciate the · considerations to which lie has referred 
and I will join him In carrying out our pledge to reduce tax~ 
upon the part of the Federal Government, ther~ are some obli
gations that hang aver from the World' War that probably we 
can not relieve. That is a question yet to be discussed. 

Mr. KING. l\Ir. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Utnh? -
l\Ir. FESS. I yield to the Senator. 
l\lr. KING. The- Senator from Ohio spoke about the que tion 

of taxation. I hold in m:y hand the North Dakota Industrial 
Program, which is compiled and issned by the commission 
from North Dakota. They boast of the fact that the tarx:es in 
North Dakota are less than those in Minne ota, Nebraskay 
Colorado, Kansl1s, Wisconsinj and other States. Lest I be.. 
inaccurate, let me read from this document. 

The ~er ci;ipita State tax i~ 1919 in North Dakota w.as only 
$3.56; ~n Mmnesota, $4.74; m Nebraska, $5.68; in Cdlorado, 
$4.85 ; m South Dakota, $4.90 ; in Oklahoma, $2.37'; in the 
State of Washington, $6A2. Including the taxes for soldiers' 
bona& funds in the three States which have provided such' 
funds we get the following result: 

Minnesota per capitai tax $6.05; Wisconsin, $5.45; North 
Dakota, $4.49~ 

I have received reports from North and South Dakota which• 
indicate that taxation fn those States is much less than in 
many other States of the Union. 

lllr. FElSS. The Senator, I presume, would not mean to 
indicate that the taxes in the Northwest, including the: Dakot~ 
are not burdensome 't 

Mr: KING. Yes; I do. I think, if the' Senator will pardon· 
me, that the. taxes in North Dakota and South Dakota, meas
ure~ by those in other States, are less. Of course, every 
tax is a burden ; tha.t is what taxes are; they are to get money 
out of the pockBts of the people ; and all taxati-0n is burden
some; but it is less burdensome in the Dakotas than in some 
of the other States of the Union. · 

l\fr. FESS. Mr. President, both North and South Dakota 
are comparatively new States. They· must have modern con
venience in education; also In road building; and, whatever 
be the statns of taxation in that section at present it will. 
not be less, but will be increased. gradually in. the future, rut
everyone must recognize, at once~ The burden of taxation 
upon the farm is heavier than it is upon other· property, eveni 
in the sections where there is abundance or other property. 
For example---

lllr ROB1NSON. l\Ir. President, will the Senator from Ohio 
yield for a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Ankansas? 

l\fr. FESS. I will do so as soon as I shall have finished' 
the sentence. For example, the percentage of farm tax to 
income from the farm is much higher than the percentage: 
of the industrial tax to the incomes. of the industrialists. Now, 
I yield to my friend from Arkansas; 

Mr. ROBINSON. Does not the Senator Conceive that the 
tariff duties which are levied upon everything which the 
farmer consumes bear a very materi~ l relationship to the pros
perity of the farmer? Does be not further understand that tr 

· the tariff ·rates were reduced, ~d the burden of taxes which 
the farmer pays on the things wh~ch he is compelled to con
sume diminished, it would opet-at · greatly to the benefit of the 
farmer? 

Mr. FESS. I will say to my ·trtenci from Arkansa.s that a 
ministe1~ whom I once heard said that he necver could preach 
nnless he ultimately touched on the subject of baptism, and I 
have noticed that some of my friends· on the other side of the 
Chamber neYer can make a speech on. taxation that they do 
not discuss the tariff que tion. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. The Senator from Ohio can not belittle the 
issue by a jest like that. The party to which he belongs, by 
the passage of the Fordney-~IcCumber law, has imposed- an 
intolerable burden of taxation on the American people; and . 
tbut bur.den falls heavily upon. the· backs of the .American 

.. ' 
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farmers. It does not lie in the mouth of the Senator to belittle 
the importance of the relationship of Federal taxes to the 
prosperity of the American farmer. 

Mr. FESS. It is very evident that when anyone speaks in 
derogation of anything that certain gentlemen believe in it is 
an effort to belittle. ~ am simply mentioning that there are 
some people who can not avoid discussing the tariff question 
when we have before us the question of taxation. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio 
be good enough to yield further? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
further yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. FESS. I Y.ield. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Why should the subject be avoided? Why 

should not the issue be met? Why should the Senator from 
Ohio seek to avoid answering the question which I have asked 
him? 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Ohio does not seek to avoid 
the question. The Senator from Ohio will now state to the 
Senator from Arkansas that under the Underwood tariff law 
for the last full year of its operation the revenue collected was 
but $320,000,000, while under the present tariff law last year 
the revenue was $560,000,000. The. difference represents the 
pro~perity of the country under the Republican tariff and de
pression under the Democratic tariff. 

Mr. ROBINS-ON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

further yield? 
Mr. FESS. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I presume the Senator from Ohio thinks 

that he has answered in a statesmanlike manner the question 
which I asked him as to the relationship of the present tariff 
law to the prosperity of the American farmers. If be is con
tent with his performance, I assure him that I shall not com
plain. 

l\!r. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio yield 
to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? _ 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Ohio would like first to state 
to the Senator from Arkansas that he is quite as content with 
his performance as he is with the performance of the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Then we are both satisfied. 
Mr. FESS. I now yield to the Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. EDGE. The Senator from New Jersey merely sought 

the floor to remark that it is rather marvelous that the Ameri
can people have been contented, 80 per cent, I think, of the time, 
to live under a high protective tariff. · 

Mr. FESS. Not only that but the American people are per
fectly content to live under a constructive policy, which gives 
investment to American capital and employment to American 
labor at such wages that American standards can be preserved. 
While that is not very pleasant to certain publicists and 
theorists, it is perf~tly satisfactory to the American people. 

l\ir. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. FESS. l\Ir. President, I can not decline to yield, al

though I should like to proceed. I yield to my friend from 
Mississippi. . 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator a question in 
view of his statement as to the revenue received under the 
present tariff law as compared with the revenue derived under 
the Underwood tariff law. Of course, the Senator realizes that 
the balance of trade is a very good index as to the comparative 
operations of various tariff laws. Can the Senator state what 
was the balance of trade in our favor during the last year 
under the present tariff law? 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Ohio has not those figures at 
hand. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I say to the Senator that, including 
silver and gold bullion which was imported, it was against us 
to the amount of some $50,000,000; while under the Under
wood tariff law we had a balance in our favor in normal times 
of $3,000,000,000 a year. 

Mr. FESS. Well, under Democratic rule our ability to pur
chase imported goods is not very great, while under Republican 
rule we can both sell and buy. That has been the history here
tofore. 

l\Ir. KING. -Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OE'FICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. KL~G. Will the Senator yield to me while I put into 

the RF;CORD some statistics? As the Senator has been speak-

ing about the lamentable conditions in the Northwest, may I 
engage his attention for a moment on that subject? 

Mr. FESS. I should be very glad to have the Senator bring 
us back to the discussion of the issue. 

Mr. KING. I will do so, and I will not transgress. I have 
here a report showing the production in South Dakota for the 
last year. Does the Senator know that the gain was more than 
$61,000,000, and that on marketings outside the State alone 
the gain was $33,618,580.30? Does the Senator further know 
that, instead of there being just one crop last year, 1923, the 
production of wheat was 32,540,720 bushels; of corn-and I 
give merely the round numbers-23,000,000 bushels; of oats, 
21,000,000 lmshels; of barley, 8,000,000 bushels; of rye, 6,000,· 
000 bushels ; of flax, 539,000 bushels ; of horses, 13,373 head
tbat is, these were sold outside the State; of cattle, 585,957,667 
pounds ; of sheep, more than 23,000,000 pounds ; and of other 
products more than $27,500,000? The total marketed outside 
the State of these farm products was $175,893,929 ; and the pro
duction in the State just in those crops to which I have called 
attention, amounted to $339,360,000, showing a gain of exports 
from the State in one year of $61,097,000. If I had time and 
could intrude further on the Senator-and I shall not do so--

Mr. FESS. From what report is the Senator reading? 
l\1r. KING. The figures I am reading relate to South Dakota 

alone, and are taken from the " Progress of South Dakota in 
1923," compiled by the department of history of that St-ate
the twenty-third annual review. 

Mr. FESS. Is it ~onftned to South Dakota? 
Mr. KING. Yes; it is confined to South Dakota, but I also 

have reports here from North Dakota. 
Mr. FESS. l\lr. President, I am glad to have those figures. 

They demonstrate at least one thing, and that is that a diversity 
of crops is possible in that section ; but it does not indicate 
that there is as great diversity there as is withiB. the range of 
possibility. 

I have noticed that the experiments conducted by the agri
cultural college demonstrate the various crops that can be pro
duced in North Dakota. Almost all of the crops produced in 
Ohio also grow in North Dakota on experimental farms. I 
visited certain farms, which were said to be more or less ex
emplars, on which the1·e could be studied the possibilities, and 
I found on the farms almost all sorts of livestock. I also . 
found that in addition to growing wheat, clover, alfalfa, oats, 
and corn are cultivated. I found that there was a possibility 
of a great diversification of crops ; but, on the other hand, 
there was followed for many years the practice of confining 
farming activities to one crop. · That was largely because that 
section was looked upon as the wheat-growing region of the 
world. I recall that from my own section in Ohio people went 
into the Dakotas, which were widely known as great wheat-grow
ing sections, and took up great landed estates and planted them 
all in wheat. I found that the maximum crop was something 
like 14 bushels to the acre. After long-continued cultivation 
of the ground in one crop that yield has been reduced, untfl, 
instead of being 14 or 15 bushels to the acre, it has been re
duced to 9, and in some places as low as 5 bushels to the acre. 
I also noted that the ground becomes weedy or "dirty," as we 
would say on the farm, and that disease is likely to afflict the 
one crop. As a result what was once a great wheat produc
tion has ceased to be such, and it is largely due to the wearing 
out of the soil. 

Many persons may raise the question, Why should we be 
concerned about that situation? One reason-and I think it is 
a valid one in the judgment of every Senator-why we should 
be interested in relieving such a situation is that no one section 
of the country can suffer without that suffering being largely 
shared by a considerable portion of the other sections of the 
country ; in other words, we in Ohio ought to be interested in 
the prosperity of the people of North and South Dakota, l\Ion
tana, Wyoming, and every s~ction of the country. Not only 
that, but if possible-and I think it is possible-we ought to 
relieve the situation where the soil is being worn out, or where 
it is becoming filthy, and in that way destroying very largely 
the source of the wealth of that section. 

I am thoroughly convinced that there is no doubt about 
farming in the Northwe t becoming greatly diversified. Diver
sification will at once relieve the surplus, for if they cease to 
raise wheat and raise other · things the surplus crop, which is 
wheat, will be reduced in its amount, and therefore a little 
closer relationship will exist between the supply and the de
mand. 

I think everyone must recognize that no section of the coun
try can ever safely be entirely a wheat-raising country. It 
may safely be a cotton-raising country, but it can not safely 
be a wheat-raising country, for cotton never will have th~ 
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great competition throughout the world that wheat will have. 
Almost every country will raise wheat, and those States of the 
Union that could raise other erops and avoid wheat will not 
'avoid wheat My own State will continue to raise wheat, not 
because we can raise it cheaper than we can buy it but because 
our system of farming-, in the rotation· of crops, necessitates 
the sowing of wheat as a part of the program of general agri
culture. Therefore Ohio and all of the States about her which 
now raise wheat will continue to raise wheat, not primarily 
to get the product of flour, because they can buy that, but 
because of the organization of agriculture in our section; so 
that wheat can never be safely a one-crop product, and any 
Staie that goes on that basis must of necessity feel the burden 
of overcompetition. So the N9rthwest must get away from 
the one-crop raising of wheat for that reason if for no other. 

Therefore this bill in the assistance of diversification will 
reduce the surplus. It will do another thing. It will turn the 
attention of the farmer to supplying himself with food products 
which heretofore he has been buying, and it will do another 
thing. It will relieve him of the necessity of transporting 
heavy, bulky products, and enable him to turn his attention to 
such things as livestock and livestock products, such as dairy 
products, where a greater value is compressed into smaller 
spuce, and in that way the transportation problem or the heavy 
freight problem will be largely relieved. 

There a1·e a great many reasons why we. ought to facilitate 
to the very limit of our ability this effort to diversify. I think 
the Government ought to do it, because it was through the 
Government during the wa1· that these States, that had already 
started in on diversification, were led back to the sowing of 
wheat. The facts here tell us that 3,000,000 additional acres 
of pasture were plowed up for wheat under the stress of the 
demand for more wheat to produce :flour for the soldiers. 

So in view, first, of the present situation in the Northwest, 
direful and serious, and, second, in view of the possibilities of 
relief which certainly are w~thin our range, and especially the 
real, substantial value to the country at large resulting from 
relieving the suffering of thnt great section of the country, I 
am going to do what I do not very often do-vote for a measure 
that can not receive my full adherence on economic grounds. 
I do believe, however, that it will give us a remedy in this 
emergency, and for that reason I am not going to hesitate very 
much about giving it my support. 

I say thj_s with full respect for the position taken by such 
men as the distinguished Senator from Utah [Mr. KrnG], who 
argues the· matter purely upon economic grounds. As he 
knows, I am not an adherent of anything like governmental 
interference where we can avoid it; but I think the situation 
here is such that the Government ought to come to the rescue 
and give these people the assistance necessary to enable them to 
diversify, to put them in a way on their feet, to help them to 
be self-supporting._ and then leave them to shift for themselves. 
The.t is better than bankruptcy, and I run sure the alternative 
ls bankruptcy. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, we have listened to the able ad
dre s front the Senator from Ohio [Mr: FESS] with interest, 
though we may not agree with his position. If I correctly in
terpret the statements made by some Senators during the dis
cussion of the pending measure, tben I am compelled to dis
agree with views submitted by them. Undoubtedly _the c.ondl
tion of agriculture in the United States is such as to cause 
serious concern and to impress upon Congress the necessity of 
doing everything which is legitimate and proper to aid the 
farmers of the United States. Even those who evince the 
llveliest interest in the welfare of agriculture do not arrive at 
the same conclusion regarding the projects to aid the farmers. 

This bill which on its face seems to promise aid to the wheat 
growers of a certain section of the United States is opposed by 
many who reside within the section referred to, as well as 
many who are concededly friends of the farmers and who re
side in other parts of our country. There are many things, 
Mr. President, which legislation can not remedy. Financial de
pression and economic 'crises in the United States, as else
where, bring forth a multitude of so-called remedies to allevi
ate conditions and "to help the people." Most of them are un
sound economically. Many of them are wholly unconstitu
tional and a few are temporary palliatives, but seldom are any 
found which, if put into operation, would bring substantial 
relief to those in distress. 

A number of Senators wllo have been earnest in seeking to 
find means to help the farmers are not supporting this bill. 
One of the leading Senators from the Northwest [l\1r. JOHNSON 
of 1\linnesota] has stated tllat the farmers need markets for 
their surplus products and not more credit. It is a fact that 

not only the farmers but manufacturers and millions of Ameri
can people in all activities of life are heavily involved in debt. 
The aggregate indebtedness of the United States-by that I 
mean the Federal Government, the State governments and all of 
their political subdivisions, corporations, and private persons-· 
amounts to more than $120,000,000,000. This stupendous sum 
carries interest charges amounting to perhaps six or seven billion 
dollar~ annually. This huge indebtedness is an intolerable 
burden and a menace to the prosperity of the country. The 
farmers of the United Sta.tes are heavily involved; the farms 
of many are mortgaged, and their credit in some section& is 
exhausted. Their financial condition is serious, and it is 
important that every proper step be taken to bring relief to 
them. I do not believe the farmers of tbe United States want 
mere palliative measures; nor do they want paternalistic 
schemes inaugurated which promise much but in the long run 
will not only prove disappointing but disadvantageous. The 
farmers are suffering from the bigh-tar~exactions to which 
they are subjected by the terms of the McCumber tariff law .. 
Their export markets have been curtailed by the unwise inter
national policies pursued by the administration. 

I repeat that the farmers require wider markets for their 
products. The bill before us does not reach the situation. 
It is sectional and partisan, and is a belated measure supposed 
to aid the present administration in its efforts to win the 
next election. Undoubtedly some sincere and patriotic men 
and women have promoted the measure and believe that it 

· will be of some advantage, but there has been too much of the 
political atmosphere of the White House about it and too 
much political zeal by persons who have never evinced concern 
in the welfare of the farmers of the United States. · 

l\Ir. President, the Senator from Ohio and others who have 
spoken in favor of the bill have not shown a familiarity witli 
conditions in the Northwest, particularly in North and South 
Dakota and Minnesota. Some have confessed the lack of power 
upon the part of Congress to enact legislation of this kind, 
and others who say they will vote for it have confessed that 
it is paternalistic, if not socia1istic, and is not to be defended 
upon economic and sound political considerations. The posi
tion of some in defending the bill has impressed me with the 
thought that they regard the General Government as having 
unlimited power to deal with questions coming before it, par
ticularly if it could be said that an "emergency•• existed. 
That is the position of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FESS] as 
I understood his remarks. 

Of course, if there is no limitation upon the authority of 
Congress to deal with what it may believe to be "emergencies," 
and the Constitution does not define what " emergencies " are, ·. 
then it is manifest that in the activities of Congress there 
will be no ptohibition upon any measure which it may deter
mine is requfred to meet an "emergency." 

People believe that more laws are required to meet emergen
cies. Tax bills, tariff measures, appropriation bills, and the 
vast volume of classified and unclassified bills thrown into the 
hoppers of legislative bodies are to meet emergencies. So in 
practice under the Senator's. view, whenever a majority in 
Congress desires to enact a law which is not within the power 
of Congress to enact, because in contravention of the Consti
tution, all that Congress needs to do is to declare that it 
is to meet an "emergency." 
_ The position of the Senator and others who have supported 

the bill before us is that in a certain section of the United 
States some- banks have failed, the farmers are in debt, and 
some desire to purchase livestock a.pd perhaps various com
modities; therefore a situation i created which constitutes a.n 
"emergency," calling for an appropriation by Congress of 
millions of dollars derived from the taxation of the people to 
be loaned to the farmers residing within the section referred to. 

Of com·se, such a position can not be sustained by any fair 
or reasonable construction of the Constitution of the United 
States. Nor can it be defended in morals or upon any sound, 
rational basis. The Constitution of the United States can not 
be frittered away by misinterpretation. There are those who 
think that it were better to burn the Constitution and deny to 
it any validity than to pretend devotion to its provisions, while 
wantonly and brazenly or secretly and covertly defying or ig
noring them. Senators often afow their devotion to law and 
aver that a failure to obey the· law breaks down the morals 
of the people and undermines the foundations of the Govern-

, ment. Can it not be said with m-0re reason that political 
morality is destroyed and the Government menaced when 
measures are enacted by Congress. which are directly or by 
implication forbidden by the organic law of the Republic or 
where no authority for their euactrrl()nt is granted, and par-
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ticularly when the passage of such measures is accompanied by 
declarations that the Constitution is sacred and its preserva
tion is vital for the liberty and welfare of the people? 

There is a growing disposition to regard the will of Congress 
as supreme, notwithstanding constitutional limitatiop.s. Even 
in Great Britain, where there is no written constitution, there 
are limitations upon Parliament. The statement is sometimes 
made that Parliament is supreme, but that is not true,.as I 
could show by numerous examples if time permitted. 

We should remember that the Constitution was "ordained 
and established" by the people for the United States of 
America. They purposely limited the power of the General 
Government; they foresaw that attempts would be made to 
centralize power and authority and to deprive the States and 

· the people within the States of inalienable rights. They gave 
us a written Constitution, the terms of which are not ambig
uous, and limit the fields into which the General Government 
may enter. A former Member of this body, now an honored 
member of the Supreme Court of the United States [l\fr. Justice 
Sutherland], has stated, that-

The limitations of the Constitution are not bonds whlch fetter the 
people ; they are restraints imposed by the people themselves upon 
the Government which they have created as an instrumentality 
through which they rule in order that their creature may never for
get that it bas a creator. • • • To destroy the Constitution 
would therefore be to destroy this high evidence that ultimate sover
eignty remains with the people, that the Government is a mere in
strumentality which exists for the sake of the people instead of the 
people existing ·for the sake of the Government, and, moreover, as the 
fathers thought, to oven the door of opportunity for stealthy appro
priations of power on the part of our governmental agencies which 
might finally reach dangerous pr9portione. 

Mr. President, the totality of all political power is vested in 
the National Government or reserved to the States or it is held 
by the people themselves. The1·e was no grant of po-wer to the 
Federal Government to tax the people, except for national pur
poses ; and taxes, when laid by the Federal Government, may 
be used for Federal purposes only. It were well if Congress 
constantly kept in mind the origin of the Federal Government 
and the provisions of the Constitution, which we have sworn 
to support and defend. · 

There are many things which we might like to do. There are 
many measures which Congress might desire to enact, but it 
is important to determine whether the power exists to support 
such desire or justify such enactment. If the taxing power may 
be employed for an " emergency " not national, then emergen
cies will increase, and soon the Federal Government will be 
called upon to deal with local and domestic questions and to 
employ the taxing power to satisfy the requests and demands 
which will emanate from all parts of the land. This will 
undermine the States and constitute the Federal Government 
a government of unrestrained and unlimited power. 

Ur. President, I am speaking now not particularly with refer
ence to the bill before us, but having in mind what I conceive 
to be the inevitable results which will flow from the adoption 
of the views expounded by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] 
and other Senators who have spoken on this bilL 

The .Senator from Ohio says that I treat the question under 
consideration as an " economic" one. He implies that I do 
not consider the political or social questions involved. Mr. 
President, the Senator is in error. It is true I regard the 
legislation as unsound· from an economic standpoint. I believe 
that to exercise the taxil}g power of the Government fm.· the 
purpose of obtaining money to loan directly or indirectly to 
classes of individuals, or to industries, is, generally speaking, 
economically unsound. Its reactions will be unfortunate and, 
in substantially all cases, disastrous. But the question must 
be considered from a political and constitutional standpoint. 
Many measures are advocated for alleged economic reasons 
which are in fact political; and political questions may not 
always be separated from economic policies and their conse
quences. 

As I interpret the position of the Senator and others who 
are supporting the bill, it is that the vaults of the Treasury 
are available to any section of the country, large or small, in 
which it is believed an "emergency" exists. What is an emer
gency, as I have heretofore indicated, is not defined, nor can it 
be defined. Does it mean that an emergency exists if the crop 
of an individual or a county or a State is destroyed? Undoubt
edly such a result would prove most serious to the pei·sons 
affected. If that condition is an emergency which calls for 
general Federal taxation to repair the losses, or to provide 
Joan to the suffering individual, or distressed inhabitants of a 
State, then it is clear that emergencies exist dally in various 

parts of the United States. And if an emergency is created 
when the farmers of a State lose one or mere crops then an 
emergency exists when an individual loses one or more crops 
and his credit is impaired or destroyed. It is simply a question 
of degree. 

If Congress can repair the losses of the farmers of the State 
or open the Treasury vaults to loan money under the c-0nditions 
above referred to, then it has the right to loan money to eacli 
individual whose crop has been destroyed. And if the people 
may be taxed to loan to one individual for loss of crop, theY, 
may be taxed to loan money to all persons in the United States 
whose crops have been lost. And if it is an emergency for 
farmers when they have lost their crops, is it not an emergency 
for the sheepmen and cattlemen who have lost their flocks and 
herds? In some of the Western States during 1920 and 1921 
nearly all mines were closed. In many instances they have not 
been reopened. Tens of thousands of persons were ruined, and 
their properties, owing to the fall in the price of metals and the 
increase in the cost of mining operations, have become and are 
practically valueless. Many towns and minin~ camps were 
practically abandoned, and thousands of families were com
pelled to seek new homes and new empl-0yment. 

In Arizona the farmers _during the war were appealed to to 
grow long-staple cotton, which was needed for military as well 
as other purposes. Many of them plowed up their fields and 
planted them to cotton. They sold their dairy cows ·and devoted 
their capital and their energies to the production of a com
modity imperatively required in the prosecution of the war. 
When the war was over they found themselves with no market, 
or at least a restricted one, for their cotton. Many were ruined, 
and thousands were involved in debt, which will rest upon them 
as an intolerable burden for many years to come. 

I know of many cases where men, who were asked by the 
Government to find manganese ores as well as other metals 
needed by onr country and our allies, borrowed large sums of 
money, opened up mining claims, and invested all their posses
sions, as well as large sums which they had borrowed. They 
lost their investments and are still struggling under the heavy 
obligations incurred. Many were forced into bankruptcy as a 
result of their patriotic efforts to aid their country in a great 
crisis. And in many parts of the United States large numbers 
of patriotic people engaged in business enterprises for the pro
duction of commodities which our country and our allies im
peratively required. The sudden termination of the war found 
them with large investments and heavy obligations. Sheep and 
cattle men were urged to produce wool to supply clothing a'.nd 
blankets for our soldiers and meat and food products for the 
military forces of the United States and the allied nations. 
The sheep and cattle men of the West were caught in the catas
trophic decline of prices following the war, and tens of thou
sands were ruined. I could enumerate a multitude of cases 
_where losses which forced tens of thousands into bankruptcy re-
sulted from conditions developed during and following the war. 

The entire country was shaken by " emergencies " which 
the war and its aftermath created. Property values io 
most States were reauced, the aggregate being billions of 
dollars. These losses have been estimated by publicists and 
financial critics at from seventy-five to a hundred billion 
dollars. And in many sections of the United States, even 
yet, the oppressive hand of debt rests upon the people who 
turn with heavy hearts from the toil and labor of the hour 
hoping for some light to guide them in their distre s, and 
some hand to relieve them from the oppressive burdens which 
are still crushing them. 

Mr. President, in a sense these are " emergency " cases if 
the definition of " emergency " given by the proponents of this 
bill is to be accepted. Perhaps I would be more accurate i! 
I were to say they have given no definition of "emergency," 
but have stated that, because the farmers of certain sections 
planted wheat instead of a ·variety of crops, and thereby 
lost money, and are now in financial distrees, an emer
gency exists. However, their statei;nents as to conditions 
must not be taken without qualification, as I shall show 
later. I repeat, l\fr. President, under this applied definition 
of emergency there is no limit to the emergencies which do 
and will arise and which will be the basis for appeals for 
Federal assistance. And if an emergency such as indicated 
in this bill constitutes ground for direct loans by the Fed
eral Government to the people, then a precedent will have been 
found to warrant appropriations whenever financial difficul
ties come to any industry, section, or class. 

If mines become unprofitable through a decline in metal 
prices or from other cu.uses, and the owners und their em
ployees are faced with financial trouble or threatene<l with 
financial ruin, then· sppeals may be made to the Federal Gov-

• 
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ernment for relief and for appropriations from the Federal 
Treasury. If periods of depression and distress come to manu· 
facturing industries, as they have come in the past and will 
recur in the future, then, if the principle supported by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. FESS] is to be applied and the prece· 
dent created by this bill if it shall become a law should be 
invoked, other industries not so stricken would be taxed fo1• the 
benefit of the manufacturers. And manifestly if owners of the 
plants · suffer and their business is ruined, their employees will 
be deprived of work and their sufferings will constitute such an 
emergency as to demand appropriations for their relief from 
the General Treasury. 

In 1921-22 millions of men were out of employment in the 
United St.ates. They and their families were subjected to trials 
and extreme hardships; indeed, hunger and want visited the 
homes of countless numbers, and doubtless many, through mal· 
nutrition, exposure, and want, came to untimely ends. Cer· 
tainly if the interpretation placed by the supporters of this bill 
on the Constitution of the United States is correct, a grave emer· 
gency then existed and millions of dollars should have been ap. 
propriated from the Treasury to alleviate their sufferings. 

Mr. President, in a country with an area so extensive as that 
of the United States, with climatic conditions so different and 
industries so diversified, it is certain that uniform conditions, 
either of prosperity or adversity, will not always be found. In· 
deed, they will seldom exist. The industrial activities of the 
people are subject to great mutations, in part due to our in· 
ternal and varied conditions, and in part resultant from the vast 
foreign trade and commerce which our country enjoys. Nations 
are being brought into closer relations, commercially and eco· 
nomically, arid conditions in one continent or hemispbere--in· 
deed, in one country-affect economic and industrial conditions 
throughout the world. 

If our foreign exports are interfPred with, either by unwise do. 
mestic legislation or by foolish ahl improvident legislation on 
the part of other nations, the reactions upon our economic life 
are immediate. If the people of other countries, because of 
their dislocated economic conditions, are unable to buy our sm·· 
plus products, immediately the tide of our prosperity begins to 
recede. If Europe is unable to purchase American copper, the 
copper mines close, ruin ovel"takes those who have large invest· 
ments in mines and mills and plants, and thousands, and per· 
haps tens of thousands, of industrious workmen are thrown out 
of employment. And if our steel exports and our surplus manu· 
factured products find no markets abroad, disaster overtakes 
these industries in the United States, and the hundreds of 
thousands, if not millions, dependent upon them for support are 
brought to penury and want. The farmers likewise suffer when 
there are inadequate markets for their products, and when dis· 
aster comes to the farmers they can not purchase the com· 
modities produced in mills and factories, and hardships are 
visited upon multitudes of people. 

No matter what governmental system prevails there will be 
political and industrial problems. No economic system which 
the wisdom of rp.an has ever devised will produce perfect hap· 
piness, uninterrupted prosperity, satisfactory economic and 
industrial conditions, and the highest felicity. Many experl· 
ments, political and economic, have been tried to bring about 
political freedom and social and economic conditions so just 
and fair as to meet all rational standards. Thousands of years 
ago oriental monarchs, some of them wise and benevolent 
despots, established comprehensive paternalistic schem~ which 
embraced all the people and determined their activities. The 
state was the guardian of all, administering to their wants and 
ordering their lives. But such a situation produced stagnation, 
devitalized the people, and ultimately brought destruction upon 
the government and indescribable woes to the people. It were 
well to remember the words of Adam Smith: 

A man is generally considered by statesmen and projectors as the 
materials of a sort of political mechanics. Projectors disturb nature 
in the course of her operations on human affairs, and it requires no 
more than to leave her alone and give her fair play in the pursuit 
of her ends, that she may establish her own designs. • • • Little 
else is required to carry a state to the highest degree of afHuence from 
the lowest barbarism but peace, easy taxes, and a tolerable adminis· 
tration of justice, all the rest being brought about by the natural 
course of things. 

The fathers of this Republic, with the lessons of history 
before them, conceived a system of government so perfect in 
form and so adjusted in all of i.ts relationships as to bring 
material prosperity and a high degree of liberty and felicity 
to those living within its borders. Having been subjects of 
what they conceived to be the oppression of a centralized gov· 
ernment, they determined that all sovereignty should rest with 

the people, and that the General Government should be so 
lfmited in its authority as to be prohibited from performing 
acts or inaugurating policies not authorized by the Consti
tution. 

Even under British authority they had been trained in the 
art of local self-government and had developed those heroic 
qualities essential to the enjo:yment of liberty. They denied 
the right of the General Government to impose certain forms 
of taxation, and in the Constitution they limited the power of 
the Federal Government to impose taxation for Federal pur
poses only. They believed, as was stated by Lincoln in his 
first message to Congress, that-

To maintain inviolate the rights of the States to order and control, 
under the Constitution, their own affairs by their own judgment 
exclusively is essential for the preservation of that balance of power 
on which our institutions rest. 

They perceived the necessity of separating the functions of 
the States and the Federal Government. To the latter they 
committed authority to deal with national questions. The 
States and the people themselves were the reservoir of all 
other power. In the Constitutional Convention James Wilson, 
one of the strongest of that mighty group, with his centralizing 
predilections, appreciated that, even without limitations upon 
the Federal Government, its functions must be limited, and 
that the States should have spheres in which to operate and 
exercise their functions free from interference from the central 
authority. 

The founders of the Repul;>lic knew that with the develop
ment and growth of the U'llited States new States would be 
formed and the new Republic would become a dominant force 
in the world. They saw that a democratic government must 
be in constant contact with the people; that if too far removed 
it would fail in its purpose. As Professor Thompson has said: 

It is difficult to see how democracy in government can remain a 
vital thing unless the individuality and autonomy of loeal govern· 
mental institutions is retained in which people can take an interest. 
where they can have personal contact with the leaders, and where they 
can see the actual results of democracy. Without this the demos 
becomes disinterested, and a democracy with a disinterested demos is 
probably less fortunate than a despotism with a benevolent despot. 

l\lr. President, On@ of the problems of European nations 
to-Oay is to decentralize and to meet the growing demands of 
the people for local self·government and authority to manage 
and control their domestic affairs. The French people complain 
of the centralizing forces operating in their country which 
have drawn to Paris the authority and the power which should 
rest in local regions and Provinces. The course of the British 
Empire during the past few years is a lesson in democracy 
and representative government which may be instructive even 
to Americans. 

The demand ha'3 been made by the British dominions for 
control of their domestic affairs; and Canada, Australia, South 
Africa, Ireland, and other States of the British Commonwealth 
have won for themselves the status of independent states, in so 
far as their local and domestic questions, political and eco-· 
nomic, are concerned. 

While the people of nearly all the countries of the world are 
stripping power from central governments and are strengthen
ing regional governments and Provinces and local political sub· 
divisions and thus developing the capacity of the people for 
self.government we set our faces in the opposite direction and 
persist in the transference of the power belonging to the people 
and the States to the Federal Government. The States are be. 
coming atrophied. They are ceasing to function as designed by 
the Constitution and a powerful federalism is developing which, 
if unchecked, will inevitably draw to itself the reserved rights of 
the people and the States and culminate in a centralized gov
ernment so colossal, so far-reaching, and so omnipotent that it 
will become. despotic or fall by its own weight. 

One of the strongest weapons of a tyrant or of a powerful 
centralized government is that of taxation. Unjust and un• 
warranted taxes are often laid to extend the functions and 
the power of despotic rulers or of usurping government. One 
of the most insidfous methods employed to destroy political sub
divisions and to concentrate power in a central government i~ 
through the taxing system. Intriguing and often subtle and 
dangerous g~neral officials seek to weaken the faith of the 
people in their own local governments and in their capacity to 
control their own domestic affairs. They promise benefits of a 
material nature and largesses and contributions from the gen
eral government and induce the people to contend for the ex· 
tension of the authority of the central government. Invasions 
of states and local subdivisions soon result in abandonment of 
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that fine spirit of individualism essential to · the preservation_ 
of liberty, and abdication of individual and local powers and 
authority soon follow. 

The central government ls thus able by its usurped authority 
to protect its stolen power and to solace the people who have 
been robbed by dispensing from the central treasury, which the 
people have been taxed to fill, largesses and bounties and 
gratuities. 

Hamilton insisted in one of his Federalist articles "that the 
, State governments should clearly retain all the rights of sov-
1 erelgnty which they then had ai;id which w,~re not by that a~t 

I exclusively delegated to the Umted States. And Madison m 
one of his powerful statements said: 

1 The powers delegated to the proposed Constitution of the Federal 
I Government are few and definite. Those which remain in the State 
1 governments are numerous and indefinite. 

l\fr. President, I repeat that there are limitations upon tha_ 
taxing power of the Federal Government. It may not tax for 
the purposes indicated in the bill before us. Tbe people of one 
State may not be taxed to aid industry in another State or to 

1 loan moneys to individuals in some other jurisdiction who have 
I met with adversity or who are the victims of economic and 
industrial depression. The taxing power of the Federal Gov
ernment is limited to the raising of revenue to meet the ex

l penses of the Federal Government and essential to the exercise 
of its delegated powers. It may not tax for the purpose of per-

1 forming the functions of the States or taking over the police 
' powers of the States. This is not a unitary system of govern
ment. Nor has Congress the power, in order to secure industrial 

' equality of all persons within the United States or social soli-
darity, to enact laws aimed to secure such results or to employ 

1 the taxing power to promote such end. 
· This Nation is a "Re-public of republics." It ls not the sea 
1 from which the authority ls drawn to control the States or 
the people, but tho people within the States are the springs 

I of life and power. 
There are those who would make Washington a kind of 

1 
" Hegelian harmonization " of all differences and variations 

1 existing in the States and among the people of all the States. 
Professor Freund seems to think that with the attainment of 

I national unity, progress toward a unitary state is inevitable. 
He evidently bases this view upon historical precedents or 
analogies nnd the corroborative evidence found in our Federal 
legislation and policies. 

Mr. President, the struggle now ls to prevent the absorption 
, of the States by the Federal Government. The question is not 
to save the Federal Government, but the problem now is to 
save the States. The States are the bulwarks against anti-

1 republican movements-against the evil forces which have 
robbed people of their liberty and destroyed powerful States. 

i When legislation is the result of hysteria or emotionalism, 
there is grave danger as to its consequences. People of high 

: ideals, of charitable impulses, of that spirit of service so essen-
1 tial in the complexities of our modern life, are easily moved 
when appeals are made for the relief of the oppressed or 
those who are in want. It is natural, indeed, it is proper, 
that such should be the case. But men sworn to uphold and 

1 defend the Constitution of the United States may not do as 
1 legislators what they would do as individuals, or what they 
1 would be willing and perhaps authorized to do if they were 

-, serving in the legislatures of their respective States. 
A judge is guided by the law. He has, and should have, 

I sympathies and proper human feelings, but t~e law in its 
majesty must determine his course. .There must be a sure 

I foundation somewhere in our governmental system. There are 

I certitudes and fundamentals in religion, in science, and in 
political philosophy. 

¥Ve have a written Constitution and it gives no autholity 

l 
to impose taxes upon the people other than to meet the expenses 
of the Government, economically administered, and to execute 
the powers delegated to it. If there are no limitations upon 

1 the taxing power, then property rights are of little value. If 

I 
one may be deprived of his property under the guise of taxation, 
it is but a short step to socialism and communism. I have 
heard people say that they would So-Oner live in a communistic 

1 State where the government owned all the property than under 
1 a , government that was. not restricted in the exercise of the I taxing power. 

Ur. President, it is unpleasant to oppose measures which, it 
, is claimed, seek to benefit one or more classes of people who 
, have sustainoo losses and are experiencing serious financial dif
, ficulties. The natural inclination is- to help people in ·periods of' 

I 
disaster and to lighten the burdens of those who are heavily 
laden. But', as- I have indicated, there are limitations beyond 

which we may not go as Federal legislators. Precedents estab
lished have often proven the overthrow of institutions and 
governments which ought to have been preserved. I repeat, 
if Congress can loan money, with or without security, to 
individuals because they have had .financial reverses, then the 
character of our legislation will take a new form. The rela
tions between the States and the Federal Government will be 
destroyed. Indeed, the States themselves will be reduced to 
mere shadows, if they are not extinguished, and the Federal 
Government will become a huge machine employed to extract 
taxes from those who have property and distribute them to 
those who have but little or are empty-handed. And if Con
gress has the power to buy livestock for those who seek to 
diversify their agricultural activities,, it will be compelled to 
supply the needs of other classes of our citizens and to assume 
a guardianship, indeed a paternalism, over all, which inevita
bly will end in the destruction -0f our economic and political 
system. 

I know, Mr. President, that 1t is old-fashioned to advocate an 
adherence to the Constitution and to challenge attention to the 
limitations upon the Federal Government Notwithstanding tha 
h1sto1·1.cal facts revealing the evils of paternalism and central
ized power, and the destructive effects of socialism upon the 
political and economic life of a people, there is a growing 
school in the United States which advocates heresies condemned 
by experience and manifestly at variance with the theory upon 
which this Republic was founded. It is paradoxical that this 
school claims its members to be exponents of liberalism, and de
nounces those who believe in maintaining this Republic, a9 
illiberal, unresponsive to and unsympathetic toward ethical and 
moral advancement nnd industrial and political freedom ; and 
yet all history teaches that the policies of this school lead to 
tyranny and industrial .despotism or chaos. I repeat that his
tory and political philosophy alike announce that the greatest 
progress in alf fields of human endeavor is made where per
sonal and property rights are respected, where security under 
stable laws and governments is obtained, and where the hand of 
bureaucracy and paternalism does not rest upon the people. 
Against despotism and bureaucracy and communism the people 
have struggled, seeking to secure personal rights and free op
portunity for development along the lines of their own 
choosing. Projects for governmental aid and control of indi
viduals and of their lives and activities are oftentimes pre
sented in most alluring form and the people are silenced in their 
opposition or seduced into ardent support of the same--only to 
discover when it is too late that they have bartered away 
precious rights for a mess of pottage, and personal and indi
vidual liberty for a corrupting paternalism and a most deadly 
bureaucracy. It ls regrettable that those who .advocate the put
ting of crutches under the arms of· everybody find hearty sup
port even among those who profess adherence to the principles 
of Jefferson and to those democratic institutions established by 
our fathers. 

We must not forget, as Tom Paine says, that "government 
at its best is a necessary evil, but at its woi·st it is an in
tolerable one." The be t ls that in which there is the greatest 
personal liberty and the worst and most intolerable one is that 
of an oppressive paternalism or corrupt bureaucracy. And 
it may be added as a corollary that all paternalisms and· 
bureaucracies: in the end become despotic and corrupt. Those 
who have been most fanatical iif pushing socialistic and 1 cen
traUzing policies have been loudest in proclaiming theil' devo
tion to· liberty, and they have maintained that it was a mani
festation of personal liberty or at least the realization of 
individual rights and liberty to voluntarily transfer to bureaus 
and executive agencies authority and power which individuals 
and the States possess and should exercise. 

It is remarkable that people will struggle for centuries to 
wrest power from tyrannous governments and oppressive bu
reaucracies only to reconf er the same upon these unsceptered 
agencies. Mr. John Stuart Blackie has said that the crimes 
of history ~ay be summed up in the words " abuse of power." 
The teaching of history is that power is always abused, and 
yet when people have won liberty tl:rey soon forget their 
struggles and the despotism from which they have been freed 
and complacently or at least apathetically view insidious 
efforts by defeated forces to regain authority, and too often 
they actively participate in movements which inevitably result 
in the establishment of old and tyrannous conditions from 
which by their vigor they had been emancipated. 

An examination of the centralizing forces in our· Government 
will reveal how far along the path toward paternalism and 
centralized authority we have gone. The States are losing 
their importance, and there is a devolution of many of thei.r 
functions upon the Federal Government. B~fore Congress now 
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are bills which would increase the authority o:f the Federal 
Government and impose tax burdens upon the people o:f several 
billions of dollars. Why can we not remember the words of 
Jefferson when he said that "a single consolidated government 
would become the most corrupt government on the earth "? 
And may I again refer to words of this immortal leader : 

Were we directed from Washington when to sow and when to reap, 
we would soon want bread. 

And yet Washington is infested with lobbyists and repre
sentatives of hundreds of organizations, many of whom seek 
legislation which would weaken the States and devitalize the 
people and augment tne powers of the Federal Government. A 
nation-wide propaganda is carried on by many of these agen
cies, and methods are employed of cajolery and often of in
timidation, for the purpose of forcing through measures which 
are violative of the spirit. and letter of the Constitution and of 
the theory which underlies our political system. 

Mr. President, the bill before us is entitled "A bill to pro
mote a permanent system of self-supporting agriculture in re
gions adversely affected by the stimulation of wheat produc
tion during the war and aggravated by many years of small 
yields and high production costs of wheat." It was introduced 
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. NORBECK] on January 
8, 1924, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry on that date. On February 1 it was reported to the 
Senate by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. LAnn]. The_ 
report accompanying the bill affords no info1:'mation respecting 
the measure and gives no reason why it should become law. The 
title of the bill, as well as its provisions, show that it is sec
tional and discriminatory. It is of local character only. It 
carries an appropriation of $50,000,000, which the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall advance to farmers in what is {!ailed the wheat
growing district, where it. is alleged the one-crop system prevails. 

The Secretary is authorized to buy dairy products, cattle; 
hogs, sheep, and poultry, and supply the same at cost to farm
ers within tllis region. The loans may be made for five years, 
and a lien shall be taken upon the chickens, hogs, and cattle 
purchased by the Secretary of Agriculture or purchased by the 
farmers with the money advanced to them. 

How this lien is to be enforced no satisfactory explanation 
bas been given. It is rather perplexing to determine just how 
the G.overnment will be protected when it is understood that 
the money is to be advanced or the cattle, livestock, chickens, 
hoiS, and so forth, are to be supplied by the Government to per
sons who are without credit and whose properties are now sub
ject to mortgages and other forms of indebtedness, and it is 
likewise difficult to understand how the liens upon chickens 
and hogs and calves can be enforced. 

The execution of this measure means the establishment of a 
tremendous Federal organization. Thousands of Federal em
ployees will be necessary to enforce its terms and supervise its 
administration. The condition of all the farms within the sec
tion of the country where the loans are made will have to be 
ascertained. Agencies will have to be set up for the buying of 
cattle and all forms of livestock; lawyers will be needed to 
examine titles, prepare mortgages, and so forth ; a multitude of 
agencies wm be needed to look after tlie domestic animals and 
farm products bought and delivered to the farmers and to exe
cute partial releases of the liens in order that chickens and 
calves and pigs may be disposed of. Indeed, an extensive 
organization must be set up at an enormous cost to the Govern
ment and to the ta:i...rpayers of the United States. 

No valid reason has been given why the War Finance Cor
poration, which is still functioning and has nearly $40,000,000 
of Federal moneys under its control. was not selected as the 
instrumentality to carry out the provisions of this bill. Sena
tors are familiar with the fact that this corporation was organ
ized during the war to aid enterprises which were engaged 
in supplying to the Government and the Allies munitions, food
stuffs, and other articles imperatively required in the prosecu- · 
tion of the war. By an amendment to the act creating the 
corporation its life was extended, its functions enlarged, and 
loans authorized to livestock and agricultural interests. 

The officers of this organization became well acquainted with 
the conditions of agriculture and with the situation of the 
farmers in the Dakotas and surrounding ~tates. If the Federal 
Government is to make loans, or buy livestock for the farmers 
of a certain section, then prudence would dictate that an 
organization now functioning should be selected for such pur
pose. But we are caught in the maelstrom of bureaucracy and 
we must create more bureaus and Federal agencies and develop 
new units and organizations within existing departments. · 

The sectionalism of this bill is obvious, as I have said. It 
is not intended to provide for farmers and agriculturalists in 

other sections of the country, or to loan money to millions of 
people in the United States who are greatly in need of the 
same. However, an amendment has been proposed, because of 
the manifest sectionalism of the bill, whieh it is hoped by the 
proponents of the measure will dull the sharp edge of legitimate 
and proper criticism. This amendment provides that $25',000,-
000 shall be appropriated "for carrying out the purposes of 
this act in respect of other areas " ; $50,000,000, therefore, are 
to go to the Dakotas and a section of Montana, and possibly 
a limited area within the States of Minnesota, and Wyoming; 
and $25,000,000 are to be distributed elsewhere. This provision 
is a palpable sop to secure support for the bill. 

Mr. President, · for weeks we have heard about the conditions 
of the Dakotas. The · Republican leaders have been exceedingly 
alarmed lest the Dakotas should drift into a third-party move
ment. If the facts could be obtained, I feel sure it would 
be discovered that certain Republican bankers of Minnesota 
and North Dakota had inspired the bill, or at least were 
largely instrumental in originating it and in working up senti
ment in its behalf. I have learned from sources which I regard 
as reliable that political factors have been important in the 
promotion of this measure, and that certain bankers have 
sedulously labored to secure its passage. 

There are farmers in North Dakota who are opposing this 
bill, and some have written to Senators voicing their opposi
tion to its passage. The Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER} 
has placed a few letters in the RECORD ; they show that no 
conditions exist warranting this measure, even if Congress had 
the authority to make the appropriation called for and to set 
up the machinery provided in the bill under discussion. 

Mr. President, the facts will show that South Dakota -and 
Minnesota are in a prosperous condition. To urge the passage 
of this bill in order to give relief to these States it would 
appear is an act of insincerity if not audacity. I have fig
ures before me which show that there has been a rather large 
increase both in population and in wealth in these States dur
ing the last five .years. Later I shall deal with North Dakota_. 
and show its condition. 

I feel sure, l\Ir. President, that many sections of the United 
States do not exhibit as favorable balance sheets as those pre
sented by :Mi:m1esota and South Dakota. Their wealth has 
increased, their bank deposits have multiplied, and in all 
fields of endeavor they have exhibited satisfactory progress. 
Of course, during the past four or five years many parts of 
the United States have been affected seriously by unfavorable 
economic conditions. In some of the Western States there bas 
been great financial depression. In my own State I am in
formed that· nearly 40 per cent of the farms were sold last 
year for taxes. Agriculture there has suffered, and nearly all 
branches of industry have been in a precarious situation. I 
stated a few minutes ago that in the West most of the mines, 
following the war, were closed down. In mining States this 
was a disaster the seriousness of which can not be appre
ciated by those living in other sections of the country. For a 
number of years there have been droughts and blights and pests 
which have destroyed the crops of perhaps millions of agri
culturists in various parts of the United States. 

In many sections of the South the boll weevil has destroyed 
the cotton crop in extensive areas, and many districts have 
been so stricken that poverty and distress have brought the 
people to the verge of despair. This bill does not propose 
relief for these sections or for many industries which have 
been sorely afflicted. Senators will remember that a few years 
ago many-perhaps a majority--of the cotton growers of the 
South were brought to bankruptcy. The price of cotton was 
as low as 4 a:Qd 5 cents a pound, as I now recall. 

The distress among the cotton growers can not be exagger
ated. Congress made no provision for them, and they had to 
patiently and heroically work out their own destiny. Many 
industries and sections of our country have been ruined in the 
past and many will come to grief in the future. The Govern
ment is not a guarantor of prosperity nor can it insure laoor 
and industry that profits will be made. There are those, 
however, who would have the Government control business, 
direct industry, and assume a guardianship over all the 
people. , 

Mr. President, there is no real need for this ill-advised legis
lation. It has been stated by the Senator from :\fontana [l\!r. 
WALSH] that his State has been exporting large quantities of 
dairy products, not only to surrounding States but to some 
beyond the Pacific. l\1innesota has produced millions of 
bushels of wheat and enormous quantities of farm products, 
and has also exported from its borders livestock and dairy 
products. Tbe same is true of South Dakota and Montana, 
and even North Dakota during 1923 has shown increased pro-
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duction and gives evidence of a revival-in all lines o:f' business; 
including agriculture. 

In 1920 the farm population of South Dakota was 362,221. 
The census shows, and it is conceded that it underestimate~ 
that for the snme year there were in South Dakota 863,415 
horses, 15, 727 mules, 2,368,398 cattle, nearly 2,000,000 swine, 
and nearly 1,000,000 sheep. There were; of course, many 
chickens and various other kinds of livestock. This would 
mean that there were more than 2 horses for every man, 
woman, and child. in South Dakota, approximately 8 head of 
cattle for- every person on the farms, also 6 pigs and 2 sheep. 

An ari icle which appears under date of l\Iarch 1 in the Chris
tian Science 1\fonitor is illuminating- with ~espect to conditions 
in South Dakota. It says that the talk o:f bankruptcy is a 
myth, and the writer claims that the chambers of commerce, 
boards of trade, Rotaty clubs, and various other organizations, 
including farm bureaus, have united to see that 'the State is 
set right before the people of other States, in view o:f depres:. 
sion caused by bank failures in. some parts o:f the State. 

Mr. President, I ask that the Secretary read the article. 
Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER The Secretary will read the 

ariticle, as requested. 
The reailing clerk read as follows from the Christian Science 

l\Ionitor· for March 1.- 1924: 
STATD'S RBsoURCES EVID»NCl!I STABILITY-SOUTH DAKOTA PRODUCTIOY 

PROVES " BANKRUPTCY 11 A MYTH-EXPERTS SEil NORMAL rN, NDAR 

F UTURE. 

[Chambers o! commerce, commercial clubs, Rotary clubs, Kiwanis 
clubs, farm bureaus, and other organizations of business men and 
farmers in 's outh Dakota have united to set that state right before the 
people of other States in view of, the illipression created by bank failures 
in Sioux Falls and other cities. This story sets forth the resources of 
Sbuth Dakota, shows its great production, and proves that the State is 
far from bankruptcy.] · 

Sroux FALLS, S. Dak., l\Iarch .1 (Special) .-Some years ago the question. 
'"'What's the matter wlth Kansas?,,. attracted national attention. Re
cently many persons or States other than South Dakota, in view of 
several bank failures in Sioux Falls and other cities, have been asking 
much the same question about South Dakota. But the fact iB that there 
is nothing the matter with South Dakota, and the state iB far from 
"bankruptcy." 

With deposits of more than $140,000,000 in the State and national 
banks or South Dakota, and with unsold crops valued at tens or mH
lions of dollars yet on the flirms of the State, South Dakota speedily 
will reach a normal condition. FOT 12 or HS years the State has pro
duced more new wealth per capita in the form o! crops, livestock, gold, 
and other minerals than any other State in the Union. With a p<>pnla
tion of only 650,000 it has more than held its own with States having 
populations or 2,000,000 -a.no upward. 

The nine principal railways operating in South Dakota report an
nua11y to the State department of history on the grain and livestock 
which their lines haul from South Dakota to markets in other States. 
The latest available figures, those for 1922, show that during that year 
wheat, corn, oats, barley, rye, flax, horsi!s, cattle, hogs, sheep, and 
other produce brought the !armers of the State an aggregate sum ot 
$175,893,929:80. 

GAINS IN PRODUCTION. 

The production !or 1923, as compiled in t:Iie final reports o! the 
United States Department of Agriculture, was 6.22 per cent greater 
than in 1922. It appears fair to assume that the marketing will be 
greater this year; but using the same figures, lt shows that South 
Dakota farmers, on the average, sold outside of tbe State's borders 
ancl brought into South Dakota $2,345 each. In additlon, the farmers 
fed all town dwellers as well as their own families. 

The marketing of the 1922 crop was $33,018,500 greater than the 
preceding year. It was only a comparatively few years ago that the 
average income per farm in the United States was about $450. So in 
production the farmers of South Dakota were able to make a gain 
in one season over the recent entire average income. 

The production of grain in South Dakota for 1923 amounted to 438 
bushels for every person in the State, town and country alike. This 
would make seven big wagonloads of 62 bus'hels of ' grain for every 
resident of South Dakota, including the ·Sioux IndlanB on the various 
Indian reservations. 

South Dakota many years ago used· to be termed a purely wheat
raising State, but the tanners during recent years have been erte11ding 
to other branches o! !arming. To-day those other branches, snch as 
dairying, are bringing to the farmers incomes thfoughout the year, 
mostly at times when they have no income from their grain crops. 

DAIRYING llNDUSTIU'. 

Trains each dny in the farming districts are loaded with cans o! 
cream which they pick up at every little station, it being nothing 
uncommon for farmers of a limited district ndjacent to a village on 

'the railroad to receive each month many thousands o! dollars Irr the 
aggregate for cream marketed by them. A report recently made by 
A. P. Ryger, secretary of the South Dakota Dairy Association, shows 
that the vajue _of South Dakota dairy products for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1923, was $29,693,053. 

Creamery production alone during the last 10 years- shows an in
crease of 99.8 per cent. For the fi scal year farmers sold to creameries, 
both in and out of South Dakota, a total ot 103,872,550 pounds ot 
cream, an increase of 7.7 per cent over the previous year. 

The total amount ot butter manufactured in South ])akota. during 
the fiscal year ending J'une 30, 1'923, was 41,342,371 PQunds. Of this 
total, only. 13 per cent was consumed in South Dakota, the remainder 
being sold in mal'I{ets outside the State !or more than $12,000,000. 

The total value of th~ butter manufactured in South Dakota during 
the fiscal year stated was $16,585",822. The dairy butter S{)ld by ' 
farmers during tile fiscal year represented another $2,149,680. Th8 
milk and cream used in households was valued at $7,923,712. l\Iilk, 
skim milk, and buttermilk used for teed had a value of $2,185,839. 

Although South Dakota stands· t1iirty-seventh in population among 
the States, it stands seventh fn number of cattle, close to seventh in 
number of hogs, twenty-second in number of milch cows, eleventh in 
number o! hors~. eleventh in the value or all farm property, which 
reaches $2,823,870,000. ·Only siX States were llstecf to exceed 3,000,000 
hogs; South Dakota had 3,029,000 ln December, 1923. 

South Dalfota lias b!leome one of the great corn-growing States o~ 
the Union, having produced 145,176,000 bushels in 1923, which on 
December 1, Hl23, was worth $75,492,000. 

In 1923 the total agricultural production o! South Dakota was· 
$37 4,325,493. . 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I haye examined recent statistics 
obtained from the Department of Agriculture, reports from 1 

State officials of South Dakota, and ha"Ve obtaihed information 
:rrom other sources; and I state, without any fear of successfu~ 
contradiction, that the article just read quite accurately shows 1 

th~ business and agricultural conditions in South Dakota. 
When the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] was speaking I called ' 
his attention to the fact that in 1923 South Dakota exported 
products of the value of nearly $200,000,000. This fact alone 
conclusively negatives the contention that South Dakota is so 
impoverished that contributions from the Federal Treasury, 
must be made to her inhabitants. The article just read states 
that the production for 1923, as compiled by the Department of 
Agriculture, shows 6.22 per cent increase in agricultural 'Pl'Od
ucts over 1922, and that the farmers of South Dakota, on th0 
average, sold outside of the State borders and brought into 
South Dakota $2,345 each. And it must be remembered that 
their crops fed the cities and industrial centers of the State. 

The writer also refers to the increase in the dairy industry, 
and states that trains each day ea.rry the dairy products from 
the farms to the cities. I invite Senators' attention to the fact · 
that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923, the dairy products 
alone amounted to more than $29,000,000, and that creamert, 
products show an increase in H> years of nearly 100 per cent. ' 

When Senators contend that this bill 1s to develop the district 
which has only one crop, namely, wheat, I challenge their atten~ 
tion to the statement just read that South Dakota 1s one of the 
great corn-growing States of the Union and produced in 1~23 a 
corn crop of the value o:f more than $75,000,000. And when the 
facts show that for the year 1923 the agricultural production 
o:f the State was more than $374,000,000, one would suppose 
that Senators would not have the temerity to rise here and 
proclaim that this splendid and progressive American Com.i 1 

monwealth is unable to survive the present economic crisis and t 
is chained to the rock of despair. 

Mr. President, I know something of the people of Souili 
Dakota, as well as these in the. region for which this bill is de
signed. No finer citizens and no more stalwart and vigorous 
people can be found in the United States. l\1any of them cama 
from Germany and the Scandinavian countries. They brought 
with them fine bodies and stout hearts, courage, and initiative. 
They have not been afraid to try new experiments. This is par
ticularly true in North Dakota. Some of their eJ:periments 
were a failure and some of their policies were not wisely con• 
ceived nor properly executed. But, nevertheless, they are peo
ple of whom all Americans can be proud, and they possess those 
qualities in a preeminent degree which are needed to develop 
the resources of this country and to give to it that dominating 
position, materially and morally, which it should maintain 
among the nations of the earth. 

I called the attention of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss], 
when he was speaking, to a report showing the condition of 
South Dakota at the close of 1923- This report is a review 
of the State by the department of history of South Dakota. 
It shows that the assessed valuation of the property for 1923 
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was $1,997,127,560, and tbe State taxes aggregated $3,458,000. 
The report further shows that a large sum was appropriated 
by the State legislature for the promotion of agriculture, and 
that the State had, from time to time, exercised its plenary 
vowers in behalf of agriculture, and had incurred obligations 
runounting to $44,00(),000 to extend rural credits. May I add, 
w'hat is apparent to an, that the State may do what the Federal 
Government may not do? It is within the :power of the States 
to extend relief to their citizens. Of course State constitutions 
may contain prohibitions against paternalistic activities, and 
may have such provisions with respect to uniformity of taxes 
and the iturpose to which revenues may be devoted as to prevent 
1oana to agriculture or to any other industry or to any class of 
citizens. 

The police ·powers of the States are ·broad, and the people of 
the various States may write into theh" State constitutions 
such provisions, liberal or restrictive, ·as they may determine 
to be wise and proper. And South Dakota, as I have stated, 
has incurred an indebtedness of $44,000,000 to aid the agricul
turists of that State. 

Continuing, the report just read states that in 1923 there were 
405 new corporations organized, and foreign corporations 
licensed to enter the State numbered 44. There were 11 new 
banks chartered, and the number of automobile licenses for the 
year ending De<::ember 26, 1923, was L'>l,149. The number of 
trucks licensed was 10,554, and 78G dealers were licensed to sell 
automobiles and trucks. I was not able to obtain definite fig
ures as to tbe number of automobiles and trucks upon tbe 
fal'ms of the State. In 1920, however, the farmers owned one
half of the trucks and autom-0biles, the other half being owned 
by residents of the towns and cities. It is known that many 
farmers reside within the towns and cities, and it is reasonable 
to suppose that a portion -of the number credited to the cities, 
ns a matter of !fact, are owned by farmers. 

South Dakota devoted $4,089,000 to education in 1923 and 
$2,639,000 to the construction and improvement of higbways. 
Eight b.undred and fifty thousand dollars were paid to soldiers 
under the compensation or bonus act passed by the State. After 
paying all State operating expenSfS and providing for a sinking 
fund, at itlle end of the fiscal year ending .if une 30, 1923, there 
was a balance in the treasury of $5,637,000. An examination of 
the financial report of the State for the year shows tpat th-e 
State government is not only solvent but is in an excellent 
condition. The total deposits in the State and Nation:tl banks 
as of June 30, 1923, amounted to $233,804,000, an increase of 
more than $14,000,000 over the -year 1922. Under ·the head of 
H Farm statistics," the report from which I have quoted states 
that tbe total number -0f farms amounted to 76,000, with u farm 
acreage of 23,043.000. This 1·eport shows a great diversification 
of crops. One hundred and ninety thousand acres were devoted 
to silage corn, 4,076,000 acres to field co-rn, 2,133,000 aeres to 
oats, 828,000 acres to barley, '330,000 acres to rye, 70,000 acres 
to winter wheat, and '2,708,000 acres to spring wheat, 102,000 
acres to spelt, a considerable acrea-ge to the raising of alfalfa 
seed, 254,000 acres to flax, 31,000 acres to millet, 75,000 acres to 
potatoes, 2,113,000 acres to hay, 3, 147,000 acres to pasturage, 
and several thousand acres to buckwheat and sugar beets and 
field beans. 

My investigations show that there was also a large area 
de-voted to other crops, including vegetables of various kinds, 
and thousands of acres were used for the grazing of cattle. 
Upon the farms tbere were more than 441,000 dairy cows. 
The spring calves numbered 446,000, and the spring colts more 
than 28,000. The number of spring hogs was nearly 300,000, 
and the ~ting lambs 262,.000; and there were marketed 
outside the State during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1923, more than $175,000,000 .worth of farm products. Of 
this amount, more than fifty millions were received from 
the sale of hogs, and more than $32,000,000 from the sale of 
cattle. 

More than $13,000,000 were the receipts from corn sold, and 
$32,000,000 were obtained from the sale of wheat I am ad
vised that during the last six months of 1923 the sales of 
nll kinds of agricultural and livestock products were very 
great, so that the products of the -State for the calendar 
year 1923 were greatly in excess of the calendar ye·ar 1922. 
For the fiscal -year ending J"une 30, 1923, the grain and live
stock marketed outside the State exceeded in value $33,000,000 
o-ver the sales for the ii.seal year ending June 30, 1922. 

The figures o'f the Federal Department of Agriculture show 
the value of the J>roducts of agri-cultnre and livestock for 
1923 to have been more than $339,000,000, a gain of more 
than $61,000,000 over 1922. The indiVidu-al deposits of all 
banks in the State reported in June <Tf last year to the Oom:p

.. trol1er of the Currency amounted to moTe than $214;000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ii.fr. MosEs in the chair). 
The hour of .3 o"clock having arrived, under the unanimaus
consent agreement 'Previously entered into, no Senator may 
now speak more than onee nor longer than 10 minutes upon 
the bill or any amendment whicb may be offered thereto. 

Mr. KING. As I understand, I have 10 minutes more to 
speak upon the bill, and also 10 minutes to speak upon any 
amendment pen.ding. 

To continue, I might add that 1\linnesota's dennsits for the 
same period exceeded $855,000,000, and Montana's deposits 
were more than $133,000,000. The deposits in Kansas amounted 
to $390,000,000, and in Nebraska, $396,000,000. Idaho'8 de
.Posits were only $69,000,000 and Oregon only $2i:i5,000,000. 
Colorado, Which is reputea. to be a Tich State, had deposits o'f 
but $276;000,000, and the State of Washington, with its large 
fisheries and marine interests, and mines and lumber interests, 
bad individual deposits of but $34'8,000,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota. Mr. President--
The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from l\Iinnesota? 
Mr. KING. Just for a question. 
MT. JOHNSON of Minnesota. I wish to inform the Se;1ator 

th'at the author of this bill, -Senator NonBECK, is from South 
Dakota, and he stared recently in the committee that the bill 
has nothing to do with his State, or only a small portion of it, 
he added afterwards. So I do not think it is of much ust: for 
the Senator from Utah to mention South Dakota. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, l hope the Senator will not con
sume too much of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Minnesota_ I . am not going to speak any 
longer. I merely wanted to -correct the Senator in that .one 
.respect, tf the Senator will allow another second. The north
western part of the State of Minnesota, the States of Ncrth 
Dakota and Montana, and a small portion of South Dakota 
are affected. 

Mr. KING. I am glad to receive this information from the 
Senator, because the facts which I have presented cleaTly 
place South Dakota outsi'<le the ~irit and letter of the bill. 
However, South Dakota bas been held up a'S one of the terrible 
examples of distress and hardship, resulting from tbe gl"Jwing 
of only wheat; and the condition o-f the agriculturists of Seu th 
Dakota has been urged as .one of the 'reasons for the pa~age 
of this bill. All speakers, so far as 1 now recall, who have 
advocated this bill have referred to the Dakotas, or tll.e "NoTth
western States,.. as tl:l.e beneficiaries of this bill, and have 
given tbe impression to ~ Senate that So:uth Dakota was in 
great distress and reqni::red this proposed legislation. 

This is the ·first intimati-On that I have received that Minn~ 
sota-that magnificent State, with its great wealth, with its 
progressirn and stalwart population, typified by the Senator 
from Minnesota-was in 'SUCh distress and was so h-elpless that 
its Te-presentatives must -come and ask relief rr.o.m the taxpayers 
of the United Stutes through contributions from the Federal 
Treasury. The SeBator from :Minneso.ta, as I understand him, 
now becomes the Aaron for the Moses of South Dakota, Mr. 
NORBECK, and, speaking for the latter, avows that this bill ls 
not needed by the people of South Dakota. The Senatar 'from 
Ohio [l\ir. FEss], ooweve:r, claimed to speak with knowledge. 
He stated that he had visited the Northwest and., as I und.er
s.tood him., was giving us the result Gf his p.ersonal -observa
tions, and he -declared to us with very great earnestness that the 
-conditions there were terrible and that this bill must be passed. 

Mr. FESS. .Mr. President, does the Senator yield? 
I now yield to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. FESS. My remar'lrs were specifically directed to North 

Dakota, the •only State in wbieh I was present last year, and 
I did not mean to include South Dakota. On the other hand, 'I 
have read the statements made in th.e llearings with reference 
to South Dakota giving the facts which the Senator is now 
giving to tbe Senate. 

Mr. KING. I am glad that the Senator has corrected the 
impression which Senators, I am sure, obtained from his re- · 
marks. I know that I did ·not understand from bis speech 
that be was limiting bis appeals for relief to Nori.h Dakota. 
May I add, Mr. President, that the wbeat production in S(}ut:h 
Dakota f.or 1923 was $24,488,000, whereas the aggregate value 
of the agriculture and livestock products was more than 
$339,000,000·? I repeat that SenatoTs who have ai'lvocated this 
bill have left the impression with those who listened to th~ 
that the farmers -0f South Dakota and North Dakota and the 
regions that were -to rec.eive loans under thi.s bill had been 
.raising wheat 1.mly, and that. their distress grew out of the 
fa-ct that they were producing but one ·crop per year. I am 
glad thail the facts are coming cmt. South Dakota is now to 
be excluded; but no avowal, so far as I recall, has come frmn 
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Senators that the prov1s10ns of this bill would not relate to 
South Dakota until facts were presented upon the floor of the 
Senate showing reasonable prosperity and satisfactory progress 
in that State and the great diversity of agricultural and live
stock interests of the people. 

~Ir. GOODING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. KING. Yes. 
l\lr. GOODING. I merely wish to say to the Senator from 

Utah that the bill does not apply to all of the State of. North 
Dakota. Very prominent citizens, one at least, appeared before 
the committee and said it would be of no benefit to some 
part of North Dakota and therefore opposed the bill. 
. l\Ir. KING. If this debate is continued a little longer, I 
tllink it will be shown tl!at the bill will be of benefit to no 
section, and we may. get down to but one county that will 
seek relief under it and possibly one precinct. It is possible, 
indeed quite likely, that if a microscope were employed, we 
would find tllat there is not any spot in North Dakota that 
calls for this legislation. 

l\1r. President, I will now invite attention to condition.s 
in North Dakota. According to the cen. us of 1920, there 
were 77,690 farms jn that State. with an asses ed valuation 
of $1,759,742,995. The census of the United States for 1920 
reports that upon 72,021 farms there were 1,334,552 cattle of 
the value of $68,000,000. It is generally conceded that the 
census returns do not show the full number of domestic animals 
owned by the people. The same census also reports various 
other kinds of live tock, as follows : 

Hor~es ------------------------------------------------- 874, 722 Mules ------------------------------------------------- 8,306 
~:e~e-========::::=====:=:::::=:::::::::::::::::=====:: 13i;62ig 

Tbere Rre also goats and other domestic animals within the 
State. These .tigures would indicate that for each person-men, 
women, and children-upon the farms of North Dakota there 
were four head of cattle. 
. Comparative data for a number of counties of North Dakota 
as of January 1, 1920, reveal that the average acreage per 
farm was between 408 and 627, and the average impro, .. ed 
acreage per farm was from 237 in Morton County to 436 in 
Fo ter County. Within the counties referred to, upon each 
farm there were from 7 to 15 beef cattle, 6 to 10 dairy cows, 
5 to 8 swine, and 43 to 70 chickens. I might add that in a 
number of reporting counties from Montana the average acre
age per farm in such counties was 480 minimum and 652 maxi
mum, and upon these reporting farms the minimum number of 
beef cattle was 6 ancl the maximum 21. The number of dairy 
cows ranged between a minimum of 1 and a maximum· of 6. 

The Industrial Commission of North Dakota, on May l, 1920, 
issued a report which has some interesting information con
cerning that State. The present junior Senator [1\lr. FRilIER] 
was then governor of the State and chairman of the commis
sion. Reference is made in the report to the extensive scien
tific i11'estigationi;; carried on by the State's agricultural college 
and the Federal experts connected with the same. This work, 
the report states, "has been going on for a generation and has 
been carried to the homes of the State by extension workers, 
the press, and political discussion in repeated political cam
paigns." An agricultural and State prog~am was based upon 
thi information anrl the experience. of the people. The report 
shows that the movement began as far back as 1911 to dh·er
sif~· farming and to build up "a pro perous livestock, dairy, 
and poultry industry." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\!r. MosEs in the chair). The 
time of the Senator from Utah for the discussion of the bill 
has expired. 

Mr. KING. l\1r. Pre ident, I have 10 minutes to di cuss 
the pending amendment. . 

Reference is also made to the amendment to the State 
con titution authorizing the State to acquire grain elevators, 
and to operate the same, and to engage in other enterprises, 
important, as it was believed by the people, to their ind\l.strial 
and economic welfare. A State bank was organized and the 
State organizations more thoroughly coordinated. Bonds were 
issued by the State to support State industries and finance 
farm loans. The report states that up to May 15 the loans 
to farmers amounted to $2,507,450, "and the bank expects to 
inc1·ease this amount to $3,600,000 within the next few weeks." 
Pro>i ion was made by law, enacted in 1919, in order to en
courage and promote agriculture, commerce, and industry, that 
the State should engage in the bu 'iness of manufacturing 
and marketing farm products, and should establish ware
houses, elevators, fiotu· mills, factories, plants, machinery, and 
equipments unuer the name of the North Dakota l\Iill Elevator 
Association. 

An elabo1·ate system ot State aid was provided, as shown 
by the report of the industrial commission just referred to. 

- This report reveals North Dakota in a prosperous state and 
upon the high road to agricultural prosperity and important 
economic development. The budget exhibited in the report 
presentc.; a very fair showing, and by comparison wjth some 
other States reveals that North Dakota occupies an advanta
geous position. The report states that "though Minnesota 
has less than three tinles the population of North Dakota its 
total taxes for all purposes were $109,000,000 as against 
$29,000,000 in North Dakota." The total of all property taxes 
for general State purposes in North Dakota was shown to be 
$3,742,000, and in Minne ota $14,G14,000. The total of all State 
taxes for general purposes in North Dakota for that year was 
$5,250,000, whereas ln Minnesota it was $27,000,000. 

The report also tates that on the basis of population the per 
capita of all State taxes in North Dak-ota was 6.20 and $11.40 
in l\linnesota. It is stated that "nll general taxe levied on 
farm land amount to $86 per a\"erage qunrter secffion in North 
Dakota and $188 in Minnesota. Notwith tanding the levy 
for tl:i.e soldiers' bonu , which the State of North Dakota pro
vided for and to carry out its policy to upport new State in
dustries, the per capita. expenditures were but $4.30, whereas 
in .MinnE?sota they were $9.80. · 

The report refer to the wise plan which the State had 
adopted of not only constructing public building. and build
ing for State institutions, but also malntain1ng and keeping 
them in proper condition out of the general appropriations 
covered by tax revenues for each biennial period. The report 
shows that in comparison with l\lontana and other States the 
taxes and ·the State expenditures are le s per capita in North 
Dakota. For instance, in l\lontana the State taxes amount 
to $6.37 per capita as against $6.20 in North Dakota. In a 
table presented it is shown that the State taxes in North 
Dakota for 1919 were but $2,914,166, and that the per capita 
State tax was but $3.56. In l\finnesota the per capita State 
tax for the same year was $4.74; in Nebraska, $5.68; Colorado, 
$4.85; South Dakota, $4.90; Washington, $6.42. The per 
capita tax, however, for the tates of Kansas, Oklahoma, and 
Wisconsin was le s than in any of the other States mentioned. 
But the report shows that if these States had made provisions 
for their returned soldie1·s equal to that of North Dakota, 
their per capita tax would ha\"e been as great as, or greater 
than, tllat of North Dakota. 

Reference is made in the report to the dairy association law, 
enacted in 1919, which provides for the issuance of county 
bonds for the purchase of dairy cows to be sold to farmers, 
and for the organization of dairy associations for the purchase 
of such animals and for farm improvements and for the 
guaranteeing of the loans made. 

The legislature of 1919 enacted n law under which county 
commis ioners of the various counties may is ue bonds for the 
purpose of ma.king loans to farmers " who bad er-ious crop 
losses for the purchase of feed and seed." 

The seventeenth biennial report of the commissioner of agri
culture and labor, submitted to the Governor of North Dakota, 
for the term ending June 30, 1922, contains valuable informa
tion concerning the agricultural conditions of North Dakota. 
Among other things, it states that "there has been a practical 
cle-velopment of dairy cattle, beef cattle, poultry, and a larger 
acreage of cultivated crops such a potatoes, corn, ~nd so forth. 
Many more acres have been reduced to pastures and bay 
meadows. This has naturally reduced our large wheat acreage." 
Reference is made to the fact that the spring rye shows a marked 
increase in 1922 over 1921, and that the area of land seeded to 
fl.ax in 1922 was an increase of 22 per cent over 1921. The re
port also shows that in 1920 there were harvested 7,502,238 acres 
of wheat, 602,000 acres of fl.ax, l,9GO,OOO acres of oats, 944,425 
acres of barley, 735,000 acres of rye, 85,000 acres of spelt, and 
G88,000 acres of corn for fodder and husked. It also shows a 
large production'. of butter, cream, eggs, wool, and various other 
kinds of agricultural crops and li\"estock products. 

The report of the dairy commi sioner for the same year 
states that dairying has become an important industry in 
North Dakota and "is now an approved activity." Refer
ence is also made to the "herd improvement, the introduction of 
purebred foundation herds, and of better and more economical 
a·airy methods." This report indicates that assistance has 
been given by the State to the farmers to aid in stimulating 
the dairy industry. An act was passed in 1919 providing for 
tlle issuing of bonds or warrants by the various counties for 
the purpose of purchasing cattle to be sold to farmers. The 
dairying industry has made substantial gains, the report stat
ing that for the year ending .June 30, 1922, the butterfat 
increase was more than 30 per cent over the year 1921. 
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The contention has been made during th~ debate on this bill 

that, owing to representations made by the Government, the 
wheat area of North Dakota had been greatly increased over 
preceding years. From the investigations which I have made, 
Mr. President, the increase in the acreage devoted to wheat 
was not greater in proportion to the entire acreage than can 
be found in other States in the l\1ississi-ppi Valley and in 
other parts of the Union. And the facts do not warrant the 
statements that North Dakota was a one-crap State prior to 
the war. The census shows that as early as 1909 there were 
185,000 acres devoted to corn, 2,147,000 to the production of 
<>ats, 8,188,000 to wheat, 1,215,000 to barley, 48,000 to rye, 
1,068,000 to flaxseed, 2,864,000 to hay and forage, 54,000 to 
potatoes, and large areas were utilized in the production of 
various other kinds of agricultural crops. In 1919, which was 
after the war and at the peak production of wh~at, the acre
age devoted to corn was 191,000; oats, 2,073,000; wheat, 
9,098,000; barley, 1,085,000; rye, 2,422,000 ; flaxseed, 649,000; 
hay and forage, 4,035,000; potatoes, 82,000. Of the important 
crops, as early as 1909, the per cent of improved land devoted 
to the production of wheat was 40 per cent, and in 1919 it 
was only 37 per cent. These figures effectually dispose of the 
contention that North Dakota is but a one-cro-p State, and that 
the people of that 8tate abandoned diversified crop production 
and concentrated upon the growing of wheat. 

On December 31, 1923, the national banks of North Dakota 
had deposits of more than $70,000,000. If the same basis of 
deposits existed as in South Dakota, the total deposits in State 
and National banks would be-1\larch 1, 1924-approximately 
$150,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (l\1r. MOSES in the chair). The 
time of the Senator from Utah has expired. 

During the delivery of l\Ir. Kma's speech, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MosEs in the chair). The 

hour of 3 o'clock having arrived, under the unanimous-consent 
agreement previously entered into no Senator may now speak: 
more than once nor longer than 10 minutes 11pon the bill or 
any amendment that may be offered thereto. 

After the conclusion of Mr. KING'S speech, 
Ir. NORRIS. Mr. President, in this instance I have great 

sympathy with the viewpoint of the Senator from Utah, as I 
usually have. There L:; much in the reasoning upon wbJ.ch his 
argument is based. I wish, however, briefly to go over what I 
said the other day in a more definite and concrete way. 

When the hearings on this bill began I was opposed to it, 
mainly on the grounds which the Senator from Utah has so 
ably set forth. In my opinion, it was shown beyond a doubt 
before the Committee on Agriculture by those who will get re
lief under this blll if it shall become a law that their condition
and such a condition will have to be proved in order to enable 
them to get relief-was brought about by tb.e action of the 
Government itself. 

Now, let me refer again to the chart which hangs on the wall 
The chart was made to apply particularly to North Dakota 
but it applies to all the States that are affected. The people: 
realizing that they were to a great extent · one~crop producers 
and that the yield of wheat, which constituted that one crop, 
was less per acre every year, and realizing that for their own 
sake they must diversify, commenced the campaign of diversi
fication in 1911. They tried to induce the farmers generally 
to sow less wheat and to raise hogs and produce corn. This is 
the re~ult: From 1911, when there were a little over 9,000,000 
acres m wheat, they reduced the wheat acreage until at the 
beginning of 1917, when we went into the war, it was a little 
less than 7,000,000. The production of hogs started way down 
here [indicating] and went up in about the same ratio as the 
production of wheat went down. Cattle raising went up, corn 
growing went np, the number of milk cows went up. 

Then we entered the war and there came the cry of the 
Government to raise more wheat. We all know what that 
propaganda was. It went all over the country, and in the 
Wheat !relt wherever the farmer went he was met with the plea 
to produce more wheat in order to help win the war. The re
sult was that the farmers again commenced to raise wheat 
almost exclusively; they devoted their energy to that one crop, 
not because they wanted to do so but because they wanted to 
help win the war. So while they had reduced the wheat acre
age from this point [indicating on chart] to 7,000,000 acres, 
the wheat acreage went up again to the point at which it was 
in 1911, when they commenced to diversify, and over 9,000,000 
acres were sown to wheat. The prodnction of hogs corre
spondingly went down as the production of wheat went up; 
the production of corn Fent down ; the number of milch cows 
held their own; the producti-0n of othe1· cattle went down 
until 1919. 

Mr. President, they believed when for patriotic reasons theY. 
commenced to produce an increased yield of wheat that at the 
end of the war they could resume their diversification plan 
again, but neither the farmers nor the Government knew what 
the condition was going to be. What was the condition when 
they had produced the wheat and the war was won and they 
again wanted to diversify? They found it practically impossi
ble. The banks would not loan money ; there was not any 
place to get money with which to buy hogs, with which to buy 
cattle, and agaln to start upon the program of diversification. 

The Senator from Utah has called attention to the number 
of dairy farms in the State of North Dakota. In my judgment, 
that does not mean anything. The man who is already sup
plied with dairy cattle can not get a dollar under this bill by 
its very terms. The man who is already diversifying can not 
get anything. It can only apply to those who find themselves 
by reason of their action in responding to the Government's 
cry unable to get anything with which to diversify. 
· There are localities in North Dakota, in South Dakota, in 
Montana, and in parts of Minnesota where the farmer could 
not borrow a dollar from a bank though he had the wealth of 
Rockefeller. That is the excuse-

Mr. KENDRICK. Mr. President--
Mr. NORRIS. I will yield in just a moment. In my judg

ment that is the excuse, and it is the only excuse, for this bill. 
The Government owes it to these men. They have done what 
they have done because they were importuned to do it. 

Now, l\Ir. President, I wish to say just a word in regard to 
the amendments to the bill. The amendment which adds 
$25,000,000 ought, in my judgment, to be defeated, and all other 
amendments making the provisions of the bill apply to other 
localities and other conditions ought to be defeated, because 
none of them are based upon the very object, the very peg, in 
my opinion, on which the justification for this bill itself bangs. 
If I have any time left, I now yield to the Senator from 
Wyoming. 

Mr. KENDRICK. Mr. President, I merely wished to ask 
the Senator if he recalled the fact--and it is a matter of rec
ord-that in the section to which it is intended to bring rnlief 
about 382 banks have closed their doorsr 

l\fr. NORRIS. Yes; and that reminds me, Jet me say, that 
by the terms of the bill the man who can borrow money at a 
bank, if there is any way for him to get it, is denied relief 
under the bill. It only applies to those who have been put in 
their present predicament by the action of the Government. 
These men responded from patriotic motives, Mr. President; 
their wheat was limited in price and during most of the war 
period when they increased their production of wheat they 
lost money on every bushel produced. That was not true on 
all farms and in an years, but it was true that during some 
years nearly everybody lost, and in some years a greater and 
some years a smaller number. They derived no financial bene
fit. The price at which they could sell their wheat was fixed 
by the Government of the United States, and that price was 
limited away below the market price. 

I wish to call attention again to the fact that the Govern
ment through the instrumentality of the wheat corporation in 
buying wheat made a profit of between $u0,000,000 and $70,-
000,000. That all came out of the farmers who produced 
wheat, but not a dollar of it was paid back to any of them, and 
there is no way for them to get any of it. More profit was 
made by that .corporation in dealing in the wheat of these men 
than this bill appropriates, unless there be included in the 
calculation the various amendments that are proposed. 

I shall probably not address the Senate again on this sub
ject, but when I spoke against the amendments, Mr. President, 
I did not mean to say that there is no merit in the amend
ments, but it is not right, in my judgment, to tack on to this 
bill provisions that can not come within the stipulations of 
the bill and the restrictions which are put arnund it by legisla
tive regulations that will prevent anybody from getting money 
under it who can not comply with the conditions which I have 
outlined. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, will 'the Senator yield 
if he has the time? 

Mr. NORRIS. If I have the time, I yield. 
Mr. WAD SW ORTH. I want to ask the Senator to enlighten 

me on cme matter. Does the Senator object to that portion of 
the committee amendment wbich is found C'Ommencing in line 
22 on page 5? 

Mr. NORRIS. I have not a copy of the bill before me. 
Mr. W .ADSWOR"TH. That is the portion which provides a 

further sum of $25,000,000. 
'Mr. NORRIS. I object to that. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. That was adopted In the committee. 
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Mr. NORRIS. That was adopted by the committee, but I 
think that is entirely out of line with the theory of this bill. 

l\fr. WAD SW ORTH. Does the Senator desire to restore 
tl1e original print of the bill? 

l\fr. NORRIS. There are other amendments, of course, 
which the committee adopted that I favor. The other amend
ments are, in my judgment, proper. 

l\Ir. WADSWORTH. How about section 4 on page 6? 
Mr. NORRIS. Let me look at that. 
Mr. WADS WORTH. That concerns the 11 livestock loan 

fund." 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I think that is all right. Is it an amend

ment to which the Senator refers? 
l\1r. WADS WORTH. It ls printed to make it appear as an 

amendment. It begins on page 6, line 6. 
Mr. NORRIS. That is not a part of the $25,000,000 amend

ment, is it? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not know. I suppose it applies 

to the entire bill. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana and Mr. HARRISON addressed 

the Ohair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield ; and if so, to whom? 
l\1r. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. WALSH of l\.:!"ontana. It merely provides that amounts 

colle~ted upon these loans shall be paid into a fund, which 
bee-0mes a revolving fund until 1926. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think that kind of a provision is all right. 
l\fr. HARRISON. That has nothing to do with the $25,-

000,000 increase. 
1\Ir. NORRIS. Then, in my judgment, it is all right. The 

object of the committee, Mr. President, was so to shape this 
bill as to carry out its objects as outlined in section 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator 
has expired. 

l\fr. HARRISON. l\fr. President, I do not want to occupy 
my 10 minutes at this time. I merely wish to make an in
quiry. The pending amendment is the Harris amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is 
the amendment offered by the Senator. from Georgia [Mr. 
HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRISON. That does not pertain to the other por
tions of the bill I want to talk on an amendment that I 
have, and on the committee amendment. I do not desire to 
do so until after this amendment is out of the way. It seems 
to me, since the discussion is touching the body of the legis
lation and not the amendment that is pending, that we ought 
to get this amendment out of the way and vote on it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I admit' that the wheat grow
ers of the West are in great distress, and I sympathize with 
them ; but they are in no greater distre s than the cotton 
growers of the South. In fact, the troubles of the southern 
farmer started in 1914, at the outbreak of the World War 
when he received as low as 5 cents per pound for his cotto~ 
because it could not be exported, and the wheat grower at the 
same time received high prices for his grain at the beginning. 
of the war. 

I do not remind Senators in an unkind spirit that only two 
Senators, the Senator from Idaho [l\Ir. BORAH] and the Sena
tor from Washington [Mr. JONES], from the entire West and 
East, responded to the appeal of southern Senators in 1914 for 
help in the acute cotton situation. I am anxious to help the 
western farmers, but their Representatives should show some 
interest in helping the southern farmers. President Coolidge, 
in his recent message to the Congress urging legislation for 
agricultural relief, devoted his appeal to the western fai·mers, 
and had nothing to offer for the southern farmers. 

When, two years ago, Senators from the New England 
States with huge manufacturing enterp1ises urged high tariff 
rates that reduced competition, and taxed nearly everything 
to help monopolies, they did not say anything about the 
Government not helping manufacturers. Dy their attitude 
then they said it was all right to put a tari:II on everything 
the farmer buys, and make higher the cost of living, for the 
manufacturer would be helped; but when the farmers need 
help, Senators from the protected manufacturing States cry 
out against it. 

As the pending bill is aimed to help only the northwestern 
wheat growers, I want to call to the attention of the Senators 
from the New England manufacturing States the fact that 
they will not be able to get cotton for their mills unless the 
cotton farmer can make a living by producing cotton, for if 
it sold for a dollar a pound and the boll weevil destroyed 
the crop the farmer could not make a living. Great Britain 
to-day is putting a tax on manufactured cotton, and the 

.,.. . 

revenue is being used to encourage cotton production in her 
colonies. The amount is steadily increasing. 

I want to say to the Senators from the West that unless 
the southern cotton farmer can control the boll weevil and 
lower the cost of production, the world will look toward 
China, India, Egypt, Australia, and other foreign places for 
the supply now raised in the South ; and if the southern 
cotton farmer can not raise cotton at a profit he is going to 
raise his own wheat instead of buying it from the western 
grower, as he does to-day. 

I am willing to help every section of the country, as Sena
tors know my record since I entered the Senate, for if one sec
tion is prosperou · it helps other section. A prosperous South 
means that money is spent in the manufacturing East and 
the grain-growing West. 

Mr. President, the cotton produced in the South brings 
prosperity to this country more than any other crop. The 
short-staple cotton raised in the South gets no protection 
from the tariff, as there is no cotton of that kind imported 
into this country. The cotton shipped out of this country 
brings gold back to us, and helps in creating the gold reserve 
with a balance in our favor. Without cotton there would not 
be half the present gold reserve in the United States. 

The manufacturer is protected against competition and as
sisted in creating a monopoly which forces us to pay higher 
prices for everything we wear, and this goes into the pocket 
of the manufacturer. The cotton farmer must compet-e with 
the pauper labor of the world, and gets no protection. 

My amendment would llelp the farmers in securing cheaper 
nitrate of soda to stimulate their crops and cheaper calcium 
arsenate to kill the cotton boll weevil. Both are absolutely nec
es ·ary in the production of cotton now. My amendment carries 
a plan which has been tried before by the Department of Agri
culture with uccessful results. It will not cost the Govern
ment one cent. Every pound of nitrate of soda and calcium 
arsenate will b~ paid for in cash in advance by the farmer, ancl 
it will enable the farmer to buy at a lower prices the e articles 
which are absolutely necessary if the farmer makes a profit. 

I shall continue my efforts to aid the agricultural situation 
in the West whenever necessary, but it i only fair that west
ern Senators join in our efforts to help southern farmers more 
tllan in the past. 

l\f1·. JONES of Washington. :Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to ·the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. HARRIS. I :rield. 
1\.fr. JONES of Washington. Has the Senator modified his 

amendment in any way'! Does it still provide for an appro
priation of $10,000,000, or did the Senator reduce it to 
$5,000,000? 

l\fr. HARRIS. The Senator from North Dakota [1\!r. LADD] 
asked if I would agree to reduce it to $5,000,000 instead of 
$10,000,000. I really belie,~e that $5,000,000 will be sufficient. I 
do not believe we would have to use any of it, and for that 
reason I will agree to an amendment that the Senator from 
North Dakota expects to offer reducing it to $5,000,000, though 
I should much prefer the $10,000,000. 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. Mr. President, I shall endeavor not to 
indulge in repetition too ela-borately on this occasion, because 
I spoke on this question the other day. I want to say just a 
word about both the e product ' nitrates and calcium arsenate. 

There are used in this country for fertilizing purposes be
tween 250,000 nnd 300,000 tons of nitrate annually. There are 
now in this country, or on board ship on the way here, or con
tracted for by importers, 375,000 tons-125,000, or at least 
100,000 tons m<>re than can be used in one year. The price 
of Chilean nitrates delivered at United State ports is about 
$2.52 a hundred. That is only approximately 10 cents highee 
than the price of the same product in 1914. So there is no 
scarcity <>f the material, and there is no gouging as to price. 
It can be said with absolute accuracy that of all the materials 
used by agriculture, nitrates have gone up le · in price than 
any other material. As I say, there is no scarcity, and there is 
no gouging as to price. 

The Senator from Georgia mentioned the fact, or asserted
because it is not a fact-that this business is controlled by a 
monopoly. 

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

York yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
l\lr. WADS WORTH. I yield. . 
Mr. HARRIS. I stated, and that I think is a fact-I tllink 

the Federal Trade Commission's investigation will show it to 
be a fact-that half the production i controlled by a monopoly. 
That was the statement I made. I did not say the whole 
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production was in the hands of a monopoly. I do not· claim 
that. 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. l\Iy most recent information is to the 
effect that the Federal Trade Commission found that the fer
tilizer business generally was not a monopoly ; so therefore 
we have no evil of that kind to meet. 

1\Ir. HARRIS. But they said, as I recall, that about half of 
the production is controlled by certain companies which work 
in harmony. I will state to the Senator from New York that 
there is not any difference in the price of fertilizers in the 
South. They all agree on the price. They have the same 
price upon the same kind of material. 

:Mr. WADSWORTH. '!'he price being fixed in Chile itself 
by the Chileans, it is alm~ t an impossibility for there to be 
any variation in price as among American concerns assembling 
the product and putting it on the American market. The 
freight rates are practically the same for every concern import
ing nitrates. 

The handling charges are practically the same for every 
concern. Warehouse charges are ordinarily about alike as 
between one port and another. As a matter of fact, the 
distribution of nitrates in the United States, coming as they· 
do from Chile, is done at as close a figure as is the case with 
any other product; and in many cases fertilizer manufactured 
into commercial form is being sold to-day at a loss. There is 
no great profit in the business, and one of the greatest 
chemical fertilizer concerns in the world went into the hands 
of a receiver only last week-the Virginia-Carolina Co. 

l\1r. FLETCHER. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

York yield to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I have only 10 minutes, and I beg 

to be excused. 
So there is no scarcity: There is no gouging. The Federal 

Trade Commission itself, as I understand, says that the busi
ness as a whole is not in the hands of a monopoly; but if 
this bill goes through with this n.mendment on it which 
authorizes the appropriation of $10,000,000 to put the Govern
ment into the business of buying nitrates in Chile and bring
ing them to the United States, how many private importers 
will stay in the business? The entire program of the im
portation of nitrates will be dislocated, and the Government 
will have to go in when private individuals go out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President--
Mr. WADSWORTH. I can not be interrupted. I beg the 

Senator to desist. 
Since the business is now done upon such a close margin 

and there is such a large surplus on the way or in American 
warehouses to-day, what private importer will continue im
porting if the Government, financed by $10,000,000 of the re
sources of the people, enters the field, or even threateGio: to 
enter the field? 

Now about the other article: I have here the report of a 
committee known as the standing committee on arsenic. That 
committee was headed by Dr. B. R. Coad, who was in charge 
of the southern field crop insect investigations at the Delta 
Laboratory of the United States Department of Agriculture 
at Tallulah, La. Doctor Coad is the discoverer and develope; 
of the calcium ar enate treatment of the boll weevil. It is 
due to bis research that this method of combating the boll 
weevil by poison has been successful.. On December 7, 1922, 
this committee reported in New York at an open meeting of 
white arsenic producers, calcium arsenate manufacturers, and 
representative users of calcium arsenate. In the course of 
bis report Doctor Coad emphasized that the question was one 
purely of supply and demand, and stated that attemots to 
fnterfere with this natural law would be more likely -to do 
J1arm than g-ood. 

During the fall of 1922 and the early months of 1923 a 
severe shortage of white arsenic and a consequent shortage 
of calcium arsenate appeared imminent. It was a new rem
edy ; it was a new article in the agricultural regions of the 
South, or anywhere else, for that matter; at least for that 
purpose; and instantly there was set up an immense demand 
for it, and the price increased 300 per cent, as was inevitable. 
Already,· however, there has been a tremendous response to 
that demand, and for the season of 1924 there are no indica
tions, so this report says, of a short supply of either white 
arsenic or calcium arsenate. 

The chemical manufacturers have responded to this de
mand; and why should they not? It is a new market for 
them, and if we only let it alone and do not inject the Gov
ern1ent into the business of purchasing and distributing 
white arsenic, or calcium arsenate, the cotton farmers of the 
South will be taken ·care of in normal fashion, and we will 
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not commit the Government to another great paternalistic 
effort, a practice which bids fair to turn the people of this 
country, if carried on in this way year after year, into a 
people dependent in character. Bill after bill is introduced 
here to extract money from the Federal Treasury and appro
priate it for purposes which were never contemplated under 
the Constitution, but always to help some people. 

~1r. President, we are encouraging this habit of looking 
toward Washington ·for everything. How many States of the 
South, for . example, are offering the cotton farmers of tJie 
South to go and purchase nitrates for them, or calcium arse
nate, or white arsenic? If people would do these things in 
their own communities and through the governments over 
which they have direct control, I think there would be instant 
complaint, because then the people would see the results more 
emphatically and more directly in their own experience. But this 
coming to Washington for everything is becoming a national 
habit, which, if allowed to go on unchecked, will ultimately 
change the cbaracl.er of our institutions, and, in so far as its eco
nomic purpose is concerned, it will do more harm than good. 

I hope the Senate will not vote to commit the Government 
to a $10,000,000 e~'1)enditure on this account. 

Mr. FLETCHER. ~1r. President, I rise merely for the pur
pose of calling attention to the actual facts. I want to refer 
to the CoNGRESSIO AL REcon.n in regard <to the matter about 

· which I was about to ask the Senator from New York, be-
cause be made a certain statement with r~gard to the price of 
this nitrate. l am not informed as to tllat matter. It would 
seem, though, as if there is a very decided conflict between 
the statements made by the Senator from New York and the 
statement made by Representative STEVENSON in the House 
on the 8th of this month. I presume I am permitted to refe:· 
to what takes place in that body sufficiently to quote from 
the Representative from South Carolina. He was speaking 
of his own experience, his own negotiations, his -own transac
tions, and he said: 

I have contracted to pay and I will pay-if I can borrow ·the 
money-within the next few weeks, $51 a ton for 12 per cent 
nitrate-

Mr. WADSWORTH. l\fr. President, that corresponds ex
actly with the price I fixed. I quoted the price per hundred 
pounds. I said $2.52 a hundred pounds. I overstated it, 
apparently, under l\lr. STEVENSON'S own experience. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Let me finish this quotation from Mr. 
STEVENSON. He stated : 

I ha ve contracted to pay and I will pay-if I can borrow the 
money-within the next few weeks, $51 a ton for 12 per cent nitrate 
to u"Se on cotton this year-.$51 at the ports. That is 12 per cent 
nitrate. Multiply that by 8 and it would be a little over $400 if we 
got fixed nitrates such as arc provided for without the filler. There 
were 2,600,000 acres of cotton in South Carolina last year. Last 
year the average of nitrates was 200 pounds to the acre, or an aver
age of 10 acres to a ton ot nitrates. In other words, 260,000 tons last 
year cost the farmers of South Carolina at that price-and a great 
many of them had to pay more, as some of it was higher la'St year
$1,560,000. If this process is put into effect it will cost them just 
about half that, and that will be a clear saving to the. people of South 
Carolina. 

That is as to South Carolina alone. I thought at the time 
it was somewhat different from the statement made by the 
Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agree
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. HARRIS], the Chair understanding that the Senator from 
Georgia has modified his amendment by changing the figures 
"$10,000,000" in line 1 of page 2 to "$5,000,000." The ques
tion is upon agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICEJR. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
.Adams Edge 
Ball Edwards 
Bayard Fletcher 
Brandegee Frazier 
Brookhart George 
Bruce Gooding 
Bur sum Hale 
Cameron Harris 
Capper Harrison 
Caraway Heflin 
Couzens Howell 
Curtis Johnson, Minn. 
Dale Jones, N. Mex. 
Dial .Tones, Wash. 
Dill Kendrick 
,u,..---

Ladd 
Lodge 
McKellar 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Neely 
Norris 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Pittman 
Ralston 
Ransd~ll 
Reed, Mo. 

Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Simmons 
Spencer 
Stanfield 
Stephens 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
Weller 
Willis 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-nine Senators having 
a wered to their names, there is .a quorum present. 

l\Ir. DIAL. l\Ir. Presi-de.nt, the other day, when we were 
diseussing this bill, I showed that several of the Northwestern. 
States which owed the Government for money advanced for 
purposes -similar to this bad not paid back all the debts. In 
fact, some of those States have paid back only 55 per cent 
of the amount that was louned them. 

Since that time I have looked a little deeper into th~ matter, 
and I find that $40,000 has been appropriated by the Treasury 
D partment, to be used in collecting those ba.d debts. So Con
gress not only loaned out money upon doubtful security, 
but they are taking money out of the Treasury to try to collect 
those bad loans. That ought to be a sufficient warning to us 
to stop this experimental legislation. 

The Senator from Ohio spoke a.bout the soil wearing out. 
That is not peculiar to these States alone. The same condi
tion obtains all over the United States, and even, I might say, 
all over the w-0rld, where people continually plant one crop. 
~~be soil of the South is badly depleted for the same reason. 
We do not have to go to the wheat States alone. That is a 
matter which ought to be corrected by the farmers themselves. 
It i'3 beyond the Government's control. It is the result of 
something . for which the Government is not responsible. We 
are asked to take the taxpayers' money to try to rehabilitate 
agriculture in that -section of the country; but would it not 
be more equitable tq take a general survey of agriculture in 
the United States and apply the money equitably to all the 
States in the Union? I do not e-ren advocate that, but there 
would be some semblance of fairness to it, some excuse for 
doing this unconstitutional thing, this revolutionary thing, 
I might say. 

Any man who ever had a weeks' experience in lending 
money, or taking paper on an agricultural product, or upon 
cattle or othef stock, dealing in these kind of securities, would 
know that this is an unwieldly measure, an impractical metbod, 
and the most e~-pensive way of getting help to the farmer. 

Mr. President, this bill proposes for the farmer to mortgage 
his cow and his pig to the Government. Suppose his cow were 
to go dry, and he wanted to get one that was giving milk. 
He would have to send to Washinoo-ton, or would have to come 
here-they have so much red tape in governmental matters
and stay here perhaps about a week, and be directed from 
one department of the Agricultural Depru·tme~t to another, 
before he could get that dry cow released from the mortgage 
so he could exchange her for one that was giving milk. I 
believe it is said there are 45 departments in the Agricultural 
Department, in 27 different buildings. 

I haYe been here a good while myself, and I frankly confess 
that I have not been able to visit all those departments yet. 
So the farmer would come here wanting to trade for a milch 
cow, and he would have a. very tedious time. How would he 
ever get rid of a kicking mule or a balky horse? Not only 
that, but if his wife were to receive a note from her sister-in
law or from her uncle that one or the other would spend a 
week end with her the next week, she would not be allowed 
to kill a pig or butcher a sheep to provide entertainment for 
her relative. She wonld have to communicate with some of 
these distinguished western Senators to get them to intercede 
and plead with a department of the Government to allow them 
to select one of the fattest shotes they bad in the lot and to 
send out a release under oath permitting them to slaughter 
that pig; otherwise the fellow would be proseeuted and sent 
to the penitentiary for disposing -Of p-roperty under a mortgage. 

Mr. President, that is not ovei·drawn. If you mean to lend 
this money out and take the security, as sorry as it is, the 
owner of it would not be allowed to dispose of the property 
without consent of the mortgagee, as we all know. I fear the 
United States courts would be crow<led with proseeutians. 

If you do not intend to collect the debt, why are you not 
manly enough to donate the money? 

I yield to no one in my respect for and interest in the farmer, 
but Congress should quit deceiving him, and we should aid 
him to get a better price for what he produces. In all the 
circumstances he has the sympathy of all correct-thinking 
people. 

In order to obtain that consent the process would be un
wieldy and expensive and tedious and troublesome. It does 
seem to me that we ought t-0 be men enough with more expe
rience than to want to go into any such entangling alliance on 
the farm.. Some of you did. nat want any entangling alliance 
with some other nations. This would be more entangling than 
that. . 

When people visit on the farm they usually get something to 
.i!.9-_t:_!__Eeard of a man visiting a friend in the city, ~nd '!J:J 

was invited out to dinner. He told his friend afterwards that 
he had never seen so much fine linen and never heard so much 
chinaware and silverware rattle in his life, but when they 
brought the rations around they were mostly cracker . When 
you come into the country we slaughter a sheep or a pig or 
a turkey and give you something real to eat. Now they are 
going to take away this right from the country people, and I 
protest, beeause there is no. place in the world where you get 
more woolesome food than you do on the farm. 

State rights? Where have they gone? Why, Mr. President, 
Thomas Jefferson would turn over in his grave and repudiate 
every man here claiming to be a Democrat if he knew they 
entertained any such doctrine as this. It is time to call a halt. 
I trust Senators wlll not embroil our Government in the ill 
will of the people by passing any such proposition as this. I 
have a bill pending, introduced just last Monday, proposing to 
make the Alien Property Custodian fund a re'\'olving fund with 
which we can get rid of our surplus agricultural products to 
Germany, Austria, and Hungary. That bill has the approval 
of the Alien Property Custodian and I believe it is sound. H 
we would enact it into law it would take the place of the pend
ing bill and of the McNary bill whieh is to follow. I sympa
thize with our peopJe in wanting to get higher prices for their 
agricultural products. We have too mnch surplus wheat, too 
ml]Ch surplus cotton, too much surplus tobacco, but under the 
provisions of the bill which I have just introduced we would 
help to build up trade of tbe farmers with those countries and 
we wcmld get rid of the surplus agricultural products of this 
country and avoid the necessity for passing the bill now before 
us, which will come back to haunt us as long as we are Mem
bers of this body and as long as our successors are Members. 

So much for the bill. 'l'bere is no use to split hairs ancl 
talk about this benefiting the northwestern farmer, it is simply 
a political mo-\e-there is no use to blink about it. If tho 
Congress wants to buy electoral votes this ls one way to do it. 
If you feel it is an honest way to spend the taxpayers' money, 
you have the right by force to do it, but you have neither the 
moTal right nor the legal right to appropriate money for tho 
purpose of controlling elections. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I have as much 
sympathy with the farmer in his distress as do others. Many 
of the farmers in my State are suffering from conditions which 
are familiar to us all. But I can not reconcile my conscience 
to taking the money that is gathered from all the people of 
1:00 United States and appropriating that money to the use and 
benefit of a few of a particular class of people. The farmers 
of the United States are su.ff'erlng very much in common. The 
men who invested their money in livestock found themselves 
when the market broke confronted by bankruptcy. Not all of 
them, but those who were not very sound :financially, suffered 
that fate. Bank after bank in the Middle West was compelled 
to go into liquidation because it held large amounts of what is 
known as cattle paper. Those men who thus lost their fortunes 
in the Middle West and in the great West have our sympathy 
and are just as much entitled to governmental largess as tlle 
man who 'happens to be raising wheat. 

The bill is limited to wheat growers in the wheat section, 
but there are wheat growers in other sections of the country 
in great numbers who depend upon their wlleat crop for their 
profits or their living. They have suffered just as have those 
wheat growers who Ilve in a portion of the country where 
more wheat is raised and less of other things, but they are 
equally entitled to governmental bounty. The cotton planter in 
the South has been a.filicted with the cotton pest known as the 
boll weevil, and there is widespread suffering throughout the 
Southern States from this cause which can not be charged to 
mere improvidence nor to a lack of good judgment simply 
because this particular affiiction has been visited upon tho e 
people. Thousands o! business houses, particularly of the 
smaller sort, were wrecked by the chang~ .financial con.di· 
tions which resulted after the war. So we could extend the 
illustration almost indefinitely. 

It we are going to take a part of the people of the United 
States who are snfferlng from failure of crops and try to 
expend a large part of the taxpayers' money in inducing those 
people to vary the form of their industry, why should we not 
make the bill general in its terms? Why not take care of the 
cattle men, the sheep men, the hog men, the small merchant 
men, the wheat farmer of the East and of the Central West 
who lives hl a country where they :raise other things than 
wh-eat but in which co.untry he may be 1·aising only wheat? 

Where will this end? What right have we under the Con
stitution of the United S.tates to take the money of one man 
ar of all the peop'le and appropriate it to the use and benefit of 
a few of the people"? As has .been said here by the Senator from 
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South Carolina [Mr. DIAL], if he will permit me to quote him give some relief to the farmer. The best thing to do is to 
with approval, since the action of his legislature-or shall I give him a cheaper market in which to buy; and the best 
rather say a few imbeciles in his legislature-having the way to do that is to take .down the wall which has been built, 
power to dispose of th:.s matter we may exercise that power back of which every trust, combination nnd conspiracy in re
brutally, but, Mr. President, the power to do a thing does not I straint of trade robs and plunders the farmer on everything 
always mean the right to do that thing. Any one of us has he has to consume which he does not raise on his own 
the power to throttle a baby, but we have no right to do it. farm. 
If the bill is to be passed, why not buy fertilizer? If the bill Mr. RALSTON. Mr. President, I wish to speak just a few 
is to be passed, why not take an inventory of the farmers of words on the pending bill. I concur heartily in nearly eyery
tbe United States in tlleir_ as ets and liabilities, and wherever thing that has been said on this side of the Chamber in oppo
a man is bard up give him some Government money and the"n sltion to this proposed legislation; I confess that it runs counter 
levy some more taxes to get some more money, and then pay to my political convictions; but, Mr. President, I am a member 
out some more money and levy some more taxes and start a of the Committee on Agriculture and ll'orestry, and I heard 
circle as vicious as was started in Germany when they began much of the evidence which was produced before that com
issuing printing-press money and paying debts and then issuing mittee on this measure. That evidence showed the condition 
more printing-pre s money and more printing-press money until of the farmers which this proposed measure seeks to relieve to 
at last they lJrought the industries of Germany to a state of be most deplorable; and their condition was brought about by 
paralysis and reduced her finances to chaos. a patriotic effort on their part to serve this Government in 

No man likes to make the kind of a speech I am making. time of war. · 
EYeryone would like to take somebody else's dollars and ban<l The Senator from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] observed 
them out liberally to all the people who need them. That is the that if this sort of legislation is indorsed by this body it will 
easiest task any man eYer undertook. What right have we-- be only a short time until all interests in this country will 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator al- be coming to Washington to seek relief from the public Treas
lotted to speak upon the bill has expired. The Senator has 10 ury. Mr. President, I have beard it said in years gone by 
minutes upon the pending amendment. that certain interests have come to this Capitol to secure pro-

Mr. REED of Missouri. I bad forgotten that we are under a posed legislation and have been permitted to insert in the 
time limit or I would have concluded before this. What right pending bill the rate of per cent of protection which they de
have we to take the money that comes from all the people, I sired; and yet, as I understand, the distinguished Senator 
repeat, and use it in this manner? I distinguish very clearly from New York has never opposed that kind of legislation. 
between a situation where it is proposed to promote a different I am opposed to blocs, Mr. President, of all kinds, but if we 
kind of agriculture by loaning money, and a bill which might be are by our legislation to favor oil blocs and steel blocs I shall 
passed, and the constitutionality of which might even be ques- not hesitate, under proper conditions, to favor a farmer bloc, for 
tioned, to appropriate money to relieve against actual starvation in tbe absence of the success of the farmer the entire country 
or suffering in the face of some great flood or great disaster, will go upon the rocks. Once we destroy the farmer, we destroy 
where that which we do is done as an act of charity. Even the very basis of civilization and prosperity in this country. 
there I say there is a question whether we have the right to We can not live without the farming industry. 
take a 'dollar from the Federal Treasury and so use it. But as I think I have an appreciation of the constitutional objection 
long as we have kept within very narrow limits nobody has to this proposed legislation. I do not know whether or not 
complained. Thomas Jefferson would turn over "in his grave if he were asked 

This, however, is a different proposition. It is a propositfon to favor this legi lation. I know, however, that he butted the 
to go into a· wheat-producing section of . the country and to Constitution out of the way when he wanted Louisiana, and he 
finance a new style of agriculture there. Mr. President, it will "got by" with it, and we are all proud that we have Louisiana. 
fail. We can never build up a sound economic condition by a I say I think I appreciate the objection that can be soundly made 
scheme of this so11:. The money will be absorbed and gone; it to this character of legislation from a constitutional viewpoint; 
will all have to be paid back. We shall do no substantial good but, l\fr. President, I think the Constitution should have the 
to these people. The only way any business can prosper, same application in the Dakotas, in Minnesota, or anywhere in 
whether it be farming or anything else, is to be put upon a the great Northwest that it has in New Mexico; and but a few 
so~d basis ; and the onlY sound basis of which I know is one days ago this body, without a record vote, voted to loan a mil
which contains the element of the personal risk and personal lion dollars to help the farmers of New Mexico to buy seed. 
energy of the individual who is to profit or to lose by the enter- That is all we propose to do in this bill-that is, to make the 
prise. farmers included in this bill a loan. Some of the money doubt-

There is one thing which we can do to help the farmers, and less will be lost, but, in my judgment, most of it _will be re
some of the Senators who are willing to vote away this money turned to the Government. 
are responsible for the condition which can be remedied. They I am, therefore, Mr. President, proposing to vote for this 
have put a tax upon everything that is shipped into this country; measure, not because it conforms to my notion of legislation, 
. they have helped the trusts, the combinations, the large and generally speaking, but I am going to do it on the ground of 
powerful manufacturers of the United States to maintain an humanity. 
artificial price upon everything which the farmer has to buy. Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I am sorry that the Senator from 
They have done that by the passage of a positive statute forbid- Missouri [Mr,.. REED] saw fit to refer to the Legislature of South 
ding the farmer, who must.sell his surplus in Europe on a de- Carolina. 
pressed market, to bring back a single thing from that continent The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro
purcbased on the same market level at which he must sell his lina will permit the Chair to observe that he has already occu
surplus. That tax in its essence is unconstitutional, and if its pied 10 minutes in the debate. The Chair assumes the Senator 
real purpose were written in its face it would be so declared. It was then speaking upon the bill. 
is carried along under the pretext that it is a revenue measure; Mr. DI.A.L. I am now speaking on -the amendment, Mr. 
but strike that out and write its real purpose in the face of the President. 
bill, namely, that it is proposed to increase the price of goods so The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator·from South Caro
that American manufacturers can make a larger profit, and the lina is entitled to speak once, and for not more than 10 minutes, 
tax, in my judgment, would be declared unconstitutional by any on the amendment. 
court. Mr. DI.AL. Mr. President, I was about to say that I was 

Those favoring a high protective tariff have fastened that sorry the senior Senator from l\1issouri saw fit to refer to the 
tax on the farmer. They compel him to buy in a market that Legislature of South Carolina. I feel that his remarks were out 
was already largely controlled by great combinations and pow- of place, unnecessary, and uncalled for here, and were purely 
erful institutions and then they deny him the benefit of any gratuitous. The Legislature of South Carolina is composed of 
possible competition from abroad. Thus they force him to able, . honorable, and upright men. 
buy in the highest market in the world; artificially elevated by Mr. President, speaking now further on the amendment of 
a law they have passed, while he must sell his surplus in a my good friend the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS], I desire 
broken market. Then they propose to make that up to him to say that if the amendment shall be adopted I trust the 
by taking the taxes from all the rest of the people, carrying Government will buy the nitrates for the people of the United 
them over and giving them to a small proportion of the farm-1 States who are purchasing nitrates and ship them in here for 
ing population of the United States, and the other farmers the purpose of supplying the farmer. I hope the nitrates will 
in other sections of the Uni.tea States, engaged in a different be bought without loss to anyone and to the benefit of the 
class of farming business, must pay that tax and send their I original consumer. 
money into these particularly favored portions. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

Mr. President, I can not support a bill of that kind. I will the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr, 
support any sound measure that is brought in here whicl1 will HARRIS] as modified, which will be read. 
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The amendment as modified wasc read, as follows : 
Add at the end of the bill a new section, o.s follows: 
"That the President is authorized and· directed to procure, or aid 

in pt·ocuring, such stocks of nitrate of soda and calcium arsenate as 
he may determine to be necessary and find available for increasing 
agricultural production until J'une 30, 1926, and to dispose of the 
.same at the total cost to the Government, payable in advance. For 
carrying out the purposes of this act there is hereby app.-oprlated, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropTiated, avail
able immediately and until expend.ed, the sum of $5,000,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, and the President is authorized to make 
such regulations and to use such means and agencies of the Govern.
men t as in his discretion he may deem best. The proceeds arising 
from the disposition of the nitrate of soda and calcium arsenate shall 
go into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts: Proviaed, That the 
sum herein appropriated and the proceeds arising ftom the disposition 
of the nitrate of soda and calcium arsenate may be used, at the discre
tion of the President, until June 30, 1926, as a revolving fund for the 
purposes herein named." 

lUr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amen~ 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). li have- a general 
pair with the Senato11' from .Alabama [1\fr; UNDERWOOD]. I 
transfer that pail! to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE], 
and will vote-. I vote "nay.0 

• 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. l\fosEs'e name was 
called). The present occupant of the- chair has a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Louisiana [1\Ir. BRou.ssARD]. In 
his absence the present occupant of the chair withholds his 
vote. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). May 1 inquire 
if the Senator from Okfahoma [Mr. HABRELD] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That Senator has not voted. 
1\-lr. SIMMONS. I have· a general pair with that Senator. I 

transfer that pair to the Senator from :Michigan [Mr. FERRIS] 
and will vote: I vote "yea." 

While I run on my feet, I wish to say that my colleague [Mr. 
OVERMAN] is absent on account of illness. He has a pair with 
the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. If my col
league were present and at liberty to. vote he· would vote-" yea.·~ 

Mr. WARRE....~ (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVER.
MAN]~ He is absent, and I therefore. withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
l'ifr. WADSWORTH (after having: voted in the negative). I 

forgot toi announce that on the various amendments and on the 
bill itself I am paired with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FEss], but on this particulai: amendment the junior Senator 
from Ohia ~nd I would vote· alike were he present. Therefore 
I am at liberty to vote, and will let my vo~e in the negative: 
s~~ . 

Mr. DIAL. r desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
&'.MITH} is detained from the Senate on account of illness. in his
family. He is paired with the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. STERLING]. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico; I have a general pair with the 
Senator from l\faine [Mr. FERNALD]. I find that I can transfe:r 
that pair to the Senator from Montana [l\ir. WHEELER]. I do 
su; and' vote " yea.'" 

Mr: CURTIS. I ha'Ve been requested to announce the fo1-
lowing pairs: 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCoBMICE:] with the Senator 
from Oklahoma [l\1r. OWEN]. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] with the Sen
a-tor from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH]; and 

The junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. lTIRNSTJ with the 
seuior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY}. 

The resnlt was announced-yeas 28, nays 34, as- follows : 

Brookhart 
Bursum 
Cameron 
Capper 
Dial 
Dill 
Fletcher 

Bbll 
Ba.yaTd 
Brandegee
Bi'uce 
Caraway 
Colt 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 

YEAS-28. 
Frazier .Tones, Wash. 
George Kendrick 
Harris Lad di 
Harrison McKellar 
Hefil.n McNary 
Johnson, Minn. Neely 
Jones, N. Me-x. Pittman 

Edge 
Edwards 
Glass 
Gooding 
Hale 
Howell 
Keyes 
King 
Lodge 

NAYS-34. 
M"eLean 
Norris 
Oddie 
Pep'Per 
Phipps 
Reed; Mo. 
Reed, Pa.. 
Robin o.n 
Shields. 

Ralston 
Ransdell 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Simmons 
Stanfield 
Trammell 

Spencer 
Swanson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont 
Watson 
Weller 
Willis 

NO'li' VOTING-34. 
Adams Ferris M .Ki l 
Ashurst Fess Mc yficl;iY 
Borah Gerry M~ses 
Bro.assard Greene Norbeck 
Copeland Harreld Overman 
Cummins Johnson, CaltL Owen 
~~~ts La Follett~ Shortridge 

Fernald ~cC1":r0!ick ~:~~~ 
So. Mr. H.ABRis's. amendment was rejected. 

Stanley 
. tephens 
:.; tetling 
- ·ndellW()..()d 
\'alsh... Masg, 
'1\!arren 
\ heeler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the first 
committee amendment. · 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend
ment to perfect this bilL 

The committee added a provision appropriating $25,000,000 
to be loaned to the farmers in other sections of the country 
where the conditions justified it. but the other parts of the bill 
do not earry out that idea; and so, if the committee amendment 
is to be adop~ed, the ~ill should conform to that purpese. I am 
no\v addressmg particularly the· Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. LADD]. On the first page the bill says: 

Tha.t it ls hereby declared in the public interest that conditions ex
isting in those- portions of the United States known: particularly as the 
wheat areas resulting from the stimulation of wheat growing daring 
the recent war-

And so forth. It applies to no other section except the wheat 
sections. Later on, on page 3, it says : 

Loans and. advanees shall be made only to such farmet·s in the• wheat 
areas of the- country as are not reasonably able--

And so forth. So there are two provisions that carry appro
priations-one appropriation of $50,000,000 that is to cover 
the wheat areas, and another appropriation of $25,000,000 to 
cover other areas of the country-but there is nothing- in the 
bill to conform to that idea. So on page 1, where the bill says 
"wheat areas," it should be amended and on paO"e 3 where it 
says "wheat areas," it should be ame~ded. I the;efo1:e offer an 
amendment to carry out that idea. 

Mr. NORRIS. lITr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis

sippi yield to the Senator from Nebraska:? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yieJd: 
Mr. NORRIS. I want to suggest to the Senator that he re

frain from offering those amendments until the committee 
amendment has been voted on. If it is adopted, then of course 
there will be no objection to those amendments. 

l\lr. ~RISON. I Qrefer to offer it in thfs wa:y, so that 
tliere will be no question about the proposition. Some of us 
might vote differentl'y on the committee amendment if the Sen
ate does not adopt this amendment. 

l\Ir: NORRIS'. The idea of the Senate can be tested di1·ectl'y 
on the proposition contained in the committee amendment that iS 
here. If that is agreed to, the other will be a formal matter. 

Mr. HARRISON. I take it that the Senate will want to 
pe~ect the bill, since the Senate committee has put on this 
$20,000,000. So, l\Ir. President, I move, on pag.e 1., line 4 after 
the words ·~united Slates," to strike out down to and includ
ing line 3, on page 2', and in lieu thereof to in ert a comma and 
the following : 
particularly in the wheat areas, but ~°' ln other areas. dep-endent 
almost entirely upon. a single crop,, as determined b! the Secretary; ot 
Agriculture, resulting from the stimulation of production of. a singla,. 
crop daring the recent war and aggravated during subsequent years 
by low yields and high cost of production, should· be changed, tlu:oagh. 
the encouragement ot a system of agriculture not dependent for its, 
success upon 11: single crop, but one wb.lc.h would include the ra.lsin"" o( 
livestock, such as dairy and beef cattle, hogs. sheep, poultry, and "'the 
products thereof. 

Tn other words, it adds te the- bill other· areas. 
Then the other change, which I incorporate in the sam~, 

amendment; would strike out on page 3, line 4, beginning after 
the word "cropper," all down to "no loan," on line 11, and 
insert in lieu. thereof the following: 

Loans and. advances shall be made only to such farmers in the areas 
of the country_ embraced within the provisions of this act as are not 
rea ona~ly able, through their own resources oi: through existing· credit 
facilities, to initiate upon their farms a system of diversified fa.rminJJ 
but who show their willingness to enter upon such an undertaking, and 
who may be reasonably expected to develop. such a system if given a.id 
and opportunity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T,P.e amendment will be· stated. 
'.Ilhe READING CLERK. On page 1, line 4, after the words 

" United ~tates," it is proposed to strike out down to. and in4• 
eluding line 3, on page. 2, and to insert in lieu thereof a comma 
and the1 following: 
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partiCt1laTly in 'the wheai areas, 'bni: also in ot'heor ar-eas dep!'ndent 1 ~· NORRIS. _Mir. President, J 'do n<;>t want the Sen'.itor to 

l t t . I · J rop as det~~m-ined by t'be Secrn+niry of take up all my time, an. d I hope be will leave me a little to ::i mos en ire y upon a singe c , · = <c<.a • I ·a · · · . 
. Ag-riculture. resulting from the stlmnlat1o11 of production <Jf a ingle answer_. di not refer to wh~t J:tappeued m ~he committee, 
crop Llmi.ng the recent war '8.ufi aggravated llurtng £uheequent 'Yetl'l'.S by but }hls amendment w:isO' .PUt m m tlle comrmttee ·after t~ 
low yields and bigh co.gt of producti:on, should lie -clranged 'through he!:,mg_s, after everythm.,, was over.. It ·was put on at the 
tile encouni;geme-nt of a system of agriculture not depenuent -for its su~~~-ti~m of a mem~er of the comm1~tee wh_.o had heard but 
. uc . upun a single crop, but one which woo.1ll 'include i:he raising of very :littl~ Of the test1;lli011~· and w~o, 'ill ·Il\Y )Judgment, had no 
Jh·estock s uch as dairy and beef cattle, bogs, sheep, poultry, a-nd 'the o~yor<tun1ty. to ·aequMnt bimse~ 'With the real _theory of the 

d t~' th f b11l. That is what hap11ened w1tll . respect to this amendment. 
pro :uc is ereo · . Tha.t ,is the way it ·got info the bill The committee put it 

Also on page 3, line 4, after fhe 1word " cropper n it is in · ithat is tnue 
propo$~d to strike out doil:"ll to the words '.'-no loan " on line ~fr. WILLrs: ~Ir. President, I desire only a moment to 
11 , and to insert in lieu thereof the followmg: speak upon this ·amendment. Jt fa quite appa eent tlw.t if t'.lle 

Louns and advances shaJl he ma.de ·-011Iy to such farmers .J:n 1:!he .amendment is adopted the bill will not pas . That wm be the 
.areas of the countrs embraced wit1Iin the -provisiens oT. this act ~s inetitable -effect of it. I do not charg-e -at :a.11 that that is the 
~i·e not vea onably nhle tbrongh tb~ir own !J)esources or ·through purpooe of the RUthor 1of the amendment, but, as nus ·been so 
existing credit facilities ·to initiate upon their Tarms a system or clearly stated by :the Senator fiom Nebraska, this bill is 
diversified farming, but who show their 'Willingness to enter opon intended to reach a certain situation, caused by legislation 
sucb :m undertaking and who may rbe 1<reasonably expected i:o develop enacted by the Congl'BSS. 
8Ucb a system .if gi'>en aid and .opportunity. Mr. HA.RRISON. l\1r. President--

Mr. WILLIS. Just a 'IllOment. If by :amendment the hill 
l\1r. IL6..RRISON. l\lr. President. may I say this: Wlrether is changeCil into =a ger.1erai proposition of making loans :md 

the nmount ca1.'r°ied in 'tne bill is $50,000,000 or $75,000;000, this dist:ributing ln.r.gess in this fashion, a.s far as I am concerned 
amendment should be adopted. In my o]iinion, '$75,000,000 is I can not ·see my ,~~Y dear rto •support the bill. I tI·ust the 
not needed; $50,000.000 is perhaps ·adeqmrte ; but certain1y amendment will not be adopted. Now I yield to the Senat<H' 
these loans should be made in every '.Section of the country from l\1ississippi 
wlle1·e 'the ·conditons warrant it. It is u;p to the Secretary of Mr. HARRISON. The Senato:r does not think I ha>e of-
Agriculture. fered .an amendment in order to lk111 the bill, does he? 

If the conditions wru::.rant it in .the .State of New l\lexico- l\lr. WILLIS. I absolve the Senator from any such mten-
and we have hearct much about that State--then those farmers tian. 
i:;hould haYe t11e oppo.rtnnity to go to the Seeretary of Agri- Mi:. HARRrSON. Tb:at is absolrrt-ely 11ot the .ease. 
culture and make this loan. If the condltions warrant it in Mr. iWILLIS. I JState.d. that in my . .humble <>Dillion that 
my own State, where farmers nre in distress and the Secretary would be {he eff-eat ,0 f the adoption of rthe amendment. I <1id 
of _t\griculture is made to believe rthat that i:s true, .then those not indicate that I thougbt .1t wa:s the Senrunor's Plll.'!J.)()Se. 
farmers should have the opportunity of getting some money; The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is upon agree
and so it is in ever_y St.rte iin every part of the country. If J.ng to the amendment ;proposed by ·'ithe Sen1ltor '.l'r6m :Missls
the cornlitions fa the four States that have l!>een enumeratet1 s.i;p.pi [M-r. llillRISGNJ. 

are snch as have been stated, then of course the Secretary Mr. HAltRISON. l ask for the yeas -and naYf:l. 
of Agriculture is going to ta-Re ca:re of them first. So I sub- The :yeas and naJ(S were ordered. 
mit 'that this amendment should be -adopted ~1iether the Mr. TRA1\ll1ELL. Mr. iHresident, I want to .address i:he 
nmount is $50,000;000 or $75,000,000. . Beuate but :a moment. 'l -def'lire to prGJX>Se an amendment to 

ur. ~ORRIS. M'I'. President, I bave nat charge of this the .amen.dmen:t ,offered .by !the .Senato.r firom .MississippL l 
bill. The Senator 'from Nortll Da'kota [Mr. LA.DD] 1s in charge ;propose as an amendment t@ bis amendment, on line 3 of tile 
of it; but it ·seems to me ' it ought to b~ made plain to the vroposed amendment, that we s.tr.ike out the word "pru.'tieu
Sf'nate fbat if tbis amendment is adopted the entire them:y larly." That would leave the amendment to read " in 'til'e 
·of 'tbe bill will 'be cha.rrged._ Pe'l~ha-ps 'that is what tlle Senate wheat areas." 
wants to do. If it does, it is a bill that I could not con- My thought in ,suggesting :that, l'.Ir. Pr.esiaent, tis ft'.hat we <lo 
sdentiously support. not desire to emphasize the fact that this bill is to be 

It " ·as not the idea of those who tfo.rmnlated the hill, the .restricted Jn ,any wise iby the Secretary <0f Agriculture to the 
Senator who introduced .it, .or the committee when they re- wheat areas o-f the conn.try. Even under the amendment 3;»'.'B
ported it that it was a bill which would .give ,gener.al relief posed by the Senator from l\fissi~s][:>pi, the Secreta:ry ·of A:gri
to agricultctre. I't was the idea, as I bave e..wla1nea, that .a .culture in my opinion could very easily .construe the bill so 
few fm·mers who Taised wheat ·haa been prevented by the that the main purpose and object of the I-egi-sla.t:ion, especially 
GoYernment itself from diversifying their crops. That does wllen you consider the hearings and the developments in 
not app1y to any other product, althougb i.here nre other 1ocali- connection with it, w~uld be that aid should be furnished in 
ties and oth~r kinds of farming which ought to be relieiVed, the wheat area only. J: take tibe -position that <if •O<>ngress is 
and tlle commith~e have reported a bill of general 1l.pp1ication .going to attempt to relieve the suffering .of ragricultrrre 
all over tbe country; but it was the theory tliat the.r.e wiere some throughout this countr:y we can .not j;ustly discriminate by 
few men engaged in wheat farming who had been interfered extending relief to @nly a very limited grou;p ..of ()Ur 
with in their program of diversification by the Government, farmers. 
who, for pat1·iotic reasons, had changed tlleh' plans and ,pro- We might as well provide that the fruit growers who s uf
ttnced wheat when they were starting out on a plan -of di- iered on accoun.t -0.f a demoralized market ,should lbe loaned 
versification. •money !for tbe purpose of buyiing ;fertilizer to make the nert 

The Go-vernment fixed the _price of wheat, and came into the crop, provided they .did no.t hav€ the means with which to l>ny 
matte1' directly in that respect. It induced these men to it. That is just as reasonable, and I insist that the fruit 
change their entire operation; an('! therefore the Government, growers, too, should hav.e the same assistance if Congress is 
H~ we believe, was to blame for these men g.etting into this to help the wheat gr-0wers. • 
condition. The Go>ernment is not to blame for the next con- Throughout the entire Nation, in ,ag1icultural sections, .at 
dition that was 'found, to wit, that many of these men-not all same time or other there has been ,a stagnation of the agricul
of them, but many of them-found at the close of the war that tural industries of those particular localities. Sometimes lt 
they could not start in again on their })lan of diversification is on account of the disaster of ifiood, sometimes on account 
becm1se of the financial condition whicb ~nsued in those locali- of drouth, some.times on account .of a freeze, in sections <>f the 
ties. Where those conditions do not apply the farmers are not country w.bere .the fruit .trees are subject to being damaged by 
entitled to relief under the bill. I fhirik that ,1f we make Jt .excessive cold. Under sucb conditions Co.ngress has never yet 
general, then all the criticism that bas been offered will seen proper to provide mea:ms for rehabilitating the farmer 
apply to it. by direct loans. II'hat has ne-ver -been do:ne. 

Mr. HARRISON. 1\fr. President-- If we .are .going to enter upon that policy, I say we should 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- treat the farmers .and the fruit growers tbcroughout this coun-

braska yield to the Senator from Mississippi? t:r:y with equal justice anu equal liberality. Therefore I -do 
Mr. NORRIS. I _yield. .not desire to have anything written into this bill which would 
l\fr. HARRISON. The committee gave consideration to this indicate that Cong•ress w.as planning to loan money to a par

proposition, anCl the committee did recommend that $25,000,000 ticular class of o.ur people., people who lla:ve -been unfortunate, 
be added to the biU. I do not want to divulge anything that .and with whom I s:rm,pathi:re, but who have not been more un
ba.ppened in executive session, but I think tbe original proposi- .for.tun.ate than .those enga.gerl in agricultm'e in· ather ·sections 
tion was to leave it at $50,000,-000- of this country at different times. 
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In my own State, as the consequence of the war, the first 
year following the war the fruit crops did not bring the cost 
of gathering, packing, and freight. That is one of the hard
ships that was inflicted on the people of my State as a conse
quence of the war. We did not come and ask Congress to 
proYide means with which to reestablish the prosperity of our 
groYes, but the people of the State, with courage and industry, 
proceeded in the ordinary way and soon restored normal con
ditions. 

We could also say we were entitled to relief and help, be
cause Congre s authorized an increase in railroad rates, which 
bas doubled the cost of transportation of the products of my 
State to the markets and at times causes my people to suffer 
great loss, and beco.use Congress and its instrumentality, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, has permitted this we think 
we ought to have some relief in the way of loans, and we are 
just as much entitled to it as are the farmers in some other 
sections of the country. 

If we are going to take money from the pockets of the gen
eral taxpayers of the country and loan it to the farmers-and 
I always want to help the farmers when I can possibly do so 
in a reasonable way-we should make the policy general. The 
Senate should not by the language of the bill restrict the relief 
to three or four Western States. Why riot in fairness let the 
fruit-growing and other agricultural States of the Union be 
included? 'l'hese States will be forced to pay their propor
tion of the $50,000,000 provided by this measure and I submit 
that in all justice they should have the benefits of the loan 
priYilege. 

l\1r. LADD. Mr. President, the only justification for a bill of 
this kind, in my judgment, is the fact that the Government 
interfered with the f~rmers by fixing the price of wheat and 
not fL""Cing a price of any other product, holding farm~rs down 
to sell their wheat at a price below the cost of production dur
ing tlie war and after. 

I opposed these amendments in the committee, and I feel 
that the only justification for the bill is the fact, as I have 
said, that it is to be confined to the Wheat Belt, and only to the 
Wheat Belt. I feel, therefore, that I shall have to oppose this 
amendment, as I did in the committee. 

l\fr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I would like to in
quire what is meant by the Wheat Belt. I understand that the 
great complaint has come particularly from the Northwestern 
States, in which I would include Minnesota, the Dakotas, Mon
tana, and Washington. 

l\1r. KING. Will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. REED of Missouri. If the Senator will not take much 

time. 
Mr. KING. It was announced by the Senator from Minne

sota [l\fr. JoH "'SON] that the Senator from South Dakota· does 
not include his State at all, and the figures which I presented 
to-day clearly indicate that there is no necei ity of any appro
priation for South Dakota. 

1\1r. REED of Missouri. I find that in 1914 Missouri pro
duced 35,000,000 bushels of wheat, in round figures; that South 
Dakota produced 45,000,000, that North Dakota produced 86,-
000,000, that Montana produced only 27,000,000, that Washing
ton produced 37,000,000, and that Kansas produced 105,000,000 
bushels. So that the greater part of the wheat is raised out
side of what is here referred to as the Wheat Belt, or wheat 
country. 

There is a great deal in what the Senator who just took his 
seat, the senator from North Dakota [Mr. LADD], said about 
the farmers having been robbed on their wheat during the war. 
That is undoubtedly true. That was one of my pet fights 
during the war. I said then that we were regulating down to 
a low point the price of the farmer's wheat. Subsequent events 
haYe developed that while the American farmer's export wheat 
went abroad at approximately $2 a bushel, wheat was being 
bought in the markets of Europe for four and five dollars a 
bushel. So the farmer was robbed during the war. · I stated 
at' the time that that would occur, and it did occur; but if we 
are going to make up to the wheat farmer the amount of which 
be was robbed during the war, then similar los es should be 
made up to every farmer of the United States alike, and not to 
a pnrticular belt or portion of the United States. 

That is a complete answer to any bill which proposes to 
llelp a particular ection. You can not put this argument on 
that ground and make it sound, because if you put it on that 
ground you extend the bill so as to benefit every farmer. 
Then we ought to put it on the further ground that w~ are 
making. up to the farmer the amount of money of which he 
was robbed by the unjust exercise of power by Herbert 
Hoover, and not by doling out to him some money now as a 

loan, as the bill contemplates doling out loans to only a 
portion of the farmers. 

If the Congress were to consider a bill proposing to take 
account of the amount of money the farmer had been i'0bbed 
of during the war we would have a different proposition 
here-and illegally robbed of by the gro .. s abu e of the lken -
ing power which Herbert Hoover held and which he exe\'d etl 
in such a way as to declare to every buyer of wheat thitt if 
he paid more than a certain price he would revoke the seller' 
license, thereby fixing a price. The foreign market wa · con
trolled, as we all know, through the export grain corporation 
in exactly the same way. But that is not this blll. If a bill 
should be brought in to take an accounting and ascertain how 
much the farmer had been robbed of during the war by the 
unjust and illegal acts of Herbert . Hoover, acting for the 
Government, I would be glad to support such a bill. Inci
dentally, if he had not been thus robbed, the farmer up In 
the Northwest might have had ome money in the bank to tide 
him over these hard years instead of having notes and mort
gages there which he had to give because he could not mnk 
both ends meet. 

Mr. CURTIS. l\Jr. President, I understand that we can 
not complete the discussion of the bill to-night. Therefore I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and. the Senate (at 5 o'clock 
and 2 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 11, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF R.EPRESENT.ATIVE~ 

MoNDA.Y, March 10, 19E4. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to ord L' 

by the Speaker. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

Bies ed be Thy holy name-even the Father of our Loni 
Jesus Christ; the Father of mercies and the God of all com
fort. May not Thy manifold hlessing be selfishly used. Lea<l 
us to un<lerstand that no one can come to trne greatness who 
has not felt in some measure that hi life belongs to his coun
try and to the world. May all that is nol>le t, heroic, and best 
in us be in harmony with Thy will. Ble .. ·s our home life, our 
social life, and all our tender ties of fellow 1tip. Through 
Christ our Savior. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, March 8, 1924, 
was read and approved. 

A1\IPLIFYING DEVICES IN THE HOUSE. 

Mr. SNELL. l\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con ·ent to pro· 
ceed for two minutes in regard to the sound-amplifying sy tem 
here. 
~he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani

mous consent to proceed for two minutes on the subject 
indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\fr. SNELL. l\Ir. Speaker, I simply de ire to announce to 

the House that the amplifying system has been off about two 
weeks, and I haYe asked tho man in charge to put it on again 
this morning. It is neces ary for the Hou e to decide very 
shortly what it desires to do in regard to it. 

I will say to the House that up to the present time for th~ 
installation and operation of the system the Government hns 
never paid anythino-, but if we de ·ire to keei1 thi system in 
operation from this time onward it is nece · ar:r to pay for the 
011eration. I therefore wish the Members of the Hou ·e would 
give some attention to this matter in the next hrn or three 
weeks, so that they will be in a position to decide what they 
want to do in rega1"tl to its final dispo ·ition. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask u11a11imous consent 
to proceed for two minute '. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ma ' sachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for two minute. . Is there ob
jection? 

There was no objection. 
. Mr. TREADWAY. The · gentleman from :New York [l\Ir. 
SNELL] llas spoken of the so-called n amplifying system" 
which has been installed in the House. I think it is a ridicu
lou thing that the House of Representatives should be re
gardecl as an advertising medium. I have alway::; been opposed 
to this so-called " amplifying system " which has l>een installed 
in this House, and I think the Members of the House should 
decide against it. These instruments and devices produee a 
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bra sy, ringing sound and they are a great obstacle to hearing 
and a pernicious interference with tbe natural ·acoustics of 
this Bouse. I hope they will not be continued und paid -for. 
·[Applause.] lt seems to me that this Rouse 'Should not ex
J)end tl1e taxpay~rs' money either to aggrandize ourselves or 
advertise u p1ivate business. In addition it is not a success 
and i a detiiment to our ordei·ly procedure. 

PERMISS ION TO A COl.G\IITTEE TO SIT DURING THE SESSIONS. 

l\Ir. DOWELL. l\Ir. Spoaker, the Committee on Roads is 
· holding hearings on a measure in regard to the consh·uction of 
Federal road ' . and a lITT"ge number of .State officials and .repre-

1 sentatives of hl,ghway commi ions are present here in 'Vash
.ington from farm districts to attend these bearings. I ask 
permi ion that the Oommittee on Roads may ·sit ·during the 
sessions of the House. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani
\ mous consent tllat the Committee on Roads may sit during the 
ses ions of the House. Is there objection? 

'l'l1ere was no o'lJjection. 
REVEN-c:E .A.CT OF 1924. 

Mr. CHII\'DBLOl\l. Mr. Speaker, I have introduced as a 

I
. -separate bill Title XII of H. R. 6715 as it passed the House 
of Representatives on February 29, 1924, with such changes 

I in the text as are nece sary by reason of and in the event of 
the nonpa~. age of the proposea revenue act of 1924. Title 

1 XTI provHles, as does my propo ed bill, H. n. ·7784, for a 25 
I per cent reduction to income taxpayers of the .amount of income 
I tax due for 1923 and payable in 1924 under the -revenue act 

I 

of 1921. Except for the changes necessarily made as indicated 
I claim no initiati'rn or authorship in the matter of this legis
lation. The proposal to .allow a i·eduction for the 1923 taxes 

'

originated with the chairman of the Ways and Means Commit
tee, the gentleman from Iowa [l\Ir. GREEN], and Title XII 
was framed by the Treasury Department upon the request of 
the Republican members of the Committee on ·wa,ys and Means. 

1 I appreciate that there may be small possibility of passing this 
1 legislation before March 15, so as to give the taxpayers the 

1 
immediate benefit of the reduction and also in order to Teduce 
the labors and expenses of administration. However, I fee1 
that this proposal ought to be pending in a separate bill in 
order that the Ways and Means Committee and the House 
itself may consider the matter at any opportune or urgent 

,·moment. Personally, in view of the apparent difficulty and 
probable impossibility of securing actual revenue revision and 

·reform during this session by the enactment of legislation along 
•the lines of the Mellon plan, 1 would be content to have the 
Teduction far 1923 enacted into law and go to the country on 
the question of genuine tax revision. In all events, if for any 
reasan a permanent revenue law should not be enacted during 
this session of Congress, the reduction in the income tax 'l'.or 
1.923 ought to be made effective as -soon ns possible. 

The only pla:usible argument against the reduction of the 
'I 1923 tax is that such legislation would be retroactive and would 
return to some taxpayers the portion of their tax which they 
have already passed on to consumers and the general public. 
A-s an accurate and historical fact, however, this statement is 
not true. The 1923 tax wm be assessea. and determined un~r 
·the revenue act of 1921. That act was _passed on November !3, 
1921, and went back in its operation to January 1, 1!>21. ~t ls 
'Plain, therefore, that the 1921 taxes paid in W22 could not 
bave been passed on J>rior ·to the passage of the act of 1921. 
The act of 1918 was passed on Februa:r:y 4, "1.919, and was made 
retroactively effeetive as of January 1, 1918. The prior acts 
of 1.917, 1916, and 1913 were all passed in the latter part Of 
the year in which they became effective. It ·1s, therefore, plain 
that the taxes paid in a ·particular year conld not have .been 
and, as a matter of fact, were not passed on to others than the 
taxpayer dnrlng the preceding year for which such taxes were 
assessed. 

Of course, the complete and nmmswe:rable argument in favor 
of this reduction of the taxes for 1923 is that the Government 
has collecte<l more money far that year than it actually needs
a1though, of course, it could be used; as, 'for instance, in the 
purchase of outstanding bantls-and the only excuse ar war
rant for the collection of taxes by the Federal Government is 
the need of revenue for its necessary expenditures. 

During the consideration in the House of the revenue bill 
now pending in the Senate, Rouse bill 6715, a motion was made 
to recommit the bill with instructions to strike out Title XII, 
or the provision for the 25 per cent reduction of the 1923 income 
tax. That motion received the -support of 68 EJ.\femben of the 
House, as against 346 l\1ember.s who opposed it. One need not 
be a prophet to assert with ·the utmost confidence that if for 
any reason general Terenue 1egislatian ·snoold fail at this 'Bes-

sion of 'Congress a joint Tesolution providing for tbe 1923 Te
ducti-0n wHl pass. In the language of a well-known popolaT 
advertisement, "EYentuaily; why not now? " 

MUSCLE SHOALS. 

:Mr. McKE...~ZIE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the ·bill H. R. '518, the 
Muscle Shoals bill 
~he SPEAKER. Xhe g-entleman from Illinois moves that the 

.House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
:bill H . Il. 518, r.elating to Muscle Shoals. The question is on 
agreeing to that motion . 

mhe motion was a-greed to. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [~Ir. MAPES] 

will resume the chair. 
Accordingly the House .resolved itself into Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
.eonsidera.tion of the bill (H. R. 518) to authorize and direct 
the Secretary of War to sell to Henry Ford nitrate plant No. 
1, at Sheffield, Ala.; nitrate plant No. ·2, at 'Muscle Shoals, 
.Ala.; Waco Quarry~ near Russellville, Aln.; and "to lease ·to 
the corporation to be incorpmated by 1him Dam No. 2 and 
Dam No. 3 (as designated in H. Doc. 1262, 64th Cong., 1st 
sess.), including power stations when constructed as -provided 
herein, and for other purposes, with Mr. MAPES in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the ·state of the Union for the fmither c-0nsidemtion 
of the bill H. R. '518, which "the Clerk will -report by title. 

The Clerk Tead as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 518) to -authorizll and direct the Secretary C1f War 

to sell to Henry Ford nitrate J>lant No. 1, at 'Sheffield, ::Ala.; nitrate 
plant No. 2, at Muscle Shoals, Ma. : Waco Ouarr:v. near Russellville, 
Ala. ; and to lease to the corporation to be incor.Porrrted by bim 
Dam No. 2 and Dam No. ·3 (designated 1n H. Do-c. 1262, 64tll 
Cong., 1st sess.), including power stations when constructed as pro· 
-vhled berein,_ and for other purposes. 

The CHAIIll\IAN. When the cGm.mittee rose on Saturday 
the Clerk had completed the reading of ,section 15. The Clerk 
will read. 

l\1r. WF~.ALD. .Mr. Chairman, I off.er an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fI:om Minnesota .offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : . 
Amendment offend by Mr. WEFALD : Strike out "the · figure " 8," 

where 1t appea.ni on page 11, line 16, and insert 'in lieu thereof the 
.figure "5!' 

The CHAIR:\lAN. The gentleman from 'Minnesota is recog
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. WEF ALD. 1\1r. Chairman, there is one word that has 
resounded througb this who1e debate, and that is fertilizer. If 
verbal and intellectual fei·tilizer would suffice for the ,purposes 
of the farmer, if it would make crops grow as it has made 
oratory blossom here, we wou1d now have on hand a sufficient 

·-supply for fire whole length of the here-pro_posed con.tract. 
The whole excuse 'for turning this tremendously valuable 

property and concession over to ~Ir. Ford is that the farmers 
of this country shall get cheap 'fertilizer; we have been _told 
in this debate that the whole country will be supplied in this 
-respect ,from Muscle Shoals when 1\Ir. Ford gets started dO\Yil 
-there. 

I do not know what pl"o'fit is ·made on commercial fertilizer 
now. Large profits are very likely made; but I do know 
that if this bill is passed we will be taking the first step by 
law to guarantee prafl.ts in industrial undertalrings; we -wm 
be doing to manufacturing what we did to the railroads in the 
transportation act-gunranteeing earnings. Far that reason 
we need to be very careful about not setting the guai-anteetl 
-earning too high. 

There is nothing in this bill that will hinder Ur. Ford 
-from placing his own valuation upon the whole pro.party for 
the sake of figuring ~stment -cost. The bill says that the 
capital stock of the company shall be $10,000,000 or more. 
The investment 'Cost is, of course, a 'factor in the overhead 
expense item that enters into :all .price calculations. AB faT 
as we know from this bill, nothing but nitrates for explosives 
in time of. war and fertilizer in time of peace is to be manu
factured there; it is theFefore fair to a ume that 'the great
est 'part of the capital investment cost will be charged ·agn."inst 
"'this activity. 

The best ·construction -that can be ·placed upon the ·vvhol'e 
Ford 1undertaking at Muscle Shoals under the terms 0f th.is 
bill is that 'it ls -an e::i...-perimental under'tuking. ~Ir. Jilord maiy 



3902 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. l\f.AJWII 10, 

do this and he may do that; but he is not specifically bound 
to do anything in a specific manner. For that reason he may 
as well experiment in the making of " cheap " fertilizer ; the 
farmer will have to pay. 

The farmer has no profit guaranteed him on his products. 
He will not make 8 per cent profit over a period of 100 years; 
he has never made that much profit in any 10-year period 
since this country was settled. After-war deflation bas ·set 
the farmer back about a third of a century; the savings of a 
lifetime lla ,.e been wiped out. I could not go back home and 
face my constituents and say that I had voted a guaranteed 
price to Mr. Ford of 2 per cent more than my predecessor 
voted to the railroads when the Esch-Cummins law guaranteed 
them 6 per cent. 

Mr. 1\1.ADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the gentleman 
will yield foL' a question? 

l\Ir. WEF ALD. I will yield for a very brief question. 
Mr: :MADDEN. I did not understand that anybody guaran

teed anything in that respect in this bill. 
1\Ir. WEFALD. It guarantees 8 per cent on his net earn

ings. 
Mr. 1\LillDEN. No. It says be must make fertilizer, 

whether he makes any money or not, and at no time will he 
charge more than 8 per cent ; not at any time. 

Mr. ALMON. Eight per cent on the cost of production. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. WEFALD. Yes. 
1\fr. HULL of Iowa. I would like to ask if the 8 per cent 

is on the capital invested or on the turnover? 
1ilr. WEFALD. The bill does not specifically say. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. On the turnover. 
Mr. WEFALD. Yes; it is on the turnover. 
Mr. HULT, of Iowa. Yes; it is on the turnover; and it may 

be as much as 140 per cent. 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The bill says on the actual cost 

of production. 
Mr. WEF AJ,D. I remember when Mr. Ford criticized Con

gress for voting 6 per cent guaranty to the railroads. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
Mr. WEFALD. · l\fr. Chairman, may I have one minute 

more? · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 

unanimous consent to proceed for one additional minute. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I will not object to the 
gentleman having one additional minute; but I want to say 
now to all gentlemen that I shall object to an extensions of 
time during the discussions to-day, because we have heard dis
cussion enough, and we want to get on with this bill and 
finish it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Minnesota is granted permission to proceed for one additional 
minute. 

Ur. WEJF ALD. Especially could I not do this when I re
member how Mr. Ford has criticized Congress for voting a 6 
per cent guarnnty to the railroads. If Mr. Ford goes into 
this undertaking out of sheer love for the farmers, which we 
have been told so often in this debate, he should be willing to 
accept ernn a slightly 10\Yer percentage of profit than has been 
guaranteed the railroads. 

I am in favor of tbe Government taking over Muscle Shoals 
and operating it at cost, supplying fertilizer for the fai·mers at 
cost, not for a hundred rears but for a thousand years or more. 
The Muscle Shoals plants-all that could be established 
there-could be run for a thousand years at cost for the farm
ers, and the farmers of this country would yet not be repaid 
for the after-war deflation. 

Before a hundred years are gone by I hope that no big 
manufacturing concern in this country will be allowed to 
charge a profit of 8 per cent net upon its manufactured goods. 

. If this bill is enacted into law and an 8 .per cent guaranty 
clause written into it, the farmers that live at the time of the 
expiration of the hundred-year contract will curse this Con
gress that was so engrossed with the Teapot Dome scandal 
that it blindly gave away what will then, perhaps, appear to be 
the biggest piece of nation~] asset in the shape of natural re
sources in the land. 

I do not like this Ford proposal. I do not care to help to 
make Henry Ford richer and mightier than he is. We have 
been told that 'Ye must not change this contract. We must 
take it as it is or leave it That was the command when the 
re>em1e bill came before this House also. If this bill goes 
through unchanged-as now seems very likely-then the com
mittee in charge of tlrn bill should add at least one amendment, 

namely, that wherever the name Henry Ford appears it 
should read, "His majesty, Henry Ford." 

The farmers of l\Iaine will not benefit by fertilizer made at 
Muscle Shoals, nor will the farmers of Minnesota do so ; the 6 
per cent guaranty to the railroads, together with the 8 per cent 
guaranty to Ford, will be more than they can overcome. Under 
present transportation rates farmers of those States could not 
avail themselves of the benefits that might accrue to the 
farmers from the Ford proposal, even if the rosiest dreams of 
the Ford enthusiasts came true; freight rates are prohibitive. 

I did not like that references were made In this debate 
to the pacifist character of Henry Ford and his son. Not 
that I am a pacifist. I believe that our Government never 
should let go of the grip upon Muscle Si.Joals for national de
fense. Muscle Shoals should be what it was intended to be
one of our main safety anchors for future peace. 

Henry Ford's -dislike for war, I think, is the finest trait of 
his character. But I think that this property, both in times 
of peace and in times of war, is safer in the hand of Uncle 
Sam than in the hands of Uncle Henry. If Uncle Sam o-rinds 
out the fertilizer i.tl time of peace at cost of producti;n be 
does not have to hesitate a minute before he takes up his 'war 
activities if he has to do so. There is evidently a serious de
fect somewhere in the mental make-up of Henry Ford; of this 
I am convinced since I read an article in the Nation on why 
Ford should not be Presidenqt. Henry Ford is the greatest 
financial genius the world has e-ver produced. All genius is 
more or le s insane, financial genius more dangerously insane 
than other genius. I know of no saner man than Uncle Sam
sane in peace and sane in war. I am l1ere as one of those 
that he has called in to protect his interests. I am doing that 
to the best of my ability, and in accord with my conscience 
I can not vote a profit to Henry Ford of over 5 per cent. 

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

l\Ir. STRONG of Kansas. 1\fr. Chairman, I offer an amend
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Min
nesota. 

Mr. WEFALD. 1Ur. Chairman, I would like to have one 
more minute. 

Mr. McKENZIE. :!Hr. Chairman, I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 
Mr. McKENZIE. I want to be gracious to an gentlemen 

but it is impos ·ible to grant time for further discussio~ 
on this bi11. 

I want to say that the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Minnesota simply cuts down the 8 per c nt maximum 
profit that l\ir. Ford can charge for the manufacture of fer
tilizer. I want to say further to my friends on tl.J.is side of 
the House that this particular section wa the section that 
was agreed to by the representatives of the farm organiza
tions of tile country, and the comrnlttee accepted it as their 
judgment. It was written into the bill to satisfy them, and 
any man who pretends to come from a farming di trict must 
understand that in figllting this section he is fighting the 
representatives of the farm organizations of thi country. 

The gentleman from l\Iinne ota has just stated that there 
was danger of a Teapot Dome scandal in connect ion with this 
~roposition. I am sorry to see a man coming from the far 
West, the great agricultural section· of this country, falling 
for the one sort of propaganda that has been put out by the 
power companies of this country in an effort to threaten, 
frighten, and drive away support of this bill on the ground 
that men should fear they will be scandalized by voting for 
it. I want to say to the gentleman that he should beware 
of scandal on the other side and not on the side of the men 
who are standing for the toiling millions of this country. 

1\Ir. Chairman, I move that all debate on this section, on 
this amendment, and all amendments to this section do now 
close. 

l\Ir. BURTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. l\IcKENZIE. Yes . 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 

gentieman from Illinois that all debate on tl1is section, on this 
amendment, and on all amendments to this section do now close. 

The question was taken; and on a division (uemandeu by 
Mr. HILL of Maryland) there were-ayes 78, noes 35. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairm:m, I demand tellers. 
The CHA.IR1\1AN. The gentleman from Kansas demands 

tel1ers. Those in favor of ordering teller will rise and stand 
until counted. [After counting.] Eighteen l\fembers have 
risen; not a sufficient number. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 
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Mr. BURTON. ::\Ir. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRl\lA:X. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BVRTO ~. Am I foreclo ed from asking the gentleman 

from Illinois a question, when he agreed to yield to me for a 
question, one that I regard of importance in connection with 
th i paragraph and of very con iderable importance? 

The CITAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the gentleman 
from Ohio will be allowed to a k a question of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

l\Ir. :McKENZIE. l\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that time be gin.>n to the gentleman from Ohio to ask me a 
question. . 

i\Ir. WEF ALD. l\lr. Chairman, I a ·k unanimous consent that 
I may be gi•en time to an::;wer certain charges of the gentle
man from Illinois. 

l'il r. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular 
order, which is tbe unanimous·conseut request of the gentle
mnn from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the reque"t of the 
gentleman from Illinois that time be granted to the gentleman 
from Ohio to ask the gentleman from Illinois a question? 

There wa. · no objection. , 
1\Ir. BURTON. On what ba .. is i this 8 per cent to be com

puted? Is the ntlue of the permanent property, the right of the 
le~f':ec and the water power to be counted in, 01· is this merely 
on the bare cost of manufacturing fertilizer? 

l\lr. McKENZIE. I will sny to my distinguished friend from 
Ohio that I can not answer that question categorically; I do not 
know. But I do know thi ·: Tbut thi maximum was agreed 
upon by the representatirns of the farm organizations of the 
country, and furthermore, they ha•e the right to 11aYe a com
mittee audit the cost, anc1 that being true, I ha-ve no fear but 
what tlle farmers of the country will be protected. 

Mr. BURTON. Is it not true, however, that you are inserting 
here a provision which is utterly uncertain-that there is no 
basis of computation for the 8 per cent or any other feature of 
the cost? 

l\lr. McKENZIE. I would say I think the gentleman is mis
tnken in making a statement of that character. I think there is 
no uncertainty in connection \Vith the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from l\Iinnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I send an amend

ment to the desk .. 
The CHAIR1\1AN. The gentleman from Kansns offer an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as folluws: 
Amendment offered by Mr. STRONG of Kansas: On page 11, line 16, 

after the word " exceed," strike out the figure " 8 " and in ert in lieu 
thereof th.e figure "6," and on page 14, line 2, strike out the figure "8 " 
and insert in lieu thereof the figure "6." 

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

l\lr. STRONG of Kansas. l\1r. Chairman, a parliamentary in
quiry. Has debate been closed on this section and all amend
ments thereto? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; on this section and all amendments 
thereto. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. HILL of l\1aryland. M:r. Chairman, I offer an amend

ment: On page 14, line 2, after the word "centum," insert the 
words "on whatever capital or investment is actually used in 
the production of fertilizer." 

The · CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from l\faryland [Mr. 
llrLL] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HILL ot Maryland: Page 14, line 2, 

nfter the word " centum," insert "on whatever capital or investment 
ts actually used in the production of fertilizer." 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The question is on the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Maryland [l\:fr. HILL]. 

The question was taken ; and on a division ( demanued by l\lr. 
HILL of Maryland) there were--yeas 31, noes 33. 

l\fr. HILL of Maryland. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 
The CHAIRJ\1.AN. The gentleman from l\Iarylnnd dtmandB 

tellers. All in favor of ordering tellers will rise and stand 
until counted. [After counting.] Eighteen Members have 
risen ; not a sufficient number. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. l\1r. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. The gentleman from New York [l\fr. 

LA.GUARDIA] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by l\lr. LAGUARDIA: Page 14, line 12. after tbe 

wor<l "organizations," inse1·t "the company shall be obligated to fur
nish fertilizer which shall have at least 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen 
not later than 192G." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York [l\fr. LAGUARDIA]. 

The question was taken, nnd the amendment was rejected. 
~'he Clerk read as follows : 
SEC. 16. Wherever, in the national defense, the United Statrs shall 

requlre all or any pnrt of the operating facilities at nitrate plant No. 
2 for the production of materials necessary in the manufacture of 
explosh·es or other wnr materials, then the United States shall ha>c 
the immediate right, upon five days' notice to the company, to tak.:i 
over and operate the same, and the company will supply the United 
States with hydroelectric Power necessary for such operations, together 
with the use of all patented processes which the United States may 
need which the company owns or has the right fa use. When rr
quired for national defense any of the company·s personnel and operat
ing organization necessary for operating any part of. nitrate plar1t "No. 
2 in the manufacture of materials for explosives, or other war ma· 
terials, shall be at the disposal of the United Stutes. For the facilities 
and sen-ices aforesaid the .United States shall protect tbe company 
from losses occasioned by sm•h use and shall return the said prop
erty in as good condition as when received and rt'asonably compensate 
the company for the use thereof. All duly authorized agents and 
repre~entatives of the United States shall have free access at all rea
sonable times to inspect and study all of the operations, chemical proc
esses. and methods employed by the company at nitrate plant No. 2, 
provided that such agents anll representatives shall not use tbe in· 
formation and the facts concerning any of the company's operations, 
except for the benefit and protection of the United Stut~s. 

l\Ir. STRO:XG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to sh·ike out 
the last word. · 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I want to 
re~ent the insinuation that Members from agricultnral ·districts 
of tile West who are trying to amend this bill to protect the 
farmers of this country are influenced by any power companies 
or an~· nitrate companies. [Applause.] It is not true. I 
might thr-0w bnck the insinuation that the people who are try
ing to raill·oad this bill through Congress are influenced by tho 
richest man in the world, Henry Ford. He has put out a lot 
of propaganda. I ha•e no interest in Henry Ford and I have 
no interest in any nitrate plant or in any power company. 

I represent n great agricultural district. I have no knowl
edge that the farmers of my district are for this proposition. 
I do know that in my borne county one of the most prominent 
members of the American Farm Bureau, and ·a real farmer, is 
fighting it all the time, and every time I go home he asks me 
if it can not be stopped, because he thinks it is going to rob 
the peop1e of their rights in this great power project. I do not 
think the people in Kansas or the farmers of this Nation know 
what this bill does. l\fy friend, the chairman of the committee, 
was asked if the 8 per cent on the turnover was an annual 
turno•er or a turnover on each sale, and the gentleman said 
he did not know. That proposition was sought to be amended 
so that the corporation to which this great power is to be given 
would be held dOVi"ll to 8 per cent on an annual turnover. I 
wanted to amend it so as to let Mr. ·Ford's company make a 
profit of 6 per cent per annum on fertilizer sold to help farmers. 

I want to appeal to my friends on the Democratic side. 
There hai;; been a great deal of criticism upon the bill that 
provided that the railroads of this country have an opportunity 
to make a return of 6 per cent, and in this bill we are to let 
this great corporation to \Thom we are giving away this great 
power make 8 per cent off of the farmers of this country. 

We are saying in this bill that l\Ir. Ford shall pay the Gov
ernment only 4 per cent for the money that we will expend 
million to build these great dams for him, and then we turn 
around and say he can make 8 per cent off of the farmers, 
and if, perchance, the wording of the bill, -which they have 
refused to allow to be corrected, should permit him to maks 
8 per cent on the turnover on all sales, he will make 40 or 50 
per cent annually. 

Mr. Ford has been reported as saying that a railroad com
pany should not be allowed to make over 6 per cent annually. 
Why not hold down Mr. Ford's corporation to the point where he 
will not make over 6 per cent off of the farmers of this country. 

l\1r. DAVIS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. STRONG of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. DA VIS of Tenne see. If there is such a bright prospect 

for profit, why is it that during the three years the matter has 
been open, nobody has made a better offer than Ford? 
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Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I do not know whether they have 
or not, but I do know, as a lawyer and as a business :..Jan, that 
when you are making a contract that is the· time to protect 
the people you say you are going to benefit. 

Mr. DA VIS of Tennessee. Yes ; but I want to ask if it does 
not always take two to make a contract. 

l\!r. STRONG of Kansas. Yes; it takes two to make a con
tract, but you are only going to let one man make this contract. 
[Applause.] 

l\1r. DA VIS of Tennessee. Oh, no. 
1r. STRONG of Kansas. I want the -Ooternment and .the 

:people of the United States to be rep:cesented and :protected 
in the making of this contract. · 

In the bill 'that is being criticized tor letting the railroads 
make a return of 6 per cent, th.ere is a provision for recapture 
of profits made exceeding that amount. There is no recapture 
clause in ·this proposition. What we let the Ford corporation 

-make under this contract, lle keeps. 
l\Ir. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Yes. 
~Ir. STEVENSON. You adopted one yesterday. The Begg 

amendment was adopted Saturday. 
Mr. BTRONG of Kansas. That was an amendment to make 

him make nitrates, and you do not recapture any part of the 
profits under that. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It was made as a r~capture clause to 
reca.pture the whole p-roperty if he violated the contract. 

l\lr. STRONG of Kansas. In case he does not make any •ni
trates ; but it , does not seek to recapture an unjust profit on 
the farmers of this country. 

Now, Kansas does not use any fertilizer at :the present time. 
I realize this is a bill to secure nitrates for "the cotton farmers 
of the South, and I hope it accomplishes that. I have always 
gone along to help th.e faFmers of the South. I have voted 
for everything you have had before the Congress to help the 
farmers of the South, and I want to help you to pass this bill 
if it can be amended so that it will be fair, but I can not go 
along with a bill that has been drawn by Henry Ford's attorneys 
and in wh.ich we are not allowed to change a single thing in 
the interest of the people of my section of the country. The time 
may come when Kansas will want fertilizers and the freight 
rates from Muscle Shoals may forbid our getting them. "Why 
add to that doubt by letting this great co1·poration make 8 
per cent or perhaps much more for manufacturing these 
fertilizers? 

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

_ l\l'r. ROGERS of New Hampshire. l\lr. Chairman, coming 
as I do from a State whose improved farm lands during the 
last quarter of a century have been depleted to a greater ex· 
.tent than those of any other State in the Union, I desire to 
express my approval of this bill [applause] and my opposition 
to any amendments to these sections designed to limit the per· 
centage of _pro.fit to be made by 'Mr. Ford in the manufacture 
of fertilizer products at Muscle Shoals. 

During the last generation we have witnessed . the steady de· 
cline of Anierican agriculture. We have seen the rapid de· 
terioration of the fertilit_y of the -soil We have witnessed all 
over the ·co'Untry a gradual decline 'in our agricultural com· 
munities as the rural population has shifted to the city, lured 
there by a promi e Of higher wages, greater opportunities, and 
better living conditions. We have watched that situation de
velop with nlarm, and in order to check it we bave raised the 
slogan, "Back to the_ farm." Bnt in ·giving expression to this 
noble sentiment we have 'faile-d to reali'ze, .and we fail to realize 
to-day, that we can shout from the mountain 'to_ps to the ·valleys 
below, '"'Back to the farm," but we c8:n neither coax nor coerce 
the young men of the present generation to return to the farm, 
or, best of all, never to leave the farm, 11Iltil we ean give them 
some assurance df a:n opportunity to make .a decent living 
there. [.Applause.] 

So, l\lr. Chairman, no greater service can be done by '.Mem· 
bers of this House to our constituents a-nd the Nation than to 
pro"\'ide some i·elief from the already overwhelming burden 
which besets the agricultural interests and the farmers of 
America. It is because I believe that Henry Ford's lease of 
'Muscle Shoals will provide such relief to the American farmers 
by reducing the price of fertilizer, that .most essential ingre· 
dient in the pursuit of agriculture, that I propose to vote for it. 
[Applause.) 

If we pass this bill the United States -Will receive $5,000,000 
from l\Ir. Forcl, '"'·ho, in turn, will provide an opportunity for 
the .Ameri :ill farmer to secure American fertilizer made in 
America. "\ ·e will reduce th.e cost of fertilizer to the Ameri
can farme1· more than 50 per cent. We will reduce it 'from 

an annual .expenditure of $330,000,000 to less than $175,000,000. 
We will relieve the American farmer from the payment of 
over $11,000,000 as annual export duties paid to Ohile and, 
best of nil, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
we will take from the shoulders of the American farmers the 
burden of paying to these selfish individual and corporate in· 
terests, which control the output of American fertilizer to· 
day, the excessive and exorbitant profits which they ham 
demanded in the past. [Applause.] 

New Hampshire is one of the •smallest States of the Union, 
both in urea and population. But it is also one of the thirteen 
CQlonies, and from the very birth of the Republic down to 
the present time the maj01·ity of its citizens have been second 
to none in their loyalty to the soil and their devotion to the 
cause of agriculture. Yet, by reason of the overwhelmin~ 
odds against them beca-use of the prohibitive cost of culti
vation, the .gradual ·sterility of the soil, and increasing oppor· 
tunities in the great industrial centers of the State during the 
last 40 years, nearly 70 per cent of the farm lands of rew 
Ilalllpshlre have been abandoned, the highest percentage of 
any State of the Union. Again, during the 10 years between 
1910 and 1920, the amount paid by the farmers of New Hamp
shire for fertilizer increased from $512,580 to $326,180, an in· 
crease of only 3 per cent, notwithstanding the increased cost 
in the fertilizer itself. This record also is nnequaled el e· 
where in America, the State of Oklahoma, for instance, ha\· 
ing an increase in the amount paid '.for fertilizer during the 
same period of 1455 per cent. 

The difficulty in the successful operation of our farms in 
America exists in a lesser degre~ in otber States than New 
Hampshire. What is the remedy? The American Nation can 
not exie;t without agricultu'ral prospel'ity. Tt is es ential to the 
continued growth and maintenance of om· great industrial and 
commercial activities. It is necessary for the continued health. 
happiness, and prosperity of all our people. Notwithstanding 
our boasted wealth, we can not exist without ·:rood and clothing, 
and without agriculture we can secure neither. 

Capital and labor are to-day both higl1ly organized. Capital 
-may fight :its battles by lockouts and combinations. Labor mny 
secure its demands by strikes and boycotts. The American 
farmer can not avail himself of either of these remedie , for 
if the farmer should strike the Nation itself would perish. 

Thus we see that any legislation -which helps the farmer helps 
the Nation. Cheaper fertilizer means cheaper production, and a 
lower cost of production means that the farmer is provided with 
some substantial inducement to operate his farm and to ex
pand his agricultural pursuits. 

We are to-day offered an opportunity of giving to tlre Amer
ican farmer a great measure of relief. We have an opportuDity 
by enacting this bill into law to assist the farmer in s cudng 
cheaper fertilizer. Such assistance the farmer l'iglltfully de
mands and justly deserves. Let us see to it that it is given to 
him. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto close in five minutes. 

The 'CHAIRMAN. Tl1e gentleman from Illinois moves that 
all debate on this section and all amendments thereto clo e 
in five minutes. 

'.tihe question was taken, and U1e motion was agreed to. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as .follows: 
rage 15, lines 13 ~nd 14, sttike out the word " reasonable." 

l\Ir. L..iGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this section ia a l" 

measure. There is no 'Such thing as reasonable time in any 
matter concerning the safety of the country. If you limit the 
time that officials of the War Department may -vis1t the works 
you ·are creating ·a question of fact, and Mr. Ford will be the 
se>le arbiter just when representatives of the ·Government may 
inspect this important plant in acco:rdance with the terms o! 
this contract. [Cries of "Vote!" "Vote." "Vote!"J Oh, you 
can holler "Vote" as much as you like. You can laugh the 
amendment down if you desire, but you will all live to rue 
the day that you railroaded and jammed the bill through 
the House in its present condition. Two minutes ago you voted 
down an amendment which tended to guarantee to tbe farmers 
in this country fertilizer not later than 1.926-that is two years 
from date. In five and seven and eight years from now you are 
going to have the farmers of the country on your neck asking 
for fertilizer from this plant. There is no provision iu the 
contract that provides when the first consi.gmnent of fertilizer 
shall be ready for sa1e. The contract is ilent on that point. 
So Fotd has it entirely in hi~ t:li~cretion to commence the 
111nnufacture of fertilizer any time in tlie future. l\lr. Chair-
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man, I offer this amendment in all seriousn~ss. Do not 
hamstring the rights of the War Department, but gh·e the 
representatives of the War Department access at all times, and 
the right to inspect the Government property freely and with
out hindrance. I appeal to protect the people, at least to 
the extent of keeping intact this valuable, necessary nitrate 
plant. · 

The CHAIR~IAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMA.l~. The pro forma amendment of the gentle

man from Kansas [l\fr. STRONG] is withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 17. In order that saicl company may be supplied with electric 

power and the farmers and other users with fertilizers after the termi
nation of the aid one-hundred-rear lease, should the United States 
elect not to operate said power plants but determine to lease -0r 
dispo e of ame, t}le company shall haye the preferred right to 
negotiate with the United States for such lease or purchase, and upon 
such terms as may then be prescribed by Congress. 

l\fr. HILL of :Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follow : 
Pages 15 and 16, strike gut all of. section 17. 

l\lr. HILL of Maryland. l\lr. Chairinan and gentlemen o:( 
the House, I hold in my hand an editorial from the greatest 
Democratic newspaper south of the Mason and Dixon line, 
The Sun, of Baltimore. This newspaper several months ago 
editorially referred, more or less favorably, to the Ford propo
sition, but thi great newspaper, in common with a good many 
other obseners in this Nation, as expre . ing a growing public 
sentiment, realizes that the Ford l\Iuscle Shoals offer is not 
one to be swallowed whole too quickly. The Baltimore Sun, 
which is a Democratic paper and which is strongly in favor 
of everything for the South, says this morning: 

It will be a bad bargain for America if his [Ford's] first proof of 
elliciency at Mu cle Shoals stands out to be abUity to make Congress 
sign the dotted line under exactly what he wants. Ancl that dotted 
line the House is about to sign. 

l\!r. Chairman, I want to call attention to one of the dotted;
line articles tba t Congress is about to sign. Section 17 pro
vides as follows : 

:SEC. 17. In order that said com~any may be supplied with electric 
power and the farmers and other users witll fertilizers after the 
termination of the said one-hundred-year lease, should the United 
States elect not to operate said power plants bnt determine to lease or 
dispo e of same, the company shall have the preferred right to nego
tiate with the United States for such lease or purchase, and upon 
such terms as may then be prescl'ibed by Congress. 

l\Ir. l\Iayo, the personal representntive of l\Ir. Ford before the 
Military Affair· Committee, said that that meant in his opinion 
that the Ford co~:poration should have the preferred and ex
clusive right to continue this project after the 100-year period 
is over. I know, gentlemen, that in the pre ent temper of this 
committee ~Tou will vote my amend:- lent down. I know that 
the majority of you will vote to "sign on the dotted line," but 
I call your attention to this editorial before you put your sig
nature on · that line. I call your attention especially to the 
wllole of thi · editorial from this strong Democratic paper, the 
Baltimore Sun, which i as follows: · 

Ml SCLE SHOALS. 

A reversal clause providing that Henry Ford hall turn back the 
Muscle Shoals properties ii he hould fall for two consecutive years to 
produce therefrom at least ~0,000 tons of nitrates bas been written 
into the McKenzie bill. ~he safeguartl can hardly be called a drastic 
one, fo1· the capacity of the complete plant is estimated at 110,000 
tons of ammonium nitrate a year, nearly three times what Ford is 
calletl upon to produce if the proposed l~se goes thl'Ough. The im
portance of this re;ersal clause, however, does not lie in its leniency 
to the lessee, but in the !a.ct that insis.tence on making good on the 
contract is almos t the only measure of public protection written into 
the Ford offer as embodied in the McKenzie bill. 

One would haYe thought tllat the tremendous stir aroused over the 
Teapot Dome and other oil lt'ases W"ulu have aroused a spirit of 
healthy caution in the House toward the leasing of Muscle Shoals. 
The immensity of the Alabama enterprise; its threefold importance as 
a gigantic power plant and as a plant equipped for the large-scale 
manufacture of clremical prvfucts necessary to both munitions and 
fertilizers certainly merits emphasis on the conservationist viewpoint. 
The moral mos t strongly pointed by the oil scandals is that the repre
sentatives of the pubUc, whether appointed or elected, must in future 
take their responsibility very seriously b turning over invaluable Gov-

ernment properties to private enterprise. Yet the McKenzie bill is 
marching steadiJy on to passage by the House, blithely shedding amend
ments which would put the 1nterest3 o ~ the United States above the 
interests of. Henry Ford. 

What reasonable objection, for instance, can be raised against the 
amendment proposed by Representative TuEODORE BURTON, of Ohio, 
which would have limited the Ford lease to 50 instead of 100 years, 
ancl would have placed the tenancy of the manufacturer and bis as
signs under the jurisdiction o~ the 1'ederal water power act? Without 
considering other factors, C:e pace at which the utility of hydroelectric 
plants is developing indicates that a lease of a century is likely to be 
a crazy gamble from the public viewpoint. If in 1824 all dockage 
space !or steam vessels in Neu York Harbor had been leased to a 
single Individual for a century, it might not have attracted much 
attention then, when the steamship was in its untried infancy. But 
looking back on such a contract to-day we would regard it as almost 
criminal folly. Yet in the case of Muscle Shoals the House threw out 
the protective amendment of Representative BURTON, a man whose 
intelligent foresight is second to none in co·ngress, by a vote of 182 
to 104. 

Again, nobody in Congress seems to have any clear idea of whether 
the price which Ford is offering for l'~uscle Shoals bears any just 
relationship to the present value, let alone future possibilities, of what 
he will receive it. the .McKenzie bill goes thr·ougb. The value of his 
lease to him, of course, depends on his ability to obtain primary power 
cheaply, and as the cost per kilowatt hour at Muscle Shoals appears to 
be uncertain, Mr. Ford ' · ill naturally try to keep his capital invest
mE>nt low to protect himself and his gallery of farmers against produc
tion costs higher than Government estimates. Doubtless he has done 
careful figuring on his part of the bargain. But that is no reason why 
Congress should give his ntlmates blanket indorsement. 

The e>ident anxiety of the fertilizer manufacturers to keep Mr. Ford 
out of Muscle Shoals must not be allowed to blind Cong1·ess to the 
maguitucle and importance of this bill. The fertilizer people have 
rather spoiled their case by the equal vehemence with which they have 
argued against the Government running Mu'lcle Shoals and against Mr. 
Ford running it. But because Congresf; i.i alert to this propaganda is 
no reason why it should be hypnotized by the strange legend of Mr. 
Ford's humanitarian and rnpernatural efficiency. It will be a bad bar
gain for America it his first proof of efficiency at Muscle Shoals turns 
out to be ability to make Co· .:::ress sig the dotted line under exactly 
what he wants. · And that dotted line the Ilouse is a.bout to sign. 
(March 10, 1924.) 

Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Yes. 
Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Would the gentleman be kind 

enough to tell the House what favored candidate for the Presi
dency of the United States the Baltimore Sun is supporting? 

l\Ir. HILL of l\laryland. I think before the recent oil re
tainer disclosures the Baltimore Sun might possibly have been 
in favor of l\Ir. McAdoo. I do not know, but I seriously doubt 
if it would be now. 

l\Ir. HOW ARD of Nebraska. That is what the gentleman 
thinks. Will he please tell us if he knows who the Baltimore 
Sun is now supporting for President of the United States? 

l\lr. HILL of :Maryland. I do not know, but it might well be 
Gov. AllJert C. Ritchie, of Maryland. I hope it is not Mr. Wil
liam Jennings Bryan, however. 

Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. The gentleman does not need 
to hope anything of that kind. He knows. It may be that 
the Baltimore Sun is supporting some gentleman slightly as
sociated with the Alabama Power Co. 

l\lr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman name any candi
date for President on the Democratic side who is associated 
with that company? 

Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. He could. 
l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. Why does he not do it, then? 
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. It is not his place. 
l\Ir. HILL o'f Maryland. I understand the gentlem·an ~an 

name a prominent Democratic candidate for President who 
is associated with the Alabama Power Co. Is that the 
case? 

Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. 011, he could if lie wanted to. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. l\Ir. Chairman, I hope the com

mittee will adopt my amendment and not place the imperial 
crown in perpetuity upon the head of Edsel Ford, and his 
posterity, not only for 100 years, but for generations yet 
unborn. 

Acco~·ding · to Ford enthusiasts, like the gentleman from 
Mississippi [l\fr. Qurn], I was "muddying the waters and 
scuttlefishing around" in 1922, when I showed in the hearings 
that the Ford interests sought perpetual rights from the 
United States. Section 17 may not be as bad as the original 
Ford demand, but it is still an attempt at a perpetual prior 
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lien. Read the following statements of Mr. Mayo 1n answer Mr. J\IA.DDEN. :Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tbe 
to my question in 1922. Here it is: last word. ·After listening to the reading of section 18, I am 
[Part of t1le bearings before the C-Ommittee on Military .Atrrurs, thoroughly convinced that we made a mistake when we 

adopted the Begg-Wingo amendment. Section 18 gives the 
Tuesday, February 14• 1922• page 289·1 Government every remedy necessary to forfeit the contract or 

Mr. HILL . .And the money thrrt they so advanced makes a project contracts under legal procedure, for any violation, no matter 
on which the proposed company has a prior petpetual lien on an the what it may be. It seems to me· that the amendment adopted 
output; is that not right? on Saturday makes impossible the investment of any money 

Mr. 'MA.Yo. Yes, Sil'; within the limitation stated. by anybody in the development of Muscle Shoals. It leaves 
Mr. Qut1'. Mr. Mayo, evf!ry kind of assumption has been indulged them at the mercy of the Government or some agent of the 

fil Since tbis proposition bas been submitted, except the second coming Gove1·nment, it m:;iy be some clerk of the Government, who 
of the Savior at the elld of the world. If Mr. Fora, through this gen- may say that they have violated some trivial featul!e of the con
erous offer to the peo'ple of the United States, can bring forth all of tract. Personally, I hope that when this question comes up 
these violent assumptions, I have an idea that these gentlemen think in the Hou e we will get a separate vote upon the amend
be can bring do·wn the cost of fertilizer to the farme1"S of the country. ment and elin:iina:te it from the bill. 

Are you familiar with the debates that occurred in this committee Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fo1lo"t\·:tng 
and on the floor of the House and the Senate when the proposition amendment, whieh I sen<l to the desk. 
was made to establish the clams and the nitrate plants at Muscle The Clerk read as follows: 
Shoals? 

l\lr. ::.\IAYo. I am not very familiar with them; no, sir. Amendment by Mr, STEVENSON. Page 15, line 9, nftor tbe word 
Mr. Qu1N. There were two propositions set forth at that time, the "proceedings" strike out the words "in equity." 

primary idea being that there should be a nitrate plant there to make Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, it is very _plain what 
powller for use by the United States Army in time of war, and that this should do. The district court of the United States has 
in peace times fertilizer should be made there. I was an ardent advo- both law and equity powers. The section here provides for 
cate of both of those propositions. the invoking of both law and equity powers, to wit, injunction, 

After the -war terminated, Congress, after a violent debate, failed to which is an equity power, and manaamus, which is a law 
provide for the completion of that dam. Now, the Ford proposition ·power, yet if the words (•in equity" are left there, the juris
calls for the completion of the dams and the carrying out of both diction of the district court will be confined to equity J>OWel'S, 
purposes tor which the original plant was started, does it not? and you will have tied the 'Government to the exercise anly 

Mr. 1\IAYo. Yes, sir. · af the equity powers Of the district court. This is merely to 
M:r. Qurn. l\fr. HILL wa'Sted a lot of time in asking questions and give the Go-ve-rnment all the power that tbe district court of 

endeavoring to read out of Mr. Ford's proposition what is plainly the United States has, which it .can exercise. :As I under
written in it. Listen to what it says on page 18, section 17, of the stand it, the amendment is agreeab'le .'to the committee on both 
report of the Secretary of .War. This is the language: " In order sides of the House. 
that sn.id company may be supplied with electric power, .and the l\fr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I have ·great respect 'for tlle 
farmers with fertilizers, after the termination of the said 100-year business judgment of 't"he gen'fleman "from Illinois (Mr. l\IADDEN], 
leases, should the United States elect not to operate 'Said _power plants but I do not think he will fan out with rue if I ay thnt I 
but determine to lease or dispose of them." .Mr. Ford puts it in his .have .not much respect for his judgment on the legal effect of 
proposition, does he not? words, because he is not a lawyer. I want to point out to the 

Mr. MAYO. Yes, sir. gentleman that be said that under the amendment we adopted 
Mr. Qurn. '!'hen all of that questioning was just 1muddy1ng the on Saturday some clerk might do this or that. iHe is wrong. 

waters and scuttlefishing around. Mr. MADDEN. I said that the company might be left at the 
Unless you strike out section 17, as I propose, -you will give · mercy of a clerk, possibly. 

the Ford Corporation "the preferred right• after the end of Mr. WINGO. -Very well. He says that for some immaterial 
100 years. Such an action is one you and your descendants violation, some trivial violation-is not that fbe Hmguage that 
will regret. I hope you will adopt my amendment and strike the gentleman used? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
out section 17. [Applanse.] ~11-. WINGO. Why, if the gentleman Will read the ·decisions, 

Mr. JAl\.IES. 1\Ir. Cbai1:man, I rise in opposition to the or if he will read <me single decislan, af the courts on the ques
arnendment of the gentleman from M31·yland [Mr. HILL]. The tion of forfeiture he will find running through all ·of them fl.le 
gentleman from Maryland is talking about what Mr. Mayo 
said before our committee two years ago. Mr. Mayo was not iClea ·that yau can not have a 'fodeiture upon a trivial violation. 
talking about the present language of the bill at all. He was It must be a substantial violation, some substantial agreement 
talking about something that was in the original Ford offer. in the contract, and not ~ome incidental, collate:rnl, or tridal 
The best argument against the ,gentleman's amendment are the part of the contra.ct. 
words I referred to the other ·day, uttered by the gentleman Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yielc.1? 
f I [,"'. H ] . Mr. WINGO. Yes. 
rorn owa m.r. ULL • Mi:. WILLIAMSON. Does the gentleman hold that we shonlu 

That means that having the property thei'e, having llev'eloped it, if not attempt to .amend this bill by striking out a single word? 
two companies offer the same thing, the Ford Co. should be given l\1r. 'VINGO. Oh, with all due respect for my good friend, 
the preference. Why is that unfair? I unde1·stand that some gentle- I ma-y assure lrim that I am not in a state of -political cowardice 
men say it is unfair, but I can not ·see tlrnt it is unfair. where r will surrenclar my juc1gment upon 11 busine s p:i:opo ition 

or on the law in -arder to hold my seat on tile floor of tbis 
And it is not. and this amendment should be defeated. House. But if 1 should ever sink to that low depth, I think and 
Mr. lHcKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, J mo-ve -that all debate upon I know that my own constituents will ha~e euouO'h intelligence 

this section and all amendments thereto do now close. 
The question. wu.s taken; and on a division (demanded by to replace me w)th somebody who will at least have enough 

Mr. Ilw..NTON) there were--ayes 95, noes 7. courage to vote for his honest convictions and judgment on this 
floor. ,[Appia use.] 

So the motion was 32reed to. !\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
'Che CHAIR:\.IA.i~. The question now is on the amendment: 

oITerecl by the gentleman from Maryland. yil~~.: WINGO. I regret J: can not yield. I want to present tha 
.Tbe amendment was rejected. 

d f 11 proposition. 
The Clerk rea as 0 ows: nemember, I accepted the Begg amendment under .prote t on 
SEc. 18. In addition to any ·other remedies that may be po'sse. sed account of some provisions in it. But I was told by these self

by the United States, and as a further method of procedure in the constituted l!.,ord repre entati\es on the floor that Ford's rep
event of the violation of any of the terms of this proposal or any resentatives bad agreed to take the Begg amendment, and "for 
contracts made in furtherance of its terms, the company agrees that God's sake keep your amendment off." 'Vhen they said that to 
the .Attorney General may, upon the request or the Secretary of War, me l knew they had not read the law and did not understand 
in titute p1•oceedings in equity in the District Court of the United that my restriction is less thrut the negg restriction; and I sug
"tates for the Northern District of Alabama for the purpose of can- geste<l, as you will see on page 3094 of the RECORD, the pro
celing and terminating the lease of Dam No. 2 or Dam No. 3, or vision that ought to cover this question. 
both of them, because of such violation or for the purpose of remedy- I am willing to go further i:han tbat if you will admit wbat, 
ing or correcting by injunction, mandamus, or other pro-cess, any act as every lawyer admits, is right. ,If iYOU 1accept this proposition 
of commis ion or omission tn violation of the terms of thls proposal here, I will help you beat the Begg a.mer:.dment. I am not 
or any contract made in furtherance thereof. 1 going to stand here tilrough polit~cal cowu.Tdice and fail to try 
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to put in bere what every court says must appear affirmatively 
ancl is never presumed. [Applause.] I am willing to accept 
this kind of a compromise and it is as far as I will go, and 
mark my prediction: Some such provision must be in this bill 
before it will ever become a law. You give any cornfield 
lawyer five minutes' time to sit down with Henry Ford and his 
best attorneys, and after it is explained to them Henry Ford 
and his best attorneys \.ill say, "That is fair and I will agree 
to it, and it is less restrictive than some other provisions of the 
bill." 

This is my suggestion, anC. I will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] fa listen to this: 

A compliance by the company with the requirements of this act 
with reference to the manufacture o! nitrate and maintaining nitrate 
plant No. 2 in its present state o! readiness or its equivalent !or im
mediate operation in the manufacture of materials necessary in time 
of war for the production of explosives, except as it may be prevented 
by reconstruction of the plant itself, or by war, strikes, accidents, 
fires, or other causes beyond its control, shall constitute conditions · 
suu~equent upon which the right o! the company shall depend, and a 
failure to substantially meet such conditions, or either of them, shall 
give the United States, in addition to any other right it may have, the 
right, by proper action in a court of co:.i.petent jurisdiction, to recap
ture said nitrate plant No. 2. 

Xote this: "Shall give the United States." How? Not by 
executh·e action, or action by a minor clerk, but the right by 
proper action in any court of competent jurisdiction to r~ 
capture the property in question. 

Is not l\fr. Ford willing to do that? As a believer in Henry 
Ford, I deny that he will oppose such a safeguard. If any· 
body denies that, I call on him to produce his authority, b~ 
cause I believe Henry Ford is sincere, and when he is dead 
and gone if the company that succeeds to his rights fails to 
comply with these two material propositions I know, having 
faith in his integrity, that he would say, "Certainly the United 
States Government should have the right to go into court and 
show that the company was refusing in a substantial way to 
carry out my agreement." 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkan- . 
sas has expired. 

~Ir. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
three minutes. 

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

There was no objection. 
~Ir. WINGO. If the company failed to comply substantially 

on these two major propositions, why should not the Govern
ment have the right to reenter and recapture the property? 
Tbe gentleman from Illinois [l\lr. MADDEN] said you could not 
float the bonds if such a provision were inserted. Let me tell 
the gentleman, if that is the way he feels about it--

1\Ir. l\IADDEN. I said I would not invest any money in it 
under such circumstances. 

Mr. WINGO. You have a worse provision here than that. 
You have a provision here to the effect that the covenants shall 
run with the land. Frankly, _if I were representing people in a 
franchise of that kind I would say, "No; I will not have it" 
Is not that a cloud upon your title when you invest money? 
Yet men talk here about restrictions on capital because you 
gi-re the United States the right to go into court and show that 
where good faith has not been exercised by this corporation 
the lease should be forfeited. I say to you, gentlemen, have 
some courage. Some gentlemen say, " Let us send it to the 
Senate." I say you are not responsible to the Senate. Let us 
do the right thing here in the House. Then you can help 
Henry Ford get Muscle Shoals when you give the Government 
thP right to institute recaptlU'e proceedings when it can show 
bad ·faith. 

Gentlemen, you have got to have something there that will 
giYe the people of the United States the right to go into court 
and seek to recover the plant in the event there is bad faith and 
if they try to commit a fraud on the Government of the United 
States. Suppose you went into court and asked for a receiver. 
I imagine IIenry Ford would rather have direct action and 
keep his property than have some little receiver take it over. 

:\lr. AYRES. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
)fr. WINGO. Yes. 
)lr. AYRES. Why limit it to fertilizer alone? Why not 

limit it to fertilizer and furnishing the power? 
:Mr. WINGO. There are two major things. They could fall 

down on payments, and they could fall down on furnishing 
power to the dam ; but as long as they make an honest effort 
to fulfill the reqniremeuts as to the manufacture of fertilizer 
and keeping the plant ready for war use I am willing to waive 

any other default, if you hold them down to the fulfillment of 
the contract with respect to the. two big properties turned over 
to Henry Ford. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I take it from 
what my good friend the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
WINGO] has said, and the wording of the amendment which he 
states he is willing to aGcept as a compromise, that he in effect 
admits that the amendment which was adopted on Saturday 
to this bill, known as the Begg amendment as amended by Mr. 
WrNGo's amendment, is entirely to drastic. 

Mr. WINGO. If the gentleman will permit, I know the gen
tleman wants to be fair. The gentleman bas personal reasons 
to know that I have made every endeavor to get a compromise. 
There are some provisions of the Begg amendment I do not 
want. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I am going, I think, to demon
strate that it is entirely too drastic, and I want to appeal to 
those Members of this House who are sincerely in favor of the 
acceptance of Mr. Ford's offer to vote that amendment down. 
[Applause.] Under the terms of this proposal it may require 
possibly $59,000,000 by way of expenditure before Mr. Ford 
can begin the manufacture of nitrogen. Is not that true? 

Mr. ALMON. That is the investment of himself, not the 
Government. 

1\lr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And that be will have to go 
down in his own pocket and spend any such sum as may be 
needed to put that plant in proper condition so that he can 
proceed under his agreement to manufacture nitrates. 

l\Ir. BURTON rose. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Excuse me for just a moment. 

Under the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio 
as amended by the gentleman from Arkansas, he will not be 
gtven a day in court if there is a violation of any condition or 
any agreement in this entire contract, regardless of the reason 
or the nature of the violation. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas reads as follows, and this lan
guage was put in the Begg amendment, "or failure to com
ply with any of the other conditions and agreements set out in 
this act." 

Kow, gentlemen, I repeat there is no opportunity given Mr. 
Ford or his company to go into a court and have that court 
determine as to whether or not there has been any failure 
to conform to the agreement or the conditions set forth, but 
under the proclamation of the President of the United Srntes 
at any time in the next 100 years every dollar he has ex
pended, not only that which be expends to-day but that which 
he or bis company expends to-morrow, can be forfeited. I do 
not have any personal knowledge of what Mr. Ford wm do, 
but you know that no business man is going to spend millions 
of dollars under those terms. So I repeat, gentlemen, you who 
are friendly to the Ford offer. if you want it accepted then 
do as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] asked you 
to do when this bill gets to the House, vote down that amend
ment. Those who are opposed to it, let me appeal to you to 
face this matter openly and courageously. If you are opposed 
to it I respect you for voting your convictions, but I want 
to say, as I have said many times on this floor, this bill 
ought not to be defeated indirectly by amendments. [Ap
plause.] Those who are opposed to it ought to meet it as it 
is presented here and not undertake by amendment to defeat 
the purposes of this legislation. Gentlemen, I repeat that it 
this amendment is adopted by the Hou~e you and P.very 
man--

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question 1 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Knows that no business man 

would accept such a proposition because no sound business 
man would invest millions of dollars under those clrcum
stances and those conditions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex:olred. 
J\1r. BYRNS of Tennessee. I ask for two additional 

minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks for 

two additional minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

l\Ir. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. In a minute. This says t1pon 

the proclamation of the President. What man is going to in
vest millions of dollars to run through a period of 100 ~ears 
on the turn of a political wheel? 'J."'hat is what you are 8$king 
l\Ir. Ford to do under this amendment because you leave it to 
some President to say hereafter whether or not he has vio
lated the terms or conditions of his agreement, and the Presi
dent's action can not be questioned or attacked in the courts. 
I say leave it to the courts to enforce the terms of the con
tract. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKENZIE] an<l the 
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gentleman from Georgia [Mr. WRIGHT] and other gentlemen 
of tlle Military Affair Committee who spoke upon this matter 
have declared that this bill provides every safeguard neces
sary to protect the rights of the Government and the people 
of this country. , 

l\lr. BURTON. What warrant bas the gentleman from 
Tennes ·ee for saying that $59,000,000 must be expended here 
by Mr. li""'ord? 

l\1r. BYRNS of Tennes ee. Why, the gentleman knows that 
the plant will have to have many million dollars expended 
upon it before it will be in a condition to manufacture 
nitrates. 

l\fr. BURTON. Two million dollars is the only sum I men
tioned in regard to plant No. 2. Fifty-nine million dollars 
seems to me a tremendous exaggeration. There is no such 
sum necessary. 

1\Ir. BYRNS of Tennes ee. I get my authority from ~ome 
men whom. I undertake to say have made a study of the 
subject. I do not vouch for the figures. The gentleman · ad
mits some expenditures would have to be made--

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. That does not affect the argu
ment the gentleman is now making. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Whether it is $59,000,000 or 
$59,000, no business man is going to put money into a plant 
down there to-day with the possibility of present and future 
expenditures being taken from him upon the mere turn of a 
political wheel and the ipsi dixit of any one man and with
out right of appeal, even though that man may be the Presi
dent of the United States. [Applause.] 

I have just been handed a telegram from Maj. E. B. Stahl
man, one of the South's distinguished citizens and owner and 
publisher of the Nashville Banner, one of the leading news
papers of the South, and which, as I have heretofore stated, 
has been conducting a referendum of the citizens of middle 
Tennessee as to the proper disposition of Muscle Shoals. The 
telegram reads as follows : 

NASHVILLE, TENN., March 10, 1924. 
Ilon. JOSEPH W. BYnxs, :ll. C., 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Banner ballots up to noon reached 42,678 for Foll8, with only a 

total of 57 for power companies and Government ownership com
bined. Vote will go over 50,000 by 9 o'clock, when campaign closes. 
People looking anxiously toward Washington, with confidence in final 
result. Thfl"e has never been a battle of ballots fought in the history 
of Tennessee which indicates such unanimity as this. Tbe sentiment 
against the associated power companies in the latter's e1fort to throt
tle competition and establish a powerful and ruthless monopoly is 
simply overwhelming. We rejoice in the splendid fight you and your 
associates are making. 

E. B. ST.AHLMAN. 

Mr. BEGG. l\fr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I sometimes see the humorous ~side to an excitement regarding 
a proposition by some attorneys. Now the gentleman from 
Tenne ee [I\Ir. BYRNS], my good friend, has just got through 
saying that if my amendment went into tbe provisions of the 
bill, there was no opportunity to go into conrt. Why, such an 
interpretation of my amendment can not be made-if I make 
a contract of -sale with you to pay you anything and stipulate 
conditions which you must comply with or a forfeiture clause 
act holds anywhere that decides whether there is a performance 
of the conditions. Suppose my provision goes in, and the com
pany fails to manufacture for two consecutive years, and the 
Government of the United States says that be does not per
form. Who says he does? 

Whose is the deciding voice in the whole matter? The 
court, and nobody else. .All my amendment does, I will say 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS], is this: It 
determines definitely what the judgment shall be in case the 
United States goes to court and proves the fact-and it does 
not take an attorney to know that. 

If there are any men on this side of the House, or on either 
side, I do not care how enthusiastic you are for this amend
ment, if you want to gamble the value of the electric power 
at Muscle Shoals, with no guaranty that you are going to 
get it back, I refuse to go along with you. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennes ee. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. BEGG. Yes; for a brief question. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman 

that section 18 guarantees its return. 
l\!r. BEGG. I will say to the gentleman that if section 

18 guarantees that, then why is· the gentleman afraid of my 
amendment? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That section guarantees it 
through the courts. 

Mr. BEGG. It does not guarantee anything of the kind. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman said his amend

. ment provides for going into court , but there is nothing in 
the gentleman's amendment which provides that. 

Mr. BEGG. There is. Whenever a dispute arises it al
ways goes to a court, and the gentleman knows it. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. But the gentleman's amendment 
seeks to limit it to the right of going to the President of the 
United States and not to the court. . 

l\1r. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I must decline to yield further. 
It is so simple that it does not take- a law student to know 
that there is no tribunal provided for in my amendment but 
a court, and ...the court must be appealed to in order to settle 
disputes. If the company and the Government should ~et 
into a dispute, of course they will go to the courts to settle 
the dispute and find the fact. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this committee, does 
anybody have any idea at all as to what the value of the 
electric power at Muscle Shoals Inight be in 40 years? Sup
pose I had control of the company 40 years from now and 
I found that by selling electric power for heating purposes 
I could double my money over the manufacture of fertilizers; 
in that event, if I wanted to evade the contract, without this 
reversal clause of mine in it, it would be the easiest thing in 
the world to evade it under the strike provision or recon
struction provision, because there is not any time limit in 
the bill for the rebuilding of that plant. I can start to tear 
it down for the purpose of reconstructing it and then I can 
take just as long as I want to take in reconstructing it, and 
there is not a court in the land that will render any judg
ment against me because there is no re•ersal provision in the 
bill as now drawn. 

Now, there is one other phase I would like to present-
The CHAIRl\fA.N. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
Mr. BEGG. l\lr. Chairman, I would like to ask for three. 

minutes more. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani

mous consent to proceed for three additional mi.nute . Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BEGG. Now, gentlemen, look at this other pro,·ision. 

Suppose the company wants to avoid the contract · or does not 
want to. Through bad management, let us say, the company 
goes into bankruptcy. If my provision is in the bill, and the 
company goes into bankruptcy and fails to manufacture fer
tilizer for two years, the whole property comes back to the 
Government, where it belongs; but if my provi ion is not in 
the bill, the only thing you can <lo is to go into the market, 
when that property is put on sale at sheriff's sale, and bid it 
in, and that is the only recourse the Government bas under 
the law. 

Gentlemen, I appeal to the friends of this measure to put 
in the bill a provision whereby the United States gets it only 
on condition that the company fails for two consecutive years, 
and thereby insure the passage of the bill. and also be sure 
that the rights of the people will be protected, in that there 
will be a minimum amount of 40,000 tons of fertilizer manu
factured annually. 

l\Ir. McKENZIE. l\1r. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this amendment do now close. 

The CHAIR 1A.N. The gentleman from IBinois moves that 
all debate on this section--

Mr. WINGO. l\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman's motion was 
that all debate on this amendment do now close. Was not that 
the motion made by the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. l\IcKE.NZIE. There is an amendment pending, offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, striking out the words 
" in equity " in line 9, page 16, and I simply wish to say I 
have no objection to that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the motion of the gentleman
that all debate cm this amendment do now close? 

1\fr. McKENZIE. Yes; on the pending amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to closing debate on the 

pending amendment? [.After a pause.] The Ohair hears none. 
The question now is on the amendment offered by the gentle

man from South Carolina, that the words "in equity," in line 9, 
page 16, be stricken out. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON : Page 16, line 13, strike out the 

words "for the purpose of remedying or correcting." . 

• 
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l\Ir. BLA!~TO~ •. Mr. Chairman., I think these words in the 
euutract are superfluous and ought to come out, f-0r every at
tempt that has been made to· properly remedy and eorrect this 
bill has been voted down, except in one insrance, and that one 

I 
change is now to be i·escinded. We learned from one of the 
greatest characters who ever sat in this House, the great 
Champ Clark, of Missouri, that when the House gets in a 

' temper such as it is in now you bad better not get in front of 

1 
the steam roller, because if you do you are going to get l'11Il 

I ()'ref.'. 
There is no chance in the world, with the House in its present 

temper, to pot an amendment in this bill to properly rem€dY it 
or to correet it. As I said a moment ago, there has been just 
one amendment adopted to correct and remedy the one-sided 
lJTOvisions of this bill, and that was the Begg amendment. I 
supported the Wingo amendment. I thought it was a good 
one. I then empported the Begg amendment, and I think that 
is a good one. for it safeguards the people's rights, and I think 
there are other necessary amendments that ought to be put in 
the bill if we safeguard the Treasury and protect the people ; 
but the Begg amendment is going to be voted down. Just as 
soon as you get in the House our anxious friends are going to 
ask a separate vote on it and tlle steam roller is going to 
operate and put .it out of. the bill, because my colleagues now 
in the saddle have determined to p:a s this bill just like it is, 
without any change whatever. I admire the steam-roller tac
tic sometimes. In instances when matters· of momentous im
portance are not invoh~ed, I can sit back and enjoy the steam
roller process, when the result of it in the mashing out of 
things does not bring dire calamity upon the people of the 
United States; but passing this bill as it is now is going to 
bring great losses and increased financifil burdens upon the 
people in many ways if you keep out all amendments to this 
bill. I had studied earefnlly an amendment that should have 
been adopted to a preceding section of this bill, yet the com
mittee now in eharge, who are hml'iedly passing this bill 
through to final passage, would not even give me an opportunity 
to offer it and have it considered. 

.Mr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BL~NTON. I regret that I can not yield now. I had 

too hard a time getting this five minutes. 
You are giving this plant to Mr. Ford for 100 years. Have 

you e\·er stopped to think that 100 years is a long, long time, 
and that many drastic changes can occur in 100 years? Yet 
in a preeedi.ng paragraph, which you have passed without 
changing, you have not stopped merely at 100 years but you 
hm·e given this great plant to Henry Ford's eorporation, which 
may change a dozen times in my lifetime and in yours, for 
an additional term after the 100 years. You have given it to 
him for all eternity under the preceding clause in this con
tract. 

1\lr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield for just a ques
tion? 

l\1r. BLANTON. I can not keep from yielding to my in
sistent friend from New York. 

l\1r. SNYDER. The gentleman just said .that the Begg 
amendment would be voted down in the House. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Does not the wise gentleman from New 
York believe that? 

Mr. SNYDER. I believe it, but it can not be done unless 
a great many men on that side reverse their position. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, when you have the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] come in here and say that we are goino
to '\'"ote it down, and when you have our friends here in mas~ 
on this side saying that, you can not keep it from being voted 
down to save your life. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. SNYDER. You will find those on this side who voted 
for the Begg amendment voting for it in the House. 

l\fr. BLANTON. I doubt it. I have seen them change too 
many times under the dictation and lash of the leaders. They 
will not stand up. 

l\fr. SNYDER. They will this time. 
Mr. BLANTON. They will not stand up when the leader 

comes in and tells them how they should vote. That is what 
I ltave seen since I have been in this House, and I have 
learned, just like great Champ Clark used to tell us, that when 
the House is in this kind of a mood not to get in the way 
of the steam roller, and I am keeping out of its way. I am 
safe, however, 1n using this five minutes, and I want to say 
that in spite of the steam roller I am going to vote to sustain 
the Begg amendm~:mt. [Applause.] I wish we could sustain 
the Wingo amendment. I am more concerned in protecting 
the rights of the people than in voting to accept this contract 
without changing the dotting of an " i ,, or the crossing of 
a "t.n 

The CHAffiiUAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has ext'ired. · 

M'r. WEFALD. ?l!r. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
section and all amendments thereto ciose in 15 minutes. 

llr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman that 
I had arranged to offer an amendment in line 14, and five min
utes is all the time I care to have. 

Mr. JAMES. Then I will make it 15 minutes; 5 minutes for 
the gentleman who now has the floor, 5 minutes for the gentle
man from Arkansas [Mr. WINGO], and 5 minutes for the gentle
man from Virginia [Mr. Mo01rnJ. 

The CHAIR...'1AN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
for the purpose <>f the motion? 

l\1r. WEFALD. Yes. 
The CHAillM.AN. The question is on the motion of the gen

tleman from M1ehigan that all debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto close in 15 minutes. 

The question was taken. and the motion was a.greed to. 
!lfr. WEFALD. l\Ir. Chairman, I do not like to disagree 

with my Democratle friends. I have voted with them on 
most of the important propositions that have so far come 
before the House, but I can not vote with them on this 
proposition. I do not think that if Henry Ford comes before 
this Congress as a special friend of the farmer that debate 
ought to be clloked off here at this time. 

I rise now to reply to the statement or the charge that 
was made by the chairman in charge of the bill when he .said 
he could not understand how a man who represented a farm
ing -constituency, like I do, could knowingly or unknowingly 
do the bidding of the power trusts. I absolutely resent a 
charge of that kind. If he and every other man in this 
House would be so absolutely adamant against infiuen<'c by 
power companies or any oth"Ell' big corporations as I am, the1·e 
would be no danger about the legislation that will be passed 
here. [Applause.] 

If I should know that by turning down the offer of Hf;nry 
Ford this project would go to the Alabama Power Oo., then 
I would vote for the Ford proposition, but I want this prop
erty held in the interest and in the hands of too United Si:ates. 
When I made a reference to the Teapot Dome scandal I did 
that for this reason : I think it would be a bigger calamity 
if we now should turn this -valuable national resource over to a 
private individual than anything that has been aone J\ the 
Teapot Dome scandal. · 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WEFALD. When the Teapot Dome is drained the 

Tennessee River will flow on for years and years, and, as far 
as I am concerned, I would vote to hang every man that is 
involved in the Teapot Dome scandal. That ought to dear 
me on that score. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will t11e gentleman yield? 
l\It. WEFALD. I can not yield just yet. 
We have heard much said about the Alabama Power Co. iu 

this debate that is not very complimentary. I have heard it 
stated also that the powerful l\lellon interests own the power 
rights on the same river ab-Ove Muscle Shoals. For that reason 
it would seem that for the time being it would be a good thing 
to turn this property over to Mr. Ford; benefit would perhaps 
come quicker to the South, to Alabama and the surrounding 
States in the activity that would follow in the foot steps o:f 
Mr. Ford. But Mr. Ford is the greateRt finaneial geniut'! the 
world has -ever seen, and as such he may easily become our 
most dangerous citizen; he may, if he gets this great gift, stand 
out for a while against both the Alabama PQwer Co. and the 
Mellon interests, but he may join hands with them. he may ab
sorb them, and then where would we be? 

I ask, Would not the interests of this country in all respects 
be safer in the hands of Uncle Sam when be retains full owner
ship and control over this great resource? Would not the in
terests of Alabama end of the whole South be safer that way'? 

The more I study this contraet, the more one-sided I find it to 
be. Could it have been amended in only one or two re8pect:s I 
would hav~ voted for the bill. If the time this contract is to run 
could have been cut <l<>wn to 50 years I should perhaps, against 
many of my fears, have voted for the bill. But a hundred year8 
is too long a time . fo give anyone the undisputed right to ex
ploitation. No other country in the world now makes contract;$ 
of tills kind for this length of time. Could a proviskm have 
been written into the bill that would have been any kind of a 
guaranty of a reasonable price that the farmers would have to 
pay for what products 1\1r. Ford will sell them I might ha-v.a 
voted for the bill, even though it violates my principles of pub
lic ownership. But it was evident that even the clla.il·man. o:C 
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the committee in charge of the bill knew nothing of what the 
price guaranty in the bill meant when my amendment to re
duce the guaranteed net profit was proposed. I am astonished 
that the representatives of the people in this House will vote a 
concession to a private individu~l for a te~m of a hundred y~ars, 
write a profit-guaranty clause mto the bill, and not one smgle 
man in this House can say what that profit clause means. The 
bill states that he shall be entitled to 8 per cent net profit, but it 
may turn out to be 150 per cent. This contract may become 
more profitable to Henry Ford than will be the Teapot Dome to 
those that got their hands on that property. The Teapot Dome 
may be recovered; we are doing business here so that Musel~ 
Shoals will not be recovered after we have once given it away. 
I do not want to be a party to this gift contract. 

The CHA.IRM.A.1'1. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the 
House is in the mood indicated by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BLANTON] ; but, on the contrary, is in a deliberative mood 
and perfectly able to pass on the question suggested. Without 
regard to the other features of the bill, without regard to the 
merits of the bill otherwise, I believe that the proposition is 
beyond contest-that if the Begg amendment tanding alone 
should be adopted, or the Begg amendment modified by the 
Wingo suggestion ·should be adopted, Mr. Ford would be per
fectly justified in declining to enter into the transaction, and 
be would be very foolish to enter into it. 

Now, let us see what the Begg amendment does: It declares 
that if there is a default in respect to paragraph 1 of section 14, 
upon that default being brought to the attention of tbe President 
he can issue his proclamation and reclaim the ownership of the 
property. That, in spite of what my friend Mr. BEGG says, is 
the effect of what he desires the House to do. 

When the President makes his proclamation, how can any 
court restrain him? Is there any court proce s to which he 
can be subjected? We all know that there is not. Forthwith, 
as soon as the President makes his proclamation to the country, 
the entire business will cease; Mr. Ford and his successors 
will be out of the situation. Every activity will be discontinued 
that is contemplated by the bill ; all of it fades out of the 
picture. 

Mr. BEGG. Will ·the gentleman yield? 
Mr. l\!OORE of Virginia. Yes. 
:Mr. BEGG. The reason I asked the gentleman to yield is 

because I believe the gentleman is in error. How does the gen
tleman interpret the language of the amendment that if the 
company fails for two consecutive years then and in that event 
he forfeit.s it to the Government, provided the Government 
options to take it, and the Government's option to take it is 
ended by proclamation? · 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. BEGG. Then, in that event, how is that event to be 

ascertained if not through a court? 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. There is nothing in the amend

ment that says that the President's action shall depend on 
court action. The President's action depends altogether on the 
opinion of the President, which may be a whimsical opinion, as 
far as we know. 

Hr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. BEGG. I believe the gentleman has gone astray in his 

thinking at that point, How can the President issue a procla
mation indicating that that Government chooses to exercise its 
option before the event has been ascertained? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The event is within the province 
of the President himself to ascertain. 

Mr. BEGG. Oh, the gentleman is in error. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. It is so substantially written in 

the amendment. The President need not consult a single hu
man being; he can use his own judgment in the matter. He 
can use his own judgment and can . declare by proclamation 
that the contracts are at an end. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. l\IOORE of Virginia. I will. 
Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Let us suppose that in 10 or 15 

years we had a President who believes in Government owner
ship. Then, for any little default, could he issue his proclama
tion? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Without reflecting, any President 
who is or may hereafter be in office, we all perfectly r~llze, 
unless we misunderstand the English language as written in 
the Begg amendment, that if it is adopted the power will rest 
wholly and exclusively with the Chief Executive to terminate 
the contracts. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
pffered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend· 

ment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. WINGO: Page 16, line 14. after the word 

"mandamus," insert the words "recapture proceedi.Dgs." 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS], as well as of the 
committee, to a colloquy which occurred less than 15 minutes 
ago between the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] and the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS], in which the latter 
stated that under section 18 the Government had a right to 
institute recapture proceedings. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I said the Government had the 
necessary right to protect the-United States. 

Mr. WINGO. Yes; but the specific proposition was the re
capture proceedings. The gentleman said it had that right. 
Does the gentleman believe that it has that right under sec
tion 18? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The Government has a right to 
declare the contract forfeited. · 

l\1r. WINGO. In other words, if the Government has the 
right to declare the contract forfeited, then it has the right 
to institute recapture proceedings? · 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennes ee. Yes. 
1\Ir. WINGO. So that the only objection the gentleman can 

offer to my amendment is that it is surplus language? 
l\fr. BYRNS of Tennessee. It says here--

or other process--

Mr. WINGO. Ob, that is the point; the gentleman ls in 
error. I want to do what lie says the Government has the 
right to do. Every lawyer here knows that the courts have 
from time to time declared-and I now challenge any lawyer 
to rise in bis place and contradict me-that the right of for
feiture, or, as is more frequently said, the right of reversion, 
never exists in the grantor unless it is specifically reserved. 
Is there any lawyer who contradicts that? 

Mr. WILLIA1\1SON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WINGO. Does ·the gentleman contradict that? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. I do not 
Mr. WINGO. Tllen I decline to yield at this point. The 

gentleman from Tenne see [l\lr. IlYRNS] says that under sec
tion 18 of the bill the Government has the right to in titute 
forfeiture proceedings. There is not a lawyer here who would 
risk his reputation as a lawyer and say that without a specific 
provision for recapture here the Government can institute re~ 
capture proceedings. If there is a lawyer here who wants to 
do that, I want him to stand up in his place now. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. l\Ir. Chairman, I would like to 
say this--

1\Ir. WINGO. Does the gentleman challenge my statement? 
l\fr. MOORE of Virginia. I want--
1\lr. WINGO. Then I shall not yield. If the gentleman chal

lenges my statement, all right. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. But the gentleman makes a 

statement that calls for a categorical answer that would not be 
illuminating to him or to anyone else. 

l\lr. WINGO. Oh, yes it would, because my friend is a good 
lawyer, and he forgets his usual calm demeanor when he does 
this, and I am not going to fall out with him. My question calls 
for a categorical answer. Have not the courts held in a long 
line of decisions that the right of i·ecapture does not exist 
in the grantor except by express provision or by nece ary 
implication? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I will an wer the gentleman-
Mr. WINGO. Oh, let the gentleman answer yes or no. 
l\Ir. :MOORE of Virginia. I shall not do that. 
l'\fr. WINGO. I shall leave it to the lawyers present whether 

or not that is not true. In a very late decision the Supreme 
Court denied the right of South Carolina to recapture a canal, 
because it said that the right to reentry or reversion is not 
to be presumed but must appear affirmatively in the grant. 
The gentleman says that this body is in a deliberative state ot 
mind. It is not. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYRNS] 
was right, then by my amendment I am not giving any right 
not now in the bill but only the right to maintain an action in 
recapture proceedings, and if they have not that right I want 
to give them that right. I shall test whether or not this is a 
deliberative body. If the Government has the right to go into 
court in a recapture proceeding, what is the objection to plainly 
saying here in enumerating the court processes that the Gov
ernment may have the right to resort to recapture proceedings? 
That will test your sincerity; that will test your faith in 
your theory. Vote against my proposition and you announce 
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fb.at you are insincere or that you do not know what you are 
talking about. 

TlJe CH.A.IR1\1AN. The time of the gentleman from Ar
kansas bas expired. All time has expired. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. McKENZIE) there were-ayes 45, noes 89. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
'l'he Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: Page 16, line 17, amend by inserting the 

following : 
" Si:c. 19. The Gorgas steam plant and transmission line having 

been sold by the Unite~ States, and Henry Ford having included said 
steam plant and transmission line in bis cffer of :\fay 31, 1922 (as 
found In section 12 and subsection ( d) of section 11 of said offer), 
in order to provide a substitute steam plant the Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized and directed to acquire by purchase or condemnation 
a suitable site for a steam power plant to be located at or near Lock 
and Dam • To. 17, Black Warrior River, Ala., together with a strip· 
of land 100 feet wide to serve as a right of way between said steam 
power pla11t -anll nitrate plant No. 2, Muscle Shoals, .Ala., with con
nection to Wnco Quarry, near Russellville, Ala. 

"The Sec1·etary of War is further authorized and directed to contract 
with Henry Ford or the company to be incorporated by him for the 
construction at cost ot a steam power plant having a generating 
capacity of approximately 30,000 kilowatt ( 40,000 horsepower), a 
transformer substation of similar capacity and a transmission line of 
suitable d0slgn and capacity connecting said steam power plant with 
nltrate plant No. 2 and the Waco Quarry, all under the supervision of 
ti.J c Chi<>f of Engineer . United States .Army. The plans and specifica
tions for said power plant, substation, and transmission line shall 
be preparecl by Henry Ford, or the company to be incorporated by him, 
and appron<l by the Chief of Engineers, United States .Army. 

"The expenditures authorized to be made tor all purposes under 
this section shall not ('Xceed a total of $3,472,487.25." 

.Mr . . HULL of Iow·a. 1\fr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the committee amendment. This amendment proposes to ap
propriate three million four hundred and seventy thousand 
and ocld dollars for private purposes. That is a very 
questionable proceeding. It not only does that, but in adopt
ing tlle amendment we will establi h a nP-w principle in 
Government, so far as I know, and that is the right of the 
Government to condemn property, to take it from one private 
citizen and give it to another private citizen. That goes further 
than the Soviet State of Russia in the violation of private 
property. They take property for the use of the State, but 
you a1;e taking property from one citizen and giving it to 
another. Where is your right of private ownership of property 
when you pass an amendment like that? 

Mr. Cliairman, there is a history to this Gorgas plant, and I 
want to tell you that the history· of the bill is largely written 
around the Gorgas plant. I was on a committee which was 
sent tiy fhis Congress to investigate Muscle Shoals, and at the 
same time the great Committee on Agriculture of the Senate 
went to Muscle Shoals. 

The very ·first day we got there we started in to investigate, 
and it took us an entire day to get down to see the Gorgas 
plant. When we got there we found we were 80 miles away 
from l\Iu cle Shoals, over some hills and mountains, on another 
watershed, and the1·e we saw a great plant, and every piece of 
real estate there belongs to the Alabama Power Co. You could 
not find where the Government had any rights at all to take 
that property and give it to another. There was not a member 
of the committee of the House or of the committee of the Sen
ate but agi·eecl that the demand of Henry Ford for the Gorgas 
plant should be withdrawn, and the local committee and every
body agreed to that. That night we asked them if they could 
not get Henry Ford to withdraw that; that we considered it 
immoral and unworthy of us to ask the Alabama Power Co. to 
give up tlleir great p1ant to Henry Ford. They said yes; that 
they wou1d see it was withdrawn. They sent a wire to Henry 
Ford that night, and the answer came back, as I understand it, 
from Henry Ford, in response to their request that be withdraw 
his demand for the Gorgas plant, that whenever he had any
thing new to offer be would Jet us hear from him. Fll=om that 
minute I have doubted the sincerity and the honesty of purpose 
of Henry Ford, because it is not honest to covet another man's 
property. That property belongs to the Alabama Power Co. 
Their plant was there before the war and all we had was an 
audition to their plant, all located on their land. Fortunately 
when the matter came up in committee there was one gentle
man who agreed with me. That gentleman was the distin
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKENZIE]. 

LXV--247 

Mr. ALLGOOD. :Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have not the time. A very peculiar 

situation was created in the Committee on .Military Affairs. 
There were 11 gentlemen who wanted to make a contract with -
Henry Ford ancl there- were 10 wlJo were practically opposed 
to doing so. · 

And now some gentlemen have raised the question of a man's 
sincerity o:t;. purpose because his record is not clear. Well, I 
do not charge anything, but I call the attention of the gentle· 
man from l\lichigan [l\lr. J.AMES], who made a speech the other 
day calling in question my record-I call attention to this, that 
the gentleman from · Michigan was one of nine gentlemen--_ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I ask that I may have five minutes ad

ditional. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani

mous conse.nt to proceed for five additional minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair bears none. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. The gentleman from · Michigan was one 
of nine who voted to report the bill out of the committee, and 
immediately set to work to tile a minority report. Talk 
about a record! That was a remarkable record that he maue. 
I do not call any gentleman in question. It was a pa1·Iia
mentary situation that developed. It is all right, but it shows 
when you make a record you are not always consistent with 
your former record. 

Mr. WURZBACH. If the gentleman will allow me to 
say it, I think the gentleman is mistaken. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. JAMES] and myself were the two l\lembers on 
the Republican side who voted with the Democratic members 
of the committee and favored the acceptance of the Ford 
offer with the Gorgas plan, and I think the gentleman is a 
little mistaken in regard to the attitude of the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. There were nine--
1\ir. "\VUilZBACH. There were two Republicans . 
l\lr. HULL of Iowa. I did not say how many ; I said there 

were nine. I did not mention any party at all. 
Mr. WURZBACH. I misunderstood the gentleman. 
l\Ir. HULL of Iowa. Certainly not. There were 11, and 

there were 2 who did not agree to the report. 
Mr. l\.IcKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. HULL of Iowa. If the gentleman will give me more 

time. 
Mr. 1\IcKENZIE. , Did not the gentleman from Iowa have it 

in his power at that time to kill the whole Ford proposition? · 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do not think so, any more than the 

gentleman from Illinois. 
Mi:. McKENZIE. If the gentleman voted with the 10--

. l\lr. HULL of Iowa. I did not ask to kill the Ford offer. 
I do not ask for it to-day. I reserved the right to amend the 
bill, and that is all I am asking you to do. I can write a 
better bill and one that Henry Ford will accept. [Applause.] 
I do not believe Henry Ford will ever accept the bil1 that 
will come from the two Houses. Now, my friends, as I say, 
you are appropriating $3,400,000 there to a prh·ate citizen 
out bf the Treasury of the United States, and when you do 
it you are getting $1,600,000 for over $80,000,000 worth of 
property. My friends, you have not heard the last of that 
bill. You will hear more of it . . _ 

Not only that, you are giving the hydroelectric power to Henry 
Ford that, as the former Secretary of War, Newton D. Baker, 
says is a gold mine ;. yes; a gold mine ; and that is everlasting 
and increasing in value each year. You are turning that over 
to Henry Ford. You · are giving him $80,000,000 worth of 
property for less than $1,500,000 in annual installments run
ning into five years. You are giving him, as I have said, the 
hydroelectric power for $080,000 a year Jess than you are 
offered to-day for that power. Now, how are you going to 
justify future criticism of bureaus when they do things you 
think are wrong when you yourselves are establishing the most 
colossal example of wastefulness, stupidity, and incompetency 
in the House of Representatives in all the history of the world. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. l\lr. Chairman, I offer a perfecting 
amendment to "the committee amendment. 

Mr. JAMES. !\Ir. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the Chair should recog

nize the gentleman opposed to the amendment. 
1\lr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman from l\lichigan permit 

me to inquire if we can not make some agreement as to time on 
this matter? I suggest, as the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] 
has already had 10 minutes, that debate end in 25 minutes, l 5 
minutes on our side and 10 on the other side. 
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l\lr. BURTON. I desire betwc-?,n 5 and 10 minutes on this 
ameudment myself; it is -possible I may not take more than 5 
minutes. 

fr. 1\lcKE.1. ,.ZIE. Well, say 35 minutes. 
The CHAIR1\1AN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani

mous consent that all debate upon this amendment and all 
amendments thereto close in--

1\lr. '.McKENZIE. Thirty-five minutes. 
The CHAIRMA.-"N". Thirty-five minutes. ls there objection? 

[After a pause.] The Ohair hears none. 
l\Ir . .JAMES. M:r. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

HeLL] has told the House about some things which took place 
in our committee, and I will tell a few more. 

When the Ford offer was before our committee two years ago, 
the gentleman from PennsylYania [l\lr. MoBIN], the gentleman 
from Maryland [l\lr. Hru}, the gentleman .from Massachusetts 
[Mr. FROTHINGHAM], and others voted for every amendment to 
cripple the Ford offer. 

They also voted with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
McKENZIE] and the gentleman from Iowa [1\lr. HULL] to elimi
nate the Gorgas plant from the offer of l\fr. Ford. 

We supposed, of course, that all of these ge!!tlemtm would 
then vote to report out the Ford offer as they had amended it, 
but all of them voted against reporting out the same so that 
the Bouse could consider it. 

I then stated to the committee that the bill would die in the 
committee unless nine of us ·voted to report out a ·bill that we 
did not believe in and that it would be defeated by a vote of 
19 to 2, the two l:Jeing the gentleman from Illinois [:Mr. 
McKENZIE] and bis ally at that time, the gentleman from Iowa 
[1\Ir. HULL]. I then suggested to those that were in favor of 
the Ford offer in its entirety that we vote with the two to re
port out the bill but that it be understood that we reserved the 
right to put up a fight on the floor to put the item for the 
Gorgas plant back in the bill. The vote was taken and by a 
vote of 11 to 10 w-1u; reported out. We reserved the right to 
file a minority report stating oar views on the Gotgas plant and 
this r eport was filed with the House. 

As I stated the other day, if the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
B""GLL] Rad been against the Ford offer at that time it would 
have died in the committee by a vote of 11 to 10, but he was 
as enthusiastic a man as there was on the committee. 

This time -we again find the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[~Ir. MoRIN] and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hrr..L] 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FROTHINGHAM] 
voting for every a·mendment, good or bad, and this time they 
are joined by their former enemy, the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HULL]. 

I do not expect the ones that opposed it last time to •vote 
for it this time, but I have hopes of some others that have 
voted for every amendment to cripple the offer. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL] was for the Ford 
offer in its entirety, then he was for the offer with the ex
ception of the Gorgas plant, then be saw some good things 
in the cost-plus offer of Mr. Engstrum, then he introduced a 
bill which seemed to indicate that he thought the matter 
should be turned over to the Secretary of ·war. At tha be
ginning of this session bis "mind was open" but not clear 
on the Ford offer. A little later he was against it, then he 
was in favor of the offer of the power .companies and intro
duced several bills for them, then he seemed to veer to the 
Hooker offer, but the last few days he seems to have another 
change in heart, and now appears to favor Government opera
tion and ownership. 

Ho·wever, there are several hours before we vote and I ex
pect the colleague to make another lightning change. I would 
not be surprised when the band wagon pulls out soon to see 
the gentleman from Iowa make a flying leap for the wagon, 
climb into ·the front seat, lay his head on the shoulder of the 
gentleman from Illinois [l\lr. l\IoKE zm.], and whisper, like 
a prodigal son returned to hls "first home, " Back home again, 
John." [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL of Maryland rose. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. The gentleman from 1\Iaryland is recog

nized for five minutes. 
l\lr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Ohalrnian and gentlemen o:t 

the committee. we are nearing the end of one o:f the most 
actual and practical debate we .hav.e bad for some time in 
the House of Representative . It may not be a debate that 
has changed many Yote , but I think it is a debate which has 
created a record which some portions of the American people 
may study with profit ,at ome time in the future. 

We =ba.ve now .nrriled ·at that portion of the bill, section 19, 
in \Yhich the ruajority of the Committee on Military Affairs 

has ofrered an amendment to take out of the Treasury of tbe 
United States in good cold cash $3,450,487.25 in order to gild 
the lily. Not satisfied with turning over all the other r~ 
sources to Henry Ford and to the imperial crown prince, 
Edsel Ford, of World War reputation, they now propose to 
build them a steam plant on the Warrior Ri...-er, nearly 100 
miles away. This is an amendment offered by the majority 
of the committee. 

Under the parliamentary situation, therefore, it is the duty 
of those of u who oppose this unnece sar.r, gratuitous, ·autl 
entirely absurd expenditure of public money for the benefit 
of Henry Ford to vote against this amendment. 

When the committee went down to l\luscle Shoals and in
vestigated this steam plant we found that wl!at the Govern
ment owned was an addition to an existing steam plant built 
before the World War by the Alabama Power Co., which 
addition was to furnish additional _power for nitrate plant No. 
2 at Muscle Shoals for war need~. This steam plant was 
afterwards sold by the United States;. 

Now section 19 provides for building by the United States 
Go~ernment, for the Ford interests, a new steam plant .90 
miles from Muscle Shoals, and new transmission lines 90 miles 
l@ng at a cost in cash of nearly $3,-500,000. The .reason al· 
leged for this expenditure of Umted Stutes cash in the 
'l'reasury is that the Gorgas plant was u ·ed as a part of the 
Muscle Shoals system during the war, although the Gorga~ 
plant was on the Warrior River, nearly 100 miles away from 
the Muscle Shoals plant. I desire particularly to call yom." 
attenti0n to section 19, which is as follows: 

SEC. 19. The Gorgas steam plant and transmission line having been 
sold by the United States, and Henry Ford having 'included said 
steam plant and transmission line in his oft'er of l\Iay 31, 1922 (as 
found in section 12 and in subsection ( d) of section 11 of said od'er), 
In order to provide a sub titute steam plant the Secretary of War 
is hereby authorized and directed to acquire by purcba e or con
demnation a suitable site for a steam power plant, to be located a t 
or near Lock and Dam No. 17, Black Warrior River, Ala., together 
with a strip of land 100 feet wide to serve as a right of way be
tween said steam power plant and nitrate plant No. 2, Muscle Shoals, 
Ala., with connection to Waco Quarry near Ru ellville, .Ala. 

'.l.'he Secretary of War is further authorized and directed to contract 
with Henry Ford or the company to be incorporated by him for 
the construction at cost of a steam power plant having a generating 
capacity of approximately 30,000 kilowatt ( 40,000 horsepower), · a 
transformer substation of similar capacity, nnd a transmission line 
of suitable design and capacity connecting said steam power plant 
with nitrate plant No. 2 and the Waco Quarry, all under the super
vision of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army. The plans 
and specifications for said power plant, substation, and transmission 
line shall be prepared by Henry Ford, or the company to be in
corporated by him, and approved by the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army. 

The expenditUl'e authorized to be made for all purposes under this 
section shall not exceed a total ot $3,472,487.25. 

Now, gentlemen, we are nearing a final :vote on this bill 
The Muscle Shoals proposition was created for the procluc
tlon of nitrates in time of war and fertilizer in time of peace. 
The Secretary of War, in a letter which I put into the RECORD 
on Saturday, states that the nitrate plant No. 2, plus the 
Waco Quarry, is sufficient at the present time to equip two 
field armies of 1,000,000 men if the need arises. You pro
pose to turn those propositions over to the Henry Ford cor
pora tlon, later to be created. That is dealing with existing 
property of the United States. But, gentlemen, there is not 
even a justifiable pretense under -section 19 of aiding that cor
poration to obtain fertilizer for the farmer, or a justifiable 
pretense of aiding it in obtaining nitrate in time of war and 
on no _possible pretense ca.n you substantiate the turnmg over 
of a brand new pla'llt to be built by the Government with cash 
money costing $3,500,000 to the Ford interests, in addition to 
all the remainder that you are giving them by this bill. I 
wish to express this hope to the committee that they will vote 
against the committee amendment adding section 19, that 
they will not place in this bill section 19, which adds an 
additional expenditure of $3,500,000 to the cost to be incurred. 
[Applause.] 

The Gorgas plant was sold under terms of the contract 
under which it was built. The following most excellent report 
frem the Manufacturers Record is .quite full and worthy of your 
consideration. It shows what the Government obtained from 
the sale of -the Gorgas plant as compared with what it got 
from other war plants. 

Here is the article : 
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THE MCSCLE SHOALS SITUATION AND THE SALE OF THE G-0RGAS PLANT. 

The action of the Secretary of War in selling to the Alabama Power 
Co., as reported in the Manufacturers' Record last week, the Gorgas 
plant, about which there has been so much discussion, for $3,472,487.25 
cash, after due notice to Mr. Henry Ford bad been given by the Sec
reta1·y, should close to the c1·edit of the Government an issue which 
bas been entirely too much confused. 

SURPLUS PROPERTY, OFFICE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL. 

Location and description. Sale price. 

Miscellaneous smaU items at various locations .••••.. $10,185. 72 

SALVAGE DIVISION, OFFICE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL. 

Miscellaneous small items at various locations .••.•.. $14,886.631 

C03t. 

!34, 851. 72 

Unknown. From the very first discussion of Mr. Ford's ofier in regard to 
Muscle Shoals, which included the Gorgas plant, the Manufacturers• 
Record took the position that whatever legal or moral rights might 
exist under any contract with the Government should be rigidly ob
served by the Government. This Government can not afford, even 
for any imaginary benefit, however great it might be, to dishonor its 
own contracts or to do anything which legally and ethically would 
not be upheld in the highest courts of justice. 

CONSTRUCTION DIVlSION, OFFICE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL. 

The Government and the Alabama Power Co. entered into a con
tract during the war; the terms of that contract were plain. At that 
time the contract was considered to be of very great value to the 
Government. Mr. Henry Ford, iB endeavoring to secure at an ab
surdly low price. the control of the Muscle Shoals situation on a 
100-year contract, sought to include in the purchase the Gorgas steam 
pfont, wlJich neither legally nor morally could the Government have 
granted, except with the permission of the second party to the con
tract, the Alabama Power Co. 

In closing the contract with the Alabama Power Co. the Secretary 
of War bas stood for integrity of contracts, and that is worth in
finitely more to tbe people of this country than would have been the 
purchase of the entire Muscle Shoals situation by Mr. Henry Ford. 
With all due respect to Mr. For.d's phenomenal industrial development 
operations, and to his amazing genius as a business man, the Manu
facturers' Record would far prefer that be should never come into 
the South for the establishment of a plant than that his coming 
should be based on the violation by the Government of legal and 
moral obligations. Maintenance of honor in the observance of a 
contract by the Government, as by individuals, is worth far more to 
national honor, and ultimately national wealth, than a "short cut" 
to supposed wealth by violating contracts. 

The original cost of the Gorgas plant, built during the high prices 
of war times, was, as reported by the Government, about $4,750,000. 
Based on the advice of experts from the Ordnance Department and the 
Federal Power Commission in determining a fair value of the properties 
as they stand, the .Ala bama Power Co. and the Government agreed to a 
selling price of $3,472,487.25, an exceptionally small loss to the Gov
ernment OD the sale Of a war plant in contrast with the tremenclOUS 
losses made in the sale of other plants. 

In connection wjtb the small loss on the sale of this p.Jant it is of 
interest to study a report recently issued by the Government showing 
the original cost and the .sale price of many war properties. In a great 
many cases this repo1·t shows that the cost of properties was unknown 
when sales were effected. Tbe report gives the following details : 

Sale of land and buildings as reported to the director of sales. 

(January, 1919, to April i5, 1923, inclusive.) 
AIR SERVICE. 

Location and description. Sale price. Cost. 

Unreported, en~ireifilant ..... ·:. ·.··· .••••••••••.••... 
--, Tex., nusce aneous bmldings ......•..•...... 
Camp Greene, N. C., entire camp ...... _ ...•......... 

: ~:~}~~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Camp Wheeler, Ga., entire camp ...•................ 
--, Calif., 151 acres .......... , ................... . 
Unreported, entire camp less hospital and storage ... . 

Do .............•.......•...•.................... 
Do .........................................••..• 

Unreported, entire camp less storage building .....••. 
Camp Logan, Tex., entue camp, less hospital ......•• 
Gettysburg, Pa., entire Camp Colt ........•.....•.•. . 
Columbia, S. C., entire Camp Jackson ... ···---·-···· 
Greenville, S. C., entire Camp Gervier ....••. · · ---··· 
Fort Douglas, Utah, 201 buildings ............. . .... . 
Camp Wheeler, Ga., buildings ...................... . 
Camp Navcsink, buildings, Highlands, N. J ........ . 
Camp McArthur, Tex., water, sewer, and electric lines 
Me Kinley Park, 10 buildings, Chicago, Ill ........... . 
Camp Doniphan, camp buildings, Fort Sill, Okla ... . 
Ben Hur plant, Willoughby, Ohio build.i'ngs ....... . 
United States General Hospital, Coionial, N. J., Gov-

c:=B~~:,0ro~YWo~tii; rrei:; warehc)use area-_:::: 
Camp Leach, D. C., buildmgi; ..........•............ 
Camp Mills1 Long Island, buildings ................. . 
Camp Merritt, N. J., entire camp ............. . ..... . 
Carruthers .Fiel~, .Tex., all Government improve-

ments and buildings ....................... : ...... . 
Payne Field, Tex., all Government improvements 

and buildings .................................... _. 
Camp Funston, Kans., 122 buildings .•.............• 
Camp Hancock, Ga., st:rra~e l!-rea ......•. _ .... _ ..... . 
Camp Dodge, Iowa, 503 buildings .....•...•.......... 
Vanco:Jver Barracks, 185 buildings ................. . 
Caldwl!J Rifle Range, N. J., buildings .............. . 
Camp Sevier, S. C., buµdings and imJ?royements ... . 
Q. M. I. D., Jeffer.:;onville, Ind., 14 buildmgs ........ . 
Washington Barracks1 D. C., 12 buildings ......•.... 
Fort Caswell, N. C., 41 buildings ............••....... 
Norfolk, Va., G. I. D., 117 buildings . .......... . .... . 
Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Park, 

Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., 392 buildings ............... . 
Cam,P Gordon, ua.,l and and buildings ..... ... ..... . 
~illiams Barracks, N. Y., hospital. buildings and 

Improvements .................................... . 
Neville Island, Pa., 134.588 acres and improvements. 
Newport News, Va., 4 bachelor quarters ............ . 
Otisville, N. Y., Government--0wned property ..... _. 
Speedway, Ind., Government-owned property ... ... . 
Gertner Field, La., buildings and improvements .... . 
Camp Humphreys, Va., 309 buildings .............. . 
Detroit, Mich., target range .... .. ................ . .. . 
Camp Custer, Mich., Government-owned improve-

mE'nts ........................•••.................• 
Erie, Pa., land and buildings .................. _ ..•. _ 
Pasadena, Calif., land and buildings .... . .....•...... 
Long Island City, N. Y., cafeteria building ......... . 
Ancar, Ohio, 273.003 acres .......................... . 

Camp John Wise, Te1.·• sewage disposal plant....... $25,300. oo $262,580.00 I gamp Dodge, Iowa, 1,?<JO. buildings.···-·········· ..• 
Morrow Fie~d_, Detroit, bui!dings ....... ·:.:......... 7, 100. oo 52, ooo. oo amp Johnson, 450 J:>uildmgs ..... · .....•.••.••.......• 
Taylor and .Montgomery Fields Ala builcl.iDRS 45 303 oo Unknown Camp Sherman, Ohio, 199 buildings.·········-······ 
Hazelhurst and Roosevelt Fields·; Long lsi~<i; ' · · Taliaferro Field, Tex., buildings and improvements. 

buildings .... -------------------------------------- 100, ooo. 00 Unknown Barren Field, Tex., building;; and improvements ... . 
Detroit, Uich., buildings and equipmentt.. .......... 30, 000. 00 Unknown: ~ch Fi~ TexK builclf~sb~~provements. • · · · · 
Morrison, Va., hangars....... . ... . .. ...... .......... 1,425.00 42,312.00 Camp on, ans., . . gs ................ . 
Miscellaneous small items, various locations......... 7,181.00 Unknown amp Upton, N. Y., b~d~ngs and fixtures ......... . 

Do.............................................. 12,1«.96 61 353 66 ~a11t~r°~r,rn.,6281buildings .................•.... 
,-------!·---·--·- or o ne, S • . , 5 buildings ................... . 

Total... . ...................................... 45,969. 96 418 245 66 Kearn~N. J., buildings and improvements ....... . 
Selling price total (unknown cost)................... 182,4B4.00 .•••••• .' .•. .'... Camp , Va., buildings and improvements ... . .. . . Charleston, S. C., buildings and equipment .. ....... . 

Fort Harrison, Ind.l 149 buildings .................. . 
Hoboken, N. J., buildings and improvements .. ... .. . 
Governors Island, N. Y., buildings and improve-

Niagara Falls, N. Y., chemical plant................. f7,260.00 $82,849.81 Fmti~s ................. : .......................... . 
Kingsport Tenn p lant facilities 13 748 oo 249 638 58 or evens, Oreg., 37 buildings .............•.•.. _. 
K" t' T ., b ks · · · · -··· ····••· ····· ' · ' · Camp McClellan, Ala., 350 buildings .........•••..... 

Ed
mgspor "..? Mednn., arrac ............... - . . . . . . . . . . 456', 000533 .. 3001 95, 000. 00 Cam,P Humphreys, Va., 182 buildings ........•.... :. 
gewooa, ·iJ;emporary buildings.... ............ 981, 984. 80 Baltimo Md Il build.in 

Charleston, W. va., Bell plant (land and buildings). 300 000 oo 800 ooo oo re,- ., a ~3 • · ··· ··· · ·········-····· 
Cl l d Ob· b 'I din d · fl d ' · ' · Camp Pike, Ark., 315 buildings and improvements .. 

eve ~n , io1 . U1 gs an restoration ° an to Camp Dodge, Iowa, buildings and improvements .... 
previous condition.············ ·· ··········•······· 3, 253. 24 77, 010. 85 Camp Mercedes, Tex., buildings and rmproveme.nts. 

Miscellaneous small items at various locations .... .... 
1 

___ 5_,_2_18_._00_
1
, ___ 82_, 9_1_8_. 2_5 Boston, Mass., railroad t rack, etc .................•.. 

Total.......................................... 381,012.55 2,369,402.29 ¥11\g~y F~eld,tftab. 1itb~dind'. gs ........•........ .. .. or o:ig as, a , mgs ................ . .. . 
Fort Sheridan, Ill., buildings and improvements .... . 

CORPS OF ENGJNEERS. Camp Kearney, buildings and improvements ....... . 
C~mp Pike, Ark., buildings and improvements ..... . 

M" 11 U ·t t · I t' I $975. 00 I Pittsburgh,Pa.,62,507squarefeetlandandbuildings. 
1s~0~~~~~~-~~~. _ 1. ~-~-~. -~~~~~~. ~ _1~~~----- ~:::: 350. 00 u!.3im~~ H:!!~~~~~- -~-~. ~-~~~~. ~~~~-~- -~~~. ~~~~~.8.". 

____________________ !.,_ ____ __!______ Norfolk, Va., buildings andi mprovements ....••• : •• 

CHEMICAL WARFARE SERVICE. 

$24, 100.00 S50,360.16 
23, 765. 55 Unknown. 
25,000.00 Unknown. 
24,961. 30 Unknown. 
28,448.00 Unknown. 
22, 100. 00 Unknown. 
67,500. 00 Unknown. 
6,300. 00 Unknown. 

38,500.00 Unknown. 
19, 175. 76 Un1n10wn. 
10,000. 00 Unknown. 
66,000. 00 Unknown. 
66,000.00 Unkno;vn. 
1~,000. 00 Unknown. 
17,000.00 Unknown. 
70,697.00 Unkno-;vn. 
20, 500.00 300, 911. 40 
36,550.00 Unknown. 

500.00 32, 162.50 
40, 665.00 Unknown. 
2, 050.00 33,254. 20 

60,500.00 Unknown. 
6,500.00 191,590. 46 

105, 940.00 Unkno;vn. 
17,250.00 Unkno1vn. 
30,500.00 Unlrnown. 

327,300.00 Unkno'Nn. 
552,554. 50 Unknown. 

43,500.00 Unkn~wn. 

53,000.00 Unknown. 
22,352.10 Unknown. 
42,210.00 Unkno~vn. 
29, 282.00 Unknown. 
18, 775.00 257, 825.00 
15,oro.oo 200, 000.00 
40,000.00 Unknown. 
2, 155. 00 69,812. 37 
1,607. 00 70,6.59.00 

740. 00 221, 618. 26 
4,000.00 40,500.00 

2, 600.00 1, 563, 646. 00 
50!,277.47 10, 8o.5, 199. 87 

26,987.98 462, 703.00 
408,667.60 590, 000.00 
20,000.00 Unkno;vn. 
67,300.00 1,650, 723.00 
27,510.00 672,57iJ.83 
42,500.00 2, 72.), 337. 71 
84,200.00 Unknown. 

25!, 100.00 17, 273. '32 

58!, 100.00 12, 330, 053. 07 
85, 000.00 182,500:00 
15, 500. 00 31, 573. 50 
7, 500.00 90,040.92 

62, 344.35 10.'i,220.00 
251, 000.00 5, 857, 647. 63 
35,215. 25 Unknown. 
28,580.40 Unknown. 
35,502.00 1, 439, 377. !17 
24,000.00 Unknown. 
21,500.00 Unknown. 

212,029.64 Unknown. 
281,000.00 13, 923, 497. 63 
50,000.00 Unknown. 

360.0D 77, 2ta.OO 
11,569.04 283,4.28.40 

241, IH8. 04 12, 000, 000. 00 
12,445. 50 405,000.00 
19, 169. 50 151, 080. 00 
14, 100.00 214, 614.00 

43,550.00 812, 911.00 
3,377.00 105, 500.00 

15,300.00 382,500.00 
32,420. 00 518,800.00 

298,637.28 1, 900, OOJ. 00 
109, 713.45 6, 899, 723. 00 
35,808. 95 2, 832, 423. 80 
7,500.00 113. 9;)1. 00 
8,100. 00 117, 610. 00 

300.00 102, 240.00 
6, 252. 84 10!,635.00 

46, 781. 00 1, 298, 425. 00 
25, 575.00 603,955.00 
55,250.00 5, 799, 737. ()() 

129,014.22 1,814, 562. 50 

5,000.00 172,10!.00 
18, 751.50 . 997, 862. 00 
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Location and description. Sale· price. 

l\Iorrison, Va., bull~ and improvements.... ..... $20,000.00 
Camp Dix, N . J ·.i~ buildings and unprovements. . . . . . 10, 000. 00 
Camp Funston, .Ii.ans., buildings and improvements. 45, 341. 94 
Chicago, Ill. land and building and improvements. . 855, 000. 00 
Camp McAllen, Tex., buildings and improvements. . 15, 100. 00 
Camp Shannon, N. Mex., buildings and improve-
. ments .......................... ---·. ...•..... ... . 6, &O. 00 
Camp Lee, Va., buil~ and improvements ........ 25,306.00 
Bureau of standardS, District of Columbia, 7 build-

ings .•...... ~-- . . •·•·•·· .••....••• . ..•.. ···• ••..... 2,003. 37 
'.Miscellaneous small items at various locations....... 189, C¥l-t. 07 

Do ............... _.............................. 1,059,503.03 

C-Ost. 

$1, 703. 000. 00 
125,405.00 
90,000. 00 

4, 065, 912. ()() 
109,122. 00 

125,L?Q.OO 
471,488. 00 

63,245. 00 

2tl~~~ 
1-~~~~~1:~~~~~-

Total.... ... .. .. .............. ................. 5,128,3-15.11 
Selling price total (cost unknown)............. 3,4-12, 080. 58 

ORDNANCE DEP AR'nlENT. 

Erie, Pa., Parkview Hotel. ........................ ·i 
Erie, Pa., portable bungalows ...................... . 
Philadelphia, Pa., knocked downhouses ........... . 
Niagara Falls, N. Y., building and equipment ...... . 
Elizabeth, N. J., toluol rectifying plant ............. . 
Taco!ly, Pa., ordnance plant .... :.;,.·. -.: .. ............ . 
Providence, R. I., toluol reatifylll0 p1aut ........... . 
Boston, Mass., toluol rectilying plaut . .............. _ 
Brunswick, Ga., land and incomplete picric-acid plan 
Hammond, Ind., build.in~ and equipm;int ......... . 
Bridgeport.I.. Conn., buildings and equipment ....... . 
Bradford, vntario, land ana buildings .............. . 
St. Louis, Mo., buildings and equipment .......... .. 
Peru, Ill., buildings and equipment ..... ····-······ 
Milwaukee, Wis., buildings and equipment .......... · 
Montreal, Canada, buildings ....................... .. 
Montreal, Canada, land ............................. . 
Ancor, Ohio, barracks building .................... .. 
Nitro1 W. Va., plant ......... ...................... . 
Wooabury, N. J., dormitories ..................... .. 
New York, 90 acres . ............................... .. 
Chattano:N1'.3J Tenn~uildings and equipment. ...... . 
Amatok . Arbuil · gs ... '. ............. · ........... . 
Little oc~ k., power plant ..................... . 

net~Ws., ;"J.°¥%11~t::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Mount Union, Pa., 20~ acres and building ........... . 
Erie, Pa., building .................................. . 
Mi?neapolis, Minn., tol~ol _plant ....... : ............ . 
Elfaabethport, . J., buildings and eqrupment ..... . 
PerthAmbay, N. J., buildings ..................... . 
'Milwaukee, Wis., :P,henol plant ._ ................... . 
Ma,dison, Wis., builcµ_n~s and equipment ........... . 
E : 1e, Pa., frame buildlilg ......................... . 
Little Rock, Ark., 479 acres1 buildings, and equipment 
Dridgeportl Conn., 3 buildings ...................... . 
Aberdee~ Md., buildings .•.......................... 
Indiana .aarbo~~ Ind., buildings aind equipment. •... 

ew Digginsi '"' is.i buildings ....................... . 
Joliet, lilili to uol p ant ........... : ............... : .. . 

~~~~;e, ~J.':b~~~~:: :: :: : : : : :: ::: : ::::: ~: 
Nashville, ~~i entire plant ... ·:··.···---~--·-····· 
Ma_:ys ~ng1 .N_. :r., land· and buildings._ ....... __ 
Erie, Ohio, buildings .•............ _ ................. : 
Pedricktown, N. J., 4obuildings ..................... · 
Hamm.on~ N. J., 221 buildings ................... . 
Plainfield, N. J., buildings and equipment .... ·- ..•.. . 
Rarita.n.Acsenal, N. J., 71 buildings ................. . 
Findlay, Ohio, land and buildings ................. . 
Aberdeen Proving Ground. Md., 3 steel buildings ... . 
'Miscellaneous smiill items Iocatedi at vartous_ places .. . 

Do .......................... - .................. . 

128,000. 00 
75,000. 00 
45,275. 00 
12,000.00 
6,150.00 

1, 250, 000. 00 
15,000 . .00 
20,000. 00 

815,000. 00 
900;000.00 
500,000.00 
65,000. O:J I 

2(),055. 00 
80,000. O:J 

185,000.00 
9,500. 00 

200,000. 00 
7, 710. 00 

81551, 000. 00 
9,205. 00 
4, 000. 00 

110,000. 00 
5, 800. 00 

235,.000.00 
100,000. 00 
9'1i 010 . .00· 
30,000. 00 
85,000. 00 
16,150. 00 

400,000.00 
53,200.00 

146 .000.00 
201; 7-15. 00 
35,5:JO.OO 

770,000.00 
61,000.00 
6,500. 00 

33, 000.00 
45 Olli 00 
25:000. 00 
7,879.31 

11,393. 00 
3, 455, 000. oo. 

5001000. 00 
10,890. oa 
4, 758. 65 
~26-!.95 

l.:>,000. 00 
8,395. SS 

25,500.00 
3, 100. 00 

I, 259, 726. 29 
1, 018, 5-13. 55 

Total .............................. _........... 18, 856, 729. 05 
Selling price, total (unknown cost) ..... _...... 21 733, 543. 55 

102,888, 146. 84 

!36,000. 00 
141,000.00 
54,895.00 

160,092. 00 
90,000.00 

3, 460, 613. 51 
195,596. 32 
273,699.40 

Unknown. 
Unknown. 

1, 365,.400. 00 
107,303.82 

2,330,13 
291, 383. 75 
580,841.25 

6-1, 319. 97 
254,843. 62 
128,552.17 

60, 000, 000. 00 
203,832. 50 
48,570. 42 

212,112. 71 
9 ,331. 00. 

490; 000. oo, 
370,00D. 00 
286,943. 94 
181, 995. 01 
152 000. co 
90, 438. 00 

793,653.69 
571,573. 68 

1, 199 918. 97 
625,305.66 
440,069.07 

6, 000, 000. 00. 
176,036. 28 
334 000.00 
18-i, 766. 63 
326,588. 56 
197,61G. 45 
33,40!). 23 
62,637. 91 

86, 000, 000. 00 
7, 500, OOO, O!J· 

241,2'37.52 
103,500. OD 

81,200.0G 
101,899. 4.7 
496, 17.17 
151, 941~ 70. 
224,000.00 

7u~uhi~~ 
182, 503;.737. 29 

Some· of the l-0sses reported are staggering in amount. For in
stance, there was one property in North Carolina whicll cost $221,618, 
wWch sold for 740; one p.roperty tn Otisville, N. Y., co ting $1,-
650,723, sold for $67,300; one property in Georgia,. costing $1,563,000, 
sold for $2,600. A Michigan property, costing $12,33.0,000, sold for 
$584,000. An Iowa property, costing $5, 67,000, sold' for $251,000. 
Camp Upton, in New York, sold for $281,000, while Camp Lee, in 
Virginia, costing $12,000,000, sold for $24.1,948; and eamp Dodge. 
$2,832,000, sold for $35,808. 

l'he Njtro (W. Va.) plant costing $60,000,000 . old for $8,Ml,000, 
and a Tenne~ see plant costing $86,000,000· sold. for 3,455,000, 

fn the light of such figures as these, the price secured by the -Gov
ernment for the Gorgas plant is remarkably high, and it is to the 
cl'edit of the purchasing company that it was willing to abide by the 
j migment of G-Overnment el..-perts in taking it at that price. 

If ::Ur. Henry Ford, or any other indivjdual, or any company de-
sires to secure the Muscle Shoals development, no one should be 
allowed to do o on any such terms as Mr. Ford bas thus far prop-0 ed. 
Th inherent value of Muscle Shoalil, one of nature's great wonders, 
an asset of immense value to the entire count111y, ~houldl not be · parted 
with by the National Government except at a price somewhat com
mensm:at-e. with its real value. Nor i;thould Mr. Ford be p~rmittcd: tQ. 
secure such a property on any financial basis other than backing it 

with: his entire fortune or wJtli a sufficient runonnt of capital to pro
tect the Government and the country to the e~treme. His suggestion 
of a $10,000,000 company to take over Muscle Shoals is in itself, and 
ought to be so regarded, absurd. 

Tfie same thing ie true as to any other prospective purchaser. No 
company should be allowed to secure control of Muscle Shoal except 
on a financial basis sufficiently strong- to safeguard the interests of the 
Nation of a property so immeasurably valuable. Nor should any control 
be given :for more than 50 years, though Mr. Ford demanded 100 years. 
Far better would it be for the Government, instead of selling on a 
low basis of value, to maintain its ownership of that property and 
utilize it in one way or another for the sateguarding of the intel'ests 
of the country by the production of nitrates in time of peace as well as 
in time of war. 

There has been a good deal said about the alleged selfish
ness of the power companies making the offer represented by 
the Hull bill, now before the House. To me nothing can be 
more preposterous than the proposal of section 19 of the Mc
Kenzie bill to spend 3,472,487.25 of good, present actual Gov
ernment cash to build for the Ford interest a ~team power 
P!ant, neai:Iy 100 miles away from Muscle Shoals that has no pos
sible relation to the Muscle Shoals water power or ilitrate plants 
except that dUl'ing the wa1· the Gorgas plant furnished exh·~ 
powe:r from the Alabama Power Co. to nitrate plant No. 2. 

It will be of interest fo:r you gentlemen to note what Secre
tary Baker said during tbe war about the Alabama Power Co. 
I also want you to hear the st.atement of that company and of 
the other two power companies a to the Gorgas plant. 

Here is a letter I received to-day: 

Hon. Jou." PHILIP HILL, I. C., 
lliRCH 7, lD'.?4. 

Hottse of RepresentaUves, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm·: In view of ce11tain statements which have been made re
garding two of the Vower companies joining Jn. the offer for the Mu ~cie 
Shoals p1t0perty, I beg to call your attention to the following facts : 

1. In 1918 the· Alabama Power Co. owned the Muscle Shoals water
powell sites. Tb& Sec:cetary of War desil'ed to obtain immediate title 
to the Wilson site,, so that the construction coultl proceed as a part or 
the program to obtain war nitrates. After some discussion, the board 
of direator of. the- Alabama. Power Co. agreed to donate this property 
to the United States in order that the war emergency might be quickly 
met, the· company's letter, dated February 18, 1918, saying: 

" In times like the e, however, such considerations· mu t be sec
onda.i:y to the urgent needs of the Nation to secure these pr<>perties 
immediately for the carrying out of the Government project for 
the prodnatfan of war nitrates, and we have 'l.ccord.ingl~ determined 
to donate our lands to tbe Government tor this purpose." 

Mr. Baker, the Secretary of War, wrote the comp.any February 20, 
19.18; accepting the donation and acknowledging " with thanks the com
pany's generous and P.ublic-spirited. action.'' (House hearings, pp. 
670-671.) Copies of letters are attached. It ·was shown that these 
properties donated. cost the company about $500,000, for which the com
pany received the Government's voucher for $1. It was further t-ihown 
that the power company still owns the properties at dam site No. 3, 
which Mr. Ford desires the Governmen-t to develop for his use. 
· 2. Under a contract with the G-0ver-nment in 1918 an addition waa 

macle to the Alabama Powe.r Co.'s Warrior steam plant to enable the 
Government to1 obtain power nt Muscle Shoals before the completion oC 
the steam. and water-power plants in that locality. The company's 
plant was· located about 90 miles south o.f Muscle Shoals. For this pnr· 
pose the Goveunment advanced about ~ -:l,750,000 and the' company eon· 
structed an addition to its plant and a transmission line, title to whicb 
was retained by the Government. In 1923 tbe Government's use hav
ing long. ceased, the compan;: purchased the Government's interest, pay
ing· therefor $3,47-2,487.23, a awn equal to nearly 80 per cent of the 
Government's war-time investment. The value was fixed by Government 
officers as the tair value of the Government's property, and the com· 
pany paid. the runount so fixed, thus tuHy complying in every respect 
with the contract. 

Those who wish to criticize that contract should, therefore, in 
fairness, state that this contract realized for the Government pec
baps the largest sum realized on ~ny war-time contract. 

3. Reference has been made by several speakers to litigation in 
Tennessee against tbe Tennes ee Electric Power Co. Several years 
ago that company acquired several plants in Tennessee. The gur
chase was approved by the Tenne ee Public Ctilities Commission. Af· 
terwards suit was· instituted by -the Attorney General to forfeit the 
charters of several of the companies. The chancery court decided 
against the State and· dismissed the bill some time ago., the chan
cellor declaring : 

"It is difficult to reconcile with rea ·on or siwple ju tice that 
the State wo11ld punish a corporation fol' acts passed upon and 
app1·oved by. tlle State's commission." 

4. Of the capital employed by th.e I)Qwe1· companies making the 
Muscle Shoals proposal, m<>re thau 90 per cent is owned and held 
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by citizens of the United States, and with reference to the Alabama 
Power Co., the record shows that at this time about 83 per cent of 
its ~cnrities are held in the United States. 

In simple justice to the companies mentioned, may we not ask 
that you kindly put this statement in the REcoRD? 

Yours very truly, 

Col C. KELLER, 

THE TENNESS"E» ELECTRIC POWER Co., 
By C. l\I. CLARK, Chairman. 

·~fE:MPH IS POWER AND LIGHT Co., 
By J. H. PuTWILER, President. 

ALABAMA POWER Co., 
By THOS. w. MARTIN, President. 

ALABAMA POWER Co., 
Birmingham, A.la., February 18, 19.JB. 

Corps of Engineers, Office of the Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army, Washit1gtoii, D. 0. 

Srn : Following the several interviews whlch I have had with you 
recently on the subject of the desire of the GovernmeDt to acquire 
the Muscle Shc.als Hydroelectric Power Co., the dam site, and cer
tain other properties at Muscle Shoals, I have conferred fully not 
only with the· dlrectoTs of that company but also with the repre
sentatives of the secur1ty holders of the Alabama Traction, Light 
& Power Co. (Ltd.). As I believe I explained to you, the last-men
tioned company is interested by reason of its stock holdings in Alabama 
l'ower Co., wbich latter company owns the stoek of the Musde Shoals 
Hyrlroelectric Power Co. 

'Ibe properties in question represent a very heavy ilJvestment by our 
company, and ha\e occupied an important position in our plans for 
securing power for the future. For several years we have worked 
on plans for ultimately developing these water powers as an integral 
part of the hydroelectl"ic Syf'tem which will be required ·by our com
panies to meet the needs of the communities which they serve. Much 
of this work was done by us in collaboration with the Army engineers, 
looking toward a <levelopment in cooperation with the Government on 
some such plan as was favorably reported on by the Army engineers 
in nouse Document No. 1262, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session. 

I am adverting briefly to these features, as I judge from the several 
interviews which I have had with you and with other ·representatives 
of the Government that you are fully aware of what the company 
has done in preparation for the ultimate development of this water 
power, and I believe you appreciate that it should receive considera
tion in the distribution of any surplus power not required for the 
needs of the Government. 

From our recent interviews it is obvious that our respective views 
as to the value of olll' property and the price which you would agree 
to pay are quite irreconcilable. As directors of a large public-service 
corporation, we have always believed that in addition to the develop
ment of our water powers at Muscle Shoals being a very valuable and 
necessary complement to our system throughout the State, the large 
industrial community which would grow up at Muscle Shoals would 
add a special value to that power plant. In times llke the e, however, 
such considerations must be secondary to the urgent needs of the 
Nation to secure these properties immediately for the carrying out of 
the Government project for the production of war nitrates, and we 
have accordingly determined to donate our lands to the Government 
fcrr this purpose. I have already given instrnetion-s to the company's 
attorneys for the preparation of the necessary deeds of conveyance. 

It is our understanding from yoa that the Government only desires 
to ac-quire the site of Dam No. 2 and adjacent propcrtieg, with flowage 
easement on such of our other prope:rtiea as may be affected by this 
development. 

I need hardly assure you of the desire of the company to cooperate 
with the War Department to the fullest extent in placing at your 
disposition the benefit of all our engineering studies and records re
lating to the projected development. 

l trust that this disposition of the matter meets with your views. 
Youl's very truly, 

Mr. JAMES MITCHELL, 

J~MES MITCHELL, Prtl$iden-t. 

WAR DEPARTMEN'r, 

Washington, Ji'ebn,ary 20, 1918. 

Presiden;t Alabama. Power Co., Birminghamr Ala. 
D!MR Sm : Referring to your letter of the 18th instant, addressed to 

Colonel Keller, in which you express the willingne of your company 
to donate to the United States certain properties and flowage easements 
needed for the propo ed Federal power development at Muscle Shoals, I 
b!"g to acknowledge with thanks the c<>mpa.ny's generous and publie
li!pirited aetion. 

The further steps necessary in regard to tlte mDtter will be given 
immediate attention-

Very r espectfully, 
NEWTON D. BAKER, Sec"l·etary of Wttr. 

In 1918 the Alabama Power Co. was considered by the Demo
cratic Secret.'lry· o.f "\Var as "generous anJ pub:Uc spir.ited." 

To-day Ford is regarded by those who favor this McKenzie 
bill as " generol:ls and 1mblie spirited," but to me section 19 is 
neither generous or public spirited to the United States. The 
Ford interests will get enough otherwise by the McKenzie bill, 
and I h<>pe you will not vote for the proposed amendment and 
take from the United States Treasury $3,472,487.25 by section 
19 of the McKenzie bi11. • [Applause.] 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, I will detain the committee for only a few m-0ments to 
make an explanation of this matter. I am not a membe1· of 
the committee, but I am :familiar with it. 

The Government built at Gorgas, on the Warrior River, a 
steam plant of 30,000 horsepower during the war. It was 
built by the Alabama Power Co. at a cost and a fee of about 
$1,000,000. The .Alabama Power Co. had no legal right to it. 
But during the recess of Congress the Secretary of War sold 
it. to the Alabama Power Co. The Gorgas plant was included 
in l\Ir. Ford's offer. It is a material and essential part of his 
program, and all that this amendment calls for is an expendi
ture of the money realized on the Gorgas plant in the building 
of another plant. 

Now, gentlemen, this is important This plant was built at 
Gorgas, on the ·warrior River, because that was in the coal
mining dish·ict.. If Mr. Ford operates that plant and has this 
plant on the Warrior, it means a saving of a large amount in 
freight on coal. 

This is commonly called the Madden amendment, and it 
simply authorizes the War Department to use the money that 
the Gorgas plant sold for to provide another plant in too same 
locality. I say and insist, and also urge, that everyone who is 
in sywpathy with the acceptance of the Ford offer should vote 
for tl1is amendment. This is a committee amendment. I think 
you understand it, and it is not necessary for me to ay more. 

I want to take this occasion to say tl1at a vote for the Degg 
amendment and tlle Wingo amendment is a vote against the 
Ford offer. I opposed and voted against b-Oth of these amend
ments. I want everybody to fully understand when we get in 
the House and we have a eparate vote on the Begg :l.lld Wingo 
amendments that if you are in favor of Mr. Ford's offer for 
Muscle Shoals you should vote against these amendments; 
their adoption would destroy the bill. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. BURTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to call attention at 
this time to the carelessne s with which some of fue ·e provi~ 
sions are drawn. On Saturday last I moved to strike out the 
language on page 10 relating to the reconstruction of the plant 
itself, which is followed by the words " or by war, strikes, 
accidents, fires, or other ca.uses be~yond its control." 

It bas been constantly alleged here that the offer of Henry 
Ford was sacrosanct ; that we must follow it exactly ; hut 
Henry Ford himself did not ask exemption for time employed 
in reconstruction of the plant. His demand is set forth on page 
27 of the majority report, section 14, in which it is stated that 
nitrate-
shall be manufactured throughout the lease pe-riad', except as it may be 
prevented by strike , accidents, fires, or other cans-es beyond control. 

N()W, some one bas put in here--thrust upon l\Ir. Ford against 
his will, and varied from the contract as offered by him-the 
words "by reconstruction of the plant itself." Really that 
ought to be explained. I do not believe the gentleman from 
Illinois having charge of this bill inserted it, but some one has 
smuggled it in here, and it is a very substantial advantage to 
1.lr. Ford and a very important restriction upon the rights of 
the Government. 

Again I call attention to the faet that this agreement for a 
profit of 8 per cent-and that has been disclosed in tbe ques
tion I propounded to the gentleman from Illinois-is altogether 
indefinite. It does not how whether you mean 8 per cent on 
the value of tbe property owned by l\1r. Ford and utilized for 
the manufacture of nitrate or uot; it does not show whether 
there must be taken into account the amount be pays as rent 
on the lease of the water power ~ it is restricted to the very 
vague and uncertain expre sion, "not to exceed 8 per cent of 
the fair actual annual co,;.t of production thereof." Does that 
merely mean cost of raw material and labor? What does it 
mean? The Government w9uld find itc;;elf in the teeth of a 
lawsuit immediately with that uncertainty there. 
· I call attention to another thing in the very paragraph that 
is under consideration. There is no express s tatement in that 
paragraph or anywhere in the bill that the property substi
tuted for tlle Gorgas plant is .to be turnetl over to Henry 
Ford. I think by implication it would be: interpreted that 
such was the clear intention of the . bill, but in ection 11 
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there is a specific enumeration of what i"' to be sold to 1\Ir. 
Ford, and tbe new steam plant is not included. 

Now, a few words about these Begg an<l Wingo amend
ments. I shall be urpriscd if you vote them out after they 
have been put into this bill in Committee of the Wl10le, one 
of them by a very large majority and with the approval of 
Mr. McKEN"ZIE, tbe Member in charge. I do not think it lies 
in the mouth of any l\Iember of this House hereafter to talk 
about monopoly if he votes for this bill at all, but especially 
will anyone who votes against these amendments be hindered 
from doing so. The House is asked to grant an unprecedented 
monopoly. You are giving to Henry Ford an amount of 
power over and above that required for the manufacture of 
nitrates which is almost as large as the total amount devel
oped on the American side at Ni~gara Falls, saying to him, 
"Use it as you please." You do not ask him to build the dams 
or the power. The United States builds them for him and 
lease them to him on terms more favorable than anyone has 
yet obtained, 4 per cent of the cost since 1\:Iay 31, 1922, dlsre
garding the millions expended before that date. When I in
troduced an amendment the other <lay that half of the 
power--making a beggarly reque t for half of it-should be 
distributed. upon reasonable terms for the use of the people, 
it was announced, and honestly, too, by tbe gentleman from 
Illinois that this could not be, that l\Ir. Ford must ha-re it all, 
to use as he pleases, and you who are talking about · the 
monopoly of the Alabama Power Co., when tbe proposition 
waR made to put half of that power in competition with that 
company, in order to keep down their alleged monopoly, voted 
almost unanimously against it. 

How are you going to explain all thi ? A great deal has 
been said and papers have been brougbt in here which look 
like the sign of the zodiac or like an astrological chart, to 
show what a wicked concern the Alabama Power Co. is, all of · 
which has very little to c.lo with this proposition, but you are 
refusing to loo ·en tbe grip of that monopoly which you so 
bitterly attack. 

Now gentlemen, if I may give you a word of -warning, con
sider y~m· votes on these amendments. I am opposed to thi bill. 

Perhaps it would be policy for me to say, "Put in the wor t 
provisions possible." I do not believe this will become a law. 
It does not seem to me possible. Not alone tbe Senate but the 
American people will condemn this measure, and if you wish 
to beat this bill, I ay to you frankly, vote out of it in the House 
tho e two amendments that you rnte<l for in the Committee of 
the Whole. I regard them as neces ary re-·triction although 
possibly some slight modification should be made in · the lan
guage. I warn :rou again against voting them out. The 'name 
of every man will appear. We have not lJearcl the last of thi 
bill. In all my service, House or Senate, I have never knowH 
a proposition in which a privilege was granted to an individual 
or a corporation which was so free from restriction, so broad 
and comprehensive, so strong for the interest of the grantee as 
this one right here, and thus I have stood against it from the 
beginning. The House is thinking of giving away a most valu
able a set. [Applause.] 

Tile CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio I 
has e::\..-pired. 

1\Ir. GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
tile House: As I stated three days ago, there i • no reason or 
justHl.cation for any l\Iember of this Hou e to vote for or 
against this proposition under any misapprehension of the . 
facts, and I can not appreciate the continued threats and innu
endoes thrown into this debate that we are about to create 
another 'l'eapot Dome scandal. The bill ~hat l before this 
House is clearly and plainly drawn in black and white. The 
hearings are before you. You know what you want to do. You 
know the proposition you are dealing with and you know 
whether or not you want to dispose of Muscle Shoals in thi 
manner. I can not understand how it is that these gentlemen 
now become so alarmed and so much interested in this great 
property at Muscle Shoals tbat lay there for 150 years in the 
life of this GoYernment with nobody having a kind word to 
say for it; but after the war, and after some investments were 
made there for war purpo es, and after the Government had 
spent millions of dollars fixing it so that perhaps .·omehody 
might take 11old of it, we hear a great cry of intere ·t in the 
project from tho e who cared but. little before. 

Ir. WILLIAl\.lSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
IHr. GARUETT of Texas. I can not yield no-w. I have only 

fiye minutes. 
We hear a great deal about their interest in Muscle Shoals. 

Listen. You never heart.I a criticism of Henry Ford's propo
. sition until the Alabama Power Co. and its allies had gotten 

bold of the Gorgas plant. They did not want Muscle Shoals. 
Two rears ago they wanted Gorgas plant, and they got it, 
Not only that, but the Secretary of War advertised broadcast 

. all over this country for somebody to come and take Muscle 
Shoals off of the hands of this Govemment, and not a soul 
answered, except Henry Ford, in all the world, much le s 
the United State . The Alabama Power Co., owned and con
h"olled by Canadian and Briti h apital, knew that Muscle 
Shoals was tbere then, because they had been there with their 
engineers. They did not come to the re cue of tbe Government, 
and not a manufacturing company of fertilizer in the land 
made any offer for Muscle Shoals. They all hooted at the 
proposition and said 1\.I.r. Ford nor anyone else could profitably 
operate this great project successfully, but now, when they 
think it ls going to be done, they become very much alarmed. 
and there is where the opposition to this propo ition lies. 
You take out of the opposition to this proposition the organi
zations of the chemical companies and the manufacturers of 
fertilizers and the manufacturers of automobile and the manu
facturers of electrical energy, and you would have but little 
opposition to this bill to-day on the floor of this Hou e. [.Ap-
plause.] . 

'l'be gentleman from Iowa [l\lr. HuLL] talked. about section 
rn and the right of eminent domain in taking property from 
one person and gi-ring it to another. l\Iy God, the gentleman 
l1as not a foot of territory that a railroad runs over in his State 
that was not taken just as you propose to take this property. 
Every railroad in his State, under the right of eminent domain, 
took pl"ln1te property from one man and gaye it to another. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will tlle gentleman yield? But they 
are public utilities and are under regulation, and arc not 
prirnte individual . 

l\lr. GARRETT of Texas. And tlli will be under the strong 
hand of the Congress forever. [ ries of "Oh !" "Oh!"] 
I understand, of course, that you who are not for this proposi
tion may hoot and ~·ou may laugh, but I pity the man upon the 
floor of this House who does not know that he represent a 
GoYemment that i · sovereign ir, its capacity and that Henry 
ForL1 and no . corpora ti on can e,-et· take any pul>lic resource or 
ru1y property of thi · colmtry antl keep it unless he shall operate 
in accordance with hi ::.greement i f the Go,-ernment does not 
want hlm to. 

l\fr. WII .. LLUI~OX Will the gentleman yield now? 
l\lr. GARRET'l' of Texas. I can not yield. You talk about 

the Gorgn. · steam plant. Tlle gentleman kno"\\-:- that the Gorgas 
team plant wa. acquired under a contract by this Government 

tllat the Judge Advocate General's office aitl was null und 
void, and I want to read to' you just what the Attorney Gen
eral lrn.d to say about this contract, and I quote from his 
opinion, as follows: 

No one can ca1·efully analyze the long and rather complex contrnct 
made with thi company without being impre sed with the harsh and 
even drastic provision which it impo,es on tile Government. Wh1>n 
its intricate provh;ions are clo ely scrutinized anll their full signifi
cance realized, it beconH>s at once apparent that the company lost no 
opportuniry of turning to it own advantage ev ry possible change of 
circum ·tances. But however burdensome the agreement may be, the 
Government on its part must faithfully observe the obligations it 
a ·sumed if they were in fact authorized by proper statutory powl'r. 
I feel persuaded, however, that the option to ptuchase which the con
tract contain was unauthorized. 

Tlle CHAIRUA..X T11e time of the gentleman from Texas 
ha· expired. 

l\lr. )1.ADDEN. l\lr. Chairman, the Gorgas steam plant wa.s 
built on property owned by the Alabama Power Co. It was 
built, ·o said the Alabama Power Co., with the understandina 
that the Government would move the plant off of their prop
erty whenever they were notified to do it. They did notify 
the Govemment. The result is tlie plant was old to the pmver 
company. I do not believe it was nece sary to ell the plant 
to the Alabama Power Co. It was sohl, however, and sold after 
Ford had made his bid for the enUre plant, and Ford's bid, by 
the ale of this property, was eliminated. 

Tbe people of the United States, or many of them, believe 
that Ford will develop this property to the advantage of the 
people, and I am one of those who believe that. If I did not 
believe it, I would not be here advocating it. There was only 
one way to make it possible for Ford to develop the property 
and that was to put him in the ·ame position that he wouhl 
have been in if the Gorgas plant had not been sold, and I 
assume the respon ibility ;for tbe amendrr.ent which appears in 
this bill. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BmtTO:.'i!] said that 
names would a11pear and. that probably scandal would ensue . 
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He did not make the statement in just those words, but I am 
not afraid that my name shall appear in what I believe to be 
the mo.st meritorious proposition that has ever come before the 
House. [Applause.] 

I believe that what we propose ls in the interest of the 
public. I believe more, that Mr. Ford will dedicate every 
uolla.r he has to the development of agriculture through this 
institution. I believe that here we have an opportunity to 
show our wisdom, and it can not he better shown than by 
affording an opportunity for Mr. Ford to invest his millions 
in the development of an institution which will be dedicated to 
the American people. [Applause.] 

The amendment upon which you are about to vote is an 
essential part of the bill before us. A vote against this amend
ment is a vote against the development of Muscle Shoals. 
Those who do not want Muscle Shoals developed should vote 
against this amendment. Those who want Muscle Shoals de
veloped should vote for the amendment. Those who want 
this property to be developed for the purpose of manufacturing 
fertilizer for the American farmer will vote to adopt the 
amendment of the committee. 

The CHAIR?i!AN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
all time has expired, and the question is on the committee 
amendment as a new section. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

l\Ir. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer the. follow
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as fOllows: 
AlnendJ;nent offered by Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, inserting a new 

section at the end of section 19, on. page 17 of the bill, to be known 
as 19 (a), and to read as follows : 

"In order to fnrther pJJomote the manufacture of fe11tilizer the 
United States shall erect in connection with said nitrate plants at 
Sheffield, Ala., a residence to cost not less than $100,000, to be built 
by an agent of the United States, to be selected by said Henry Ford, 
and wb.ich shall be used by said corporntion as a residence far E<Lsel 
Ford ; there sllall be in connection with said residence n suitable flag
pole, and on the morning of each day during the residence of said Edsel 
Ford at said residence"--

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the Clerk has read sufficient to show that the amendment 
is out of order. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I claim that the Clerk should fin
ish the reading of the amendment. 

:Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Texas 'Vill not make the point of order. This is the acme of 
the objection to tbe Ford offer. I think it ought to go in. 
[Laughter.] 

The Clerk continued the reading of the amendment, as fol
lows: 
"said Edsel Ford sball raise a :flag of the United States upon said flag
pole, repeating while doing so, in an audible and vigorous tone, the 
american Creed of .William Tyler Page. In order to am<>rtize the cost 
of said residence said company shall pay to the United States aWIDally 
$1.99. ln case of destruction of said residence by tire or otherwise 
the United States, at its own expense, shalL promptly rebuild the same. 
In case of wa.r the United States may have the use o:C said residenee or 
its equivalent at Detroit, Mieh., or elsewhei:e by paying said compa,n_y 
a reasonable rent therefor-." 

Mr. BLANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I make the point of order
we are working under the rules of the House, and I make the 
point of order that the Clerk has read four times as far as 
nece sary to demonstrate- that the amendment is out of or<ler. 
I ask a ruling as to ·w:hether the point of order is good, so that 
we may have the precedent. 

l\I1·. GRAHAM of Illinois. l\fr. Ohail'man, as a matter of fact 
no point of order is proper in the middle of an amendment. I 
think the amendment is germane to the bill, and the gentleman 
can not in.terrupt the reading of an amendment on a point of 
order. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Illinois knows better 
than that. The Clerk bas read far enough to show that the 
amendment is out of order, and I can cite numerous precedents 
to the Chair to that effect. 

The CHA.IRl\1AN. The Chair thinks that the Clerk has read 
far enough to show that tb.e amendment is not germane, and 
the Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

With the following committee amendment : 
Page 17, line 21, strike out the figures "19" end insert "20," so 

it will read " Sec. 20." 

The . committee amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. HULL of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last :vord. I clo this in order to make a statement. Some 
question has. arisen as to wbo wr-ote tbe minority report. 
Some one said that Thomas W. Martin wrote the minority 
report. I do not know as it is of any great value to the com
m~tt~, but to keep the record straight I wish. to say that the 
mmor1ty report was dictated in my offi.ee largely by myself. 
It was all written in my office, and Thomas W. l\Iartin bad 
nothing to do with H. 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MADDEN], who has at various times in the last nine years 
said something about l\Iuscle, Shoals~! think it was in Feb
ruary, 1921, in the consider!Eion of the sundry civil bill, said 
that he did not want Muscle Shoals developed and tocrether 
with some other distinguished Republicans, took fue 

0

stand 
that you would never have any vah1e at 1\lusele Shoals, and 
that you ought to scrap it at that time. A few minutes auo 
the. gentleman from Illinois said the Gorgas plant was bullt 
durmg the war. The gentleman shows the same amount of 
knowledg~ abo':t l\!uscle Shoals that he bas always shown; 
~nd that is, he ~s wrong. The Gorgas plant was not built dm:
mg the war. The Gorgas plant was built before the war by 
the Alabama Power Co. on their own land. All the Govern
ment ever did was to go down there during the war and make 
an addition to the Alabama company's plant. You could not 
move it, because no one-ancl I examined it very carefully
no one knew where the Government property began aod where 
the Alabama Power Co. 's left off. 

Now, you have all had telegrams. In the remaining part of 
the five minutes left to me I will read some telegrams that 
I have receive€!<, and I have got a bunch of them-over 70 in 
all-and many more letters : 

BIRMINGHAM, ALA., March 8, 192.t,. 
HARRY E. HULL, 

H9Use Office Builain.g, Waslli11gton, D. 0.: 
The vicious attacks on the Alabama Power Co. and its presiuent by 

MADDEN and others are unwarranted, unjust, and unfair to the com
p.any and injuri-ous to the welfare and progress of our State. .As 
editor of three ·Alabama newspa.pers,. a.nd in touch daily with every 
section of the State, I know that the Alabama Power Co. stands high 
in the estimation of our people for the magniftc~nt w.ork it is uoing. 
As representative of the people you should challenge these attacks 
and see to it that your chall'enge and this telegram is written into 
the RECORD. I hope you can do this for the fair-minded and loyal 
citizens of Alabama. 

HARRY Jil. HULL, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

R. B. VAIL. 

TALLASSEE, ALA., March ?, 1!Jl4. 

Your fight for- nonacceptance of the Muscle Shoals otier of Henry 
Ford interests me to the extent that I send thls message. Continue 
your fight. This natural resource of water power should not go to 
any private interest upo.n any terms. 

Dr. ROB.ERT H. COKE~. 

Mr. McKENZIE. l\.Ir-. Chairman, I move that "an debate 
upon this seetion and all amendments thereto do now close. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the proforma amend

ment of the gentleman from Iowa wHI be withdrawn, and the 
Clerk will rea-d. 

ThB Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: .At the end of section 20, page 18, liue 1, 

insert the following : 
" SEC. 21. The interest on account of lease of Dam No. 2 shall 

apply to all expenclitm:es and obligations Qf the Government ju con
nection. with said· dam which have bee1i, incurred since May 31, 1922. 

~· SEC. 22. The stock of tne company to be formed by Henry Fol'd, 
referred to in section 1 of this act, shall be controlled after his d~ath 
by his heirs or by An:leL'ican citil'lens, and n.o stock or bonds issued by 
any company or subsidiary company in connection with tbe lea ·e of 
the dams referred to herein or in connection with nitrate plant L' o. 2, 
or any substitute therefor or a.dditt-0n supplementary thereto, shall be 
owned or contrQlied by any fo~·eig,n corpo.i.·ati0-n, citizen or suujcct. 

" SEC, 23 . .All of the contrncts, leases, dQetls, transfers. and con
SEc. 19. Secretary of -War is hereby autho.dzed and directed to veyances necessary to effectuate the acceptance of said offer shall be 

execute and deliver all necessary deeds of conv~ya.n.ce and to "'.xecut~ I hinding upoa the Un.Hefl, States and jointly and seve11ally, upon IJ.eury 
on t~~ pd'tt of _the Government all leases requu·ed to carry otl.t the Foxd, his heixs, i:epi:esentathies and a~t'd.gm:, and t~ ~ompa.ny to 9e 
Provi::;ious of this act. I iuco.i:po:i;ate<l by him, its successors anc1 assti;ns." 



3918 CO~ TGRESSION AL RECOR.D-HOUSE. MARCH 10, 

1\lr. WILLIAMSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the follo\ving 
arueudment, which I send to tbe desk. 

The Clerk read as follo'WS: 
Page 18, lines 3 and 4, after the word "dam," in line 3, insert a 

period and strike out the balance of the line and all of line 4. 

1\lr. WILLIAl\!SON. I do not want to take up the time of the 
committee in di cu" ·ing this amendment. I di cussed the same 
proposition ip connection with a similar amendment I offered a 
day or tYIO ngo. The purpose of it is to require Henry Ford 
to pay interest · on the entire investment that the Government 
has in Dam No. 2, including the $17,000,000 expend_ed by the 
GoYernment prior to May 21, 1922. In all fairnes I submit 
that interest should be computed on the entire cost of the dam. 
Even then. as I have previously s11own, the actual interest, if 
computed from the time of the expenditure of Government 
funds would amount to les tha11.B per cent per annum. 
Th~ HAIR.MAN. The questio'lr is on agreeing to the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota to the com
mittee amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by l\Ir. MADDEN: On page 18, amend section 23 

by striking out after the figures "23 " all of the section and substi
tuting in lieu thereof the following : " Upon the acceptance of the 
Ford proposal, the promises, undertakings, and obligations shall be bind
ing upon the United States and jointly and se>erally upon Henry Ford, 
his heirs, representatives, and assigns, and the company, its successors, 
and assigns, and all the nece ·sary contracts, leases, deeds, and other 
instruments necessary or appropriate to effect the purposes of this pro
posal shall be duly executed and deli\ered by the respective parties 
abo>e mentioned." 

l\1r. WILLIA1\1SON. l\Ir. Chairman, I 0 desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment. 

r.rhe CIIAIRl\lAN. The Chair would stat that that would be 
an amendment in the third degree and woul<l not be in order. 

l\Ir. l\L~DDEN. l\Ir. Chairman, section 23 as it appea!·s in 
the committee print provides that-
an of the contracts, leases, deeds, transfer , and conveyance to 
effectuate the acceptance of. the offer shall l>e binding upon the United 
States and jointly and severally upon Henry Ford, his heirs, rt>pre
sentatives, and as~igns, and the c:ompany to be incorporated by him, 
its successors and assigns. 

A good many l\Iembers of the House feel that in view of the 
language of the proposal of Henry Ford there is some doubt 
as to whether this section as it appears in the bill carrie8 out 
to its fullest extent the obligation · contained in the proposal, 
and in order to obviate any question of doubt in the mind ~f 
anyone I simply offer the actual proposal made by 1\1r. Foru 
as a substitute for this abbreviated feature of the proposal 
now contained in section 23. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
substitute for that amendment, which I end to the desk. 

The CHAffil\lAN. The committee amendment anrl the 
amendment to the amendment are the only amendments that 
are in order at this time. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMSON. But I offer this as a substitute for the 
proposed section 23 of the committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is only a part of the amendment. 
l\Ir. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 

the amendment is out of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois to the committee amendment. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 
1\Ir. WILLI.Al\ISON. l\Ir. Chairman, a parliamentary in

quiry. 
The CH.AIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. wn .. LIAMSON. Would it be in order to requtst a 

·eparate vote upon the different sections of the committee 
amendment? 

1\lr. MADDEN. I make the point of order that that request 
comes too late. 

l\Ir. FROTHINGHAl\I. But I make the point of order that 
the gentleman was on his feet trying to get recognition. 

l\fr. MADDEN. Very well. I ha·rn no objection. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. l\1r. Chairman, I demand a separate 

vote. 
l\fr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that not

withstanding the fact tl.111.t these three propo ed sections were 
read as one committee amendment, unque ·tionably the gentle.-

man from South Dakota has a right to ofter an amendment to 
auy one of the three sections. 

The CHAIIll\IAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\lAD
DEN] lms offered an amendment to the committee amendment, 
and another amendment to thu t is an amendment in the third 
degree and would not be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAl\ISON. I am offering a ub titute for the 
Madden amendment to the committee amendr,nent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that if the gentleman 
will offer an amendment to the whole of the committee amend
ment that will serYe tlle purpose. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I de ire to reoffer a 
substitute for the committee amendment embracing ections 
21, 22, and 23 which I have sent to the Clerk's desk. 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentttry inquiry. 
Tile CH.A.IRl\IAN. The gentleman will state it. 
l\1r. HA.STINGS. The committee had already voted by the 

ayes on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MADDEN], but the other side of the question has not been 
put. Now, the inquiry I desire to make i , ought not we to 
vote upon the amendment and complete the vote? 

The CHA.IRl\IAN. .A.s the gentleman from Oklahoma say , 
the vote had not been completed, and the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from South Dakota for an amendment which is 
in order. 

Mr. McKENZIE. l\lr. Chairman, I ask that the substitute 
be read and be voted upon ·without discussion. 

l\1r. L.!.GUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mc

KENZIE] asks unanimous eon ent that there be no debate upon 
the proposed substitute offered by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [l\1r. WILLIA~CSON]. I· there objection? 

l\1r. WILLIAl\ISON. l\Ir. Chairman, I object. 
l\lr. h<\GUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman will state it. 
lUr. LAGUARDIA. Under the present parliamentary situa

tion would it be in order after the vot is taken to offer an 
amendment to section 23 of the committee amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Any germane amendment will lJe in order. 
l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. At this time or after the vote? 
The CHAIRl\IA.N. After the vote is taken. The clerk will 

report the amendment offered by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. WILLLUISO~]. 

The Clerk read as. follows: 
Amendment offered by )Jr. WILLIAMSON as a substitute for committee 

amendment: rage 18, line 1, insert: 
" SEC. 21. The interest on account of lease of Dam No. 2 shall apply 

to all expenditures and obligations of the Government in connection 
with said dam which have been incurred since i\Iay 31, 1022. 

" SEC. 22. The stock of the company to be formed by Henry Forti 
referred to in section 1 of tills act shall be controlled after bis death 
by his heir or by American citizens, and no stock or bonds issued by 
any company or subsidiary company in connection with the lease of the 
dams referred to herein or in connection with nitrate plant No. 2, 
or any ubstitute therefor or addition supplementary thereto, shall b 
owned or controlled by any foreign corporation, citizen, or subject. 

" SEC. 23. All of the contracts, leases, deeds, trnnsfer , and convey
ances necessary to effectuate the acceptance of said offer and to carry 
out the purposes of this act shall be binding upon the United States, 
and jointly and severally upon IIenry Ford, his heirs, representatives, 
and assigns, and the company to be incorporated by him, its successors 
and assigns, it being the intent hereof. to bind Ile.nry Ford, bis heirs, 
representatives, and assigns upon all contracts, leases, deeds, transfers, 
and conveyances executed by said company as fully and completely as 
though he had personally executed such instruments." 

Mr. WILLIAl\ISON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota. 
l\Ir. WILLIA.~ISON. l\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen of the 

committee, .if the pro.ponents and advocate ·. of thi measure 
mean what they say and Henry FQrd means what they say he 
means then the substitute for the Madden amendment ought 
to be adopted by this House. I have examined very carefully 
the proposed substitute offerecl by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. l\!ADDEN] which appeared in the RECORD ·ome days ago. 
In my judgme11t that amendment to tlle committee amenumeut 
does not do all i\Ir . . lADDEN claims for it. If you will adopt 
the sulJstitute which I have offered I will guarantee to you that 
thi section will be air-tight and that Henry Ford and his heir. 
will be bound to do what it is said he has promised to oo and 
what gentlemen have repeatedly said they want him to do. 

· A di,sposition has been shown all through the consicleration of 
this bill to prevent any and all amendments, no matter how 
meritorious. There has been a complete refusal to consider 
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any proposed change in the bill upon it~ merits. Any attempt 
to protect tl10 United States or succeeding generations has 
l>eeu frowned upon by the Ford advocates and voted down. 
The most valuable water-power site in America and the vast 
Go..-ernment properties at ~1uscle Shoals are to be given away 
for a mess of pottage. Our children's birthright is to be given 
over to a $10,000,000 Ford corporation without even a clause 
in the bill to properly guarantee performance of such under
takings as are l.mposed upon the Ford corporation. Much has 
been said of Ford's millions being back of the proposal. I 
den y that they are back of the proposal as the bill now stands 
or as it will stand with t11e Madden amendment. l\Iy amend
ment will put them back of the proposals incorporated in 
the bill, such as they are. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The question is first upon the perfecting 
amendment . 

.i:1r. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will permit, just what 
words does the gentleman put in? 

l\1r. WII~I.IA1\1SON. What I add to section 23 as it appears 
in the bill is as follows : Page 18, line 16, after the word 
"offer" I in ert "and to carry out the purposes of this act," 
and after the word "assigns," in line 19 of the same page, I 
strike out the period, insert a comma, and add, " it being the 
intent hereof to bind Henry Ford, his heirs, representatives, 
and assigns upon all contracts, leases, deeds, transfers, and 
couveyances executed by said company as fully and completely 
as though he had personally executed such instruments," so 
tb.at the section will read: 

SEC. 23. All of the contracts, leases, deeds, transfers, and conveyances 
nece ·sary to effectuate the acceptance of said offer and to carry out the 
purposes of this act shall be binding upon the United States and 
jointly and severally upon Ilenry Ford, his heirs, representatives, and 
a ssigns, and the company to be incorporated by him, its successors and 
assigns, it being the intent hereof to bind Henry Ford, his heirs, rep
r esentatives, and assigns upon all contracts, leases, deeds, transfers, 
nncl conveyances executed by said company as fully ruid completely as 
though he 'bad personally executed such instruments. 

The CHAIRM.Al~. The question now is upon the perfecting 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. l\lA.nnEN]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the substitute 

offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [l\Ir. WILLIAM· 
SON], . 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 
T11e , CHAIRi\IAN. The question now is upon the com

..mittee amendment as amended by the Madden amendment. 
:&Ir. LAGUARDIA. l\fr. Chairman, I have an amendment 

which I desire to offer to the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 'rhe Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
.Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: Page ·18, line 19, add an

other section: "It shall be unlawful for the company, or any director, 
officer, stockholder, or employee thereof, directly or indirectly, to 
contribute to any political campaign fund or to contribute, donate, 
or in any way to give money to assist, promote, or otherwise assist 
in the election of any public official, congressional candidate, or can
didate for nomination for any office in a primary election." 

~Ir. BANKHEAD. l\lr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. ~1r. Chairman, I would like to be heard 
on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The point of 
order is sustained. The question is now on the committee 
amendment as amended by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illluois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

l\Ir. WINGO. l\fr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Tlle Clerk read as follows: 
Page 18, line 1, insert a new section, by Mr. WINGO, to read as fol· 

low : 
" A compliance by the company with the requirements of this 

act with reference to the manufacture of nitrate and maintaining 
nitrat e plant No. 2 in its present state of readiness or its equi~alent 
for immediate operation in the manufacture of materials necessary in 
time of war for the production of explosives, except as it may be pre
vented by reconstruction of the plant itself, or by war, strikes, accidents, 
tires, or other causes beyond its control, shall constitute conditions 
sub ·equent upon which the right of the company shall depend, and a 
failure to sub tantially meet such conditions, or either of them, shall 

give the United States, in addition to any other right it may have, the 
right, by proper action in a court of competent jurisdiction, to recap
ture said n~trate plant No. 2." 

l\!r. WINGO. l\!r. Chairman, I realize that possibly I am en
gaging in a last futile effort to appeal to the intelligence of the 
House to-day by doing what the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GARRETT], a member of the committee, a while ago said was the 
desire of his committee; that is, to keep the hands of the Gov
ernment on this great property and control it. Now, what do I 
do by my amendment? It is an amendment for which, frankly, 
if you adopt it, I would be willing, but not otherwise, to abandon 
the amendment which you adopted on Saturday. It is not so 
drastic. It does not go far enough; but it does this: Compliance 
with two major agreements is all that is required; that ls, the 
manufacture of nit1·ate, as provided by section 14, and the keep
ing of the plant in readiness for the needs of the Government 
in time of war. Those are the only two material requirements 
as conditions subsequent by which I seek to bind that corpora
tion after Henry Ford is dead and gone ; and I say if these 
requirements are not met, then the United States Government 
shall have what right? To declare the lease forfeited? Oh, no. 
I give my friend from Tennessee [l\Ir. BYRNS] his day in court. 
He knows that the Constitution already guarantees that. He 
seems to have overlooked it. l\Iy amendment provides that if 
the company fails to meet substantially those requirements, then 
the United States Government has the right to go into a court 
of competent jurisdiction and by proper action seek to recap
ture what? All the property? No; seek to recapture nitrate 
plant No. 2, the plant that must be kept for national security and 
national defense. That is all I do. 

Mr. BEGG. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1'1r. WINGO. Yes. 
Mr. BEGG. What excuse is there to only take back part of 

it if they fail on the contract? 
Mr. WINGO. Absolutely none; but I am trying to preserve 

the rights of the Government in connection with what I feel 
will be a duty devolving upon the company 50 years from now, 
when Henry Ford is dead and gone. I will be content if I 
can keep the plant manufacturing fertilizer in time of peace 
and in condition to manufacture explosives in time of war. 

You say, "vVe must not amend this bill"; that "We must 
not lay our hands on thi sacred thing." You can do that if 
you want to, gentlemen, but there is not a lawyer on the floor 
of tllis House who does not know that my amendment is right 
and tha t without the adoption of my amendment all control by 
the United States Government is gone, and gone for a hundred 
years, except tlle little right of action on breach of covenant, 
which is so unreliable and unsatisfactory. 

Oh, gentlemen, you come and say, "Henry Ford will not ac
cept your provisions." I challenge any man to stand up and 
make that statement to me now. They came in last Saturday 
and said they had fixed up the Begg amendment and the Henry 
Ford representatives would accept that. They came back this 
morning and they deny what they told us last Saturday. Yet 
they ha·ve gone out in the cloakroom and had a little meeting 
among themselves, a kind of little third House, and have said, 
" Let us put everything through as it is, and let the Senate 
amend it.'" Not one man who has discussed my amendment in 
private has denied my legal proposition, but has said, "Do not 
do this. We want to go over to the Senate with you and h:we 
it done .there." Gentlemen, I hardly understand why it was 
that I was able to keep my temper and keep quiet on the propo
sition they presented to me. I do not want to wait until the 
Senate has had something done that no man will deny is right. 

Mr. WILLIAl\fS of Michigan. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WINGO. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAl\IS of Miebigan. I want to ask the gentleman 

this question: If Henry Ford should place upon that property 
there numerous factories, all of that property would revert to 
the Government? 

Mr. WINGO. I know what the gentleman means. I am 
making a last effort to reserve something, and that is nitrate 
plant No. 2, against duplicity and bad faith on the part of 
the corporation after Henry Ford's death. That is all I am 
seeking to do. [Applause.] 

Are you opposed to that? If so, why are you opposed to. it? 
Is anybody authorized to say that Henry Ford will not accept 
that? I deny it, because I have faith in his intelligence and 
his integrity. You have got to prove to me that Henry Ford 
is guilty of duplicity and bad faith and is not willing for 
Congress to bind this corporation after he is dead and gone. 

l\!r. WURZBACH. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? · 

Mr. WINGO. Yes. 
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Mr. WURZBACH. Assuming thnt the Government would 

recover under tl1e gentleman's amendment nitrate plant No. 2, 
would the 100,000-water-power plant go with that? 

Mr. WINGO. Nitrate plant No. 2 would be recaptured if the 
court, after hearing, had decided that this corporation had 
acted in bad faith and had failed to keep its contract to manu
facture fertilizer in peace and explosives in time of war. 
But the burden would be on the Government to show such 
failure and bad faith. [Applause.] · 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
m nt offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. WINGO]. 

l\Ir. UPSHAW. Mr. Cbairman, I move .to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIR~!At~. The. gentleman from Georgia moves to 
strike out the last word. 

l\fr. UPSHAW. Mr Cha.il'man and gentlemen of the House, I 
think enough has been said by the opposition in putting ques
tion points after the faith of the people in the Ford proposition 
to make it an opportunity to declare that as far as my observa
tion goes the masses, especially the working masses. are over
whelmingly in favor of letting Hem·y Ford have Muscle Shoals. 
By the way, we remember that over at the other end of the Capi
tol the other day, the muse grew resti~e under the weight of 
prose in that august body and the clouds of angry debate were 
dissipated by a journey into the scintillating fields of poetry. 
Down in my district I have a genius of a constituent named 
F. W. Edwardy, who wrote and circulated a post cnrd as follows: 

As Doctor Coue would say, 
Repeat this sentence every day: 

" Muscle Shoals. in Alabam 
Without a Ford ain't worth ' a dam.' ,. 

[Laughter and applause.] 
Now you understand, gentlemen, that I do not u cuss," but the 

word " dam " has been used with shocking frequency here dur
ing this debate, and my poetic constituent who is a Ford "fan " 
in ists, of course, that he is talking about a "tinker's dam" or 
the kintl of a dam that stops a river. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. A continental dam. [Laughter.] 
Mr. UPSHAW. But there jg one thing especially to which I 

wish to refer. I wish to take exception, without holding any 
brief for 1\lr. Ford, to one statement made by the gentleman 
from New York [l\Ir. LAGUARDIA.] the other day when, in an 
unguarded moment, I am sure, he referred to l\lr. Ford's " ill
gotten gains." I think he made that statement in the heat of 
debate; I think he meant to say Mr. Ford's fabulous wealth or 
something like that. I want to say that is the first statement 
I have evel· heard anybody make that put a question point after 
the integrity of Henry Ford. I am sure my good friend from 
New York did not mean to make a deliberate reflection on Mr. 
Ford's personal honor or his business methods. 

It was my privilege to spend a day, six years ago, in his won
derful plant, and I went through it from one end to the other. 
I was utterly amazed a,t the spirit of real, good Americanism 
that I saw. I visited and addressed his schools, where he was 
transforming many fm:eigners into intelllgent, enthusiastic 
Americans. I have been impressed with Henry Ford as Qne of 
the few outstanding men who, having won great wealth by the 
wealth of his own genius and his own energy, has not left the 
envious masses at the bottom of the mountain after he has 

.climbed to the top. Ol·dinarily men of great wealth leave those 
l ss fortunate down in the valley, muttering curses against 
tbose who have left them. But you will find that the humble t 
men ·everywhere have great faith in Henry Ford because he has 
proven that he loves humanity. 

Dr. Samuel Marquis, the great preacher, wbo gave up his 
pulpit to loo after the humanitarian side of Henry Ford's work, 
told me that when tbe plant was about half as large as it is 
now Henry Ford was then paying splendid salaries to 300 men 
and women who moved sympathetically among his 50,000 em
ployees at the time and helped to contribute to their personal 
and domestic happine s. I believe we can trnst a man like 
that. And it was a great lesson for all employers of labor that 
the very week after Henry Ford voluntarily raised all wages 
and reduced the hours of labor from nine to eight for the .day 
the output of his plant leaped forward to a notable degree as the 
re ult of the impul e Qf gratitude for their great-heai·ted en
ployer' ht1manitarian spirit. 

The Bible declares tllat- . 

be who would have friends mu, t sb<>w himself friendly. 

A.nd again : 
All thing' w.hatsoever ye would that men should do to :you, do ;ye 

even so to them. 

All the human pbilo~phy and the·modern ethics on earth an 
not ad~ to or even approach this divine wisdom of the golden rule 
of Christ, that would usher in, as Frances El Willard declared 
"the g?lden age of man." It is because Henry Ford and Pasto~ 
Marq~1s, w~o. helped him to catch the vision, have let this 
beautiful sp1r~t filter down through all the activities of big, 
wonderful achievements that " the man in overalls '' evervwhere 
declares, " Hurrah for Henry Ford! " ~ 

FAR::UEllS HAVE FAITH IN FORD 

.. I have fo.und. also that farmers far and wide have the sffroe 
kmd of faith m Henry Ford that inspires the workingmen 
everywhe.re. Such leaders as Charles S. Barrett, the first and 
only president of the National Farmers' Union who bas steered 
that great ?rganization with such notable wisdom, and c. H. 
Cobb, the gifted .and v_igorous editor of tl1e Southeen Rurali~t. 
the great magazme with half a million circulation publi hed 
in my home city of Atlanta, have declared with enthusiasm in 
favor of acc~~Ung the Ford offer, believing that it will mean 
cheaper fertillzers for the farmer and greater prosperity not 
only for the South but for the whole country In a letter to me 
concerning this subject, the eUitor of the Southern Huralist says : 

Everything that has been done tbat sheds any light whatever on the 
Mus:le Shoals proposition leads to ;fust one conclusion. 'Ihat one con
clu ion ls that the Jl'l().rd offer is the only offer that carrie with it any 
assurance whatever that the public interest will be protected even in 
tbe slighte t degree or that cheap fertilizer or nitrates for war pur· 
poses will be manufactured. One of the most vital considerations in 
~bis whole matter is that of moral reflponsibillty and individual relittbil-
1ty. The records make it very clear that the Ford offer i, the only one 
that deserves a moment's consideration on that basis. Doubtless those 
other concerns that are bidding will make rosy p.romi es. • • • 
i:rom all I can gather, the Alabama Power Co. is gifted along tbese 
lme_s. :robably ~bey are helpl:ss, inasmuch a~ they are dominated by 
~ap1tallsts who live clear out ide of the United States and whose one 
interest is that of getting the maximum return upon their investment. 
~Ir. Ford is ~ot only a ~an of known, morn.1 integrity but bs has ample 
capital of his own. This, too, is of vital importance. We must not 
forget that the Alabama Power Co. is owned almost wholly by British 
fin8.D.Ci€'1' . Mr. Ford ls not only enormously wealthy but he bas 
dem<>nstrated a mo t exh·aordinary eapacity to do big things and has 
come by his wealth in a manner known to be honorable to all our 
people: Whlle ama sing it he has at the ame time shown a degree of 
falr-mmdedness and good faith with his employees and with tbe publie 
that puts h~s bid tn a cla s to 1t ·elf and beyond question of doubt. He 
propo es to do another thing besides the manufacture of fertilizer that 
in nll probability troubles the private power concerns more than any
thing else. I have in mind the manner in which he propo es to pay 
off the indebtedne s of the develo.pment at Muscle Shoal and free it 
from mortgages, boncJ , and the like that now load down the oJd com· 
panie. and will be carried forever because they carry a rather attrac
tive ra~e of interest: Private concerns do not like th~ idea of paying 
o~. their debt . Neither do they like the idea of manufacturing fer
t1hz:r at a profit of just 8 per cent. ~his is something new, too. In 
my Judginent Mr. F<>td will not only help agri<:ulture and fre~ the War 
Pepartment from. de~dence upon Chilean nitrates but will show this 
country bow cheaply hydroelectric power can be developed and sold to 
the puulic. 

My hope is that you will press for immediate action on the Ford 
offer. I can not but feel that those who turn the 1',ord offer down 
are wholly in tbe dark or are so blinded by prejudice that they can 
not distinguish between greed and the public welfare. Up to· the 
present our natural resources have been regarded more or less as the 
hedtage of a privileged few wbo had the money to el..'1)loit them. 
They have benefited the public only in an incidental way, and there
fore precious little. So It does seem to me that with record after 
record of private exploitation a11d its blighting influence that Con
gress would hasten to do this one thing that is calculated to benefit 
all ou.r people. It would be glorious to have one bit of private 
resour·ce developed in the interest of the country, and it would be a 
national scandal that would make the Te~pot Dome atraiF fade into 
insignificance if the private concerns have their way. It w can 
keep our hydroelectric power out of the hands of consciencele s 
exploitation, we have n most wonderful' industrial f'utut'{'. Otherwise 
we shall go on through the :re.aYs to come paying tribute w,here tribute 
is not due. The acceptance of the Ford oft'.er is the only oppoi:tu.t:Uty 
we have yet had to br ak thl'ough the wall that is being built around 
the hydro leetric power of this country. That L"l why so much money 
hns been pent to defeat it; that i by there has b en so ID1.l.ch 
misleailing propaganda, and undoubtedly why it b~n delayed all 
these years. 

Permit me- to again say how gl' af!Jy we appreciate the support ou 
llave given the Ford ofl.'er. You a.re r ndertng tbis. oul)try a great 
public erviee. 

Very siD.~ely yo.urs, C. A. Co1rn, Editor. 
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This ,fgorou. lf'tter, gentlemen of the House, is but a sample 
of the opinivn ancl the faith of the agricultural leaders of the 
country concerning Henry Ford and his p1·oposed develop
ment of this great national asset. 

After a 11, gentlemen, one of the best reasons for the accept
ance of Hehry Ford's offer is the fact that the masses of the 
American people want him to have it. The people believe in 
Henry Ford's financial and · moral integrity. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. WHIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I ri e in opposition to the 
amendment. I 'vant to peak for just a minute on the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. WINGO]. 
I am opposed to his amendment, because there is already bet
ter language in the bill as reported than the language em
ployed by ~Ir. WL GO in order to protect the Government. 

1\Ir. UOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. WRIGHT. Ye . 
~fr. l\IOORE of Virginia. Section 18 gives several remedies. 

It gi'\·es the GoYernment the right to go into court and claim 
a cancellation of all the contracts, which, if the case is made 
out, will at once do exactly what 1\Ir. Wnwo's amendment 
proposes: It give the Government the right to apply for a 
mandatory injunction which will, if granted, compel Ford, or 
the company, to do the things stipulated in the contract; and 
jt gives the right to use the process of mandamus, which 
would al~o require Henry Ford, or the company, to do what 
they contract to do. Further, the Government could ask for 
specific performnnce of its contracts. 

l\Ir. WRIGHT. That is true. 
l\fr. WINGO. I woulu like to see the language in the bill 

which does thnt-which authorizes a cancellation. 
l\fr. WRIGHT. Now, my friend from Virginia [l\Ir. 1\IooRE] 

has called attentiO'n to section 18 of the bill. I want to say 
in this connection, gentlemen, that this bill as reported is 
no haphazard matter ; it was not written under excitement. 
Every word and every line in this bill was submitted to this 
House after the most mature and careful consideration by the 
Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs; every word of it was weighed; 
its legal significance was taken into consideration; the1~e was 
nothing omitted; antl when this bill was brought here, it was 
brought by the ::\Iilitary Affairs Committee as a measure which 
protects the Government in every p.articular so far as the 
lease and sale of the e properties to Henry Ford are concerned. 

You are familiar with the pronsions of ection 19. That sec
tion provides as follow : 

And as a further method of procedure in the event of the violation of 
any of the terms of this proposal or any contracts made in furtherance 
of its terms the company agrees that the Attorney General may, upon 
the request of the Secretary of War, Institute proceedings in equity 
in the District Court of the United States !or the Northern District 
of Alabama for the purpose of canceling and terminating the lease of 
Dam No. 2 or Dam No. 3, or both of them, because of such violation or 
for the purpose of remedying or correcting by injunction, mandamus, or 
other process any act of commi sion or omls. ·ion in violation of the 
terms of this propo al or any -contract made in fw:therance thereof. 

This section, gentlemen, not only protects the Government, 
but l\Ir. Ford and bis company agree by the terms of that sec
tion tllat a certain court of the United States will have juris
diction of these matters; be submits himself to the jurisdiction 
of a given court, the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Alabama. That section provides for every 
remedy opeh to the United States, not only as to a forfeiture or 
cancellntion of these proposed contracts but as to any other 
remedy which the United States might employ in seeing that its 
rights under this proposed contract are enforced. 

Mr. McSW A.IN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ur. WRIGHT. Ye . 
Mr. l\IcSW AIN. In other words, the subg\:ance of it is this: 

The proposition · o laid down there is that if he violates any 
of the terms of the contract-one of which is that he is to 
make fertilizer and another of which is that he is to make 
nitrates for wsi.r-then they will cut off the power from Dams 
2 and 3, and when they cut off the power then the contract 
is ''orthless, is it not? 

l\Ir. WRIGHT. Surely. 
l\Ir. McSWAIN. That is the hammer with which they drive 

him to performance? 
:Mr. WRIGHT. Ab olutely. In other words, every right the 

Go,ernment has under this contract can be enforced according 
to the provi ions of ection 18. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The que. tion is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arkansns [1\Ir. WINGO]. 

The que$tion was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Wmoo) there were-ayes 34, noes 98. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEC. 20. The . appropriations necessary to carry out t he provisions of 

· this act on the part of the 'Government are hereby authorized. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 18, line 20, strike out the figures " 20 " and im1ert in lieu 

thereof the figures " 24." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. l\Ir. Ohairrnan, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRl\IA.N. The gentleman from Kansas moves to 
strike out the last word and is recognized for five minutes. 

l\1r. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman and gent1.emen of 
the committee, I have been hoping that this contract for the 
gift or sale or the lease--whichever you wish to call it-of this 
great water power belonging to the people of this country at 
Muscle Shoals, Ala., and on which the Government has spent 
$117,000,000, might be amended so that I could go along with 
my southern friends and ·rnte for it, and I have been trying to 
help so amend it that the right~ of the people In this great 
property would be preserved. 

I represent a great agricultural district and you all know I 
always work and vote to help agriculture; but if this bill should 
be fairly and properly amended so that I could feel warranted 
in voting for it, it would not be because I believe it would help , 
the farmers in my district or in my State, for we do not use 
fertilizer in Kansas, but because it might help the cotton farm
ers of the South and pre~ erve . the nitrate plant, on which so 
many millions have been spent for the emergency of war. 

It is evident, however, that no amendments will be permitten 
to the bill authorizing the transfer of this great property to a 
$10,000,000 corporation to be organized by Henry Ford. It is 
to be railroaded through the House, and as a lawyer and a 
business man I can not vote to give away this great property 
of the people of this country under the conditions prescribed 
in this bill. 

I can not un~erstand why the provisions of the ·bill, lnade
quate and unfair to the Government as they are, should be so 
loosely and carelessly drawn. I understand that l\ir. For<l 
authorized his attorneys to draw a bill which would bind him 
to carry out the provisions that those who are supporting this 
measure say Mr. Ford agree<l to and that when the same was · 
prepared he refused to abide by it. This measure was then 
prepared to accept such propositions as Mr. Ford saw fit to 
offer. It is a case of anything to get the richest man in the 
world to become interested in Muscle Shoals, Ala. 

Now, what is the proposition? Besides the great water
power interests of the Tennessee Rl\er, the Government owns 
4,200 acrE5s of land on which was expended during the wnr 
$80,000,000 in buildings and plants. There are two small cities 
with paved sh·eets, sewers, and electric lights, all built at the 
expense of the taxpayers. For this great property the Ford 
corporation is to pay $5,000,000, out of wllich there must be 
deducted $3,472,487.25 to build a great steam power plant that 
will produce 40,000 horsepower, leaving a paltry $1,5~7,512.75 
which the Government ls to receive for $80,000,000 worth of 
prop.erty. which, it is admitted, has a junk value of $16,000,000, 
but it will not be sold for junk. Mr. Ford is quoted as saying, 
" I will emplQy 1,000,000 men. I will build a city 75 miles 
long at Muscle Sh?als." Already the land· outside of the 4,200 
acres we are · to give Mr. Ford has been platted and is being 
sold in a great real-estate boom that is behind this proposition. 
The Ford corporation will make millions out of the property 
not a part of the water-power proposition that he is getting 
under this contract. · · 

Now, what about the water-power rights, the most valuable 
yet remaining to the people? The Government has spent mil
lions in the construction of two great dams and is to spend 
thirty and perhaps fifty millions more under the obligation 
this contract places ~pon u to complete the two dams, build 
power houses, and install hydroelectric machinery; and for this 
Henry Ford is to pay a rental of Jess than 4 per cent on only 
that portion of the cost that is ex."Pended after May 31, 1922. 
He is also to pay only $23,373 a year as a sinking fund to 
retire the cost of the building of these two great dams. 

The Government is to be at the cost of operating the great 
locks through which the boats will pass-a: a part of this 
sclleme to make the Tennessee River uavigaole-and is to ali;;o 
be at the expense of the maintenance as well as the repair 
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of the dams, gates, and locks, while tlle Ford corporation is 
to pay only $35,000 annually toward such pmpose at Dam No. 
2 and $20,000 at Dam No. 3, which is about money enough to 
operate the gates and locks, and leave the Government to 
repair and maintain both dams. And this contract is to exist 
for a hundred year . ' 

To sugar coat the proposition the Ford cox·poration agrees 
to turn over in case of war the nitrate plant, wllich i'3 already 
completed and goes "''ith the proposition, and is to mannfacture 
not less than 40,000 tons of nitrate for the manufacture o! 
fertilizer at u profit of 8 per cent. 

I offered an amendment to cut such profit to 6 per cent, but, 
rega.rdles of the fact that the Ford corporation is to pay the 
Government but 4 per cent on but a part of the cost o:f con
struction of the dams, the amendment was defeated. 

Anothe1· amendment by Mr. BURTON, of Ohio, has been offered 
which would place the leasing of these great water-power 
rights unuer the wate1· power leasing act of 1920, which would 
limit the term to 50 years and regulate the co t that could 
be chargeu for any electric current sold back to the people. 
This amendment bas also been defeated. 

A part of the propaganda used in favor of this measure was 
that through the building of electric lines and the cheap sale 
of electric current the dl'udcrery was to be taken out of the 
life of the farmer and his housewife, yet wben an amendment 
was offered providing that at least half of the power to be pro
duced at Muscle Shoals should be sold and disposed of the 
amendment was defeated, which means that the :F'ord corpora
tion for 100 years is to have all of this great power, to use 
it a it sees fit, save only enou,.,.h to manufacture 40,000 tons 
of nitrate per annum; but when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
n1';uG] offered an amendment, which would work a forfeiture 
of the Ford corporation's rights under this contract if they 
failed to produce that amount of nitrate for two consecutive 
y Par , though the Members in charge of this bill consented 
to the amendment, we are now told it is to be defeated before 
the bill is passed. 

JHr. QUIN. I would like to say to the gentleman that I 
di<.l not vote in support of that amendment. 

:Mr. STRONG of Kan as. It is well understood tllat the 
amendment is to be defeated in the House, although under the 
agreement it was adopted by this committee, and you may have 
voted for it. . 

I\lr. QUI.K. No; I am going to vote it down. I said I did· 
not support the amendment. 

l\1r. ALMON. I opposed it and voted against it. 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Very well; then it is quite plain 

thnt it is to be voted down in the House. Now, gentlemen, 
withot•~ proper provisions that will bind the Ford Corporation 
to make nitrates for the cotton fai'mers of the South, why 
vote for it? The Begg amendment only seeks to forfeit the 
property back to the people if there is a failure to make 
nitrates as agreed to for two consecutive years. 

l\Ir. STE.A.GALL. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. STRONG of Kansas. Certainly. 
Mr. STEAGALL. Would the gentleman rather have the 

contractee bound to manufacture 40,000 tons of fixed nib.·ogen 
every yea.r or have him bound to manufacture that amount 
every two years? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I would rather have him bound 
to manufacture it every year. 

Ur. STEA.GALL. The bill as drawn binds him to manufac
ture not less than that amount every year. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I do not think so, and a good 
many Members of this Bouse do not think so. If that is true, 
wily do you object to a forfeiture if there is a failure to 
comply? • 

.Mr. BOYCE. Because we want him bound to make it every 
yeai·. 

Mr. ALMON. And because it is a forfeiturn clause. 
1'.1r. STRO~ ,.G of Kanasas. I want · it to be a forfeiture 

clause, as the gentleman says. 
Mr. ALMON. Without ever giving him a day in court. 
Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Oh, I am in favor of giving every 

one his day in court, but if Mr. Ford means that the corpora
tion he is to form is to make this nitrate as provided in the 
contract, why is it unfair to have a forfeiture clause that will 
enforce its manufacture? All we are asking is that the corpo
ration tbat is to have this great property on which the Govern
ment has spent $117,000,000, and is to spend thirty to fifty 
million dollars more. is that it be so bound that the people can se
cu1·e its return in case the contract is not carried out. I do not 
know Hemy Ford. He may be wilUng as long as he lives t~ 
carry out the costract, but what will happen after he has 
passed away? The people wi~ only have a con.tract with a cor-

poration and nothing more, And if the contract is not so 
drawn as to protect the people and secure for them the small 
benefits for which they must pay the good profits provicled in 
this bill, then this great property is Jost to tbem for a century. 

Gentlemen, I bave tried to place amendments in this bill 
that will prote~t the rights of the people in thl gre~t property 
not only of this generation but <Yf those to follow. I do not 
think the contract as presented by the committee will do m. 
I realize that you gentlemen of the So-nth, wbo think that tile 
benefits !tlr. Ford is to receive will cause him to use his mil
lions to develop a great industry in Alabama, with those on 
our side who favor the propo ition because they want to get 
the Government away !ro_m it or because they are friendly to 
l\1r. Ford, form a majority that intend to railroad this bill 
through just as the representatives of Mr. Ford desire it, but 
if the Begg amendment, to force the manufacture of nitrates 
under penalty of .a forfeiture, and the Burton amendment to 
bring the leasing of tWs great power under the control of e-rist
ing law as provided in the water power act, are not plncecl in 
this biU I can not conscientiously vote for this bill and will 
not do so. 

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

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman--
Ur. 1\~cKENZIE. If the gentleman will yield, I move, 

Mr. Chairman, that all debate on this section and all amend
ments thereto close in five minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
l\Ir. BEGG. l\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee 

I simply want to make one last appeal to protect what I b~ 
lieve the future will develop into one of the

0 

great natural 
resources in the eastern part of the United States. 

I also want to reply to what the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. WRIGHT] said a moment ago, that s~on 18 gave the 
Go\ernment every right of forfeiture and reversion for a 
violation of any provision of the contract. If that is irne, 
the only difference between my amendment and the stat~ment 
of the gentleman from Georgia is that under the gentle1.11an's 
statement if you go into court and sue for any cause what
soever the judgment you get may be dollars or it ma v be 
an indemnification for a failure to perform; but if yon 'keep 
my amendment in the bill I submit to you that you havP, not 
jeopardized the contract; you have not handJcappeu :Mr. 
Ford one iota, but you have assured to generation yet untiorn 
that if Mr. Ford fails to manufacture nitrates, which I 
maintain is the only reason in existence for being fo1· the 
bill, the Government will again come into po es ion of thil'I 
great national resource of probably 1,000,000 hor epcwer. 
But if you vote that ont under hysteria or under excitement 
you can plead nothing other than that you were afraid to 
protect the intere.sts of the posterity of the present genern.
tion. To me that is a sel'ious proposition. I do not be~ie'e 
anybody could question my faith and my bone ty in being 
for this proposition, but I would rather be defeated to <lay 
by voting against a bill that I believe would harm my e:hil
dren's children than to save my poiltical life and ruin their 
economic one. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment of tbe gentleman from Kansas [Mr. STRONG] is with
dJ.·awn, and the Olerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 21. That all lawe and pa.rts ot laws in conflict het·ewitll be, 

and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The following committee amendment was read : 
Page 18, line 23, strike out the figures 21 and insert 25. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. RAKER. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following runen<l

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 18, lines 23 a.nd 24, strike out section 25, lines 23 and 24, on 

page 18, reading as follows : 
" SEC. 25. That all laws a.nd parts of laws in conflict herewith be, 

and the same are hei·eby, repealed." 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit
tee, there are only two provisions in the bill that are sup.posed 
to be law, and that is section 24, which you have just enacted, 
and section 25, now under consideration. The entire ·bill as to 
its provisions is what shall constitnte the contract provided for 
on page 1, lines 4 and 5, which says-
that the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed for and 
in behalf of the United States of Amedca to execute the foll<TWing 
contracts. 
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That is all there is in the provisfon that we have been work
ing on. Now, I am in fuvor of the legislation relating to the 
Muscle Shoals project. I want to call the attention of my 
friends who are in favor or this legislation to this paJrticular 
provision of the bill. The bill provides what the contract sha:ll 
contain and nothing else. It is a separate, special .. individu.al 
contract, and a law directing the Secretary of War to enter 
into this contract as presented by l\fr. Ford. This section is 
not in the Ford offer; it is not a part of it; it is a separate, 
indepen<lent provisi-0n. What I want to call the attention of 
the committee to is this: That this statute repeals all acts or 
pa.rt of acts that may be in conflict. with t.he- p:rovisions of this 
supposed contract. NO'f, you know what the provisions are of 
the water power law, and that they are in conflict with this 
contract. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Has the gentleman considered that this may 
be in conflict with the national defense act~ 

l\lr. RAKER. I am going to call attention to that. I am 
satisfied that it does conflict with sections of the law in the 
w ter powe1· act. My contention is that the general law on 
the- statute book relative to contracts, the notice irequi.red in the 
water power statute-; are not affeeted by· tills legislation with
out this provision in it. I am convinced that every lawyer on 
the floor of this House is with me on j;hat statement. 

Now, you plaee in this statute. here this pro.vision where you 
sa:y we are goitlg to enter into a speeial contract with one man 
or one concern, and therefore we are going to wipe- out of ex
istence every act that may be incon "istent with this project 
of tl.te contract. Gentlemen, you do, not want to do it. My con
tention is that this act may be placed on the statute book and 
enforced in all its p.rovi ions without the slightest diffkulty and 
that thci'e is, no need of this section under consideration. 

The CHAffil\IAN. 'l'he tim~ of the gentleman from Califor
nia ha e:x:pire<l. 

Mr. RA.KER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes more. 
The CHAIR.MAN. Is there objection to the requ.e.st of the 

gentleman from California? 
Mr. SNYDER. I object. 
Ml'. M~KENZIE. ~.k Chairman and gentlemen of the com

mittee, the amendment offered by the g~tleman from Califoir
nht would absolutely nullify; all we ara going to do in this bill, 
because it would make it impossible to repeal section. 124 ot 
the national d-efense a.ct, whic:l1 prov.ides for Government own
ership and operation solelyi. We had this matter up in com
mittee and discusse.d it very thoroughly, 8lld we hav.e some 
very good lawyers on the committee. It was determined that 
this would not in any way destr-03 the: water Ilower act. I 
hove that the- amendru-eut will be votoo down. 

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

The question was taken,, and the amendment was rejected. 
l\.1r. BUR'l'NESS. Mr. Chairman, I o.t'fer tile fo1lowi,ng 

amenclment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Pttge 18, add new section :tS sectle>n 26": 
" SEc. 26. Whenever the compa-ey shall rend~r or supply any public 

service by way of distributing or supplying electric current or power' 
for any use or purpose for sale to customers Ol" consume-I'S thereof~ it 
Eihall abide by such laws and regulations as may fre>m time to time b& 
enacted . -0r prescribed by the State or its duly constituted authorities 
in which the service is rendMedl or the rate charged. Whenever any 
service herein mentionefl shall enter into interstate or· foreign com~ 
merce, the company shall abid'e by the joint action of the duly con
stituted authorities of the States direetly concel'ned., and if such 
States are unable t<> agree through their properly constitnted authori
ties on the service to be rendered in interstate or foreign commerce 
or on the rates or charges of· payment therefor, jurisdiction, dur-ing 
the time the authorities of such States may be in disagreement, 1s 
hereby conferred ui>on the Interstate Commerce Commission to enfOrce 
t'he provisions of this section to regulate and control so much o1 such 
service rendered and of the rates and charges or (>ayment therefor as 
ce>nstitute interstate or foreign commerce. The administration of the 
provisions of this section by the Interstate Commerce Commission, as 
:fur as applicable, shall be accordfng to the procedure- and practice in 
fixing and regulating the rates, charges, and practices ot railroad com
parries as provided in the act to regulate commerce, approved February 
4, 1887', as amended, and the partie.s subject to such regulation and 
control shall have the- same rights of hearing, defense, and review as 
said companies- in such eases." ' 

Mr. JA1\1ES. Mr. Chairman, I make. the point of order that 
that amendment has been onee voted on by the committee and 
~~~ -

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman. I desire to be heard on the 
point of ortler. Similar language · to the amendment I have 

offered was. o:tiereclJ b.y the gentleman from Michigan [.Mr. Mc
LAUGHU....~] as a substitute for an amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HocH], whlcb. in terms had been 
proposed as an addition to section 7 of the act. 

The CHA.IR.1\1.AN. The Chair will ask the gentleman if it 
was the identical language? 

Mr. BURTNESS. The identical la~guage, but offered to a 
separate section at a place which I believe- is proper. lf the 
Chairman will recall, there were many who contended that the 
l\fcLaughlin amendment proposed as a substitute to the Hoch 
amendment was offered at the wrong place, and some Mem
bers had stated that they had agreed to the McLaughlin amend
ment if it should be proposed at a proper place in the bill. They 
urged many l\1embers of the House to vote against it in that 
place, and said that it would be taken care of in the proper 
place in the bill. The bill has been read and the amendment 
has not been proposed b:y the proponents of the bill where they 
led' the House to believe that it would be proper after that 
was voted down. For that reason it seems plain that the 
amendment ought to be in order now, particularly as it is now 
offered to an entirely different section. 

The argument was well made at that time that the place 
where it was offered was not the preferable place at least. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer the ad
ditional observation to the one made by the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. BlmTNEss], that if this amendment be 
held out of order upon the sole ground that it was once be
fore offered and defeated, all that an enemy to a commlttee 
amendment in a bill would hav-e to do to defeat that com
mittee amendment would be to offer it in the wrong place. 
and the minority thereby could defeat the will oi the majority. 

Mr. WINGO. I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio tbat 
there are two other grounds on which this amendment should 
fan. One is that it changes the bill, and the_ other is th.at 
Henry has not 0. K'd it. 

J\.lr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I am offering my remarks. in 
a serious vein. I contend that the precedent is. well. e.a.tab
lished that; an amenument must be held out ot o.rdel': u:fter 
having been once voted d0wn, b.ut I contend that it I wanted 
1'o defeat a committee amendment which is absolutely neces-. 
sary to make the bill function all I would have to da as a 
minority-a lone member-would be to offer that amem:lment 
at the- wrong place in the bill, where it could be held germane, 
and' the only thing the committee could do to save its bill would 
be to. vote my amendment down and thereby kil1 itself. 

Mr. GARRETT of TenneS'3ee. Mr. Chairman, with all due 
respect to. the gentleman from' Ohio [l\fr. BEGG], I contend that 
bis argument is :not tenable for the simple. reason that if an 
amendment were offered at the wrong place in the bill the 
point et order COl!lld be made for that reason, and naturally 
the committee, i:f it were on the alert as it should be, wcmld 
protect itself by making the point o.f o.rder. 

Mr. BEGG. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARRETT- of Tennessee. Yes. 
.Mr. BEGG. The only observation I make. on that is that· 

I contend there are a number of places in any bill of this 
character where an amendment might produce. a ludicrous 
situation where the point of order could not lie against it, 
because- it was germane, and the amendnient would not be. 
ottered with any other· motive than to have it defeated so 
that it could not be offered at the right place. 

Mr. GA.RfiETT of Tennessee. l\1r. Chairman, if it were ger
mane, it would be going somewhat far afield to say that it 
would be ludicrous simply because it was not offered at some 
other place in the bill, but he:re is the other side of the situa
tion. If the Committee of the Whole has had the opportunity 
of passing on an amendment, has debated tbe amendment; as iS 
true in this case, u.nd has. voted upon it~ then at some time 
there should be an end to committee consideration. Under the 
proposition laid down by the gentleman from Oh.to, every 
amendment which has been offered and disposed of adversety 
hereto.fore, fully debated, CQUld again be offered, unless, 01! 
course, the committee should determine to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is. ready to rule. The gentle
man from North Dakota [l\lr. BURTNESS] offers an amendment 
which he states is in the identical language of that offered by 

\ the gentleman from Michigan [1\lr, l\fcLA.UGHLIN] at an earlier 
place in the bill. The Chair examined the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan somewhat carefully at the 
time it was offered. It seemed to be an amendment which was 
germane ta the. bill, more perhaps than being germane to any 
particular section. No point of order was raised to the amend
ment when it was offered as being not germane at the time. 
The Committee. of the Whole bad the amendment before tt in 
a definite and concrete way, As suggested by the gentleman 

• 
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from Tennessee [Ur. GARRETT], there would be no end to con
sideration of a bill in Committee of the Whole if an amend
ment could be offered and reoffered at different stages during 
the progress of the bill. The Chair therefore sustains the point 
of order. 

l\fr. BURTNESS . . Mr. Chairman, I otfer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as !ollows : 
Amendment otrered by Mr. BURTNESS: Add a. new section as section 

26, as follows : 
" SEC. 26. Whenever the company shall render or supply any public 

service by way of distributing or supplying electric current or power 
for any use or purpose for sale to customers or consumers thereof, it 
shall abide by such laws and regulations as may from time to time be 
enacted or prescribed by the State or its duly constituted authorities 
in which the service is rendered or the rate charged. Whenever any 
service herein mentioned shall enter into interstate or foreign com
merce, the company shall abide by the joint action of the duly con
stituted authorities of the States directly concerned, and if such 
States are unable to agree through their properly constituted authori
ties on the service to be rendered in interstate or foreign commerce 
or on the rates or charges of payment therefor, jurisdiction, during 
the time the authorities of such States may be in disagreement, is 
hereby conferred upon the Federal Power Commission to enforce the 
provisions of this section to regulate and control so much of such 
service rendered and of the rates and charges of payment therefor as 
constitute interstate or foreign commerce." 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen will refer to 
page 3984 uf the RECORD, at the top of the page, they will find 
the so-called McLaughlin amendment, which was proposed on 
Saturday as a substitute for the amendment o1Iered by the gen
tleman from Kansas [Mr. HocH]. I have changed the words 
"Interstate Commerce Commission" as they appear in the so
called McLaughlin amendment to the words " Federal Power 
Commission," and I have eliminated from the McLaughlin 
amendment the last sentence, which would be applicable only 
to the administration that would, under the McLaughlin amend
ment, have been vested in the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
In other words, all that my amendment does now is to leave to 
the authorities of the State of Alabama the power to prescribe 
rates for power sold within that State, and, in so far as charges 
upon business in interstate commerce is concerned, it would 
grant the power of such control to the Federal Power Commis
sion in the event the joint ~tate authorities should fail to 
agree. Under the present water power act, where there is a 
sale of hydroelectric po,ver in interstate commerce, that com
mission has the power to regulate the rates where there are no 
State authorities for such purpose and has therefore the re
quired machinery for such regulation. Personally I think that 
the Federal Power Commission is a better agency for that pur
pose than the Interstate Commerce Commission, because we ...tl 
know that the latter is almost overwhelmed with applications 
of all sorts and it takes long enough now to get a ·decision from 
the Interstate Commerce Commission on matters of importance 
connected with railroad rates, and it would probably be unwise 
to add to their duties. In order, however, to inject no new issue 
but to agree with the views of the gentleman from Michigan, 
and in order. to follow out the lines of the agreement which he 
stated he bad made with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OLIVER], whom the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. l\fcL.AUGH
LIN] assured us was in favor of this sort of regulation, I 
offered the amendment first in the exact language of the Mc
Laughlin amendment, but that has been eliminated by the point 
of order. For all practical purposes, however, the change is 
immaterial. 

It does eern to me that if gentlemen who have been the pro
ponents of this measure from tlle very beginning have been 
honest in their contentions that the States have the power 
under the bill as drawn to regulate these charges, charges that 
may be made 10 or 20 "Or 50 or 80 or 90 years from now, .they 
can have absolutely no objection to writing such provision 
specifically into the Jaw and leaving it to a fair and unbiased 
tribunal to determine whether or not the people purchasing 
power 20 or 40 or 60 years from now are getting a square deal 
from a corporation which gentlemen to-day have not the least 
idea about as to what its actions may be half a century from 
now. The people of all the surrounding States may sorely need 
this protection some day, and therefore let us give it to them 
no,v, when we have the chance. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The que tion is on the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. BURTNEss]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
appeared to have it. 

On a division (demanded by l\Ir. BURTNESS) there were
ayes 76, noes 129. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. McKEN'ZilD. Mr. Chairman I move to strike out the 

last word. ' 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, we have now 

reached the conclusion of this most important bill [Ap
plau~e.] We will soon take up in the House the question of 
pas rng it. I hope the discussion will be of profit to the 
country. I hope it will be educational at least I hope 
the purposes the committee had in mind in brin"'in"' this bill 
wi_ll eventually be realiz~d and that the hopes of the" people of 
this.country that they will get something out of it will be fully 
reahzed. I want to say this: When this offer "Was submitted 
by l\fr. For~, after an invitation had been given all the people 
of the Nation, the power companies of the South the Wall 
Street interests, rich men everywhere in our count{·y to .come 
in and help us out on this great problem we had at Muscle 
Shoals, he was the only man who submitted an o!fer that car
ries with it provisions worthy of serious consideration. 'Vhen 
he offered it he said he submitted this proposition to be ac
cepted in whole and not .in part, and I want to say to my good 
f~iends here before c~sting their votes on this great proposi
tion, any amendment m the way of a motion to recommit the 
bill that will change it in any of its essential features means 
th~ defeat of the entire proposition. So I say to you, my 
friends, look well to your ballots and make no mistake. 

. Now, l\Ir. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill to the House with the amendments 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to' 
and that the bill as amended do pass. [Applause.] ' 

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

sumed the chair, 1\lr. lliPEs, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 
518, bad directed him to report the same back to him with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend
ments be agreed to and tlle bill as amended do pass. 

'l'he SPEAKER. By the rule the previous question is or
dered. The question comes on the amendments. Is a separate 
vote demanded upon any amendment? 

l\fr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a separate vote on 
the Begg-Wingo amendment. 

l\fr. MORIN. I ask for a separate vote on section 19. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any other 

amendments? If not, the other amendments will be put in 
gros. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. A separate vote is demanded on the amend

ment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

· Amendment offered by Mr. BEGG: Page 11, linEl 11, after the word 
" explosives," strike out the period and insert a semicolon and add 
the following : "Provided, That if Henry Ford, his heirs, successors, 
or assigns, or the 'company' so to be organized, its successors or ns· 
signs, fail for two consecutive years, unless ·prevented by the action 
of the Government of the United States in the exercise of its riuhts 
under section 16 of this bill, to manufacture annually 40,000 ton; or 
more of fixed nitrogen for exclusive use as fertilizer, or failure to 
comply with any of the other conditions and agreements set out in 
this act, then, and In that event, every contract of sale or lease 
made by the said United States with said Henry Ford, his heirs, suc
cessors, or assigns, or with said 'company' named in section 1, its 
successors, or .assigns, shall, at the option of the United States be 
void, such option to be exercised by Executive proclamation, a nd all 
property, real or personal, lease , rights, and other privileges held 
by any of the above-named persons at said Muscle Shoals shall revert 
to and _ become the property of the Government of the United States. 
The conditions herein provided shall become operative and in full 
force on and after two years from the date when structui·es and 
equipment of a capacity of 100,000 horsepower are constl'11ct ecl and 
in talled and ready for service. 

" This provision is intended and shall be construed as merely sup· 
pJemental to all other rights and remedies of the United States as 
contained her ein, and in no sense as an impairment or abridgment of 
such other rights and remedies of the United States, but as addi· 
tional thereto, nor is this provision intended, nor shall it be construed 
to in any way change or modify any of the promises, undertakings: 
and obligations assumed by and- imposed on Henry Ford, his l,ieirs, 
representatives, and assigns, and the company to be incorporated by 
him, its successors and ass igns, but they are to be held bound to the same 
strict and faithful perfoc·mance of every promi e, undertaking, and 
obllgatlo.n set out in this bill just as fully as they would be in the 
absence of this provision." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 
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The question was taken, and the Speak-er announced the 

noes appeared to have it. 
On a division (demanded by Mr. B£GG and Mr. Mo:aIN) 

there were--ayes 117--
1\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman. from Texas demands the 

yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question :was taken; and there were-yeas 176, nays 197, 

an wered u present" 1, not voting 57, as follows: 

Ac.!•crman 
Aldrich 
Andrew 
Anthony 
Ayres 
Bacharach 
Ilacon 
Beck 
Beedy 
Beers 
Begg 
Blanton 
Iloies 
Browne, Wis. 
Buckley 
Burdick 
Burtness 
Burton 
Butler 
Cable 
Campbell 
CeJlcr 
Cbindblom 
Christophe1·son 
Clagne 
ColP, Iowa 
Cole, Ohio 
Counery 
Cook 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, WLll. 
Cram ton 
Crowther 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Deni on 
Dickin on, Iowa 
Dowell 
Doyle 
Dyer 
Elliott 
Evans, Iowa 
Fairchild 
Faust 

Abernethy 
.AJlen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
Aswen 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bell 
Blann 
Bowling 
Box 
Boyce 
Roy Ian 
Brand, Ga. 
Brigs 
Browne, N. J. 
Browning 
Buchanan 
Bulwinkle 
Busby 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, 'l'enn. 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carew 
CartC'r 
Casey 
Clancy 
Clark, Fla. 
Clea ry 
Oollie1· 
Collins 
Colton 
Connally, Tex. 
Corning 
Crisp 
Croll 
Cro. er 
Cullen 
Cummings 
Curry 
Da>is, Minn. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Doughton 
Drane 
Drewry 

YEAS-176. 
Fenn f,eatherwood Schafer 
Fish Leavitt Schall 
Fitzgerald Lindsay Schneider 
Fleetwood Little Scott 
Fo ter Long!\'\' orth Simmons 
Frear McKenzie Sinclair 
Free McLaughlin, Mich.Smith 
Freeman McLaughlin, Nebr.Snell 
French McLeod Snyder 
Frothingham MacGregor Speaks 
Funk 1\lacLa.Jrerty Sproul, Kans. 
Garber Magee, N. Y. Stalker 
Gibson Magee, Pa. Stephens 
Gifford Manlove Stevenson 
Graham, Ill. Merritt Strong, K'ff.ns. 
Graham, Pa. Mills Strong, Pa. 
Green, Iowa Minahan Swoope 
Greenwood Mooney Taber 
Griffin Moo.i:e, ill. Temple 
Hadley Moore, Ohio Thatcher 
Hardy Moores, Ind. Thomas, Okla. 
Haugen l\for~an Thompson 
Hawley l\Iortn Tllion 
HersP.y l\Imphy Timberlake 
HickPy Nelson, Me. Tinkham 
Hill, Md. Newton, Minn. Treadway 
Hoch Nolan Valle 
Howard, Okla. O'. 'ullivan Voi~t 
Hn<lson Paige Wamwrlght 
Hull, Iowa Parker Wason 
Hull, MoTton D. Patterson Watkins 
Hull, William E. Peavey Watres 
John. on, Wash. Pe-rkins Wefald 
Kearns Phillips White, Kans. 
Keller Purnell White, ~Ie. 
Ketcham Rainey Wflliamson 
Kie s Ramseyer Wingo 
King Reed, N. Y. Winslow 
Kopp RobinsonJowa Winter 
Kunz R<>b i-On. ~y. Wolf!'. 
Kurtz RogerR, l\iass. Wood 
LaGuardla Ro. enbloom Woodrnif 
Lampert Saba th Yates 
Larson, Minn. Sand~s. N. Y. Young 

N.AYS-197. 

Driver 
Eagan 
Evans, Mont. 
Fairfield 
Favrot 
Fisher 
Fulbright 
Gardner, Ind. 
Garne-r, Tex. 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gasque 
GPran 
Gill>crt 
Glatfelter 
Goldsborough 
Griest 
Hammer 
Harrison 
Hastings 
Hayden 
Hill, .Ala. 
Hill, Wash. 
Holaday 
Hooker 
Howard, Nebr. 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphreys 
Jacobstein 
James 
Jeaers 
Johnson, Ky. 
Johnson, Tex. 
Johnson, W. Va. 
Jones 
Kelly 
Kent 
Kerr 
Kincheloe 
Kindred 

t:~f:1i 
Lankford 
Larsen, Ga. 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Lee, Ga. 
Lilly 

Lineberger 
Linthicum 
Loga.n 
Lowrey 
Lozier 
J,yon 
McDuffie 
McKeown 
McNulty 
McReynolds 
Mcswain 
Mc Sweeney 
Marl den 
Major, Ill. 
Major, Mo. 
Mansfield 
Mapes 
Martin 
Mead 
l\flcl1enPr 
Miller, Wash. 
Milligan 
Montague 
Moore, Ga. 
Moore, Va. 
Morehead 
Morris 
l\forrow 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Mo. 
O'Connell, N. Y. 
O'Connell, R. I. 
O'Connor, La. 
Oldfield 
Oliver, Ala. 
Oliver, N. Y. 
Park, Ga. 
Parks, Ark. 
Pou 
Prall 
Quayle 
Qn1n 
Ragon 
Raker 
Rankin 
Rayburn 
Reece 
Reed, Ark. 
Reid, IlL 
Richards 

Roach 
Rogers, N. H . 
Romjue 
Rouse 
Rn bey 
Salmon 
Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Sear , Fla. 
Shallenberger 
Sherwood 
Shreve 
Sinnott 
Smithwick 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stengle 
Summers, Wash. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swank 
Swing 
Tague 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, W. Va. 
Thomas, Ky. 
Tillman 
Tucker 
Tydings 
Underwood 
Upshaw 
Vestal 
Vincent, Mich. 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vin on, Ky. 
Ward, N. C. 
Weaver 
Williams, Ill. 
Williams, Mich. 
Williams, Tex. 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Miss, 
Woodrum 
Wright 
Wu.rzbach 
Zihlman 

AKSWERED "PRESENT "-1. 
Jost 

NOT VOTING-57. 
.Anderson Edmonds McFadden 

~fife~r R!fe~ricks ~fi~~~fil.n 
Black, N. Y. Fulmer O'Brien 
Black, Tex. Gallivan O'Connor, N. Y. 
Bloom Greene, Mass. Peery 
Brand, Ohio Hawes Perlman 
Britten Johnson, S. Dak. Porter 
Brumm Kahn Ransley 
Clarke, N. Y. Kendall Rathbone 
Connolly, Pa. Knutson Reed, W. Va. 
Davey Kvale Sanders, Ind. 
Deal . Lehlbach Sears, Nebr. 
Dempsey Luce Seger 
Dickstein Mcclintic Sites 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Th~ Clerk announced the following pairs : 

Sproul, Ill. 
Sullivan 
£weet 
Tincher 
Underhill 
Vare 
Ward, N. Y. 
Watson 
Weller 
Welsh 
Wertz 
Wyant 

Mr. Dickstein (for) with Mr. Michaelson (against). 
Mr. Lehlbach (for) with Mr. Greene of Massachusetts (against). 
Mr. Kendall (for) with Mr. Davey (against). 
Mr. Vure (for) with Mr. Gallivan (against). 
Mr. Brumm (for) with Mr. Wertz (against). 
Mr. Clarke of New York (for) with Mr. McClintia (against). 
Mr. Luce (for) with Mr. Peery (against). 
Mr. Ransley (for) with Mr. Weller (against). 
Mr. Wyant (for) with Mr. Black of Texas (against). 
Mr. Jost (for) with l\!r. Hawes (against). 
l\1r. Connolly -0f Pennsylvania (for) with Mt'. O'Connor of New 

York (against). 
Mr. Sullivan (for) with Mr. Fulmer (against). 
Mr. Bloom (for) with Mr. Sites (against). 
General pairs: 
Mr. Brand of Ohio with Mr. "?" - • 

Mr. Sanders of Indiana with - 'pw York. 
Mr. Sweet with Mr. Deal. 
Mr. 'McFadden with Mr. Bergh. 
l\1r. Watson with Mr. Kvale. 
Mr. Edmonds with Mr. O'Brien. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The next vote is on the amendment, which 

the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 16 after line 16 insert a new section to be known as sec

tion 19. 
"SEc. 19. The Gorgas steam plant and transmission line having 

been sold by the United States, and Henry Ford having included 
said steam plant and transmission line in his offer of May 31, 1922 
(as found in section 12 and in subsection (d) of section 11 or said 
offer), in ord~r to pr-0vide a substitute steam plant the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized and directed to acquire by purchase or 
condemnati<m a suitable site for a steam power plant, to be located at 
or near Lock and Dam No. 17, Black Warrior River, Ala., together 
with a strip '6f land 100 feet wide to serve as a right of way be
tween said team power plant and nitrate plant No. 2, Muscle Shoals, 
Ala., with connection to Waco Quarry, near Russellville, Ala. 

" The _Secretary -0f War is further authorized and directed to con
tract with Henry Ford or the company to be incorporated by him 
for the construction at cost of a steam power plant having a gen
erating capacity of approximately 30,000 kilowatts ( 40,000 horse
power), a transformer substation of similar capacity and a trans
mission line of suitable design and capacity connecting said steam 
power plant with nitrate plant No. 2 and tbe Waco Quarry, all under 
the supervision of the Chief of Engineers, United States .Army. The 
plans and specifications for said power ·plant, substation, and trans
mission llne shall be prepared by Henry Ford, or the company to 
be incorporated by him, and approved by the Chief of Engineers, 
United States Army. 

" The expenditure~ 
this section shall not 

authorized to be made for all purposes under 
exceed a total of $3,472,487.25." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amen~-
ment. 

l\Ir. MORIN. 
and nays. · 

Mr. Speaker, on this vote I ask for the yeas 

The yeas and nays we-re ordered. 
l\lr. GA.RR~TT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I was just about 

to ask, if it is in order, now that order has been restored, just 
what we are about to vote on·? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it is on inserting 
section 19, a committee amendment. As many as favor it will 
answer" yea";· those opposed wHl answer "nay." 

The questi.on was taken ; and there were--yeas 229, nays l.38, 
answered " present " 2, not voting 62, as follows : 

.Abernethy 
Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 

A swell 
.Ayrtes 
Bankhead 
Barbonr 
Harkley 

YE.AS-229. 

Bell 
·Bland 
Bowling 
Box 
Boyce 

Boylan 
Brand, Ga. 
Briggs 
Browne, N.1. 
Browning 
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Buchanan 
Bulwinkle 
Burtness 
Busby 
Butle1 
Byrnes, S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carew 
Carter 
Ca Rey 
Cell er 
Clancy 
Clark, Fla. 
Cleary 
Collier 
Collins 
Colton 
Connully, Tex. 
Connery 
Cook 
Corning 
Cram ton 

8~~~f 
Cullen 
Cummfngs 
Curry 
Davis, :Minn. 
Davis, Tenn. 
bickinson, Iowa 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Doughton 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Eagan 
Evans, Mont. 
Favrot 
Fisher 
French 
Fulbright 
Gardner. Ind. 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gasque 
Ger an 
Gibson 
Gilbert 
Glatfelter 

Ackerman 
.Aldrich 
Auclrew 
.Anthony 
Bacharach 
Rn con 
Beck 
Beedy 
Bee1·6 
Begg 
Rlanton 
Boles 
Browne, Wis. 
nurkley 
Bui-dick 
Burton 
Cable 
Campbell 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Cole. Iowa 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crosser 
Crowther 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Dowell 
Dyer 
Elliott 
Evans, Iowa 
Fairfield 
F.aust 
:F~ni:i 

Gold:;;borough McReynolds 
Greenwood McSwain 
Griest Mc~weeney 
llammer Madden 
Harrison Major, Ill. 
Hastings Major, Mo. 
Hayden Manlove 
Hill, Ala. Mansfield 
Hill, Wash. Mapes 
Hoch Martin 
Holaday Mead 
Hooker Michener 
Howard, Nebr. Miller, Wash. 
Howard, Okla. Milligan 
Ilutldleston Minahan 
Hudson Montague 
Hudspeth Moore, Ga. 
llull, Tenn. Moore, Va. 
Humphreys Morehead 
Jacobstein Morgan 
James Morris 
Jeffers Morrow 
Johnson, Ky. Nelon, Wis. 
Johnson, Te.x. Newton, Mo. 
Johnsou, W. Va. O'Connell, N. Y. 
Jones O'Connor, La. 
Kelly Oldfield 
Kent Oliver, Ala. 
Kerr Oliver. N. Y. 
Ketcham Park, Ga. 
Kincheloe Parks, .Ark. 
Kindred Porter 
King Pou 
Langley Prall 
Lanham Purnell 
Lankford Quayle 
Larsen, Ga. Quin 
Larson, Minn. Ra~on 
Lazaro Ramey 
Lea, Culif. Raker 
LeP., .Ga. Rankin 
Lilly Rayburn 
Lineberger Reece 
Logan Reed, Ark. 
Lowrey Reid, Ill. 
Lozier Richards 
!')c.oDntlfile Roach 
ll[C Rogns, N. H. 
McKenzie Romjue 
Mc Keown Rosenbloom 
McLaughlin, Mich.Rouse 
McLeod Ru bey 
McNulty Salmon 

NAYS-138. 

Fish 
!f'itzgerald 
Fleetwood 
Foster 
Frear 
Free 
li'reeman 
Frothingham 
Funk 
Garber 
Gifford • 
Graham, Ill. 
r.rahnm, Pa. 
Green, Iowa 
Griffi'l 
Hadley 
Hardy 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hersey 
Hickey 
Hill, Md. 
Hull, Iowa 
Hull, Morton D. 
Hull. Willbtm E. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Kearns 
Keller 
Kiess 
Kopp 
Kunz 
Kurtz 
La Guardia 
Lampert 
Leatherwood 

Leavitt 
Lindsay 
Linthicum 
Little 
Longworth 
MacGregor 
MacLaft'erty 
Magee, N. Y. 
Magee, :Pa. 
Merritt 
Mills 
Mooney 
Moore, III. 
Moore, Ohio 
Moores, Ind. 
Morin 
Murphy 
Nelson, Me. 
Newton, Minn. 
Nolan 
O'ConnE'll, R. I. 
O'Hullivan 

~~i~r 
Patterson 
Peavey 
Perkins 
Phillips 
Ramseyer 
Reed, N. Y. 

:~g;l~~~k1;wa 
Rogers, Mass. 
Saba th 
Sande1·s, N. Y. 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "-2. 

Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Schall 
Sears, Fla. 
Shall en berger 
Sherwood 
Sh1·eve 
Sinnott 
Smith 
Smithwick 
Speaks . 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stengle 
Stevenson 
Summers, Wash. 
Sun:rners, Tex. 
Swank 
Swing 
Tague 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Taylor, W. Va. 
Thatcher 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thompson 
Tillman 
Tucker 
Tyuings 
Underwood 
Upshaw 
Vincent, Mich. 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Ward, N. C. 
Watkins 
Weaver 
Williams, Mich. 
Williams, Tex. 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Miss. 
Win~o 
Woltf 
W'ooun1m 
'Wl'i~ht 
Wurzbach 
Yates 
Zihlman 

Schafer 
Schneider 
Scott 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Rn ell 
Snyder 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stephens 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, l'a. 
Swoope 
Taber 
Temple 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Vaile 
Vestal -
Voigt 
Wainwright 
Wason 
Watres 
Wefald 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williamson 
Winslow 
Winter 
Wood 
Woodruft 
Young 

Jost McLaughlin, Nebr. 

NOT VOTING-62. 
Anderson Dickstein Luce 
Berger Doyle McClintic 
Bixler Edmonds McFadden 
Black, N. Y. Fairchild Michaelson 
Black, Tex. Fredericks Miller, Ill. 
Bloom Fuller O'Brien 
Brand, Ohio Fulmer O'Connor, N. Y. 
Britten Gallivan Peery 
Brumm Greene, Mass. Perlman 
Clarke. N. Y. Hawes Ransley 
Cole, Ohio Johnson, S. Dak. Rathbone 
Connolly, Pa. Kahn Reed, W. Va. 
Davey Kendall Sander,sJ Ind. 
Deal Knutson Sear~ • .Nebr. 

. Sptoul, Ill. 
Stalker 
Sullivan 
Sweet 
Tincher 
Underhill 
Vare 
Ward,N. Y. 
Watson 
Weller · 
Welsh 
Wertz 
Williams, Ill. 
Wyant 

Dempsey Kvale Seger 
Denison Leh Ibach Sites 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

~A 

, .1ansa 
1JJofll.>J fl 
~·~l :!l rn · 

The Clerk announced the following additional pail's: 
On this vote : 
Mr. Black of Texas (for) with Mr. Wyant (against). 
Mr. Michael on (for) with Mr. Dick tein (again t). 
Mr. Greene of Massachusetts (for) with Mr. Lehlbach (against). 
Mr. Brand of Ohio (for) with Mr. Bixler (against). 
Mr. Davey (for) with Mr. Kendall (against). 
Mr. Gallivan (for) with Mr. Vare (against). 
l\!r. McClintic (for) with Mr. Clarke of New York (against). 
l\ir. Peery (for) with Mr. Luce (against). 
Mr. Hawes (for) with Mr. Jost (against). 
Mr. O'Connor of New York (fot·) with Mr. Connolly of Pennsyl-

vania (against). 
Mr. Fulmer (for) with Mr. Sullivan (against). 
Mr. Sites (for) with Mr. Bloom (agairrst). 
Mr. Denison (for) with Mr·. Sweet (a"ainRt). 
Mr. Williams of Illinois (for) with Mr. Edmonds (against). 
Mt;. McLaughlin of Nebraska (for) with Mr. Sears of Nebraska 

( agamst). 
Mr. Weller (for) with Mr. Ransley (against). 

Until further . notice: 
Mr. McFadden with Mr. O'Ilrien. 
Mr. Brumm with Mr. Doyle. 
Mr. I'erlman with Mr. Deal. 
Mr. Sanders of Incliana with Mr·. Black of New York. 
Mr. •'Pger with Mr. Berger. 
Mr. Watson with Mr. Kvale. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. _ 
The bill wns ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

and was read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. The que tion is on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. :MORIN. I make a motion to recommit the bill to the 

Committee on Military Affairs, with instructions to report 
the same back to the Hou e with the necessary amendments 
to make it conform to the Federal water power act of 1920. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
to recommit the bill with instructions to report the same hack 
with the necessary amendments to make the bill conform to 
the Federal water power act of 1920. The Clerk will report 
the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. MORIN moves to recommit the p<'nding bill H. R. 518 to the 

Committee on Military Affairs, with instructions to report the same 
back to the House with the necessary amendments to make said bill 
conform to the Federal water power act of 1920. 

The SPEAKER. And upon that the gentleman from Penn· 
sylyania demands the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. 
l\lr. 1\IORIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of the motion 

to recommit will, when their names are called, answer " yea " ; 
those opposed will answer " nay." 

The question was ta.ken ; and there were-yeas 145, nay 224, 
answered "present " 1, not voting 61, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Aldrich 
Andrew 
Anthony 
Racharach 
Bacon 
Beck 
Beedy 
Begg 
Blanton 
Boies 
Browne, Wis. 
Brumm 
Buckley 
Burdick 
Burtness 
Burton 
Cable 
Campbell 
Celle1· 
ChindbJom 
Chrlstopherson 
Clague 
Cole, Iowa 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cras er 
Crowther 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dowell 
Doyle 
Dyer · 
Elliott 
Evans, :rowa 
Fairchild 

YEAS-144. 
Fairfield 
Faust 
Fenn 
Fish 
Fitzgerald 
Fleetwood 
Foster 
Frear 
Free 
Freeman 
French 
Frothingham 
Funk 
Garber 
Gifford 
Grahnm, Pa. 
Graham, Ill. 
Gre~n. Iowa 
Griffin 
HadJey 
Hardy 
Haugen 
Hawley 
·Hersey 
Hill, Md. 
Hoch 
Hull, Iowa 
Hull, Morton D. 
Hull, William E. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Kearns 
Keller 
Kiess 
Kopp 
Kunz 
Kurtz 
La Guardia 

Lampert ~ 
Leatherwood 
Leavitt 
Lindsay 
Linthicum 
Little, 
Longr.orth 
Magee, Pa. 
MaA"ee, N. Y. 
Merritt 
Mills 
Mooney 
Moore, Ill. 
Moore, Ohio 
Moores, Ind. 
Morin 
Murphy 
Nelon, Me. 
Newton, Minn. 
Nolan 
O'Connell, R. I. 
O' Sullivan 
Paige 
Parker 
Patterson 
Peavey 
Perkins 
Phillips 
Ramseyer 
Reed, N. Y. 

~~~~~~~~i~s~a 
Rosenbloom 
Saba th 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Schneider 
Scott 

Simmons 
Sinclair 
Smith 
Snell 
Snyder 
Speaks 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stalker 
Stephens 
Stron~. Kans. 

troni:, Pa. 
Swoope 
Taber 
Temple 
Tilson 
Timberla.ke 
Tinkham 
T readway 
Vaile · 
Vestal 
Yoi~t 
Wainwright 
Wa on 
Watres 
Wefald 
White, Kans. 
White, Me. 
Williamson 
\Yinslow 
Winte1· 
Wood 
Woodrutl' 
Yates 
Young 
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Abernethy 
.Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
Aswell 
Ayres 
nankhPad 
Barbour 
Barl<lt>y 
Ree rs 
Bell 
Rland 
llowling 
nox 
Boyce 
Boylan 
Brand, Ga. 
Briggs 
Rrowne, N. J. 
Browning 
Buchanan 
nulwinkle 
Busby 
Butler 
Byrne" S. C. 
Byrns. Tenn. 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Cart>w 
Carter 
Casey 
Clancy 
('lark, Fla. 
Cleary 
Collier 
Collins 
Colton 
Connally, Tex. 
Connery 
Cook 
Corning 
Cram ton 
Crisp 
Croll 
Cullen 
Cummings 
Cun·y 
Davis, l\Iinn. 
DnYis. Tenn. 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Doughton 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 

NAYS-224. 

Ragan 
Evans, Mont . 
Favrot 
Fisher 
Fulbright 
Gardner, Ind. 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, •.rex. 
Gasque 
Gcran 
Gibson 
Gilbert 
Glatfelter 
Goldsborough 
Greenwood 
Griest 
Hammer 
Harri on 
Hastings 
Hayden 
Hickey 
Hill, .Ala. 
Hill. Wash. 
Holaday 
Hooker 
Howard, Nebr. 
Howard, Okla. 
llutldleston 
Hud son 
Hudspeth 
Hull, Tenn. 
Humphreys 
Jacobstein 
James 
Jeffers 
Johnson, Ky. 
John on, Tex. 
Johnson. W. Va. 
Jones 
Kelly 
K ent 
Kerr 
Ketcham 
Kincheloe . 
Kindred 
King 
Langley 
Lanham 
Lankford 
Larsen, Ga. 
Larson, Minn. 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Lee, Ga. 
Lilly 

Lineberger Reid, Ill. 
Logan Richards 
Lowrey Roach 
Lozier Robsionr..~Y. 
Lyon Rogers, .N. H. 
McDuffie Romjue 
McKenzie Rouse 
McKeown Ru bey 
McLaughlin, Mich.Salmon 
McLeod Sanders, Tex. 
McXulty Sandlin 
McReynolds Schall 
Mci:;wain Sears, Fla. 
McBweeney Shallenberger 
MacGregor Sherwood 
Mac Lafferty Shreve 
Madden Sinnott 
l\Iajor, Ill. Smithwick 
Major, Mo. Steagall 
Manlove Stedman 
Mansfield Stengle 
Mapes Stevenson 
Martin Summers, Wash. 
Meacl Sumners, Tex. 
Michener 8wank 
Miller, Wash. Swing 
Milligan •.rague 
Minahan Taylor, Colo. 
l\Iontague Taylor, Tenn. 
Moore, Ga. Taylor, W. Va. 
Morehead Thatcher 
l\Iorgan Thomas, Ky. 
Morris Thomas, Okla. 
Morrow Thompson 
Nelson, Wis. Tillman 
Newton, Mo. Tucker 
O'Connell, N. Y. Tydings 
O'Connor, La. · Underwood 
Oldfield Upshaw 
Oliver, Ala. Vincent, Mich. 
Olivt>r, N. Y. Vinson, Ga.. 
Park, Ga. Vinson, Ky. 
Parks, Ark. Ward. N. C. 
Portet Watkins 
Pou Weaver 
Prall Williams, Mich. 
Purnell Williams, Te::x:. 
Quayle Wilson, Ind. 
Quin Wilson, I .. a. 
Ra~on Wilson, Miss. 
Ramey Win~o 
Raker Wolfr 
Ilankin Woodrum 
RaybUl'n Wright 
Reece Wurzl>ach 
R{>ed, Ark. Zihlman 

ANSWERING "PRESENT "-1. 
Jost 

NOT VOTING-61. 

. ~~~:~~~on ~~~~~~~s m~~~y~~n, Nebr. ~~rn~i;n. 
Bixler Fuller Miller, Ill. Sweet 
Black, N. Y. Fulmer Moore, Va. Tincher 
Black, Tex. Gallivan O'Brien Underhill 
Bloom Greene, Mass. O"Connor, N. Y. Vare 
Brand, Ohio IIawes Peery Ward, N. Y. 
llritten John on, S. Dak. Perlman Watson 
Cfarke. l, Y. Kahn Ransley Weller 
Cole, Ohio Kendall Rathbone Welsh 
Connolly, Pa. Knutson Reed, W. Va Wertz 
Davey K>ale Sanders, Ind. Williams, Ill. 
Deal Lehlbach Schafer · Wyant 
Pempsey Luce Rears, Nebr. 
Denison McClintic Seger 
Dickstein McFadden Sites 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
On tllls vote : 
Mt·. Lehlbach {for) with Mr. Greene of Massachusetts {against). 
Mr. Wyant {for) with Mr. Black of Texas {against). 
J\lr. Welsh (for) with Mr. Moore of Virginia (against). 
~r. Dickstem {for) with Mr. MichaP,Json {against). 
Mr. Bixler {for) with Mr. Brand of Ohio (against). 
Mr. Kendall (for) with Mr. Davey (against). 
]lir. Vare (for) with Mr. Gallivan (against). 
Mr. Clarke of New York {for) with Mr. McClintic {against). 
Mr. Luce {for) with Mr. Peery {against). 
1\Ir. Jost (for) with Mr. Hawes (against). 
Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania {for) with Mr. O'Connor of New York 

(against). 
Mr. Sullivan (for) with Mr. Fulmer (against). 
l\1r. Tiloom {for) with Mr. Sites (against). 
Mr. Sweet (for) with Mr. Denison (against). 
Mr. Erlmonds (for) with Mr. Williams of Illinois (against). 
Mr. Sears of Nebraska (for) with Mr. McLaughlin of Nebraska 

'(avalnst). Kir. Ransley (for) with Mr. Weller (against). 

Until further notice: 
Mr. McFadden with Mr. O'Brien. 
Mr. Brumm with Mr. Deal. 
Mr. Sanders of Indiana with l\Ir. Berger. 
:Mr. Perlman with Mr. Black Of New York. 
Mr. Watson with Mr. Kvale. 

l\Ir. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote" yea." 

LXV-248 
·- -- -

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening 
when his name was called? 

Mr. SCHAFER. No; I happened to be out at the telephone 
at the moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself within 
the rule. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. MORIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. · 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 227, nays 

143, answered "present" 1, not voting 60, as follows: 

Abernethy 
Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
Asweil 
Ayres 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Beers 
Bell 
Bland 
Bowling 
Box 
Boyce 
Boylan 
Brand, Ga. 
Briggs 
Browne, N. J. 
Browning 
Buchanan 
Bulwinkle 
Busby 
Butler 
Byrnes, S. 0. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carew 
Carter 
Clancy 
Clark, Fla. '· 
Cleary 
Comer 
Coll1ns 
Colton 
Connally, Tex. 
Connery 
Cook 
Corning 
Cram ton 

8~~w ·. 
Cullen 
Cummings 
Curry 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dominick 
Doughton 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Eagan 
Elliott 

Ackerman 
Aldrich 
Andrew 
Anthony 
Bachar a ch 
Bacon 
Be<!k 
Beedy 
Begg 
Blanton 
Boies 
Browne, Wis. 
Brumm 
Buckley 
Burdick 
Burtness 
Burton 
Cable 
Campbell 
Casey 
Cell er 
Chindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Cole, Iowa 
Cole, Ohio 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crosser 
Crowther 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dowell 
Doyle 
Dyer . 

YEAS-227. 
Evans, Mont. Lee, Ga. Roach 
Fairfield Lilly Robsioni..J:r~ 
Faust Lineberger Rogers, 1-.. n. 
Favrot Logan Romjue 
Fisher Lo"°rey Rosenbloom 
Fulbright Lozier Rouse 
Garber Lyon Ru bey 
Gardner, Ind. McDuffie Salmon 
Garner Tex. McKenzie Sanders, Tex. 
Garrett, Tenn. McKeown Sandlin 
Garrett, TeX. McLaughlin,llich. Schall 
Gasque McLeod Sears, Fla. 
Ger an McRe.vnolds Shallenberger 
Gibson Mcswain Sherwood 
Gilbert Mcsweeney Shreve 
Glatfelter l\IacLafl'erty Sinnott 
Goldsborough Madden Smithwick 
Greenwood Major, Ill. Steagall 
Griest Major, Mo. Stedman 
Hammer Manlove Stengle 
Harrison Mansfield Stevenson 
Hastings Mapes Summers, Wash. 
Hayden Martin Sumners, Tex. 
Hickey Michener Swank 
Hill, Ala. Miller, Wash. Swing 
Hill, Wash. Milligan Tague 
Holaday Minahan Taylor, Colo. 
Hooker Montague 1.'aylor, Tenn. 
Howard, Nebr. Mooro, Ga. Taylor, \V. Va. 
Howard, Okla. Moore, Va. Thatcher 
Huddleston Morehead Thomah, Ky. 
Hudson Morgan Thomas. Okla. 
Hudspeth Morris Thompson 
Hun, Tenn. Morrow Tillman 
Humphreys Nelson, Wis. Tucker 
James Newton, Mo. Tydings 
Jeffers Nolan Underwood 
Johnson, K;r. O'Connell, N. Y. Upshaw 
Johnson, Tex. O'Connor, La. Vestal 
Johnson, W. Va. Oldfield Vincent, Mich. 
Jones Oliver, Ala. Vinson, Ga. 
Kelly rark, Ga. Vinson, Ky. 

~:~; ~~mi· Ark. ~~t~n~· c. 
Ketcham Pou l'i'eaver 
Kincheloe Prall Williams, l\Iich • 
Kindred Purnell Williams, Tex. 
KKuinrgz Quin Wilson, Ind. 

·t Ragon Wilson, La. 
LLaann~laemy Rainey Wilson, Miss. 

n Raker ·wingo 
Lankford Rankin Wolff 
Larsen, Ga. Rayburn Woodrum 
Larson, Minn. Reece Wright 
Lazaro Reed, Ark. Wurzbach 
Lea, Calif. Reid, Ill. Zihlman 
Leavitt Richards 

NA.YS-143. 
lllvans, Iowa 
Fairchild 
Fenn 
Fish 
Fitzgerald 
Fleetwood 
Foster 
Frear 
Freeman 
French 
Frothingham 
Funk 
Gifford 
Graham, Ill. 
Graham, Pu.. 
Green. Iowa 
Griffin 
Hadley 
Hardy 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hersey 
Hill, Md. 
Hoch 
Hull, Iowa 
Hull. Morton D. 
Hull, William E. 
Jacobstein 
Johnson, Wash. 
Kearns 
Keller 
Kiess 
Kopp 
Kunz 
La Guardia 
Lampert 

Leatherwood 
Lindsay 
Linthicum 
Little 
Longworth 
McNulty 
MacGregor 
Magee, N. Y. 
Magee, Pa. 
Mead 
Merritt 
.Mills 
Mooney 
Moore, Ill. 
Moore, Ohio 
Moores, Ind. 
Morin 
Murphy 
Nelson, Me. 
O'Connell, R. I. 
O'Sullivan 
Oliver, N. Y. 

~!~i~r 
Patterson 
Peavey 
Perkins 
Phillips 
Quayle 
Ramseyer 
Reed, N. Y. 
Robinson! Iowa 
Rogers, !\ ass. 
Saba th 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Schafer 

Schneider 
Scott 
Simmons 
Sinclair 
Smith 
Snell · 
Snyder 
Speaks 
Sproul, Kans. 
Stalker 
Stephens 
Strong, Kans • 
Strong, Pa. 
Swoope 
Taber 
Temple 
Tilson 
Timberlake 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Vaile 
Voi~ 
Wam'tvright 
Wason 
Watres 
Wefald 
Whit~. Kans. 
·white, Me. 
Williamson 
Winslow 
Winter 
Wood 
Woodruft'. 
Yates 
Young 
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.ANSWERED ":PRESENT "-1. 
Jost 

NOT VOTING-60. 
Anderson Edmonds 
Berger Fredericks 
Bix!er FrE'e 
Black, N. Y. Foller 

McClintic Seger 
Mcii'adden Sites 
McLaughlin, Nebr. Sproul, Ill. 
Michaelson Sullivan 

Black, Tex. Fulmer 
Bloom Gallivan 
Brand, Ohio Greene, :Mass. 
Britten Hawes 
Clarke, N. Y. Johnson, S. Dak. 
Connolly, Pa. Kahn 
Davey Kendall 
Deal Knutson 

Miller, Ill. Sweet 
Newton, Minn. Tincher 
O'Brien Underhlll 
O'Connor, N. Y. Vare 
Peery Ward, N. Y. 
Perlman Watson 
Ransley Weller 
Rathbone Welsh 

Dempsey Kvale 
Denlson Lehlbach 
Dickstein Luce 

Reed, W. Va. Wertz 
Sander~ Ind. Williams, Ill. 
Sears, .Nebr. Wyant 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs : 
On this vote : 
Ur. Black of 'l'exas (for) with Mr. Wyant (against). 
Mr. Greene of 1.Iassachusetts (for) with :Ur. Lehlbach (against), 
Mr. Michaelson (for) with Mr. Dickstein (against). 
l\lr. Brand of Ohio (for) with Mr. Bixler (against). 
Mr. Davey (for) with Mr. Kendall (against). 
Mr. Gallivan (for) with Zlrr. Vare (against). 
Mr. McClintic (for) with Mr. Clarke of New York (against). 
Mr. Peery (for) with Mr. Luce (against). 
Mr. Hnwes (for) with Mr .. Jost (against). 
Mr. O'Connor of New York (for) with Mr. Connolly of Pennsylvania 

(against). 
Mr. Fulmer (for) with Mr. Sullivan (against). 
l\fr. Sites (for) with Mr. Bloom (against). 
M1·. Denison (for) with Mr. Sweet (against). 
Mr. Williams of Illinois (for) with Mr. Edmonds (against) . 
Mr. McLaughlin of Tebraska (for) with Mr. Welsh (against). 
Mr. Weller (for) with Mr. Ransley (against) . 

Until further notice: 
Mr. McFadden with Mr. O'Brien. 
Mr. Sears of irebraska with Mr. Deal. 
Mr. Sanders of Indiana with Mr. Berger. 
1\fr. Perlman with Mr. Black of New York. 
lUr. Watson with Mr. Kvale. 

Mr. JOST. l\Ir. Speaker, I voted "no" on this proposition. 
I am pa.ired with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. HAWES, 
who, if present, would vote ~·aye." I would like to recall my 
vote and vote "present." 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The title of the bill was amended to read as follows: "A bill 

to authorize and direct the Secretary of War, for national 
defense in time of war and for the production of fertilizers 
and other u eful products in time of peace, to sell .to Henry 
Ford, or a corporation to be incorporated by him, nitrate plant 
No. 1, at Sheffield, Ala. ; nitrate plant No. 2, at Muscle Shon.ls, 
Ala.; Waco Quarry, near Russellville, Ala.; steam power plant 
to be located and constructed at or near Lock and Dam No. 17 
on the Black Warrior River, Ala., with right of way and 
tran. mi sion line to nitrate plant No. 2, Muscle Shoals, Ala.; 
and to lease to Henry Ford, or a corporation to be incorporated 
by him, Dam No. 2 and Dam No. 3 (as designated in H. 
Doc. 1262, 64th Cong., 1 t ses .) , including power stations when 
constructed as provided herein, and for other purposes." 

On motion of l\1r. McKENZIE, u motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the blll was passed was laid on the table. 

ALI.EGED CHARGES AGAINST TWO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. GRARA.l\1 of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
present the report of the House Committee on the Judlci:iry, 
to which was referred the communication of tl1e Attorney Gen
eral in reply to Ho.use Resolution 211, and ask that it be 
printed in the RECORD for the information of the 1\lembers. 

'Ille SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the report of the Committee on the 
.Judiciary be printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. l\1r. Speaker, may I ask the 
gentleman if the report is very long? Some of us would be 
very glad to have the report read. 

l\fr. GRAH.Al\f of Pennsylvania. It is quite long. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Would the gentleman agree, under those 

circumstances, that there will not be any action on the report 
this e\ening? I think it very important that the House should 
have a chance to deliberate on the report. 

l\lr. GARRE'l'T of Tennessee. I quite agree with the gen
tleman about tbut. 

The SPE-iliER. I there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ALLEGED CH.l.RG!ilS AGAINST TWO MElIREllS OF COXGRESS. 

Mr. GnAHAiU of PPnm;ylvru:tia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
suuruitt<.'d the following r<.'port: 

The. Committee on the Judlciary, to which was referred the com· 
munication of the Attorney General in reply to IIouse Resolution 211, 
directing the Attorney General ot the United States to transmit to 
the House of Representatives the names of the two Members of Con
.gress and the nature of the charges made against them under said 
Resolution 211, together with the report of the Attorney General 
thereon, with directions fror... the House to said Judiciary Committee 
to report at the earliest possible moment its conclusions and such 
recommendations as it may Eee fit to make, respectfully submit the 
following report : 

S~ATJ!lMENT 011' FACTS. 

The grand jury impaneled at the February term, 1924, in the Dis
trict Court o~ the United States of .America for the Northern District 
of Illinois, eastern division, made a special report to the court, which 
report, among other things, set forth the following : 

"Incidental to the investigation of matters of which this grand 
jury had jurisdiction certain other facts not directly pertaining to 
the Veterans' Bureau were developed by counsel for the Government 
whiC'h we regard of great importance. There is no jurisdiction of 
them in the northern district of Illinois, but we are assured by Mr. 
Crim that he will lay them before the Attorney General and the 
President for consideration. We do not feel that it would subservo 
the best interests of the Government for this jury to make public 
at this time the details of these transcations. This jury feels it 
will suffice to report to your honor that they involve (1) specula
tion by one or more officials of the Government wherein it has been 
asserted that otllcial information was used for purposes of sp~ula
tion ; (2) that certain sums of money were paid to two Members of 
Congress." 

On the 6th day of March, 1924, the Committee on Rules of tbe House 
of Representatives presented to the House the following resolution: 

ALLEGED CHARGES AGAINST TWO .MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 

House Resolution. 

.. 'Whereas a grand jury of the District Court of the United States 
for the Northern District of Illinois, southern division, Impaneled 
at the February term, 1!)24, has reported to that court that certain 
evidence has been submitted to them invohing the payment of 
money to two Members of Congress : 

"P.esoZved, That the Attorney General be directed to trn.n mit 
to the House of Representatlv-es the names of tbe two Members of 
C~ngress and the nature of the charges made against them." 

This resolution was agreed to and forwarded at once to the Attorney 
General. In the meantime, certain newspapers and public rumors gave 
the names of two Members of the House of Representatives who were 
alleged to be the ones named in the report of saia grand jury, and both 
of those Members, so accused, appeared before the House and empbatl- · 
cally denied any guilt and protested their innocence. 

On the 8th day of March, 1924, the Speaker laid before the House 
of Representatives the following communication from the Attorney 
General in reply to said House Resolution 211 : 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

OFFICE Oll' THE ATTO&...'i!EY GENERAL, 

March 7, 1924. 
The SPEAJ01;R OF THE llOUSE OF REPllF.SE~TATlVF:R. 

Sm: Resolution No. 211 of the IIouse of Representatives of 
the United States passed March 6, 1924, directing me to tran mit 
the names of the two Members of Congress mentioned in the 
report of the grand jury of the di!trict court of tbe United Stn.tes 
for the northern district of Illinois, eastern division, and the 
nature of the charges made against such Members of Congress 
can not be complied with by me for the reasons-

Flrst. I am unwilUDg to make public the name of nny man 
against whom any criminal charge has been made until the evi
dence in my pu se sion convinces me that there is reasonable 
ground to belle>e that the person ls guilty as charged and until 
proper · legal steps shall have been taken to protect the public 
interests. 

Second. To transmit to you the nature of the charges made 
against any persons under investigation in the Department of 
Justice is incompatible with the public interest and will tend to 
defeat the ends of justice. 

If, however, the Ilouse of Ilepresentatives of the United 
States, acting within its constitutional power (under Article I) 
to punish its Members for disorderly behavior or to expel such 
Member, requests tbnt all the evidence now in the po!'tsession of 
anyone connected with the Department of Justice shall be turned 
o>er to the House of Representatives to enable it to determine 
what action should be take11 by the House in reference to the 
conduct of any of its Members, I will direct all such evidence, 
statements, and information obtainable to be immediately turned 
over to you or to such committee as may · be desi;rnated by the 
House and will await the complete inv tigatlon of the facts of 
the House before continuing the investigation now being made by 
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the Department of Justice. To have two tribunals attempting to 
act upon the same facts and to hear the same witnesses at the 
same time will result in confusion and embarraS'Sment and will 
defeat the ends of justice. 

Until I am requested by a resolution of the House of Repre
sentatives to submit these matters to the jurisdiction of the 
IIouse the investigation now being conducted of the matters 
referred to in said resolution will continue in accordance with 
the usual rules of the department. 

Respectfully, 
H. M. DAUGHERTY, Attomey G1meral. 

On the reading of said reply of the Attorney General, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. LoNGWORTH] made the following motion: 

"Mr. Lo~GWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the communica
tion of the .Attorney General be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with in ·tractions to report at the earliest po~sihle 

moment its conclusions and such recommendations as it may see 
fit to make." 

After clue consideration, your committee submits the following con
clusions and recommendations: 

CONCLUSIONS. 

Untler the reply of the Attorney General there is but one of two 
course open to the House of Representatives: 

(a) The House take full charge of the investigation and evidence 
of the alleged charges and relieve the Department of Justice from 
nny further responsibility. · 

(b ) Allow the Department of Justice to continue the investigation 
now being made. 

While there is a difference of opinion among the membership of your 
committee as to the correctness of the position of the Attorney General 
that the ends of justice would be imperiled by giving to the House the 
names of the Members of the House and the charges against them as 
requested by the House, and while it is a high duty which the House 
owes to itself and to the country at large to purge itself at the quick
est possible moment, of all those, if any there be, unworthy to sit in 
that L>ody, your committee is unwilling to recommend to the House that 
it permit itself to be placed in the position of being responsible for the 
suspension of proceedings by ~he Attorney General in connection wHh 
this matter. 

Your committee, therefore, recommends to the House that no further 
action be taken for the present by the Hoose to procure from the 
Attorney General the information heretofore requested of the Attorney 
General by the House and submits the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the House take no further action for the present to 
procure from the Attorney General the information heretofore requested 
of the Attorney General by the House under House Resolution 211. 

MUS.CLE SHOALS. 

Mr. JEFFERS. l\fr. Speaker, I have received some tele
grams from Alabama which I wish to put in the RECORD. 

These telegrams came in Saturday afternoon and Sunday 
morning. They have reference to some of the debate which 
}las taken place here during the consideration of the McKenzie 
bill, which embraces the Henry Ford proposal for Muscle Shoals. 

These telegrams are self-exJ)lanatory. 
I wish to say that all of these gentlemen by whom these 

messag~s were sent are worthy and substantial citizens of the 
district which I have the honor to represent. 

Regarding the matters mentioned in their telegrams, I have 
no fault to find with them. It is quite true that the Alabama 
Power Co. has developed much water vower in the State of 
Alabama, and I have no contention with these gentlemen who 
have sent these telegrams relative to the services now being 
rendered by this company in these cities from which these 
messages have come. c. 

So far as my position regarding the business which is under 
consideration here, namely, the adoption by Congress of a plan 
and a policy covering the disposition and the development and 
operation of the great governmental project at Muscle Shoals, 
ts concemed, however, I desire to state that I feel sure that 
it is understood, both here and at home, that I am in favor 
ot the comprehensive Ford offer for the Muscle Shoals plants 
and project, which offer has been so carefully gone over by 
the :Military Affairs Committee of this House and has been 
l.ndorsed by that committee as being the safest and most com
prehensive proposition before Congress and the offer best pro
viding for the common defense in time of war and for a source 
of nitrates for fertilizers for the farms of our country in time 
of peace. " 

With that statement I am glad to place in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD the following telegrams : 

SJJLMA, .ALA., March 8, 1924. 
Hon. LAMAR JEE'FERS, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
Have heard of statement made on floor of House by Congressmen 

who favor Ford end of Muscle Shoals proposition tllat the ~ama 

Power Co. was without backing and had no friends in Alabama.. This 
is not true. Am not in any way affiliated with the Alabama Power Co. 
nor have I ever averred that I was in favor of Alabama Power Co. 
on Muscle Shoals proposition, but the statement made on flocr ot 
House can not be supported by facts. The Alabama Power Co. does 
business in Selma, Ala., 1s giving eminent satisfaction, and doing con· 
structlve work and have many warm friends and supporters. You 
are authorized to make public this statement on floor of House. 

ALEX D. PITTS, Attorney anti Ootinselor. ,,. 

SELMA, ALA., Mat·ch 8, 1924. 
Hon. LAMAR JEFFERS, 

House of Representatives, Wa.shington, D. 0.: 
The Alabama Power Co. is a conservative organization and perform

ing a go9d service to this country. The present personnels are of the 
highest type and indicating they are looking after the interest of 
Alabama. As a whole, statements made on the floor of the House to 
the effect that the Alabama Power Co. is without friends or influence, 
is, I ~hould say, unwarranted. Please read and have recordf'd in 
proceedings before the House. I am not interested fi · n cially or 
otherwise in the Alabama Power Co. 

w. c. AGEE. 

SELMA, ALA., March 8, 1924. 

Hon. LAMAR JEFFERS, 
House Office Bmlillng, WasMngton, D. 0.: 

I am in favor of Ford offer under Federal supervision as approved in 
Federal water power bill. I believe in competition in industries under 
Federal regulation. Alabama Power Co. has been the greatest induR
trial developmental Influence in Alabama in 50 years. The statement 
that it is without friends or honor in this State is as absurd as it is 
untrue. I am neither a stockholder nor financially nor otherwise 
affiliated with the Alabama Power Co., except that I am told that I am 
the largest indi-vldual consumer of its power in Selma, as chief surgeon 
and manager of the Vaughan Memorial Hospital. Please read on floor 
in Congress for insertion in RmconD. 

F. G. DUBOSE. 

SELMA., ALA., March 8, 1924. 

Hon. LAMAR JEFFERS, 
Wash·ington., D. O.: 

I believe Alabama Power Co. performing splendid service for Ala
bama in distributing power, and regret that any slurs hl).ve i.>een cast at 
this corporation. H. c. ARMSTRO~G, 

TALLADl'IOA, ALA., M<Woh 8, 10-34. 

Hon. LAMAR JEFFERS, l\I. C., 
• Washington, D. o.: 

Alabama Power Co. has been of great service to Talladega anc.t 
State at large. They are constructin, carry large deposits with 
local banks, furnish cheap power for our industries, are fair in all 
transactions, and furnish good and adequate service. 

. LEON G. JONES, 
Prestdent Bank ff: Trust Go. of Talladega. 

TALLADEGA, AL.A.., Mal"Ch 8, 19!4. 
Hon. LAMAR JnFFERS, M. C., 

Was11ingto1', D. 0.: 
Wish to take issue with statements recently read into RECORD thnt 

Alabama Power Co. is without friends in Alabama. Alabama Power 
Co. has been of great constructive service to State of Alabama and 
Talladega. Their service i good av.d adequate, and they furnisk 
cheap power to our local industries. We find them fair in a.II their 
transactions. Please read thls into the RECORD. 

H UGH L . McELDlilllRY, 
President Talladega National Bank. 

Hon. LAMAR JEFFlilitS, M. C., 
Washington, D. 0.: 

TALL.&Dlil<lA., ALA., Maren. 8, 1924. 

Alabama. Power Co. has many satisfied patrons. Its service .is good, 
and it has many friends in .Alabama. rlease read into RECORD. 

Hon. LAMAR JEVFERS, M. C., 
Washington, D. 0.: 

w. c. MCMlLLAN. 

ANNISTON, ALA., Ma.rc1l 8, 1924. 

This body to-day passed the following resolution: 
Whereas it appears from the press r epor ts received that Hon. l\1A.R

TlN B. MADDEN, of the House of Representatives, attacked on March 6 
the integrity of the Alabama Power Co. ; and 

Whereas in the opinio.n of this bo(ly such attack was wholly unjus
tified by facts : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the board of directors of the Anniston Junior Cham
ber of Commerce condemns such unfair and unwarranted attacks upoa 
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n publlc u t ility of this State that has done and is 'doing so much for 
the upbuilrling of Alabama and especlally this dlstrlct. 

R esolv ed further, That this resolution, which shall not be ,construed 
ns tndorsing any particular offer for Muscle Shoals, shall be placed in 
1he CoNGRESSfONAL RECORD of the Mus.cle Shoals case, and tlurt a. copy 
of this re olutian be wired to each Member of. the Alabama delegation 
in Congress. 

BoAnD or DmEcroas J"uNton CHA BER 011' CoM1dJ!lltcE. 

ANNISTON, ALA., March 8, 1924. 

Hon. LAMAR J°E FFEns, M. C., 
Washington, D. O.: 

This body to-da y passed the following resolution: 
Whereas the press of the coUDtry quoting Hon. l\IAR'I'IN B. MADDEN, 

of llouse of Representfttlves, <>n March 6 as attacking the inte.griey 
of Alabama Power Co. ; and 

Whereas su ch attack in the opinion o! this body 1s wholly lID

autJbarized by the facts: Therefore be it 
R csol·ve That the board o! director.a o.f the Annist<ltl Chamber of 

Commerce while indorsing no par.ticular offer made for Mnscle Shoals 
does nevertheless condemn such unfair and unwarranted attacks upon 
a public utility of this State that iB doing so much for the upbuilding 
of the State, and e peeially the Anniston district. 

R esol i;cd f u rther, That these resolutions be placed ln CO'.NGRESSIOOlAL 

R F.CORD in Muscle Shoals case and a copy ·wired to each Member of the 
Alabama delegation in Congress. 

ANN1STON CHAMBlllR OF COM:Ul!lRCE, 

By L. C. WA':C ON, Becretm'1/. 

1\fr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to extend my re
marks in the IlEcoRD by inserting the following telegrams which 
I have received from citizens of Alabama in regard to the bill 
DOW pending for the acceptance of Henry Ford's offer for 
Mu cle Shoals: 

"SAMSON, .ALA., March 8, 19Z4. 
Ilon. HENRY B. STEAGALL, 

Ilouse of R cpr esentati ve8, Wa-shi11gt01i,, D. 0.: 
R~ports have reached Sam on to the effect that it has been stated in 

debate on the floor of the House that the Alabama Power Co. has no 
friends in Alabama. In justice to this great public utility this report 
.should be corrected, as it 'is entirely erroneous. This corporation not 
only has a lar.ge following who believe that it is a great facto.r in the 
progress and prosperity of the State, but there are a large .number ot 
people throughout: this section who favor the offer of the Alabama 
Power Co. for Muscle Shoals as opposed to the Ford offer. 

J. S. BENNETT. 

AUBURN .ALA.., MOlrch 8, l92,f. 
HE.:-IRY B. STEAO.ALL, 

House of Representati'L'ea, Was-hitigton, D. 0.: 
The bard and unkind remarks made concerning Alabama Powel' 

Co. in Muscle Shoals debate is untrue. This company is one of the 
great developers of our State, and 1s doing a great work. Please read 
this into the recol'ds. 

Hon. H..ElNRY B. STElAGALL, 

W. D. MARTIN. 

B. w. JONES. 

EUl!'AULA., AL.A., Ma1·ch 8, 1924. 

House of Representatives, ·washington, D. 0.: 
The business interests of this section resent tbe Jmputatlon that the 

.Alabama Power Co. has no friends in this part o! the State. We be
lieve a gra~ mistake will h11ve been made if CongreBS accepts the 
l<'ord offer for Mu scle Shoals. 

T. F. PRUlilTT, 

Editor Eufaula Daiiy Oitizen. 

U ' ION SPRI~os, ALA., Ma1·0Ji. 8, 1924. 
Hon. HENRY B. ST.l!IAGALL, M. C., 

Washington, D. a. 
An election in favor of Alabama Power Co., serving this city, car

ried every vote except one. The company has been serving us SDme 
time and ever ybody is well pleased with service. 

H. B. STEAGALL, 

G. M. EDWARDS, Mayor. · 
AMERICAN BANK, 

C. A. OWEN, Tar» Assessor. 
Frn.sT NATIONAL BANK. 

w. c. THOMPSON, Taro Collector. 
MERCHANTS' AND FARMERS' 13AXK. 

ONlON SP.n.rNGS, ALA.., Maroll, 8, 1.924. 

House of RepresentaHves, Washf.n.gton, D. a.: 
Statements that power company has no friends in Alabama ar.e delll>

l erate, unguali::tied falsehoods. Thi.s city is a warm admirer of power 

OOIO'Pany, .and so are other places where steam rates have been cut in 
half by use of their power. Sixteen thousa.nd dollars' w.ortll of their 
bonds sold her.a last mnnth. We have every confidence in their ability 
to manage Shoals for development of third district and all of Alabama. 
We know they will 11ot build a clty in one spot and let State sull'er. 

IIowARn C. SMtTH, Editor Herald. 

A!'l'NTSTON, ALA., March 8, 1924. 
Hon. IJENRY B. STEAGALL, M. c., 

Washington, D. 0.: 
This body to-day pas ed the following resolutions: 

"Whereu tlle press of the country, quoting Hon. MARTIN B. 
MADDEN, o!. House of Representatives, on March 6 as attacking 
the inte.,DTity of Alabama Power Co. ; and 

" Whfreas such attn.ck in the opinion of this body is wholly un
authorized by the tacts : Therefore be 1t 

" ReS'Ol't'ed, That ~ boar_d of directors o! the Anniston Cham
ber of Commerce, while indorsing no particular offer ·ma.de for 
Muscle Shoals, does nevertheless condemn such unfair and unwar
ranted attacks upon a public utility of this State that is doing 
so .much for the upbuilding of the State, and especially the Annis
ton district ; be it farther 

" Resolved, That these resolutions be placed in congressional 
records in Muscle Shoals case and a copy wired to each Member 
of the .Alabama delegation in Congress." 

ANNISTON CHAMBER OF COM.MmRCE, 

By L. C. W.A.TSON, Secretar y. 

ANNTSTON, ALA., March 8, 191./i. 
Hon. HENRY B. STEAGALL, M. c., 

Washiq1gton1 D . 0.: 
This body to-day passed the following resolution : 

" Whereas it appears from the press rcpm:t s !l.'ec:eived that Ilo:n. 
M.\RTIN B. MADDEN, of the House of Representati'\"'es, attacked on 
Ma.rch 6 the inte.grity of the Alabama Power Co.; and 

" Whoc:eas in the opinion of .this body such attack was wholly 
unjustified by f.1rcts : .'Illierc!ore be it 

"Resolved., That the board of directors of the Anniston Junior 
Chamber of Commerce condemns such unfair and unwarranted 
attack upon a ;public utility of this State that has done and is 
doing so mnch for the upbuilding of Alabama,, and especially this 
dj trlct. 

"Resolved furtlier, That this resolution, whlch shall not b<' eon
.strued a.s indorsing any particular offer for Muscle Shoals, .shall 
he plaae.d in the congressional records of the Muscle 81\oals 
cas~ and that a copy of this resolution be wired to -each Member 
of the Alabama delegation in C<>ngress." 

BOARD OF DmECTORS JUl'.~OR CHAMBER OF COMME!l CE. 

llrDLAND Crn, ALA, Afar eh 1.0, 1924 . 
Hon. HE. ·1n B. STEAGALL, M. c., 

Wasl 'noton, D . 0.: 
I am wiring you the sentiment of practically every man nnd woman 

in our secti<>n -0f country when I .say lease Muscle Shoals to I!PDTY 
Ford; one of tbe great t opportunities now presents itself to do 
something for our people. 

Dr. W. A. PARRI H . 

1\Ir. ALMON~ Mr. Speaker, by permis ion granted to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD on tbe bill providing for the ac
ceptance of the offer of Henry Ford for Muscle Shoals, I wL h 
to have printed in the REconn the following telegrams f11om 
friends and constituents of mine who are leading business men 
in my district,· as per their request, and also some telegrams 
of indorsement of the Alabama delegation in their suppoi t of 
this bill. 

By reference to the REcon.n of the speeches complained of it 
will be seen that their criticism of the Alabama Power Co. was 
largely based "UI>OD a resolution passed at a state-wide ma s 
meeting held in the city of Montgomery, Ala., on !Iarcl1 1, 
19.22, w"hich is also set out below : 

Hon. E. B. AL!roN, M. C., 
Washington, D. 0.: 

COURTLAND, ALA., Marol~ 8, .19i4. 

We a.re uneguivoca.lly for the' Ii'ord offer for Muscle Shoals. Ilow
ev~r. we protest against the unjust crHicism of Alabama Power Co. 
and its president on the floor of the House. The Alab.D.m.a Power Co. is 
doing constructi>e and appreciated work in Alabama. n ad -0n floor. 

HECTOR D. LANE . 
R. H. TWEEDY. 

li. D. BYN UM. 

S. S. PIP PE:N', 

c. H. M E IGS, Mayor. 
E. P. BYN UM, .A lderman. 
J_ Ii'. HOLLlil~B.ECK, .A.ldcrvum. 
C. C. Ho.RTON~ .Alclerman. 
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Bon. E. B. ALMON, M. C., 
Washington, D. a.: 

ATHZNS, A.LA., Marchi 7, 19.tl. 

, Athens is one o! the :few towns which refused to sell to the Ala
bama Power Co. its fr!l.Ilcbises for water and light. They only offered 
$12,000 for both, with entire outfit. George M. Forman & Co., Chicago 
bond dealers, rate these :franchises at $185,000. The Alabama Power 
Co. refused then and still refuses to sell its power to Athens, attempt
hlg to force us to dispose ot our plant and fra.nehises to them. 

Hon. E. B. ALMON, 

C. W. SARVEJI, 
Secr-etar21, .Athen.s OommerciaJ Ckto.-

SCOTTSBORO., Ar..&.., March 10, 19tt. 

House of Representati,,;eB, TYa~hington, D. O. 
Alabama Power Co. is a use!ul corporation, aiding greatly ln upbuUd-

1ng State. Do not approve attacking it to further Ford cause. Ask 
you t<> bear thi 1n mind and request you to ha.ve this· message inserted 
Jn CONGlUCSSION.&J'..t Rmconn. 

Hon. E. B. ALMOY, 

J. w. PAYN!I, Droggist. 
F. D. WEBB, O<>ntractt>r. 
J. C • .JACOBS, Banker. 

SCOTTSBORO, ALA., March 10, ~. 

House of Representatlvea, Washington, D. O. 
Alabama Power Co. ls a useful corporation, aiding greatly in upbullcl· 

fog State. Do not approve attacking it to further Ford cause. Ask 
you to bear this in mind and requtst y<>u to have this message inserted 
in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Hon. Eo. B. ALMON, 

Washington, D. a.: 

J. w. WOODALL, Merolumt. 

HUNTSVILLE, ALA.., Maroh 8, 19'l4· 

The unwarranted, unjust, and unfair statements made on the floor of 
the House yesterday by certain Representatives about Alabama Power 
Co. must not be permitted to remain without comment. You know 
personally that Alabama Power Co. is a constructive force in the up
building of this State and I urge you to write this telegram into the 
CONGR.ESSIO-NAL RECORD. 

F. H. FORD, 

President Huntsville Fibre and Veneer Works. 

HUNTSVlLLB, AU.., March- 8, m+ 
Hon. E. B. AL11:roN, 

Houtw Office Bu-lkling, WaaMng"ton, D. 0.: 
.A gross injustice was done yesterday to the Alabama Power Co. 

Representatives who do not live in this section are not speaking the 
feeling and sentiment of our people. The Alabama Power Co. has 
never gone into any community without the consent of its people and 
without supplying electric service in a greater quantity and at a 
lower ·price than was otherwise possible. Industries throughout this 
State where service is available have made enormous savings by using 
this company's water power, and numerous towns have obtained their 
first electric lights from this source. Beyond the shadow of a doubt of 
any thin.king man the Alabama Power Co. is a poteDt force for · the 
good n.nd benefit o.f our great State, and urge your placing this tel&
gram into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

DoUGLASS TAYLOR. 

Scorrsnoao, ALA., Ma,rch 10, 1924. 
Hon. E. B. ALMON, 

House of Rep1·esentatweB, Washington, D. 0.: 
Alabama Power Co. is a. useful corporation, aiding greatly in up

building State. Do not approve attacking it to further Ford cause. 
Ask you to bear this 1n mind, and request you to have this message 
inserted 1n CONGRESSlONAu RECORD. 

Eu. B. ALMON, M. C., 
WasMn{lton, D. 0.: 

;J. ARTHUR WILLIAMS, Merchants. 

C'HAs.m, ALA., March 8, 1~. 

Would like to hear that you had made some effort to refute GARRETT'S 

statement that Alabama Power Co. had forced Government into un
conscionable contra.ct when embarrassed by exigencies of war. Even 
the devil is entitled to his dues. 

B. C. CHASE. 

HONTSVILLE, ALAr, March 8, 192.j. 

Hon. E. B. ALMON, 
Hom.e Of{l.ce Build.ing, WtuMnuton., D. O.: 

Regard the Afabama Power Co. a.s a constructive force in this com· 
munlty; protest against statements made to the contrary. Please write 
tbJs Into the CONGR:IitSSIONAL RECORD. 

M. M. HUTCHENS.# 

ALBANY, ALA., March S, 192~. 

IIon. Ill. B. ALMON, 

House Otfi,ce Building, Was.1iingt1m; D. O.: 

The Alabama. Power Co. is a factor Jn Alabama developme-11t and does 
not me:rit the. abuse a.nd vindictiveness shown in speeches against it. 
We favor Ford's otrer primarily, but. do not approve of unwarranted 
abuse of an institution having such enormous developments on hand 
tor the benefit of the State and making such large expenditures in the 
public interests. Please read this telegra.m into the RECORD. 

Hon. Ill. B. ALMON, 

T. R. RYA..'f, 

w. M. CHURYLEA.R, 
Hm-tsells, Ala. 

ALBANY, Ar... ... , March B, 1924, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
The Alabama Power Co. is a factor in Alabama development and does 

not merit the abuse and vindictiveness shown in speeches aga.inst it. 
We favor Ford's offer primarily, but do not approve of unwarranted 
abuse of an institution having such enormous developments on band 
for the beueflt of the State a.nd making such large expenditures in the 
putlic interests. Please read this telegram into the RECORD. 

A. A. HA.RDAGID. F. L. CHENOULT. 

W. C. Cr.ARR'.. D. L. BLACKWELL. 

C. D. PATTERSON. W. R. SPEER.. 
J. C. SPARKMAN. J. V. MURPHREI!l. 

T. M. PE'l"L'Y. J. ·s. WYAT'.r. 

HUNTSVILLE, ALA., March B, 19?.4-. 
Uon. E. B. ALMON, 

House of Representati11e•, Washington, D. 0.: 
On readiDg the. newspaper reports of the debate ln th~ Hou e on the 

Ford lease, I note that the Alabama Power Co. has been very unj.ustly 
criticized and statements made tln.t they are not an asset to Alabama, 
unconscionable, etc. They are the only reliable source from which we 
can get electric p<>wer now and have done more to develop the local 
manufacturing enterprises than any other organization. Their dea.1· 
1ngs with thei.r customers have always been honest and fair, and I 
want to ha>e this telegram written into the Co~caEssIONAI'.. RECORD. 

Hon. ED B. ALMON", 
Washoington, D. O. 

C. M. GR.A.CE. 

GURLEY, ALA.J March 8, .1!124. 

I p.rotest th& unfair and untrue statements made about the Alll· 
bu.ma Power Co. yesterday by eet'taln Congressmen. This company 
always has been and ls now a constructive · force in the upbuiMing 
of Alabama, and I request this wire- placed hi the Co~GRESSIONAL 
RE:cono. 

W. A. GIVEN. 

~CB Atr.!.., MarcTJ 11, 1924. 
Hon. ED B. A.LMO!f, M. o .• 

W~Mngton, D. O. 
Congratulations on the great victory. Through you we Wish to e1r 

press to every member- of the Alabama delegatlon our apprecl-ation of 
thm great fight and decisive victory, 

FU>lmNC. CHAMB-1lK 01' CoM mncl!J. 

SHl:l!'l"IJ!L&, ALA., March 10, 19Z-i, 
Judge E. B. ALMON, 

House Office BuiltHnu, WasMngton, D. 0.: 

Congratulations on reimlt in Honse to-Chly. 

Hon. ED. B. ALMON, M. C., 
Washington.-, D. 0.: 

J. L. ANDltMWS. 

FL~NCll, Au.., Mar-oh 10, lln4. 

Congratulations on the resultg; you and the Alabama delegation 
made a. great fight. 

MITCHllLL & HUCil:STON. 

SHEFFIELD, A.La.J March 10, 192.Jr 

Hon. E. B. ALMON, M. C., 
Washingto-n, D. 0.: 

congratulate you on to-day's victory. Kindest regards. 
J. H. PALMJJJ.R.. 

A~BANY, ALA., .March 10, 19~4.-

Hon. El. B. ALMOl'f, 
HOflBe Offece Building, Wa.allln[Jt1Jn,, D. 0.: 

Congratulations on your and onr great victoq. Pl-eas extend o"Ul' 
congratulations. and appreciation t() other members of Alabama. dele.. 
gation. 

~NX P»CA'l'UR DA.IL?: 
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HUNTSVILLE, ALA., March 10, 19!.t. 
Hon. Eo. B . .ALMON, M. C., 

House of Representatives, Washitigton, D. O.: 
Congratulations to you and the House. 

FARRALD, CLIFT, and KENNEY. 

FLORENCm, .ALA., March 10, 19S4. 
Hon. ED. B . .ALMON, M. C., 

Washingtcm, D. 0.: 
We wish to. congratulate you upon your magnlftcent fight and 

glorious victory. 
T. M. & B. A. ROGERS, 

FLORENCE, ALA., March 11, 1924. 
Hon. ED. B. AL~WN, M. c., 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Putting over the McKenzie bill by a good majority a great vic

tory ; all well pleased, Democrats and Republican ; sorry there were 
Rf'publica.ns who saw proper to oppose it. It was certainly a mis
take to do so ; the passage of the bill was the only logical thing to do. 

R. M. SIMS. 

MADISON, A.LA., March 11, 19S4. 
Hon. ED. B . .AL!ION, M. c., 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Congratulations on your Ford victory. 

,___ BURTON AND HAGER. 

MEMOlllAL TO THE PRESIDENT AND CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES AND 

THE COMMIT'JiEE.S Oil' CONGRESS, ADOPTED BY THJO STATE-WIDE ?.IASS 

MEETING HELD IN THE CITY AUDITORIUM AT MONTGOMERY ON WEDNES· 

DAY, MAJlCH 1, 1922. 

We, citizens of Alabama, 6,000 s~ong, representing county govern
ments, municipal authorities, women's clubs, labor bodies, chambers of 
commerce, civic bodies, and farmers' organizations from every quarter 
of tbe State, in mass meeting assembled at Montgomery, with full 
confidence in both the justice and wisdom of the President and Con
gre s, do hereby declare: 

That while the entire Muscle Shoals stretch of the Tennessee River 
lies within the borders of this State, the right to control and regulate 
the river in the interest of the Nation's commerce has been ceded by 
the State of Alabama to the Federal Government. We recognize the 
fact that Muscle Shoals is the property of the Nation, belonging alike 
to the people of all of the States, and, whUe we claim no greater right 
than any -other S tate to say what shall be done with Muscle Shoals, 
we believe that we but exercise the guaranties of the Federal Consti
tution when we petition Congress that this great national asset be not 
employed by the Government as an instrumentality for fastening upon 
us and upon our children and our children's children the yoke of an 
oppressive and burdensome monopoly. 

}Ve atfirm that the .Alabama Power Co. now owns and controls a 
number of splendid power sites on the Coosa River in this State; that 
it owns and controls all of the available power sites on Little River in 
Alabama; and that it owns the wonderful power site at Cherokee 
Bluffs on the Tallapoosa River in this State ; that in the 14 years 
since its incorporation it has built one power dam in this State and 
commenced work on one other dam; that at the present rate of develop
ment of the power potentialities already under the control of this cor
poration more than 100 years will go by before all of these dormant 
water powers are harnessed; that it has been the policy of that cor
poration to develop only such power as can be sold in small units and 
at high prices; that controlling as it does all of the great water-power 
site in a State blessed by God Almighty with wonderful power possi
bilities, it, a foreign-controlled corporation, is in position to litigate 
with any .American-owned organizatron which may seek to develop any 
one of .Alabama's wasting water po,vers, just as it now threatens to 
litigate with Henry Ford, or with the Government, if either seeks to 
build Dam No. 3 at Muscle Shoals, or to control the Government-built 
steam plant and transmission line at Gorgas; that in spite of the fact 
that this foreign-owned corporation has long enjoyed exemption from 
taxation in this i:state, it has been busy ever since its entrance into 
Alabama in preempting every great power site within our borders, 
and in so copper riveting its hold on all of Alabama's great hydro
electric potentialities as to prevent for all time their development by 
any possible competitor; that it has been its policy to buy these power 
sites at farm-land prices an& to hold them in perpetuity as power sites; 
that it already controls the utilities in our principal cities and ls 
year by year securing the control of the utilities in our towns and 
villages; and that if it secures Muscle Shoals it will have perfected its 
control of. all of our great water powers and will hold in its selfish 
grasp all of these instrumentalities, placed within our borders by a 
beneficient providence for the promotion of the commercial and indus
trial welfare of all the people. 

We hold that it would be a travesty on legislation if, after many · 
years of congressional consideration of how best to conserve the power 
1n our navigable streams for the benefit of all the people and how most 
surely to preserve them from being used as instruments of monopoly, 
the Nation's greatest water power should be handed over to the Ala
bama Power Co. under the national water power act; and we 

Further bold that it would be the quintes ence of legi lative folly for 
the Government, after 10 years of investigation as to how best to free 
the United States from its dependence upon a foreign power for its 
supply of nitrogen for explosives, in the event of wa.r, and after spend· 
ing millions of dollars in the construction of the greatest nitrogen 
fixation plant in the world, to turn over the only power capable of 
successfully operating the nitrate plant to a corporation owned and 
controlled by foreigners. 

We remind Congress that just as the Alabama Power Co. has re
turned evil for good to the people of Alabama, so it ls the one corpora
tion whose dealings with our country in the grim emergency of war 
was so shameless, se-lfish, and conscienceless that when its conduct 
was investigated by a select committee of Congress the minority mem
bers of this committee joined with the majority in denouncing its 
brazen and sordid betrayal of its duty to a war-beset Nation. 

Again affirming our utmost confidence in the ability and the desire 
of the President and the Congress of the United States a.nd the com
mittees of Congress to reach the soundest solution of the pending ques
tions relating to the disposition of Muscle Shoals, we wish to express 
ourselves with regard to Mr. Henry Ford's proffered contract with the 
Government. The subject is of such vital interest to the people of 
Alabama that with greatest enthusiasm they have assembled in this 
meeting for the purpose of making this memorial : 

Upon mature deliberation, we, a'S citizens, do express our firm con
viction that it is to the best intei·est of the United States and to the 
interest of the people of Alabama that the offer of Henry Ford be 
accepted. and concluded as a binding contract, and for the following 
among other reasons : 

The acceptance of the Ford offer would insure the operation in Ala
bama of at least two great organizations engaged in the development 
and sale of hydroelectric energy, and would further insure competition 
in the distribution and sale of power throughout the territory which 
can be reached by transmission line'S from the several power sites OD 

the Tennessee River whose development is within the contemplation of 
the Ford offer. 

The Ford offer insures the operation of United States nitrate plant 
No. 2 for a period of 100 years for the production of fertilizers in time 
of peace and for the production of nitrates for explosives in the event 
of war. 

It insures to the millions of farmers throughout the United States, 
whose organizations· have with unanimity indorsed the offer of Henry 
Ford, the continuous operation of this Government-built plant for 
the production of nitrate fertilizers in competition with the present 
producers of nitrates, by a company whose profits will be limited to 8 
per ('ent, and in sufficient volume to have a controlling influence in 
fixing the price of nitrates and nitrate fertilizers for agricultural use'S. 

The Ford offer insures to the people of the United States the opera
tion of nitrate plant No. 2 and its maintenance in such a cons tant 
state of readiness, with a trained force of operatives, as to guurantee 
to the Government and its citizens an independent, internal supply of 
nitrates, in exact accord with the announced intention of Congress as 
expressed in section 124 of the national defense act of 1916. 

The Ford offer guarantees the construction of Dam No. 3 and m11kes 
provision for use by the people of the United Stat es for purposes of 
navigation of one of the country's largest and most important rivers, 
which is an integral part of the great Mississippi River waterways 
system. 

In the consideration given to the various offers for Muscle Shoals 
much has been said about the profit and loss that would accrue to the 
Government of the United States and to its people from the ace{'lptance 
or the rejection of the various offers. We respectfully urge a plan 
which looks to a constant supply of cheap fertilizers for the farm
ers of the Nation through a period of 100 years, which insure to 
American industry during that p eriod the use of nearly 1,000,000 
horsepower of electric energy, which provides for the security of the 
Nation in the event of war, and which guarantees the navigability of 
one of the country's greatest rivers for all time. These continuing ad
ditions to the resources of the Nation, if it were possible to express 
them in terms of dollars, with interest at 4 per cent, will in the course 
tlf 100 years add so vastly to the wealth of the Nation and the pros
perity of its people that any dUl'erence in the price of the nitrate plant 
as fixed in the several oft:ers, and any diircrence between the purchase 
price offered and the estimated possible scrap value of the property, 
ls dwarfed into insignificance. 

With these considerations in view and having in mind the freedom 
of our own people from a galling and oppressive water-power monopoly, 
the freedom of the- American farmer from a burdensome and grinding 
fertilizer monopoly, the opening of a great river to navigation, and 
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1 the seernity of the country in the event of war, we urge the President 
i and the Congress of the United States to accept -the offer of Henry 
Ford, whom we verily believe -seeks through hts offer· to dedieate to the 
American people, and espeeia.ll1 to the farmers of America, his geniu.s 
and his fortune. 

We indorse the <Sentiment "America first" and Muscle Shoals first 
for Americans, and above all, for American farmers. Henry Ford 1s a 
typical American, who by his genius has done more tor country people 
and countr_y life than any other man of hts time. A man who has the 
tru t and confidence of the great masses of tbe common people, as 
evidenced by the Tesolutions adopted by every gathering of plain, 
ordinary Amerieans, including the representatives of 4,000,000 tnrmers, 
who have give:n voice to their sentillli!nts ln regard to his proposal 1.or 
the development of Muscle Shoals. 

We believe the issue in Congress is clearly drawn. It is a contest 
between the people and the interests whl-dl eontrol tlle people's ferti
lizer and power -resources. 

On behalf of the army of the unemployed, in the Interest of the great 
body of plain American citizen'S, in the ntune of millions of perplexed 
and burdened !armers, we ·beg our President and the Congress -0f tlle 
United States and its committees to promptly accept the offer of Henry 
Ford. 

J. L. ANDREWS. 

FR.!NCIS PATTERSON WALKICR. 

J. J. BUFFINGTON. 

EDW. A. O'NE'AL. 
S. P. McDONALD. 

CHAS. L. HAROLD. 

EDWARD DOTY. H. C. RANKIN. 

This resolution was un:tnimously adopted. 
B. M. ALLEN, C7wirman. 
.C. E. JOHNSON, S.ooretar11. 

Mr. J.A.'.UES. Mr. Speak~r, under _perrnis ion granted a few 
days ago to extend remarks I wish to insert some telegrams 
from Alabama and Tennessee. They would seem to indicate 
that in spite of telegrams received by several Members con
denming the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN], tbe gentle
man from Tennessee [Mr. GABBiEl'T]~ and myself for the trutl;ls 
we told regardin.g the Alabama Power Co., that others agree 
with us on the Ford offer: 

Hon. W. FRANK JAMES, 

'House Office Building, Wasf1ingto1i, D. 0.: 
To-day's papers announce passage of bill in House accepting Mr. 

Ford's otrer. AgricuJtural and business interests of country and par
ticularly Alabama are indebted to yon for baviD.g made such deter
mined and successful fight for passage of this bill As principal ot 
Tuskegee Institution and as president of the National ·Negro Business 
League and for the Negro race, particularly 1n the Sonth, I wish to 
express my thanks and appreciation to you. The J>assage of tbis .bill 
menus more to us than I can here express. 

R.R. MOTON, 

Principal of Tuskegee Institution and 
President of 1'.-auona'L Ne(Jf'o Business League. 

NASHVILL.lil_, l'ENN., March 1£, 192/r 
Hon. W. FRANK JAMES, M. C., 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Your able advocacy of Ford .ofter and criticism of Representati:ve 

HULL, its 1eading opponent, h.11ve wou. grateful remembrance <Of J>eople 
of Tenn~see and ot 'South. 

Ron. FRANK w, JAMES_, 

'lit B. STAHLMAN, 

Pa1Jlf.sl1er .of the Nashville Banner. 

FLo~"'<C&, ALA.._, Mar.ch 1.2_, 1924, 

H-0u.s11 Office B.ttil4ing, Wlls.Mngtoa, D. o.: 
Accept our thanks and appreciation of your wonderful w:01:k in pass

ing the McKenzie bill through the House a-0ceptlng the Ford effer, We 
UJ! gra tef.ul !o-r all that you did a:nd ane not unmindful of the tOdds 
that you worked against. W~ reX:tend our sincere ithan)ts. 

R. H. J:omis, 
SecretaT11 Chamber ,of Commerce,. 

FLORJ:NO, A.LA., March ~. rl9U-
Hon. FMNK W . .J.Al'tUS, 

HQus-e of Repreaentati1ie11, Wash-ingron., D. 0.: 
The citizens of Alabama ;appreciate beyoo:W ~esslon the ,great 

1-0YaJ.ty D.tld fidelity which you have .shoWll in our Musel~ Sb,oal,s -Oam

paign during the battle that has been waged ~:Q. the S:~ ~f ~ 
sentatives fur many daFS. Yo.ur ~tehless zeal and tale11t11 have .ear
l'ied us .to a glorious victory, a.p.,d •e will never forget the wondrP.llB , 
Qf)op.era..tion wbleh _y.ou Jla:ve -so .gra..c,Wusl¥ 111enO.ened. 

~· -c. ELfiNG. 

.(1\.k. Elting is president .of the Fl.rat a.d:i~uJJ Bank o.f IFilortence.} 

J"EFFl!lRSON CITY, Mo., March B, 1924. 
Representative JAMES, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
Missoun Farm Bureau Federation expresses appreciation for your 

work <>n MeKenzie bill and urges your support and influence in se
curing final pas¥ge. 

L. M. MONSEES, 

President Missourl Farm Bureau Fe<J-eration. 

)J'LORENCJ!I, A.LA., M(JIT"Ch 12, 19U. 
Hon. W. FRANK J .. urns, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
The .Kiwanis Club of Florence desires to express its appreciation 

of your fine work in conn.ection with the Ford Muscle Shoals bjli. 
The people in this section will always have a warm spot in their 
heart for you fraternally. 

W. FRANK :T.lMl!l8, M. C., 
'Washington, D. O.t 

H. P. LUCAS, President. 

DECATUR, ALA., Marc1~ 11, 1924, 

On behalf of Albany Decatur Chamber of Commerce hearty con
gratulati-OJJe are extended on passage McKenzie bill. Your good work 
greatly appreciated. This conveys sentiment of people of Alabama. 

W. W. RAHl\I, President. 

SHEFFIELD, ALA., March 12, 192j. 

Hon. w. FRANK JAMES, 

House Oflice Building, Wfishington, D, 0 .. : 
We wish to express our appreciation of the wonderful and suc

cessful fight for the acceptance of the Ford offer, which you have 
just brought to a close. The whole country, as well as this immediate 
section, owes you a great debt of gratitude. 

Hon. W. FRANK JAMES, 

W. 8. HATCH, 

Vice President The Bhetfi.ekl Oo. 

S:ffEFFIELD, ALA., March ~ • .tn.f_ 

House Ofliee Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
We are deeply appreciative of the great victory you have just 

won tor the .Ford offer, and for your able efforts in our behalf we 
are very grateful. 

W. F. JAMES, M. c., 
Washington, D. a.: 

J. F. GAMMON, 

Gen.eral Manager The Sheffi,eld Oo. 

ALBANY, ALA., March 12, 1.924. 

We congratulate you on your good work. Alabama will never 
forget yon. 

H. M. THOMPSON. 

ALBANY, ALA., March 12, J924. 
W. F. JAMES, 

Member of Congress, WMhington, D. 0.: 
We congratulate you on your good work. Alabama will never forget 

you. 
w. B. EDMU~DSON. 

ALBANY, ALA., March 12, 1.924. 
w. F. JAMES, 

Member of Oong1·ess, Wa..hlagt~ni., D. 0.: 
'Wre oongratulat~ JYOU on your good w-0-:rk. Alabama. will never forget 

you. 
T. A. BoWLS. 

("Mr. Bibb lll pres1dent o! the Citizens Bank.) 

ALBANY, ALA., MarclJ J!) ,tP;J. 

W. F. JAMES, ' 
Member of Oongress, Washington, D. 0.: 

We congratulate .YOU ,on your good wofk. Alabama will never forget 
you. 

W. A. BIBB. 

(Mr. Bibb is president of the Morgan County Bank.) 

TUSCUMBIA., Au., Marcil 11, 19l?t. 
Hon. w. FRANK JAMES, 

Member of OO'lf,gre88, Ho-use Office Btt{ldftig, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

Ac-rept appr.eetated til.11.llks for ~i~ raidered in ·behaif Ferd ofl'er. 
JAMllS T. KmK. 
J"-OH'M D. RATHER, 1r. 

""('rheee gentlemen llfll 'J're>mlnent a«on:IBys.) • 

• 
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SHEFFIELD, ALA., March 11, 1924. 
lJon. W. FRANK JAMES, 

House Office Building, Washington, D. 0.: 

We are deeply appreciative of your splendid work for the Ford offer. 
SHEFFIELD KIWANIS CLUB. 

• 
SHEFFIE>LD, A.LA., March 11, 1924. 

To Hon. W. FRANK JAMES, M. C., 
House Office Building, Wa.shington, D. 0.: 

Our people are deeply appreciatjve of the magnificant fight made by 
you for Ford, the farmers, and the common people, and against a 
selfish water-power monopoly. 

J. L. ANDREWS. 
(Mr. Andrews is president of the Sheffield National :Pank.) 

SHEFFIELD, ALA., March 11, 1924. 
Hon. W. FR.A K JAMES, 

HCluse Office Building, WasMngton, D. O.: 

I wish to assure you of ou·r sincere appreciation of the long and 
faithful fight you have made for the Ford Muscle Shoals bill, which 
means so much to the whole South and to other agricultural sections. 

T. C. SANFORD, 
Vtce Presiclent Sheffield National Bank. 

SHEFFIELD, ALA., March 11, 1924. 
Hon. W. FRANK JAMES, M. C., 

House Office Building, Washington, D. 0.: 

Our people are deeply appreciative of your magnificant fight for the 
acceptance of the Ford offer. 

P. S. MILNER. 

MEMPHIS, TENN., March 1S, 19.24. 
Hon. W. FRANK JAMES, 

Congressional Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
Your excellent work on behalf of the Muscle Shoals project is 

greatly appreciated by all of us in this territory. 
JOHN W. FALLS. 

ALBA.NY, ALA., Marcil 11, 19$4. 
w. F. JAMES, M. C., 

Washington, D. 0.: 
We congratulate you on your good work. Alabama will never 

forget you. 
J. A. BUTTREY, 

CONGRESS OF TH» UNITED STATES, . 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Was.hington, D. 0., March 13, 191!4. 
Col. I. W. WORTHINGTON, 

f05 Tllfrd Street SFJ., City. 
MY DEAR COLONEL: I beg to inclose herewith copies of 20 telegrams 

received by me in regard to Muscle Shoals! 
With best regards, I am, 

Sincerely, 
W. FRANK JA.MEB. 

ST. PAUL, MINN., March 10, 19!i. 
Hon. w. FRANK JAMES, M. c., 

Washington, D. O. 
l\!Y DEAR SIR: Farmers in Minnesota, while they have no immediate 

fertilizer problem, have been intensely interested in the Muscle Shoals 
proposition from the very beginning. They have been interested in the 
Ford tender, and our members in this State's referendums in the past 
have shown that they were thoroughly committed to this proposition. 

Now that it is about to go over, we wish to extend to you an ac
knowledgment of the services rendered by you in fighting for the 
Musc1e Shoals bill. 

Sincerely yours, 
MINNESOTA FARM BUREAU FEDERATION, 

J. S. JONES, Secretary. 

MADISON, Wis., March 11, 19!.f. 
Hon. W. FRANK JAMES, M. C., 

House Office Building, Washington, D. 0. 
House Otfi.ce Building, WasMtigton, D. O. 

DEAR Sm: We understand that you took a leading part in securing 
the adoption of the Ford offer as just passed by the House of Repre
sentatives with such a large majority. 

The farmers of Wisconsin are not so vitally interested in nitrate 
fertilizers, as we plan on securing most of these from home sources 

• 

In our rotation, but we are interested in the general principles em· 
bodied in the disposition of our natural resources. May we hope that 
you will continue. to support this measure with the same vlgor and 
give assistance in its pasi:;age through the Senate. 

Yours very truly, 
WISCONSIN FA.RM BUREAU FEDERATION • 

I. M. WRIGHT, Secretary. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, in ordinary busine s, whether 
it happens to be a swap or a purchase or sale, the average 
man puts to himself this question: "What do I get and wllat 
shall I pay?" And even though the l\fuscle Shoals proposi
tion involves values infinitely greater than the transactions of 
ordinary, plain, everyday people, the essential factor in deter
mining the wisdom or policy of consummating the contract is 
precisely the same. 

The parties to this extraordinary proposal are the Federal 
Government and Henry Ford. We in this body represMt the 
people of the United States as one of the contracting parties, 
and we must put the que tion to ourselves preci ely as if we 
were acting for ourselves and had a vast property which some 
individual was seeking to acquire. 

WHAT WE GIVE. 

Wben we were engaged in the World War the Government 
launched the enterprise at Muscle Shoals for the purpose of 
furnishing nitrntes for explosives. lt was a far-reaching under
taking, planned on a tremendous scale. When the armistice 
came it found the l)roject in the following shape: 
The Government had completed-

Nitrate plant No. 1 (including 1,900 acres of land), co ting __________________________________ ____ $12, 888,000 
Nitrate plant No. 2 (including 2,300 acres of land), 

~osting _______________________________________ 68,174,000 
Surplus material costing_____________________ 1, 500, 000 

It had bought nnd developed Wac:> Quarry (400 acres -Of 
land), costing----------------------·-------------- l, 179, 000 

It had built the--
Gorgas steam plant, on the property of the Alabama 

Power Co., at a cost oL ______________________ _ 
Warrior substation, costing ______________________ _ 
Drifton Rai11·oad _______________________________ _ 
Warrior-Muscle Shoals transmission line ___________ _ 

3,337.000 
384.000 
50,000 

90u,OOO 

Total---------------------------------------- 88,417, 000 

WHAT WEI GET. 

The Ford offer contemplates paying for all of this the nomi
nal sum of $5,000,000, le s the sum of $3,472,000, which the 
Government must use in restoring a steam plant. 

The reason for that is that the Gorgas steam plant, while 
the Ford offer bad been pending, bas been returned to the 
Alabama Power Co. for $3,472,000, and to make up for this de
duction the Ford offer or demand is that out of the purchase 
price of $5,000,000 the United States Government build another 
steam plant to take the place of the Gorgas plant, to cost $3,472,-
000. So actually the Ford offer means that the Go,ernment 
shall deed oyer in fee simple to him, or to a corporation to be 
formed by him, $85,000,000 of valuable property for $1,528,000. 

ITS TALUE AS SALVAGE. 

Even if it were a mere salvage proposition, involving only 
the recovery of all that is humanly possible out of a war venture, 
this proposal of Henry Ford would not be worth considering, as 
1t is admitted that he offers considerably less than the va1·ious 
properties would sell for on the auction block. In fact, its 
estimated value as scrap is $16,000,000. 

But, it is argued, if the properties are sold as scrap that 
ends the usefulness of the entire venture, and the localities 
affected, as well as the entire country, would lose a great oppor
tunity for the development of a signally important and bene
ficial enterprise. 

This is true, and it is incumbent upon us to weigh the alter
native, namely, the destruction of a great enterprise or to 
practically present it as a gift to one man. 

It is also incumbent upon us to consider if these two pro
posals are in fact the only alternatives. 

GOVER~MlilNT OWNEilSIDP. 

No matter how repulsive it may be to some there is a third 
alternative, namely, completion and operation by the Govern
ment. .And if this is disagreeable there is yet a fourth alter
nativ&-the Government could complete the dams and turn 
them and the nitrate plants over to a private individual or a · 
corporation for operation. 

The advocates of this sacrifice of Government property, how
ever, seem to be opposed either to Government ownership or 
operation. They are willing to have the Government go into 
the construction business and lay out millions of dollars to 
build, to plan, and construct; but when it comes to the point 

1 
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of the Government obtaining any profit out of the enterprise 
they hold up their hands in horror and pretend to see the 
shadow of socialism. 

I have only this to say to the opponents of Government owner
ship: 

What I object to is that when you draw your cards you will 
not play with them. If you are for individual ownership and 
operation, stick to it. I have no complaint to offer; but do not 
hold up your hands in horror of public ownership and then 
ask the Government to stake you to your capital. Which is 
worse, for the Government to build and operate or to build 
and present it to some corporation on a platter? 

THJil FERTILIZER QUESTION. 

·.rhe friends of this measure urge as a reason for this stupen
dous gift to Henry Ford his assurance that he will manufacture 
fertilizer to be soJ1 cheaply to the farmers of the United 
States, and thus break the Fertilizer Trust. This is a very 
laudable aim, but they soft pedal the fact that he will only 
use one of the plants for that purpose. They keep in the back
ground the fact that the other nitrate plant will be devoted to 
bis own exclusive private business. They also slight the fact 
that in such manufacture of fertilizer as he may carry on he 
does not propose to indulge in charity or benevolence, but 
secures to himself, and his heirs an 8 per cent profit. This, of 
course, actually means nothing at all so far as assuring the 
farmer cheap fertilizer. 

TRUST BUSTING. 

But assuming that all that is promised in the way of break
ing up the Fertilizer Trust is admitted as possible and assured, 
what have our friends to say about the precedent to be thus 
established whereby the Government in the future may be 
taxed with the task of breaking up other trusts? If it is right 
to give Henry Ford $85,000,000 of property for $1,500,000 upon 
his promise to break a trust, may we not be called on in 
the future to lend other wealthy capitalists vast sums of money 
for similar enterprises? 

WA.R SERVICE. 

Then the proponents of this bill urge another argument in 
Ford's behalf. They say, " He will turn over the nitrate plant 
to the Government in time of war." Surely this is no con
sideration at all, for the Government wottld have the right to 
commandeer the plant in time of war whether it was or was 
not "nominated in the bond." 

THE DAM QUESTION. 

But even with all of these shortcomings, the wisdom of the 
acceptance or refusal of the offer might still be open to debate 
were it not for the fact that it has anot~ ·phase. The Gov
ernment sank $17,000,000 in the Wilson Dam and it is nearly 
half complete. It will cost $25,000,000 to complete it. The 
Government also planned the construction of another dam 
designated as Dam No. 3 on which nothing has been done 
whatever. Twenty-five million dollars must be spent for its 
construction. 

The Ford offer demands that these projects shall be com
pleted. In other words, the sale of $85,000,000 of property 
involved in the nitrate plants, the quarry, the railroad, and 
the town sites for $1,500,000 does not terminate ·the liability 
of the Government, but we must continue the dam construc
tion at a total outlay of $67,000,000. And then, when the dams 
are completed, Ford will use them for his own purposes with
out restraint or control at a nominal rent per annum. 

There is nothing in the measure before the House which 
binds him to furnish heat, light, and power to the vicinity, 
and if he should elect to do so there is no provision in his 
offer or in the act to subject his charges to review or modifica
tion. He has the whip hand throug·hout. 

The whole transaction has the earmarks of an unconscion
able bargain. The ordinary business man would consider 
he was driving a pretty shrewd bargain if he got $85,000,000 
of property having a scrap value of $16,000,000 for only $1,500,-
000. One would think Ford would be sport enough to take 
the dams as they are with $17,000,000 of work, labor, and ma
terial upon them and complete them at his own expense. This 
is a better bargain than the usual water power corporation 
ls able to secure under the water power act. 

THE WATER POWER ACT. 

Where a corporation aims to enter upon a water power proj
ect under the water power act the following conditions must 
be met: 

a. It must acquire the land and water rights, build the dam, 
and Install the turbines and machinery at its own expense. 
Ford wants the Government to do all of this for him! 

b. Under the water power act a lease of only 50 years is 
granted. Ford wants his lease to run for 100 years. 

c. The water-power company licensed under the act to install 
a dam and power plant must subject its charges for heat and 
power to governmental review and modification, a wise safe
guard to prevent monopoly. Ford's offer and the measure 
before the House excuses his corporation from this salutary 
surveillance. 

Efforts have been made on the :floor and in Committee of the 
Whole to attach to the Ford contract these safeguards in con
sonance with the provisions of the water power act, which 
apply without distinction or exception to every other corpora
tion engaged in the development of water power. All such 
attempts to modify the rigor of Ford's arrogant demands were 
relentlessly beaten down. His friends in this House have boldly 
thrown down the gauntlet and challenged the House to vote the 
Ford proposal "either up or down." In other words, "to take 
it or leave it." 

What reason is there in the world to exempt Ford and the 
corporation to be formed by him from the wise and just limita
tions imposed on other water-power ventures? 

BENEVOLENCE NOT A. CORPORATE HERITAGJll. 

They eulogize him and point out his phenomenal success as an 
organizer and as a humane employer of labor. They paint him 
as a great benefactor of the human race. Perhaps he is. Every 
man who makes two blades of grass ·grow where only one grew 
before is an asset to the world; but it must be admitted that 
while be has been making men happy with " Lizzies " he has 
also piled up one of the greatest fortunes in the world. Fur
thermore, if this ti·ust is reposed in him by the surrender of 
these vast water-power rights into his keeping, and if we as
sume that he will so manipulate and restrain his individual 
acquisitiveness so as to be content with moderate profits, what 
assurance is there that his son and successor, Edsel Ford, 
will manifest similar tenderness and consideration 7 And when 
Edsel passes away-for the lease is for 100 years, remember
are these noble attributes of tenderness, restraint, and modera
tion to pass on to the successors in control of the corporation 
as a beautiful, inevitable, and continuous heritage? Such bland 
and childlike confidence may be an admirable attribute in the 
relations between men and men-although few of those advo
cating this policy, I venture to say, would manifest it in his 
own bu iness-but in the <1ealings between the Government and 
indlviduals posterity will be loath to praise a Congress so 
recreant to its trust and so lacking in ordinary precaution as 
not to bind the recipients of its favor to fair dealing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SEN.A.TE. 

.A. message from the Senate, by 1\fr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 6849) making appropriations for the Treasury 
and Post Office Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Rep
resentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. WARREN, Mr. SMOOT, Mr. MOSES, Mr. OVERMAN, 
and Mr. Guss as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 4577. An act providing for the examination and survey 
of Mill Out and Clubfoot Creek, N. 0. ; and 

H. R. 5557. A act to authorize the settlement of the indebted
ness of the Republic of Finland to the pnited States of America. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
LINEBERGER, for three weeks, to visit California on account of 
important public business. 

.ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
42 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tues
day, March 11, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
l\fr. GIBSON: Committee on the District of Columbia. H. R. 

4805. A bi11 authorizing the extension of the park system of 
the District of Columbia; without amendment (Rept. No. 278) . 
Referred to the Oommitee of the-Whole House on the state of 
the Union.. 
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l\Ir. GR.AHAJ.\f of Pennsylvania: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 7041. A bill to amend an act entitled «An act to pro
vide compensation for employees of the United States suffer
ing injuries while in the performance of their duties, and for 
other purposes," approved September 7, 1916; with amendments 
'(Rept. No. 280). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule Xill, 
l\fr. KNUTSON: Committee on Pensions. H. R. 7783. A bill 

granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers 
anct sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain sol
diers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to 
widows of such soldiers and sailors; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 279). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 58. A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to grant a 
right of way over the Government levee at Yuma, Ariz.; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 281). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were introduced and severally referred a.s follows: 
Ily Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 7783) granting pensions 

and increa e of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of 
wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of sucll soldiers 
and sailors ; committed to the Committee of the Whole House. 

By Mr. CHINDBLOM: A bill (H. R. 7784) for reduction of 
income tax payable in 1924; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MINAHAN: A bill (H. R. 7785) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to amend an act entitled 'An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,' approved 
March 3, 1911," approved February 25, 1919; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7786) to amend an act entitled "An act 
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary," 
approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the · Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOW .ARD of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7787) to pro
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Schuyler, Nebr.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Dy l\lr. WINTER: A bill (H. R. 7788) to provide for re
funds to veterans of the World War of certain amounts paid 
by them under Federal irrigation projects; to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. KELLER: A bill (H. R. 7789) to provide fol' the 
conservation and utilization of the natural resources of the 
Nation, the coordination of fiood control and navigatiou of 
streams, the development of hydroelectric energy and the dis
tribution of the same, and for other purposes ; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITHWICK: A bill (H. R. 7790) to provide for 
the admission to the mails as second-class matter of periodical 
publications issued by State road departments or commis
sions ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\fr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 7791) to amend an act ap
proved September 21, 1922, known as the tariff a.ct ; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\lr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 7792) to establish a 
national park In the national forest reservation in the State of 
Georgia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. BELL: A blll (H. R. 7793) to establish a national 
park in the national forest reservation in the State of Georgia, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 7794) to pro
vide for the guaranty of deposits in banks having membership 
in tbe Federal reserve system, and for other purposes ; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. QUAYLE: A bill (H. R. 7795) to authorize the United 
States Department of Justice to undertake to obtain appoint
ment of committee for incompetent veterans of the \Vorld Wm·, 
when such committee is required by the United States Vet
erans' Bureau in any case of compensation granted under the 
provisions of the war insurance act ; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 7796) providing for the 
holding of the United State!! district and circuit courts at 

_pkmulgee, Okla.; to the Committee on the Judiciari~-· 

By '.Mr. SABATH: Joint resolution {H. J. Res. 214) for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate and review sen
tences imposed in the cases of military prisoners still confined 
in United States prisons or other penal institutions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, urging Congress to speedily enact legisla
tion calculated to equalize disability pay to veterans of all 
wars; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

Ily Mr. TINKHAM: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, favoring the enactment of legislation ex
tending aid to disabled emergency officers of the United States 
Army; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Massachu
setts, favoring a child-labor amendment to the Constitution ot 
the United States ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. BEGG. A b1ll (H. R. 7797) granting an increase o:t 

pension to Arvilla Hough; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H. R. 7798) granting a pension 
to Sarah Ida Rhodes ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHINDBLOM: A bill (H. R. 7799) granting a pen
sion to Margaret J. Billig; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin : A blll { H. R. 7800) for the 
relief of Edward R. Ledwell ; to the Committee on lUilltary 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 7801) granting an in
crease of pension to Jane L. Hewitt: to tbe Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7802) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
K. McFee; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7803) 
granting a pension to Nancy J. Fuller; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill {H. R. 7804) granting an in
crease of pension to Samuel M. Griffith; to the Committee -011 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A blll {H. R. 7805) reconveying to 
Elizabeth Moore the caQlp site of Camp Robert E. L. Michie; 
to the Committee on Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7806)' 
for the rellef of tbe legal representatives of George W. Mc
Ginnis ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7807) granting an increase of pension to 
Isabell Congo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 7808) granting a pension to Minnie Young; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7809) granting a pension to Rosalie Vin
cent; to tbe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7810) authorizing the recon
veyance of the camp site of Camp Robert ID. L. Michie; to the 
Committee on :Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7811) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha Gruver; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. MILLS: A bill (H. R. 7812) for the relief of Katherine 
Hanna ; to the Oommittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 7813) for the relief of 
Charles M. Le Furge; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 7814) granting an 
increase of pension to Sarah L. Headington; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7815) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Alexander; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papel."3 were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

1622. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Tusealoosa 
Cotton Seed Oil Co., E. B. Nuzum, president; J. L . .Miller ; A.. ·O. 
Cade; Central Iron & Coal Co., J. L. Brierton, vice president; 
T. L. Beauchamp, J. S. Billings, and F. G. Blair, or Tuscaloosa, 
Ala., asking that favorable consideration be given to the pro
posals of the Alabama Power Co. in regard to Muscle Shoals; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

.1623. Also (by request), petition of American citizens of Polish 
~xtraction o.t the State of Massachusetts, protesting agains~ 
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the passage of the Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1624. Also (by request), petition of Board of Aldermen of the 
city of New York, urging Congress to enact into law a bonus 
act for veterans of the World War ; to the Committee on 
·ways and Means. 

1625. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of Workmen's Circle, . 
Branch No. 14, Providence, R. I., protesting against the pas
sage of the Johnson immigration bill; to· the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

1626. By Mr. BOYLAN: Petition adopted at a mass meeting at 
the Academy of Music, Brooklyn, N. Y., requesting the release 
of Eamon De Valera; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1627. By 1\1.r. BURTON: Petition of divers citizens of Cleve
land, Ohio, requesting passage of the Kelly-Edge bill to in
crease the salaries of postal employees ; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

1628. Also, petition of divers citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, 
urging passage of the Mellon taxation plan ; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

1620. Also, petition of the Lithuanian Societies of Cleve
land, Ohio, requesting the Government of the United States 
to take all necessary steps to see that the Memel district con
tinues to remain an integral part of Lithuania; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

1630. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin : Petition of postal em
ployees of Eagle, Wis., post office, asking for favorable consid
eration of the Kelly bill providing for the reclassification of 
postal employees ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

1631. Also, memorial of Epworth League of the North Side 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Racine, Wis., favoring a child
labor amendment to the Constitution; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

1632. Also, petition of _postal employees of the Waukesha, 
Wis., poilt office, urging that legislation be enacted providing 
for the reclassification of postal employees; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

1633. Also, petition of postal employees of Edgerton, Wis., 
post office, approving house bill 631 ; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

1634. By Mr. CRAl\iTON: Petition of Mr . .Albert Hass, assist
il.nt postmaster, and other employees in the post office at Bad 
.Axe, Mich., in support o:t House bill 7016, a bill making pro
vision for financing the proposed increase in salaries by raising 
the rates on parcel-post matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

1635. Also, petition of l\Irs. Florence L. Waring, correspond
ing secretary Ladies' Literary Club, Mount Clemens, l\1ich., on 
behalf of that organization, mging passu~e of the child-labor 
amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1636. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of the board of direc
tors of the Maritime Association of the Port of New York, urg
ing the early enactment of House bill 3933 providing for the 
acquirement by the United States of the Cape Cod Canal prop
erty; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

1637. Also, petition of executive committee of the American 
Legion Auxiliary of the Department of New York, urging the 
enactment of pending legislation providing for adjusted com
pensation for former service men; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

1638. By 1\Ir. GALLIVAN : Petition of American · Legion 
Auxiliary to Norman D. Prince Post 182, Wenham, Mass., rec
ommending early and favorable consideration of the adjusted 
compensation bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1639. Also, petition of American Legion Auxiliary Unit 211, 
Georgetown, Mass., urging early and favorable consideration of 
the adjusted compensation bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

1640. By Mr. KAHN: Petition of citizens of New York City, 
together with representatives of various national organizations, 
protesting against the inactivity of Congress respecting legis
lation for the retirement of disabled emergency Army officers; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legi&lation. 

1641. Also, petition· of Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, urging that relief be extended to disabled war vet
erans; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

1642. By Mr. LEA VITT: Petition of Judith River Rod and 
Gun Club, of Hobson, Mont., favoring early passage of the mi
gratory bird refuge act ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

1643. By Mr. MOORID of Illinois : Petition of banks and citi
zens of Decatur, Ill., protesting against the McNary-Haugen 
bill; to the Committee on .Agriculture. 

1644. Also, petition of Veterans of Foreign Wars, Decatur, 
Ill., favoring the adjusted compensation bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

1645. By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rho.de Island: Petition of mem
bers of the Workmen's Circle, Branch No. 14, Providence, R. I., 
opposing the Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

1646. By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York (by request) : Peti
tion of the board of aldermen of the city of New York, Feb
ruary 19, 1924, against the enactment of the restrictive immi
gration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali
zation. 

1647. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition of citizens of 
Franklin. County, Iowa, asking that the McNary-Haugen bill 
become a law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

1648. By Mr. SCHALL: Petition of 0. M. Thurber, assiStant 
secretary Minnesota Implement Dealers' Association, indors
ing House bill 4159 as the most practical plan for the relief 
of agriculturaJ interests in the Northwest; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

1649. Also, petition of public mass meeting of Greek, Ital
ian, Jewish, Polish, Russian Slovak, and Ukrainian citizens 
of Minneapolis, protesting against the Johnson immigration 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1650. Also, petition .of 0. M. Thurber, assistant secretary of 
Minnesota Dealers' Association of Owatonna, Minn., indorsing 
increase of postage on second-class matter, reduction of 1 
cent on drop and rural route letters; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

1651. Also, petition of L. P. Johnson for farmers and citi
zens of ·Pipestone, Minn., indorsing the McNary-Haugen bill; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

1652. Also, petition of Chicago Oounty Republican Conven
tion, by J. P. Holmberg, chairman, and Hjalmar Anderson, 
secretary, indorsing fourfold compensation to ex-service men; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1653 . .Also> petition of Minnesota Republican Tenth Congres
sional District Convention, indorsing compensation to ex-service 
men; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1654. By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of common council of the 
city of Rome, N. Y., protesting against the enactment of the 
Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

1655. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of members 
· of Indiana Unit 141, American Legion Auxiliary, Indiana, Pa., 
in favor of adjusted compensation for World War veterans; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1656. By Mr. THO UPSON: Petition of rural carriers of Co
lumbus Grove, Ohio, asking for maintenance for rural carriers 
and a change in the retirement schedule; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

1657. Dy l\lr. TINKHAM: Petition of the American citizens 
of Polish extraction of the State of Massachusetts, protesting 
against the Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

1658. By Mr. WEFALD: Petition of 37 residents of Good
ridge, Pennington County, Minn., urging the enactment of the 
McNary-Haugen bill into law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

1659 . .Also, petition of 25 legal women voters of Thief River 
· Falls, Minn., urging the adoption of the soldiers' adjusted 
compensation bill ( H. R. 6813), and also urging the United 
States Government to increase the volume of currency in cir
culation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

:J.660. Also, petition of the .Alfred Lockman Post, No. 53, of the 
.American Legion, Breckenridge, Minn., signed by each m~mber 
of that post, urging the passage of the adjusted compensation 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

1661. Also, petition of 46 legal voters of Thief River Falls, 
Minn., urging the passage of legislation substantially as pro
vided for in the Norris-Sinclair and the McNary-Haugen bills 
with the amendment that where the proposed ratio price in 
the latter shall be found to be less than the average cost of 
production plus 6 per cent profit, to be determined by the 
Secretary of Agriculture, then such cost of production plus 
6 per cent profit shall be established in place of the ratio 
price; and also urging the passage of House hill 6813, providing 
for adjusted compensation for ex-service men; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

1662. Also, petition of all the members of the Johnson Post, 
No. 382, of the American Legion, Hawley, Minn., urging the 
passage of the adjusted compensation bill for ex-service men; 
to the Committee on ·ways ·and Means. _ 

1663. By Mr. WILLIAMS of Michigan: Petition of Rev. 
Florence E. Gilbert and 98 other residents of Battle Creek, 
Mich., in favor of uniform marriage and divorce laws and 
collateral matters; to the Committee on the J"udiciary. 

1664. By Mr. GARBER: Petition of citizens of Perry, Okla., 
and vicinity, Noble County, urging the passage of the bonus 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-09-11T20:16:21-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




