
3318 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE_ FEBRUARY 9 
6298. Also, petition by voters of Salem, Ohio, urging that 

immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pen
"'ion bill in order that relief may be accorded to needy and 
;uffering veterans and widows of veterans ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

6299. By l\Ir. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, strongly 
urges that the headquarters of the American Republic Line 
remain in New York; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma
rine and Fisheries. 

6300. By Mr. OLDFIELD: Petition of citizens of Fulton 
County, Ark., urging the passage of House bill 13450; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6301. Also, petition of citizens of Randolph County, Ark., 
urging the passage of House bill 13450 ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6302. By Mr. PATTERSON: Memorial of Cactus Chapter 
No. 2 and Tuscon Chapter No. 4, Disabled American Veterans 
of the World War, recommending repeal of the last provision 
of paragraph 7, section 202, disabled American veterans relief 
act, of .June 6, 1924, and urging enactment into law of House 
bill 16019; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legis
lation. 

6303. Also, memorial of Commercial Travelers' A sociation, 
praying for immediate action on the bill S. 1143 so as to discon
tinue the war-time Pullman surcharge by amending section 1 of 
the interstate commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate and 
~"""oreign Commerce. 

6304. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of citizens of 
Olean, Limestone, and Rushford, N. Y., urging action on a 
Civil War pension bill (petition not attached) ; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

6305. By 1\Ir. REID of illinois: Petition signed by inmates 
of the Soldiers Widows' Home at Wilmington, m., urging 
passage of legislaton for the benefit of veterans of the Civil 
·war and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6306. By 1\Irs. ROGERS: Resolution and petition of the 
National Council of Traveling Salesmen's Associations, for the 
repeal of the war-time Pullman surcharge; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

6307. By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: Petition of 1\Irs. Cordelia 
Corder and others, of Gibson County, Ind., that the bill increas
ing the pension of Civil War widows be enacted into law at 
this session of Congress; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6308. By Mr. SAl\'DERS of New York: Petition of 105 resi
dents of the thirty-ninth congressional district, opposing the 
passage of compulsory Sunday observance bills ; to the Com
mittee on the Dish·ict of Columbia. 

6309. Also, petition of the congregation of the United Presby
terian Chw·ch of Pavilion, N. Y., unanimously urging the pas
sage of House bill 10311, the Sunday rest bill for the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6310. Also, petition of 59 residents of the thirty-ninth con
gressional district of New York, urging the passage of House 
bill 10311, the Sunday rest bill for the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6311. By Mr. SCHNEHDER: Petition of voters of Green Bay, 
Wis., urging legislative relief for veterans and widows of the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6312. Also, petition of voters of Crandon, Wis., urging legisla
tive relief for veterans and widows of the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6313. Also, petition of voters of Gillett, Wis., urging legisla
tive relief for veterans and widows of the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6314. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of representatives of 
900,000 traveling salesmen, for the repeal of the war-time Pull
man surcharge; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

6315. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of voters of Con
cordia, Kans., urging passage of Civil War pension bill for 
widows and veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6316. By Mr. TE~MPLE: Petition of members and adherents 
of the Chartiers Cross Roads United Presbyterian Church, 
Washington County, Pa., in support of the Lankford Sunday 
rest bill (H. R. 10311) ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

6317. By Mr. THATCHER: Petition of numerous residents 
of Louisville, Ky., urging passage of a bill granting increases 
of pension to Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6318. Also, petition of certain residents of Louisville, Ky., 
urging passage of a bill granting increases of pension to Civil 
War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6319. By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of 140 citizens of Put
nam County, Ohio, urging passage of legislation granting more 
liberal pensions to Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6320. By 1\Ir. THURSTON: Petition of citizens of Adams 
County, Iowa, requesting the Congress to pass legislation to 
increase pensions of veterans of the Civil War; to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

6321. Also, petition of Greater Des Moines Committee, indors
ing the McNary-Haugen bill; to the Conunittee on Agriculture. 

6322. Also, petition of citizens of Afton, Union County, Iowa, 
requesting the Congress to pass legislation to increase pensions 
now allowed to veterans of the Civil War and their depend
ents; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6323. By Mr. U~"'DERWOOD: Petition of 1\Irs. Clyde Hum
phreys et al., 1\Irs. Emma Hockman et al., Chas. C. \Volfe et al., 
D. P. Camp et al., and David C. Throckmorton et al., favoring 
Civil War pension legislation; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen ions. 

6324. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition of residents 
of the eighth ·district, urging further relief for Civil War 
veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6325. By 1\Ir. WATSON: Petitions from residents of Bucks 
County, Pa., urging further relief for Civil War veterans and 
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE 
Wrn~ESDAY, February 9, 19~1 

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our heavenly Father, we love to call Thee by that name, 
for such is the endearment because we know that Thou art 
looking after our intere ts and ever seeking our welfare. Thou 
hast permitted us to see the morning light and opened to us 
opportunities of service in Thy name and for Thy glory. Be 
pleased to be with us this day. Guide ou.r thoughts, influence 
our purposes, and lead us onward. For Thy name's sake we 
ask it. Amen. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings when, on reque"t of Mr. CuRTIS and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that Mr. TINKH..AM and 
Mr. GRIFFIN were appointed as additional managers on the 
part of the House at the conference on the bill (H. R. 16576) 
making appropriations for the Departments of State and Jus
tice and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of Com
merce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 16863) making appropriations for the legislative 
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1928, a.nd for other purposes, in which it requested the con
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

The message further announced that the Speaker had af
fixed his signature to the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions, and they were thereupon signed by the Vice 
President: 

S. 3634. An act providing for the preparation of a biennial 
index to State legislation ; 

S. 4942. An act to authorize an appropriation for the pur
chase of certain privately owned land within the Jicarilla 
Indian Reservation, N. Mex.: 

S. 5499. An act authorizing a survey of the Caloosahatchee 
Ri"rer drainage area in Florida, and of Lake Okeechobee and 
certain territory bordering its shores in Florida ; 

H. R. 585. An act for the relief of Frederick Marshall ; 
H. R. 1105. An act for the relief of the Kelly Springfield 

Motor Truck Co. of California ; 
H. R. 1330. An act for the relief of Helene 1\I. Hubrich; 
H. R.1464. An act or the relief of Charles C. Hughes; 
II. R. 2184. An act for the relief of James Gaynor; 
H. R. 2491. An act for the relief of Gordan A. Dennis ; 
H. R. 4376. An act to allow and credit the accounts of Joseph 

R. Hebblethwaite, formerly captain, Quartermaster Corps, United 
States Army, the sum of $237.90 disallowed by the Comptroller 
General of the United States; 
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H. R. 4719. An act for the relief of the New Braunfels Brew

ing Co.; 
II. R. 5866. An act faf the relief of the Lehigh Coal & Navi

gation Co.; 
ll. R. 5{)91. An act authorizing the adjustment of the bound

aries of the Black Hills and Harney Forests, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 6586. An act for the relief of Russell W. Simpson; 
H. R. 6806. An act authorizing the payment of a claim to 

Alexander J. Thompson; 
H. R. 7156. An act for the relief of Maurice E. Kinsey; 
H. R. 7617. An act to authorize payment to the Pennsylvania 

Railroad Co., a corporation, for damage to its rolling stock at 
Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, N. J., on August 16, 1D22; 

H. R. 7921. An act to authorize the Commissioner of the Gen
eral Land Office to dispose by sale of certain public land in the 
State of Arkansas; 

H. R. 8345. An act for the relief of Crane Co. ; 
n. R. 8685. An act for the relief of Henry S. R<>yce ; 
H. R. !>045. An act to establish a national military park at 

and near Frederick burg, Va., and to mark and preserve his
torical points connected with the Battles of Fredericksburg, 
Spotsylvania Court House, Wilderness, and Chancellorsville, 
including Salem Church, Va.; 

H. R. 9287. An act for the relief of Albert G. Tuxhorn; 
H. R. 9667. An act for the relief of Columbus P. Pierce; 
H. R. 9912. An act approving the transaction of the adjutant 

general of the State of Oregon in issuing property to sufferers 
from a tire in Astoria, Oreg., and relieving the United States 
property and disbursing officer of the State of Oregon anu the 
State of Oregon from accountability therefor; 

H. R. 10076. An act for the relief of the estate of William C. 
Perry, late of Cross Creek Township, Washington County, Pa.; 

H. R. 10130. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the president of the Rotary Club 
of Crawfordsville, Montgomery County, Ind., a bell of a battle
ship that is now or may be in his custody ; 

H. R. 10725. An act for the relief of Capt. C. R. Insley ; 
H. R. 11325. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to pro

vide compensation for employees of the United States suffering 
injuries while in the performance of their duties, and for other 
purposes," approved September 7, 1916, and acts in amendment 
thereof; 

H. R. 11762. An act to provide for the sale of uniforms to indi
viduals separated from the military or naval forces of the 
United States; 

H. R. 12064. An act providing for a grant of land to the 
county of San Juan, in the State of Washington, for recreational 
and public-park purposes; 

H. R. 12212. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to dispose of obsolete aeronautical equipment to accredited 
schools, colleges, and universities ; 

H. R. 12309. An act for the relief of the Bell Telephone Co. 
of Philadelphia, Pa., and the Illinois Bell Telephone Co. ; 

H. R.12852. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to accept on behalf of the United States title in fee simple to a 
certain strip of land and the construction of a bridge across 
Archers Creek in South Carolina; 

H. R. 12889. An act to relinquish the title of the United States 
to the land in the claim of Moses Steadham, situate in the 
county of Baldwin, State of Alabama; 

H. R. 12931. An act to provide for maintaining, promoting, 
and advertising the International Trade Exhibition; 

H. R. 13481. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to accept title for post-office site at Olyphant, Pa., with mineral 
reservations ; 

H. R.14248. An act to amend the provision contained in the 
act approved March 3, 1915, provi'ding that the Chief of Naval 
Operations, during the temporary absence of the Seci·etary and 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy, shall be next in succession to 
act as Secretary of the Navy; 

H. R.15537. An act to amend section 476 and section 4934 
of the Revised Statutes; 

H. R. 15604. An act for the promotion of rifle practice 
throughout the United States ; 

H. R. 15651. An act to encourage breeding of riding horses for 
Army purposes ; 

H. R. 15653. An act to furnish pubfic quarters, fuel, and 
light to certain civilian instructors in the United States Mili
tary Academy ; 

H. R.15821. An act to revise the boundary of the Hawaii 
National Park on the island of l\Iaui, in the Territory of 
Hawaii; 

H. R. 15959. An act making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com-

missions, anp offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, 
and for other purposes ; 

S. J. Res.141. Joint resolution to approve a sale of land by 
one' Moshulatubba or Muslmlatubbe on August 29, 1832; and 

H. J. Res. 233. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan certain French guns which belong to the United 
States and are now in the city park at Walla Walla, Wash., to 
the city of Walla Walla, and for other purposes. 

LEASES GRAJS"TED BY THE SECRETARY OF WAR 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate :1. communi
cation f~·om the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a hst of leases graated by the Secretary of War under · 
authority of .law during the calendar year 1926, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid Qefore the Senate the following 
, joint memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon, which 

was referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Beclamation: 
STATE OF OnEGO~, 

Department of State, Saletn, February q, 1927. 
To the honorable the PRESIDENT OF TIQJ UNITED STATES SENATE, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sm: By direction of the Thirty-fourth Legislative Assembly 

of the State of Oregon, I have the honor to transmit herewith for 
your consideration a certified copy of Senate Joint Memorial No. 6, 
urging the Congress of the United States to take favorable action 
upon Senate bill 4627 providing for the development of the Uma
tillp. Rapids power and irrigation project on the Columbia River'. 

Very respectfully, 
SAM i:. KozEn, 
Secretary of State. 

Senate Joint Memorial 6 

To tlte honorable Senate and House of r-epresentatives of the Uni ted 
States of America in Cong1·ess assembled: 
Whereas there is pending before Congress Senate bill 4627, intro

duced by Senator McNARY, which provides for the development of 
the Umatilla Rapids power and irrigation project on the Columbia 
River; and ' 

Whet·eas the early development or this project is of vital intereRt 
to the people and the industries of the Northwest, as it will make 
available an abundance of power at an e.xtraot·dinarily low cost and 
possible reclamation of large areas of arid land; and 

Whereas because of the nature and location o! the project many 
interestate questions are involved which are beyond State control and 
which can be met and solved only by the Federal Government; and 

Whereas the State of Oregon, by reason of the great sums which 
it has contributed to the reclamation fund, is entitled to just .treat
ment in the matter of Federal aid for irrigation development: Now 
therefore be it 

Resolred by the Senate of the State of Oregon (the House of Rep
t·esentati ves jointly concun-ing therein), That we, your memorial
ists, the Senate of the State of Oregon (the House of Representatives 
concurring), respectfully ask that favorable action be taken upon 
said Senate bill 4627 by Congress in order that works on the Uma
tilla project may be undertaken at an early date and the great amount 
of undeveloped power now going to waste may be finally utilized and 
the desert made to produce through reclamation which will be made 
possible through the power development; be it further 

ResoLved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit a copy of this memorial to the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States 
and to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congr·ess. 

Adopted by the senate January 26, 1927. 
HARRY L. CORRETT, 

President of the Senate. 
Concurred in by the house of representatives February 2, 1927. 

JOHN H. CARKIN, 
Speal~m· of the House. 

(Indorsed : Senate Joint Uemorial 6, introduced by Umatilla County 
delegation. Jno. P. Hunt, chief clerk. Filed Feb1·uary 4, 1927. Sam 
A. Kozer, secretary of state. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF OREGON, 

OFFICE OF ~'HE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I , Sam A. Kozer, secretm·y of state of the State of Oregon and cus

todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have care
fully compared the annexed copy of Senate Joint Memorial No. 6 with 
the original thereof adopted by the Senate and House of Representa· 
tives of the Thirty-fourth Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon 
and filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State of Ore
gon February 4, 1927, and that the same is a full, true, and complete 

/ 
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transcript tbet·efrom and of tbe whole thereof, togeth.er with all in
<lor:;emen ts there{)n. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixe<l 
hereto the seal of the State of Oregon. 

Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 4th day of February, A. D. 
1927. 

SA...U A. KOZER, 

Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a tele
gram in the nature of a petition, which was ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

BLOOMINGTO~, ILL., Febrl.lartJ 8, 19?:1. 

\ice President CHARLES G. DAWES, 
Wasliir1gton, D. 0.: 

We, the delegates to the annual meeting of the State Farm Mutual 
Automobile Insurance Co., 400 in number, representing 50,000 policy
holders located in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, South Dakota, 
Missouri, and Tennessee, in convention assembled, unreservedly, un
equivocally, and unanimously indorse the McNary-Haugen surplus con
trol measure in its present form, now before Congress, a measure that 
we con ider at the pre ent the most vital issue affecting the people 
we serre and work with, and urge that every etrort be put forth to 
secure its immediate passage. 

J. S. JoNES, Minnesota. 
C. L. BRODY, Miclligan. 
H. R. NEVINS, India-na. 
E. B. BARCLAY, Tennessee. 
E. L. CORBIN, Missout·i. 
A. W. TOMPKINS, Sou.tll Dakota. 
G. J. MECHERLE, Illinois. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate tele
grams in the nature of memorials from the members of the 
board of directors of the Milk Producers' Association, with 
membership in Illinois, Wisconsin, and Indiana, and members 
of the Women's Auxiliary of the Milk Producers' Association 
of the Chicago (Ill.) district, remonstrating against the pas
sage of legislation providing for the creation of any board or 
commission to handle farm products for the farmers and 
which may assess a tax on farm products, etc., which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. :McMASTER presented the following resolution of the Leg
islature of the State of South Dakota, which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce: 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 7, introduced by committee on agricul

ture, relating to the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence deep waterway 
project 
Whereas the engineers employed by the United States' GoYernment 

to make surveys of the St. Lawrence River and plans of necessary 
dams, locks, and ship channels have reported that the Great Lakes
St. Lawrence ship channel is feasible and can be constructed at a cost 
which i·S reasonable compared to the benefits that will be derived 
therefrom; that such channel permitting ocean-going vessels to enter 
the Great Lakes ports will apparently make a saving in freight of at 
least 10 cents per bushel on grains exported from the midcontinent 
and a corresponding economy on imports from the Atlantic seaboard 
and from other continents ; that this saving may make the difference 
between profit and loss to the farmers in much of our grain-growing 
areas; and 

Whereas the International J~int Commission created by the treaty 
of 1D09 has reported that the said project is not only feasible, but 
that the expanding development of the Middle West emphatically 
demands the immediate construction of this Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 
ship channel; and 

Whereas the committee appointed by the President of the United 
States, with the Hon. Herbert Hoover as chairman, has reported that 
the construction and development of the said Great Lakes-St. Lawrence 
ship channel is feasible and highly desirable, and will result in reliev
ing the burden of excessive transportation costs paid by the people of 
South Dakota and the Middle West: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of South Dalcota (the Ho-use of 
Represe-ntatives C011tWrri11g). 1.'hat we request the Hon. Calvin Coolidge, 
as the Chief Executive of the United States, and the Senate of the 
United States to perfect without unnecessary delay the treaty between 
the United States of America and the Dominion of Canada relative to 
the construction of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence ship channel, and 
that our representatives in the Senate are hereby urged to actively 
support any treaty or measure tending to bring abont the construction 
of the said ship channel at the earliest possible date;· and be it further 

Re.solvea, That the Hon. Herbert Hoover and the members of his 
committee are urged to use their utmost efforts in promoting the con
struction of this outlet to the ocean commerce vital to the people of 
Sou th Dakota; be it further 

ResoZ1:ea, That a copy of thi.s resolution be forthwith transmitt('d by 
the secretary of the senate to each :Member of the United States Sen
ate of the State of South Dakota, and that a copy thereof be also 
forwarded to the Pre ident of the United States. 

H. E. COVEY, 

President of the Se11ate. 
W. J. MATSON, 

Secretary of the Senate. 
R. F. WILLIAMSON, 

Speaker· of the House. 
WRIGHT TARBELL, 

Chief Clet·k of the House. 

Mr. RO~INSON of Indiana presented the following re olution 
of the Leg1s~ture of the State of Indiana, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance : 

UXITF.D STATES OF AMERICA, 

STATE OF INDIANA, 

Office of the Secretary of State. 
I, F. E. Schortemeier, sect·etary of state of the State of Indiana 

hereby certify that the annexed page contains a full, true, and complet~ 
copy of the document entitled " Senate Enrolled Concurrent Resolution 
No. 1" of the seventy-fifth regular session of the General Assembly of 
the State of Indiana, filed in my office at 4.16 p. m. on February 4, 1927, 
as the same appears on file, as the law directs, in this office. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal 
of the State of Indiana. Done at my office, in the city of Indianapolis, 
this 7th day of February, A. D. 1927. 

[SEAL.] F. E. SCHOltTEMI!lii!lR, 
Secretary of State. 

Senate Enrolled Concurrent Resolution 1, memorializing the Congress ot 
~he United States to abolish the Federal estate tax 

Whereas the Federal estate (inheritance) tax law, as amended Feb
ruary 26, 1926, provides that the estate lia.ble thereunder shall be 
credited with any inheritance tax paid by its beneficiaries to the State 
or States, the credit to exceed 80 per cent of the Federal levy ; and 

Whereas this amendment menaces the rights of the States, because its 
object is to persuade them to abandon their State inheritance tnx laws 
in favor of statutes based on the Federal law, and the tax not being 
required for revenue at this time, its only object now must be coercion 
of the States ; and 

Whereas the joint levy is contrary to the thE'Ory of this Government, 
unprecedented, and offensive to the independence of the legislatures of 
the sovereign States: Therefore 

SECTION 1. Be it resolved by the senate (tlze house of 1·epresentatives 
concun-ln.g), That we hereby request the present Congress to repeal im
mediately the Federal estate (inheritance) tax provisions of the revenue 
law effective February 26, 1926, and abandon this field of tnxation In 
time of peace. 

SEc. 2. That certified copies of this concurrent resolution be for
warded by the secretary of state to our Senators and Reprt>sentative. in 
the Congress of the United States. 

F. HAROLD VAN ORMA~. 
President of the Set~ate. 

HARRY G. LiiiSLIJl, 

Speaker of the House of Represe11tat ives. 
Eo JACKSON, 

Gorenror of the State of India11a. 
Filed February 4, 1927, 4.16 p. m. 

F. E. SCHORTEJ\IEIEU1 

Secreta1·v ot State. 

1\Ir. NEELY presented the following resolution of the Legisla
ture of the State of West Virginia, which was referr(>d to the 
Committee on Finance : 

Elnrolled Senate .Joint Resolution 1, by Mr. Ilallanan, memorializing 
the Congress of the United s"tates to repeal the Federal e tate-tax 
provisions of the revenue law effective February _ 26, 1926 

Resolved by the Senate of West Virgini-a (the Ho1£Be of Delegates con
C'IWri11g therein)-

Whereas the Federal estate tax law, BS amended February ~6. Hl26, 
provides that any estate liable thereunder shall be credited with any 
inheritance tax paid by its beneficiaries to the State, or States, the 
credit not to exceed 80 per cent; and 

Whereas this amendment is in derogation of the rights of the States, 
because its object is to per uade them to abandon their State inh~>ritance 
tax laws in favor of the statutes based on the Federal law, giving effect 
to a joint levy upon estates by the Nation and State; and 

Whereas the tax is not required tor revenue and is useful as a means 
of coercing the States ; and 

Whereas the policy of joint levies is contrary to the theory of this 
Government and an aggression upon the authority, jurisdiction, and in
d('pendence of the legislatures of the sovereign States: Tberefore be it 
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Resolved, That we hereby memorialize the present Congress to repeal 

immediately the Federal estate-tax pt·ovisions of the revenue law elfec
tive February 26, 1926, and vacate this field of taxation in time et 
peace. 

Adopted January 24, 1927. 
JOHN T. HAltRIS, 

Clerk of the Stmate. 
M. S. HODGES, 

Clerk of the House of Delegates. 

Mr. ASHURST presented a telegram in the nature of u peti
tion, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows : 

PHOENIX, ARIZ., February 8, 11JZ7. 
Hon. HE~Y F. ASHURST, 

United State& Senate, Washing t on, D. 0.: 
Following is House Joint Memorial No. 4, introduced by 1\lr. Jones, 

of Maricopa County, which passed the Arizona Legislature to-day: 
"To the Congress of the United States of America : Your memorialists, 
the Eighth Legislature of the State of Arizona in regular session assem
bled respectfully represent that agriculture is one of the vital indus
tries of the State of Arizona and has suffered repeated setbacks since 
the year 1919 and now languishes ; that a certain measure now pending 
in the Congress of the United States, known as the McNary-Haugen 
bill, evinces a thorough understanding of the reason of price depression 
of the five major agriculture products resulting from the surplus in 
bumper-crop years, and proposes an adequate remedial plan to prevent 
the suffering and depression following the present extreme market 
fluctuations from one year to another. Wherefore your memorialists, 
the Eighth Legislature of the State of Arizona in regular session assem
bled urgently request Congress to enact into law the above-named 
McNary-Haugen bill." 

Will you please have a copy of this telegram made for Representative 
HAYDEN. A certified copy of memorial is being forwarded to yourself, 
Representative HAYDEN, the President of the Senate, and the Speaker 
of the House. 

F. R. DunRY, Ohief Olerk. 

Mr. BRUCE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the 
State of Maryland, remonstrating against the passage of the 
bill ( S. 4821) to provide for the closing of barber shops in the 
District of Columbia on Sunday, or any other legislation of a 
religious character, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILLIS presented memorials of sundry citizens of the 
State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the bill 
(S. 4821) to provide for the closing of barber shops in the 
District of · Columbia on Sunday, or any other legislation of a 
religious character, which were referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial · of sundry citizens of the 
State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of legislation 
providing for compulsory Sunday observance in the District of 
Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of ~undry citizens of Findlay, 
Ohio, praying fo~ the prompt passage of the so-called White 
radio bill without amendment, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. COPELAND presented numerous memorials of sundry 
citizens of the State of New York, remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill ( S. 4821) to provide for the closing of 
barber shops in the District of Columbia on Sunday, or any 
other legislation of a religious character, which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petitio:a of sundry citizens of Saratoga 
Springs, N. Y., which was referred to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, without the 
names, as follows: 

To the .Hon. ROYAL S. COPELAND, 
Washington, D. 0. 

HoNORED SIR: We, the undersigned citizens and taxpayers of the city 
·of Saratoga Springs and State of New York, having been informed 
that the wages paid employees in the United States custodian service 
run from $1,080 to $1,140 per year, a wage that is entirely incon
sistent with present-day costs, with the humble tho.ugh useful services 
performed by these employees of the Government, do herewith respect
fully petition you to vote for and use your influence to have passed at 
the present session of Congress a new wage schedule formulated by the 
United States Federal Employees Custodian Service Association, which 
would grant these worthy and deserving employees an increase of $120 
per year maximum and a minimum increase of $60 per year, constitut
ing a wage schedule of $1,200 per year, which we consider a very 
amservative wage to meet present-day costs. 

Very respectfully yours, 
~-. --! 

Mr. COPELAND also presented resolutions adopted by the 
annual meeting of the American Forestry Association at New 
Haven, Conn., favoring the passage of legislation providing for 
the purchase of forest lands under the so-called Weeks Act, 
and the enlargement of the White l\!ountain National Forest, 
etc., which were ordered to lie on the table. 

1\Ir. WATSON presented a concurrent resolution adopted by 
the Legislahu·e of the State of Indiana, favoring the immediate 
repeal of the Federal estate (inheritance) tax provh;ions of the 
existing revenue law and the abandonment by the Federal 
Government of that field of taxation in time of peace, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. (See similar reso
lution plinted in full when presented to-day by Mr. RoBINSON 
of Indiana.) 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 5479) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to dispose of certain parts of the frigate Constitution to 
be used as souvenirs, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 1430) thereon. 

Mr. PEPPER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ( S. 4332) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
modify agreements heretofore made for the settlement of cer
tain claims in favor of the United States (Rept. No. 1434) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 10238) for the relief of Josiah Ogden Hoffman 
(Rept. No. 1436). 

l\Ir. LENROOT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 14925) author.
izing the sale of the new subtreasury building and site in San 
Francisco, Calif., reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 1432) thereon. 

l\Ir. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 5638) providing for payment to 
the German Government of $461.59 in behalf of the heirs or 
representatives of the German nationals, John Adolf, Hermann 
Pegel, Franz Lipfert, Albert Wittenbm·g, Karl Behr, and Hans 
Dechantsreiter, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 1433) thereon. 

1\fr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill ( S. 3688) for the relief of Elizabeth Lynh, re
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
1431) thereon. 

Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill ( S. 2788) for the relief of Joseph Jameson, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
1435) thereon. 

Mr. GOFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11914) for the relief of the United 
States Fidelity & Guaranty Co., reported it without amend
ment and submitted a report (No. 1437) thereon. 

1\fr. 1\fEANS, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 3432) for the relief of Joel C. Clore (Rept. No. 
1438); 

A bill (H. R. 3602) for the relief of Charles W. Shumate 
(Rept. No. 1439) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 8894) for the relief of the Royal Holland Lloyd, 
a Netherlands corporation of Amsterdam, the Netherlands 
(Rept. No. 1440). 

1\fr. WADSWORTH. From the Committee on Military Af
fairs I submit, on behalf of th'e junior Senator from Con
necticut [Mr. BINGHAM], who is ill, three adverse reports, 
and in his behalf I move the indefinite postponement of the 
bills. 

The bills were indefinitely postponed as follows: 
A bill ( S. 4140) granting grade, rank, pay, and allowances 

of retired warrant officer to Sergt. Otto Krause; 
A bill (H. R. 4311) for the relief of Edward Tigh, deceased; 

and 
A bill (H. R. 7228) COITecting the military record of William 

H. Murphy. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT QUANTICO, VA. 

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Naval Affairs I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 14242) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with the con
struction of certain public works at Quantico, Va., and I submit 
a report (No. 1441) thereon. I ask unanimous con··cnt for its 
immediate consideration. 

Mr. CURTIS. Is it a unanimous report? 
Mr. HALE. It is a unanimous report. 
Mr. CURTIS. And is recommended by the department 'J 
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:Mr. HALE. It is recommended by the department. It Is 
merely an authorization. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill and it was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to proceed with the construction of certain public 
wo1·ks at Quantico, Va.-toward the replacement of the temporary 
buildings erected during the ·world Wn.r-one regimental group of bar
racks, $850,000 ; three storehouses, $225,000; commissary, bakery, cold 
storage, and ice plant, $150,000 ; disciplinary barracks, 30,000; motor 
transport storehouse and repair shop, 100,000; power house and 
equipment in part, $380,000 ; apartment houses for officers, not to 
exceed $370,000 ; improvement of grounds and distributing system in 
part, $100,000; total, $2,205,000, to be accounted for as one fund, and 
said sums are hereby authorized to be appropriated. 

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

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIO~ PRESENTED 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that on February 9, 1927, that committee presented to the 
President of the United States the following enrolled bills and 
joint resolution : 

S. 3634. An act providing for the preparation of a biennial 
index to State legislation; 

S. 4942. An act to authorize an appropriation for the pur
chase of certain privately owned land within the Jicarilla 
Indian Reservation, N. :Mex.; 

S. 5499. An act authorizing a survey of the Caloosahatchee 
River drainage area in Florida, and of Lake Okeechobee and 
certain territory bordering its shores in Florida; and 

S. J. Res. 141. Joint resolution to approve a sale of land by 
one Moshulatubba or Mushulatubbe on August 29, 1832. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

quired for a hospital site in Rapides Parish, La., be referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground , and that 
the Committee on Finance be discharged from its further 
consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I s there objection? 
l\Ir. S::\lOOT. That is a proper request. The bill ought to 

have gone to the Public Buildings and Grounds Committee 
rather than to the Finance Committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENTS TO FA.BM RELIEF BILL 

Mr. McKELLAR and Mr. McNARY each submitted sundry 
amendments intended to be proposed by them to the bill 
(S. 4808) to establish a Federal farm board to aid in the 
orderly marketing and in the control and disposition of the 
surplus of agricultural commodities, which were ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill (H. R. 16863) making appropriations for the legis
lative branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending· 
June 30, 1928, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

AMENDMEi~T OF COTTON FUTURES ACT 

Mr. RANSDELL. I a5~k unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the ·bill ( S. 4974) to amend and reenact an 
act entitled "United States cotton futures act," approved 
August 11, 1916, as amended. There is no controversy about 
the bill. It was unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SMITH. I should like to say that it is simply to enable 
a great cotton market to be denominated a spot market. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, and it was read as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled "United States cotton 
Bjlls were inh·oduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous futures act," approved August 11, 1916, as amended, be amended as 

consent, the second time, and referred as follows: follows : 
By Mr. TRAM~IELL: In section 6, after the words " established by the sale of spot cotton," 
A bill ( S. 5652) for the relief of Susan T. Smoke; to the strike out the following words: "In the market where the future 

Committee on Claims. transaction involved occurs and is consummated, if such market be a 
By• Mr. LENROOT: bona fide spot market; and in the event there be no bona fide spot 
A bill ( S. 5653) for the relief of Fred A. Knauf; to the Com- market at or in the place in which such future transaction occurs, then, 

mittee on Claims. and in that case, the said differences above or below the contract price 
By Mr. PEPPER: which the receiver shall pay for cotton above or below the basi grade 
A bill ( S. 5654) to extend the time for construction of a shall be determined by the average actual commercial difl:erences in 

bridge across the Susquehanna River, in Northumberland and value thereof, upon the txth business day prior to the day fixed, in 
Snyder Counties, State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee on accordance with the sixth subdivision of section 5, for the delivery 
Commerce. of cotton on the contract," so that section 6 as amended will read as 

By 1\fr. JOffi'\ISON: follows: 
A bill ( S. 5655) granting patent to 0. E. Moore; to the Com- "SEc. 6. That for the purposes of section 5 of this act the differences 

mittee on Public Lands and Surveys. above or below the contract price which the receiver shall pay for 
A bill (S. 5656) for the relief of John James Kirwan cotton of grades above or below the basis grade in the settlement of a 

. Koughan; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. contract of sale for the future delivery of cotton shall be determined by 
A bill ( S. 5657) for the relief of Charles E. Davis ; to the the actual commercial differences in value thereof upon the sixth busi-

Com~ttee on :B.:inance. . . · . . ·ness day prior to the day fixed, in accordance with the sixth 'Subdivi-
~ bill (S. 5Gn8) grantmg a pensiOn to Edward J. Breslin • I sion of section 5, for the delivery of cotton on the contract, established 

and . _ . . <Y. • by the sale of spot cotton in the spot markets of not less than five 
A bill ( ~· 56::>9) gran.tmg a pensiOn to Walter S. Car eill ' to places designated for the purpose from time to time by the Secretary 

the Committee on PensiOns. of Agl'iculture, as such values were established by the sales of spot 
By ~r. HARRELD (by r~quest) : cotton, in such designated five or more markets: Pro1JidedJ That for the 
A bill ( S .. 5660) to provide funds for the upkeep of the purpose of this section such values in the said spot markets be based 

Puyall_up Indian cemetery at :'acoma, Was~.; upon the standards for grades of cotton established by the Secretary o! 
.A bill ( S. 5661) to authOrize !1 per capita payment from Agriculture: And provided further, That whenever the value of one 

tribal funds to the Fort Hall Indians; and !rrade is to be determined from the sale or sales of spot cotton of an-
A bill ( S. 56~2) to. auth<?rize the Secre~ary of. the Interior ~ther grade or grades, such value shall be fixed in accordance with 

to expend ce~'tam Indian. tribal ~ds for mdustrlal purposes; rules and regulations which shall be prescribed for the purpose by the 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Secretarv of Agriculture." 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: . 
A bill ( s. 5663) to extend medical and hospital relief to The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

retired officers and enlisted men of the United States Coast ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
Guard ; to the Committee on Finance. and passed. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 
A bill ( S. 5G64) for relief of the Bowers Southern Dredging 

Co. (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

CHA ~GE OF REFERENCE 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, on December 22, 1926, I 
introduced a bill which was referred to the Committee on Pub
lic Buildings and Grounds. A similar bill was introduced in 
the House, and passed the House. Whe~ it came over here, it 
was sent to the Finance Committee. I have spoken to the 
chairmen of both committees, and, with their consent, I ask 
unanimous consent that House bill 15414, to authorize the 
United States Yeterans' Bureau to accept a title to lands re-

STA'IUA.BY HALL 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the RECORD certain parts of the legislation creating the 
National Statuary Hall in the Capitol Building; also certain 
excerpts relating to Statuary Hall from the Annual Report 
of the Architect of the Capitol for the year ending June 30, 
1926. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
STATUA:RY HALL, FORMERLY HALL OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESEXTATIVES 

For many years prior to the completion of the House wing of the 
Capitol, . and while the Members of the House of Representatives 
were meeting in what is commonly termed the old Hall of the House, 
now known a Statuary Hall, the final dispo~titiOJl of this .room, when 
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the House of Representatives should take possession of the new 
chamber then under construction, was a question discussed by many 
and from different points of view. Early in the year 1854 Gouverneur 
Kemble, formerly a Member of the House of Representatives from 
the State of New York, seems to have visited the Capitol, and at this 
time discussed with Capt. Montgomery C. Meigs the prospect of the 
use of this hall for the exhibition of his torical paintings, but finally 
decided that the space between the columns was too limited for such 
a purpose. The suggestion was then made that the hall be used for 
the display of the busts and statues of distinguished Americans, with 
the prediction that the States, if given an opportunity, would vie with 
each other in honoring those citizens whose lives had been devoted to 
commendable activities in the service of the public, producing a con
dition according to the opinion of Gouverneur Kemble -described in 
the following words, "Thus in a few years would be created a g-reat 
national mausoleum, a place which would become, like a tomb ol 
Westminster Abbey, the highest reward of a grateful nation." 

At this time, early in 1854, Captain Meigs was enthusiastically 
engaged as superintendent of construction in the erection of the ex
tensions of the Capitol. His training at West Point and his natural 
tendencies resulted in a fondness for the fine arts, particularly the 
art of sculpture. These new works or additions to the original Capi
tol demanded his attention to such an extent that be gave but little 
thought to the suggestions of Bon. Gouverneur Kemble, except to 
answer his letters and at the same time call his attention to the 
larger opportunity to be given in the new Senate Chamber and House 
of Representatives for the art of the sculptor and the painter. 

In a reference to the old Hall of the House he writes : 
"I have proposed from the first to make the Hall of the House of 

Representatives a place for the public to congregate and for the dis
play of works of art. .As it is not suited for paintings, at least for 
any great collection of them, I hope that in time it will be furnished 
with statues; and I think that whenever the time may come to reno
vate it, if it be committed to my charge, I will contrive to include in 
the appropriation for the PJirpose a sum to place proper pedestals 
between the columns, and they will soon be occupied. It is on this 
principle that I have put so many niches in the wings." 

Beyond this correspondence between Gouverneur Kemble and Captain 
Meigs tbe1·e seems to have been no other recorded outline of a plan 
for the future use of the old Hall of the House after the occupancy 
of the new Hall had commenced. 

On Wednesday, December 16, 1857, the first session of the House of 
Representatives was held in the new Hall of Representatives in the 
House wing. In the time which bad elapsed between the correspond
ence with Gouverneur Kemble, much had transpired to lessen the in
fluence of Captain Meigs in matters relating to the decorations in 
the extensions under his charge. In fact, early in 1858, the storm 
which had been for some time gathering force seemed to come to a 
climax and the controver sy relating to the decoration of the Capitol 
finally terminating in the appointment of au art commission, deprived 
Captain 1\feigs of the authority to direct the art matters of the 
Capitol. 

From very meager sources of information it appears that the occu
pancy of the former Hall of the House of Representatives was of 
such a character that the beautiful chamber was abandoned to the 
use of such stragglers as chose to congregat e there. Small stands for 
the sale of fruit and other eatables occupied to some extent this vacant 
space, and the general character of the room was unsightly and out 
of keeping with the general purposes of a beautiful room forming a 
part of the National Capitol. 

With the coming of the War between the States the conditions sur
rounding this abandoned hall in which some of the great men of our 
country bad been associated as Congressmen failed to improve, and at 
last when it seemed that a change must be made the question of 
creating from this neglected spot a national statuary hall, in which 
the ideas of Gouverneur Kemble, amplified and clarified by mature 
discussion, resulted in the act of July 2, 1864, which forever changed 
conditions which had existed since tlle hall was vacated in December, 
1857. 

The legislation referred to commenced January 6, 1864, with tlle 
introduction in the House of Representatives by Hon. J. S. 1\Iorrill, 
then a Representative from the State of Vermont, of a resolution as 
follows: 

a Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be requested to 
examine and report as to the expediency of setting ~part the old Hall 
of the House of Representatives as a hall for statuary; and also as 
to the cost of a new flooring and bronze railing on each side of the 
passageway through the hall, preparatory to the reception of such works 
of art." 

Following the idea contained in this resolution the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds reported a joint resolution which in the 
process of legislative discussion and amendment finally resulted in the 
passage and approval on July 2, 1864, of the law as contained in the 
Revised Statutes of the United States in section 1814, as follows: 

" SEc. 1814. Suitable structures and railings shall be erected in the 
old Hall of Represen tatives fur the reception and protection of statuary, 

and the same shall be under the supervision and direction of the Chief 
of Engineers in charge of public buildings and grounds. And the 
President is authorized to invite all the States to provide and furnish 
statues in marble or bronze, not exceeding two in number for each 
State, of deceased persons who have been citizens thereof and illustri
ous for their historic renown, for distinguished civic or military serv
ices, such as each State may deem to be wort hy of national commemora
tion; and when so furnished the same shall be placed in the old Hall 
of the House of Representatives, in the Capitol of the United States, 
which is set apart, or so much thereof as may be necessary, as a 
nat ional statuary hall for the purposes herein indicated." 

The setting apart of the old Hall of Representatives as a national 
statuary hall apparently did not result in such immediate action on 
the Phrt of the President as had been anticipated by Representative 
Morrill, who had been largely instrumental in the legislative measure 
resulting in the act of July 2, 1864, and, after waiting for some six 
months, he brought the matter to the attention of the President 
through a le tter, a copy of which, as well as a copy of the invitations 
to the 36 States, is herewith presented : 

HOUSE OF REPRE SENTATIVES, 

C01riMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEA_'(g, 

Wu-Bhington, D . C., January 25,1865. 
DEAR SIR: Permit me, respectfully, to call your attention to section 

2 of the act of Congress of July 2, 1864 (p. 347, pamphlet edition). 
which set apart the old Hall of the House of Representatives for a 
hall of statuary by which you were "authorized to invite each and 
all the States to provide and furnish statues in marble or bronze 
not exceeding two in number for each State of deceased persons who 
have been citizens thereof, and illustrious for their historic renown 
or for distinguished civic or military services, such as each State 
shall determine to be worthy of this national commemoration · and 
when so furnished the same shall be placed in the old Hall ~f the 
House of Representatives, in the Capitol of the United States, which 
is hereby set apart, or so much thereof as may be necessary, as a 
national statuary hall, for the purposes herein indica ted." 

That you approve ot the high purposes of this law I have no doubt, 
and in view of the fact that several ot the State legislatures are now in 
session but soon may adjourn, may I ask you to take such action 
at once as you shall deem appropriate in order to notify and give 
th-e invitation provided for to the governors of the several States, so 
that they can take early steps to carry the purpose of Congress 
into full effect. 

With high respect, your most obedient servant, 

The PRESrDENT. 
JUSTI~ S. JlriORRILL. 

DEPARTME~T OF STATE, 

Washington, February 3, 1865. 
His Excellency GOVE.R~OR OF THE STATE OF MAINE, 

Augusta. 

Sra : I have the honor to transmit to your excellency a copy of a 
letter of the 25th ultimo, addressPd to the President by the Ron. 
Justin S. Morrill, of the House of Representatives, inviting his atten
tion to the second section of the act of Congress of the 2d July, 1864, 
on the subject of statues for the old Hall of the House of Representa
tives. The President has directed this department to request, through 
your excellency, that the State of :!\faine may take the matter into 
consideration. 

I llave the honor to be your excellency's most obedient servant, 
F. W. SEWARD, Acting Secretary. 

The same to the governors of each of the States, 36 in all. 
Notwithstanding the fact that a place had been set apart for the 

reception of statues from the States, some five years elapsed before any 
of the States furnished statues in compliance with the invitation of 
the President. In the yea1· of 1870 the statue of Nathanael Greene 
was presented by the State of Rhode Island, and in the year 1872 a 
second statue, that of Roger Williams, was presented by the same 
State. The proceedings of the Senate in relation to the acceptance of 
the st~tue of Nathanael Greene are contained in the Congressional 
Globe for January 20, 1870, and it was in connection with these pro
ceedings of acceptance that Henry Wilson, then a Senator from the 
State of Massachusetts, raised the question of the sufficiency of the 
law, and that the action of acceptance on the part of the Congress 
was unnecessa ry. His remarks follow : 

"I rise simply to say one word. The law as it now stands is com
plete· in itself. I shall not oppose, however, the passage of this reso
lution, as the matter has been inaugurated, and I hope, as it has been 
introduced, it will be put in proper form and passed. I repeat, how
ever, the law is complete and requires no legislation whatever, and I 
trust that hereafter it will be so regarded." 

In the years following the setting apart of this space for a national 
statuary ball the respon ~es of the States to the invitation to send 
statues for Statuary Hall wet·e not as prompt as might have been 
expected. It may be that the invitation was such a departure from the 
existing conditions that the States were waiting to learn whether this 
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movement would be popular, and it may be that the art of the sculptor 
was so little known that the use of sculpture for such a national 
purpose had failed to impress itself upon the legislatures of the States 
to be represented. This much is certain: After the lapse of 19 years 
from the time of the erection of the first statue in Statuary Hall but 
18 statues were to be found in this hall, and that in the year 1895 
there were but 21 statues in position. The display was hardly sufficient 
to give tbis large space a proper dignity as a collection of statuary, 
and in order that the barren, forsaken appearance might not be so 
noticeable other works of art were exhibited there, such as the statues 
of Jefferson, Hamilton, Baker, and Lincoln, and the plaster statue of 
Washington, also the busts of Lincoln, Kosciuszko, Pulaski, and 
Crawford. 

Not only was this ball used for the exhibition of works of sculpture 
not intended for a permanent place in Statuary Hall, but paintings 
were also displayed there temporarily. From a guidebook of the Capitol 
published in 1880 we find that the mosaic portrait of Lincoln, by Sal
viati; portraits in oil of Joshua R. Giddings, by Miss C. L. Ransom; 
Gunning Bedford, attributed to Charles Willson Peale; Thomas Jeffer
son, by Thomas Sully; Charles Carroll, of Carrollton, bY Chester Hard
ing; George Washington (the Chestnut portrait), by Gilbert Stuart ; 
and it is also known that at one time the full-length portrait of 
Washington, now in the west corridor of the gallery floor of the United 
States Senate, was also exhibited in this room. 

In addition to the paintings mentioned there was at this time on 
exhibition a Jarge fireproof safe described in the guidebook as follows : 

11 CENTENNIAL SAFl!l 

" In this ball stands a large fireproof safe filled with records of 
national interest relative to the close of our first centennial era. The 
safe is permanently closed and not to be opened until 1976.'' 

The ·fireproof safe referred to, known as the centennial safe, was 
furnished through the efforts of Mrs. A. H. Deihm, of New York, 
who instituted the plan for the purchase of the safe and the contribu
tion o! the contents. One of the features of this collection was a 
large album containing autographs and portraits of prominent people 
from all sections of the country. The safe was finally closed and 
locked on February 22, 1879, and is to remain closed until the second 
centennial of the independence of the United States in 1976. It was 
removed from the rotunda many years ago and is now stored in one 
of the entrances to the crypt of the Capitol 

Inquiries are frequently made concerning the manner of procedure 
when it is desired to have a statue placed in Statuary Hall. It should 
be remembered that inasmuch as an invitation has been given to all 
of the States to participate in commemoration of deceased citizens 
that the proceedings of acceptance of this general invitation must 
come from the individual States and the preliminary steps are usually 
the passage of a resolution by the State legislature providing for the 
erection of a statue in Statuary Hall, to commemorate the life and 
services of some deceased citizen who should be named in the resolu
tion, and it should also be stated in this resolution that the statue 
is to be of marble or bronze. 

The citizen to be honored should be- illustrious for historic renown, 
or for distinguished civic or military service and the determination of 
these qualifications are within the right of the individual State to 
decide. 

With the selection of the person to be honored, and the passage 
of a resolution authorizing the erection of a statue, and providing an 
appropriation therefor it is usually the custom to provide for the 
selection or election of a commission to act as the business representa
tives of the State. This commission attends to such details as the 
selection of a sculptor and determining the general idea of the statue, 
the material to be used, and the price to be paid therefor. The 
commission also arranges with the Architect of the Capitol for the 
erection of the statue in Statuary Hall, the location having been de
termined by the commission and the architect. The commission also 
arranges for the payment of all bills for shipment of the statue and 
its erection in Statuary Hall, 

LEGISLATION CREATING THE NATIONAL STATUARY HALL IN THE CA!'ITOL 
I 

Compiled by H. A. Vale, clerk Joint Committee on the Library 
In the House of Representatives on January 6, 1864, Mr. Morrill, of 

Vermont, submitted the following resolution, which was read, con
sidered, and agreed to, viz (House Journal, 38th Cong., 1st sess, 
p. 108): 

11 Resowed, That the Committee on Public Buildings be requested to 
examine and report as to the expediency of setting apart the old Hall 
of the House of Representatives as a hall for statuary; and also as to 
the cost of a new flooring and broll2le railing on each side of the 
passageway through the Hall, preparatory to the reception of such 
works of arts." 

On April 19, 1864, Mr. Rice, of Maine, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported the following joint resolution (38th 
Cong., 1st sess., H. R. 66): 

"1oint resolution setting apart the old Hall of the House of Repre
sentatives as a ball of statuary 

"Whereas the old Hall of the House of Representatives being now 
worse than uselessly occupied as a place of storage and traUc, and as 
it must o.f necessity remain a thoroughfare between the two wings of 
the Capitol : Therefore 

"Resolved., etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
invite each and all the States to provide and furnish statues in marble 
or bronze, not exceeding two in number for each State, of men who 
have been citizens thereof and illustrious for their historic renown or 
from distinguished civic or military services, such as each State shall 
determine to be worthy of this national commemoration; and that they 
be placed in the old Hall of the House of Representatives in the Capitol 
of the United States, which is hereby set apart, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, as a National .Statuary Hall, for the purposes 
herein indicated, and the same shall be under the care and supervil;ion 
of the Commissioner of Public Buildings. 

" SEc. ·2. Ana be lt further enacted, That a marble floor, similar to 
that of the Congressional Library or the Senate vestibule, shall be 
constructed in said old Hall of the House of Reptesentatives, using 
such marble as may be now on hand and not otherwise required, and 
that suitable structures and railings shall be therein erected for the 
reception and protection of statuary, and the same shall be ·under 
the supervision and direction of the Commissioner of Public Buildings; 
and so much of the moneys now or hereafter appropriated for the 
Capitol extension as may be necessary, not exceeding the sum of 
$24,000, is hereby set apart and shall be disbursed for the purposes 
hereinbefore mentioned." 

The joint resolution was considered, debated, and passed the House. 
The proceedings of the House on this occasion are given below (House 
of Representatives, Apr. 19, 1864. Cong. Globe, 38th Cong., 1st sess., 
pt. 2, pp. 1736 and 1737) : 

" Mr. Rice of Maine, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, reported a joint resolution setting apart 
the old Hall of the House of Representatives as a Hall of Statuary; 
which was read a first and second time. 

" The joint resolution was read. It provides that inasmuch as 
the old Hall of the House of Representatives is now worse than use
lessly occupied, and must remain a thoroughfare between the two 
wings of the Capitol, that the President be authorized to invite each 
of the States to provide and furnish statues in marble or bronze, not 
exceeding two in number each, of men who have been citizens thereof, 
illustrious in their historical renown or distinguished for their civic or 
military services, such as each State shall determine are worthy of 

· national remembrance; and that the said Hall be set apart for the 
reception of such statuary. The resolution also sets apart $24,000 of 
the funds which have been, ~r shall hereafter be, appropriated for the 
Capitol extension, to be used in fitting up the Hall for that purpose. 

" Mr. RICE of Maine. I send a letter to the Clerk's desk, and ask that 
it may be read. 

"The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 
"ARCHITEC~S OFFICE, UNITED STATES CAPITOL, 

"Washington, D. 0., Janua1·y 13J 186.f, 
"SIR: I have estimated the cost of taking up the present floor of the 

old Hall of Representatives, removing the flagstone pavement, laying 
a new floor, like that of the Congressional Library or of the Senate 
vestibule, and the putting up of an iron railing 6 feet high to form a 
passage through the hall, and I find that these improvements will 
amount to $24,000. 

"The resolution provides for a 'bronze railing.' I suppose, how
ever, that an iron railing, painted in imitation of bronze, is intended, 
and I have so estimated it. Such a railing, composed of bronze, at the 
present price of copper, would cost about $5,000 more than it would 
1! made of iron as suggested. 

"Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
"THOMAS U. WALTER, 

((Architect United States Capitol Extension, etc. 
" Ron. JOHN H. RICE, 

"Chairman of Committee on 
"Public Buildings a11d Grounds. 

"Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. I understand that 
resolution to make an appropriation, and that it must therefore go to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

"Mr. RICE, of Maine. The resolution makes no appropriation but 
merely provides how a portion of an appropriation already made shall 
be used. 

" The Sl'EAKER. The Chair so understands It, and therefore overrules 
the question of order. 

"Mr. MORRILL. 1\Ir. Speaker, as I had the honor to introduce this 
proposition, I desire to occupy the attention of the House for a mo
ment. The expansion of our country from the old 13 to 36 States 
imposed upon us the burden as well as the privilege of building and 
extending a structure for the accommodation of the legislative branches 
of the Government and appropriate for the Capitol of the foremost 



1927 CONGRESSIO~AL RECORD-SENATE 3325 
Republic of the world. This work is now approaching completion. 
Even a war waged by rebels for the destruction of the Government 
has not retarded its progress for a single day. The old Senate Cham
ber has been already fittingly devoted to the use of the Supreme Court. 
The old Hall of the House of Representatives, empty and deserted, 
remains an unappropriated waste, and, as it now appears-draped in 
co!Jwebs and carpeted with dust, tobacco, and apple pomace-a con
spicuous nuisance. 

" Congress is the guardian of this fine old Hall, surpassing in 
beauty all the rooms of this vast pile, and should protect it from 
desecration. Its noble columns from a quarry exhausted and incapable 
of reproduction- · 

"' Kature formed but one, 
And broke the die_ in molding'-

"its democratic simplicity and grandeur of style; and its wealth of 
association with many earnest and eloquent chapters in the history of 
our country deserve perpehtity at the hands of an American Congress. 
It wa here that many of our most distinguished men, whose fame 'the 
world will not willingly let die,' began or ended their career. 

" It appears to me eminently proper, therefore, that this House should 
take the initiative in setting apart with reverent affection the hall, 
so charged with precious memories, to some purpose of usefulness and 
dignity. To what end more useful or grand, and at the same time 
simple and inexpensive, can we devote it than to ordain that it shall 
be set apart for the reception of such statuary as each State shall 
elect to be deserving of this lasting commemoration? Will not all the 
States with generous emulation proudly respond and thus furnish 
a new evidence that the Union will clasp and hold forever all its 
jewels-the glories of the past, civil, military, and judicial-in one hal
lowed spot where those who will be here to aid in carrying· on the 
GoYernment may daily receiYe fresh inspirations and new incentives-

"' To scorn delight and live laborious days'-

"and where pilgrims from all parts of the Union as well as from 
foreign lands may come and behold a gallery filled with such Ameri
can manhood as succeeding generations will delight to honor, and see 
al ·o the actual form a·nll mold of those who have inerasably fixed 
theil· names on the pages of history. 

" The suffrages of no State will fail to be honestly and fairly be
stowed, for no local shams will be intruded where the judgment of 
ilic world is sure to be challenged and where partisanship loses its 
current value. We may reasonably expect that the State contributions 
without charge to the Kational Government will speedily furnish here 
in the Capitol of the Kation a collection of statuary that will reflect 
honor upon the illustrious dead, upon the Republic found to be neither 
ungrateful to its distinguished sons nor unmindful of its obligations; 
and incidentally, it may be hoped. there will be brought forth worthy 
monuments to the genius of the artists of the counh·y, who will vie with 
each other for distinction in the execution of the various works which 
may be required. 

•· The extension of the Capitol has added so much space to existing 
accommodations that the old Hall is not required as a warehouse or for 
committee rooms, and it is impossible to divide and distribute it, if it 
were so require<l, in any manner that will be satisfactory or that will 
not di close an awkward, ill-begotten, ill-born, second-handed purpose, 
while if it shall be left whole and unmutilated as it now is, and only 
decorated, as now proposed, with works of art, it wm appear as impos
ing and perfect as though the idea sprung from the brain of the 
architect at the foundation of the Capitol. 

" The proposition now before us is approved of by the Superintendent 
of rublic Buildings (Mr. French), and also, after thorough scrutiny 
of all other plans, by the present accompllshed Architect of the Capitol 
extension (.llr. Walter). I have ~-et to hear the first objection to the 
proposition. AU the work required at pre ·ent is a new floor and a 
suitable bronze ot· iron railing for the passageway. At some future 
period the gallery may have to be removed, but, as it was an excrescence 
at the start, or an afterthought. not put up tmtil the Hall had been 
completed, there will be no obstacle to its remoYal or its remodeling, 
as future convenience may require. 

"Before the Hall can have a suitable light for statuary a new roof 
with m01·e light will be necessary ; but as the present roof is a wooden 
one, com;tructed almost entirei:r of combustible material, already decay
ing, a n w fireproof roof will doubtless ere long be required, whatever 
may be done with the Hall. This can, howeve1.·, be postponed as long 
as it may be wi e or safe to do so and until the proper time, and then 
the cost will be no greater to have it adapted to the object now pro
posed than to any other. 

•· We have a large amount of excellent marble of various descriptions 
lying about, not required for the completion of the Capitol, and there
fore otherwise useless, which can be used for the floor at this time at 
lt>ss expense than it will eYt>r again be possible to obtain it, and, besides, 
we have the machinery now ready to cut and finish it, provided it shall 
be so determined. 

"I understand also that it has JJeen proposed to remove the high 
bronze. railing now in the library for a small-sized railing, and if so, 
a11d it .<~hould be found appropriate, as I do not think it will be, that 

might be taken to serve as a railing for the central passage proposed 
through the Hall. Under any circumstances, whether the new materials 
or those on hand shall be found most available, the expen e can not be. 
large, and hardly more than or different from what a prudent proprietor 
would expend for the mere preservation of the premises. 

"While the times demand of us the sternest economy, I know of no 
object to which so small a sum can be devoted with purer or more 
exalted motives, and none more likely to be cordially greeted by the 
patriotic heart of the Nation. 

"But it is not proposed to add a dollar to our appropriations. It 
is merely proposed to set apart a small portion of the funds ($500,000 
recently voted by the House) for the completion of the Capitol, and the 
whole object will be accomplished. That fund is very large, and .I 
think no one will object to the disposal of so small a portion of it in 
the manner indicated. · 

"Mr. RICE of l\laine. I did design to make some remarks upon this 
joint resolution; but as the moming hour is just expired, and as I 
am desirous of disposing of the rna tter this evening, I will not take 
up the time of the House, but demand the previous question on the 
engrossment of the joint resolution. 

"The previous question was seconded, and the main question ordered 
to be put. 

"The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed-ayes 87, noes 20. 

" 1\Ir. Rice of Maine moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed, and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

" The latter motion was agreed to. 
"In the Senate the joint resolution was referred, on April 20, 1864, 

to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
"On April 23, 1864, M:r. Foot, of Yermont, 'from the Committee on 

Public Building and Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolu
tion (H. J. Res. 66) setting apart the old Hall of the House of Repre
sentatives as a ball of statuary, reported it without amendment, and 
that it ought not to pass.' (Journal of the Senate, 38th Cong., ht 
sess., p. 366.) 

"In the House of Repre:?entati'"es, on June 20, 1864 (Cong. Globe, 
38th Con g., 1st ess., pt. · 4, pp. 3106-3107), while the sundry civil 
appropriation !Jill was under consideration, Mr. Stevens, of Pennsyl
vania, offered an amendment similar to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
66) passed by the House, except that the amount was reduced to 
$:l0,000 and the two sections were transposed. This amendment was 
debated by l\lr. Stevens; Mr. Rice, of Maine; Mr. Price, of Iowa; Mr. 
Mallory, of KentuclQ·; Mr. Morrill, of Yermont; Mr. Steele, of New 
York ; and Mr. Schenck, of Ohio ; was amended to apply only to statuei:l 
of ' deceased persons,' and as amE.>nded was agreed to. 

" The provitdon of the House of Representatives was stricken out 
when the sundry ch·il appropriation bill was considered in the Senate. 
(Cong. Globe, June !!4, 1864, 38th Cong., 1st sess., pt. 4, p. 3225.) 

"In conference committee the provision of the House of Representa
tives was restored. with an amendment reducing the amount carried to 
$15,000, and in that form became law, as follows (Stat. L., voJ. 13, 
p. 347): 

• • • • • • • 
" SEc. 2. And be it further etwcted, That a marble floor, similar to 

that of the Congressional Ubrary or the Senate vestibule, shall be 
constructed in the old Hall of tht> House of Representatives, using such 
marble as may be now on hand and not otherwise required, and that 
suitable structures and railings shall be therein erected for the recep
tion and protection of statuary, and the same shall be under the super
vi,don and direction of the Commissioner of rublic Buildings; and so 
much of the moneys now or het·etofore appropriated for the Capitol 
extension as may be necessary, not exceeding the sum of $15,000, is 
hereby set apart and shall be disbursed for the purposes hereinbPfore 
mentioned. A.nd the President is hereby authorized to invite each nnd 
all the States to provide and furnish statutes, in marble or bronze, not 
exceeding two in number for each State, of deceased persons who have 
been citizens theL·eof, and illustrious for their historic renown or from 
distinguished civic or military services, such as each State shall deter
mine to be worthy of this national commemoration; and when so fur
nished the same hall be placed in the old Ilall of the Ilouse of Rep
rf'sentativPs. in the Capitol of the United States, which is hereby set 
apart. or so much thereof as may be necessary, as a national statuary 
hall for the purposes herein indicated. 

".Apprond July 2, 1864." 
The law for the establi:;;hment of a national statuary hall, as it 

appears in the Revised Statutes of the United States, second edition, 
1878, page 321, is as follows: 

" SEC. 1814. Suitable structures and railings shall be erected in the 
old Hllll of Representatives for the reception and protection of statu
ary, a )d the same shall be under the snpervision and direction of the 
Chief of Engineers in charge of public buildings and grounds. A.nd 
the Presiuent •is authorized to invite all the States to provide and fur
nish statues, in marble or bronze, not exceeding two in number for 
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each State, of deceased persons who have been citizens thereof, and 
illustrious for their historic renown or for distinguished civic or mili
tary services, such as each State may deem· to be worthy of this 
national commemoration; and when so furnished the same shall be 
placed in the old Hall of the House of Representatives, in the Capitol 
of the United States, which is set apart, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, as a national statuary hall for the purpose herein indicated." 

The following section of the legislative appropriation act of August 
15, 1876 (Stat. L. vol. 19, p. 14 7), transferred to the Architect of the 
Capitol all the duties relative to the Capitol Building previously per
formed by the Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds : 

"That the Architect of the Capitol shall have the care and superin
tendence of the Capitol, including lighting, and shall submit through 
the Secretary of the Intelior estimates thereof: Ana pr&vidca further, 
That all the duties relative to the Capitol Building heretofore performed 

by the Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds shall hereafter be 
performed by the A1·chitect of the Capitol, whose office shall be in the 
Capitol Building." 

The urgent deficiency act of February 14, 1902 (Stat. L. vol. 32, p. 
20), in the following provision, changed the designation of the office of 
Architect of the Capitol to Superintendent of the Capitol Building and 
Grounds: 

"Hereafter the office of Architect of the Capitol shall be designated 
as Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, and the Super
intendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds shall hereafter exercise 
all the power and authority heretofore- exercised by the Architect of the 
Capitol, and he shall be appointed by the President: Pt·ot:idea, That no 
change in the architectural features of the Capitol Building or in the 
landscape features of the Capitol Grounds shall be made except on plans 
to be appr~ved by Congress." 

NATIONAL 8TATUA.llY HALL 

State 

Rhode Island. __ _-___ ••... 

Connecticut_ _______ ----

New York _____________ _ 

Vermont._-------------Massachusetts _________ _ 

Maine ____ --------------
Vermont._-------------
Pennsylvania. __ •. ____ .. 

Ohio _________ ------- .• --

TABLE No. I.-Statues pruented by the States 

Statue 

Proceedings 
Proceedings in the House 

in the Senate of Represent· 
atives 

Nathanael Greene ___________ Jan. 20,1870 Jan. 31, 1870 
Roger Williams _____________ Jan. 9,1872 Jan. 11,1872 
Jonathan TrumbulL ________ Mar. 8,1872 Apr. 29,1872 
Roger Sherman __________________ do ........ _____ do _______ _ 

~~g~~~ ~~~~g-s-iOil=======c============= =============== 
Ethan Allen ________________ l June 10,1876 May 18,1876 
John Winthrop._.---------- Dec. 19,1876 Dec. 19, 1876 
Samuel Adams _____________ T ____ do ________ ..... do _______ _ 
William King_______________ Jan. 22) 1878 Jan. 22,1878 
Jacob Collamer _____________ 

1 

Jan. 31,1881 Feb. 15,1881 
J.P. G. Muhlenberg ________ - -- ------------ Feb. 28,1889 
Robert Fulton ______________ --------------- _____ do _______ _ 
James A. Garfield ___________ Jan. 5, Hi86 Jan. 19,1886 
William Allen _______________ ---- --------------------------

Congressional Globe and Record references 

Globe, 41st Cong., 2d sess., pt. 1, pp. 593-596, 921-925. 
Globe, 42d Cong., 2d sess., pt. 1, pp. 318-319, 362-372. 
Globe, 42d Cong., 2d sess., pt. 2, pp. 1526-1529, 2899-2905. 

Do. 

Record, 44th Cong., lst sess., vol. 4, pt. 4, pp. 3738-3741, 3178-3183. 
Record, 44th Cong., 2d sess., vol. 5, pt. 1, pp. 197, 28D-284, 300-306. 

Do. 
Record, 45th Cong., 2d sess., vol. 7, pt. I, pp. 455-460, 469-471. 
R ecord, .Wth Cong., 3d sess., vol. 11, pt. 2, pp. 1055-1056, 1609-1612. 
Record, 50th Gong., 2d sess., vol. 20, pt. 3, pp. 2477-2481, 2577. 

Do. 
Record, 49th Cong., 1st sess., -vol.17, pt. 1, pp. 404-405, 762-767. 

New Jersey ____________ _ Philip Kearny ____ __________ Aug. 21,1888 Aug. 21,1888 
Richard Stockton ......••••• _____ do _____ ________ do _______ _ 

Record, 50th Cong., 1st sess., vol. 19, pt. 8, pp. 7225, 7325, 7763-7766, 7793-78{)1 
Do_ 

Michigan ______________ _ Lewis Cass ___ --------------- Feb. 18, 1889 Feb. 28, 1889 Record, 50th Cong., 2d sess., -vol. 20, pt. 2, p. 1017; -vol. 20, pt. 3, pp. 2001-2010, 2117, 
2165, 2481-2488. 

Illinois _________________ James Shields _______________ Dec. 6,1893 Dec. 6,1893 
New Hampshire ....••.. John Stark __________________ Dec. 20,1894 Dec. 20,1894 

Record, 53d Oong., 2d sess., vol. 26, pt. I, pp. 17, 32, 43, 58-61, 7B-82. 
Record, 53d Cong., 3d sess., vol. 27, pt. 1, pp. 12, 252, 269, 361, 479-501, 516-531, 535. 

Daniel Webster------------- _____ do __ ----- _____ do __ ____ _ Do. 
Wisconsin .••••••••••••• James Marquette •...••••••• Apr. 27,1896 Jan. 30,1904 Recor~ 52d Cong., 1st sess., vol. 23, pt. 2, p. 2015; pt. 3, p. 2970; pt. 4, pp. 3134, 3156. 

52d uong., 2d sess., vol. 24, pt. 3, p. 2496. 53d Cong., 1st sess., vol. 25, pt. 1, p. 1278; 
pt. 2, pp. 2382t 2409, 2427; pt. 3, p. 2762. 54th Cong., 1st sess., vol. 28, pt. 5, pp. 
4546-4552. 58tn Cong., 2d sess., vol. 38, pt. 2, pp. H21, 1446. 

M
indilSS. "a0nuna~---_-_-__ --_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_: Oliver P. Morton ___________ Mar. 24, 1900 Apr. 14, HJOO 

. Francis P. Blair _____________ May 19,1000 Feb. 4,1899 
Record, 56th Cong., 1st sess., vol. 33, pt. 4, pp. 3274-3279; pt. 5, pp. 4189-4204. 
Record, 55th Cong., 3d sess., vol. 32, pt. 1, p. 778; pt. 2, pp. 1461-1473. 56th Cong., 

1st sess_, vol. 33, pt. 7, pp. 5747-5758. . 
Thomas H. Benton ...••...• _____ do _____________ do _______ _ Do. 

West Virginia .••••••••• John E. Kenna. _____________ -----------·------------------ (Placed in National Statuary Hall, 1901; no action by Senate or House.) 
(Placed in National Statuary Hall, 1903; no action by Senate or llouse.) Francis H. Pierpont _________ ------------------------------
Record, 57th Cong., 2d sess., \Ol. 36, pt. 1, pp. 409, 467-468; pt 2, pp. 1422, 1506-1519, 

1541-1548. 
Maryland .••••••••.•• -. Chas. CarrolL ______________ Jan. 31,1903 Jan. 31,1903 

John Hanson _____________________ do _____________ do _______ _ Do. 
nlinois _________________ Frances E. Willard __________ Feb. 17,1905 Feb. 17,1905 Record, 58th Cong., 3d sess., vol. 39, pt. 1, pp. 730, 773, 958; pt. 2, p. 1078; pt. 3, pp. 

2779-2785, 2801-2809, 2841, 2894. 
Kansas .••••.. ---------- John J. Ingalls •• ____________ --------------- Jan. 21,1905 Record, 58th Cong., 3d sess., vol. 39, pt. 1, pp. 193, 369; pt. 2, pp. 1166-1173, 1179, 

1202-1214. 
Texas ....••...•••••.•••. Sam Houston _______________ --------------- Feb. 25,1905 ~rd, 58th Cong., 2d sess., vol. 38, pt. 5, pp. 4199, 4993. 58th Oong., 3d sess., vol. 

39, pt. 2, p. 1156; pt. 4, pp. 3429-3450, 3464. 
Stephen F. Austin __________ --------------- _____ do _______ _ Do. 

Alabama ..•••••• _______ J. L. M. Curry ______________ Apr. 6,1908 Feb. 15,1908 Record, 60th Cong., 1st sess., vol. 42, pt. 1, pp. 461, 468; vol. 42, pt. 3, pp. 2051, 2073, 
2117; pt. 5, p. 4396. 

TABLE No. 2.-Statttes pn~sentca by the States 

State Name or statue Name of sculptor Cost Height of Height of Height of Date of 
pedestal base statue work 

Ft. in. Inches Ft. in. 
Alabama. ....• ------ .•••. ______ •.. 1 . L. 1\.f. Curry ________________________ Dante Sodini ______ ---····-···---- __ ... ------------ 2 7~ ~~ 6 ~0~ 1906 
Connecticut ...•••••••••••••••..•. _ Roger Sherman _______________________ C. B. Ives _____________________________ 

$7,386.95 2 11~ 5 7 8}i 1872 Jonathan TrumbulL __________________ . ____ do _____ .. ___ • ___ ------ .•.•••• _ ••••. 7,386. 95 3 0 4~ 7 su 1872 
Idaho ••..•• ------ •••.•••• --------. George L. Shoup ______________________ 

F. E. TriebeL------------------------- 6, 000. ()() 4 8~ 6 7 0 1909 
nlinois •••• ------ •••..••••. -------- James Shields~------------------------ L. W. Volk .........••.•••• ---------·- 9,000.00 3 !)~ 5 6 8~ 1893 Frances E. Willard_ ___________________ Helen Farnsworth Mears _____________ 9,000.00 3 su 5 6 6~ 1005 
Indiana .•.•••• ____ •••••• ---------- Oliver P. Morton _____________________ C. H. Niehaus.----------------------- 5,000.00 3 9 4 7 0~ 1899 
Kansas ..•.. ------- •.•. _.---------- John J. Ingalls.----------------------- . __ .. do __________ ----------------------- 6,000. 00 3 9 4M 7 0~ 1004 
Maine ___ ------------------------- William King_ ..•. ____ •••••. ______ ••.. Franklin Simmons ____________________ 4,000.00 3 5~ 4~ 7 1~ 1877 
Maryland ___ •••••.•.•.•••••.•.•••• Charles Carroll I.-------------------- R.E. Brooks_._.--------------------- 12,000.00 3 4~ 4~ 7 OS A( 1901 

John Hanson 1_. ---------------------- ..•.. do ______ . ____ •••• _ ...•••••• ----- ..• 12,000.00 3 4 4)4' 7 0;!.-.l 1901 
Massachu...o::etts .•••••.•••• _ •••• _ •••• Samuel Adams ________________________ 

Annie Whitney_---------------------- 11,712.23 3 0 3~ 7 3 1873 
John Winthrop._.-------------------- R. S. Greenough ______________________ 12,712.75 3 0~ 5~ 7 1~ 1872 

~~~~:::::::::::::::::::====== Lew:i Cass ____ . __ •••.•• ___ • -------- _.- D. 0. French _________________________ 9,848.13 3 6 i~ 7 27'2 1889 
Francis P. Blair ••...••••••••••••••.... Alex. Doyle _______ .••. __ ._ .••••••••••• 6,000. 00 3 6 7 1 1899 Thomas H. Benton ___________________ ____ .do _______ --------------_------ ___ •• 6,000. 00 3 6 572 6 11~ 1899 

New Hampshire_----------------- John Stark _____ ----------------------- Carl Conrads_ •. ---------------------- 4, 484.11 3 4 4 6 1~~ 1894 
Daniel Webster'---------------------- ____ .do •. _______ .•••••••.•..••••• ______ • 4, 484.11 3 4 3~ 5 1894 

New Jersey.---------------------- Richard Stockton _____________________ 
H. K. Brown .•• ---------------------- 8, 088.20 3 107'2 3)4' 6 5~ 1886 

Philip Kearny~----------------------- _____ do _____________ ------- •.•.••• _ ••• _. 8,088. 20 2 107'2 3~ 6 3~ 1875 New York ________________________ 
Robert R. Livingston~---------------- E. D. Palmer------------------------ 13,000. ()() 3 lm 4 6 1 1874 
George Clinton 1_ --------------------- H. K. Brown •••• ·-------------------- 12,500.00 3 3 6 3~~ 1873 

Ohio_.------ .••.••• ---------···· •. James A. Garfield. .••••••••••••....... C. H. Niehaus ..••.•••••••••••• ·------ 9, 500.00 3 9U 5~ 6 10~ 1885 William Allen. ________________________ 
..... do .. ______ ----------------------- 9, 500.00 3 9){ 5)4' 6 118~ 1887 

Pennsylvania._ •• ___ •••••.•.•••••. ·J. P. G. Muhlenberg __________________ Blanche Nevin ________________________ 7,500.00 3 3~ 4 6 2 1881 
Robert Fulton.--------··------------- Howard Roberts._ ••••••••••.••.•••••• 7, 500.00 (3) ---------- ----------- 1881 

1 Bronze statue. J Modeled from original by Thomas Ball. a Seated figure. 
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TaBLE No. 2.-Statues presented by the States-Continued 

Name of sculptor Height of Height of Height of Date of 
pedestal base statue work Name of statue Cost State 

------
Ft. in. Inches Ft. in. Rhode Island ____________________ _ Nathanael Greene .. =----------------- H. K. Brown.------------------------ $8,566.00 

8, 566.00 
4, 500.00 
5, 000.00 
5,300. 00 
6, 081.25 
6, 000.00 

3 1 3;i 6 7'2 1869 
3 11~ 47'2 6 4 1870 
3 7 531 5 87'2 1001 
3 7 5 6 37'2 1904 

Te.xas .•.•.•. ___ - ••• ---.--.-------- f~¥!fl~~~~~==================== -~5~~~-~~==================== Vermont_ ... __ • ____ . _____________ • Ethan Allen __________________________ L. G.lYiead __________________________ _ 2 4~ 4 8 1}{ 1875 
Jacob Oollamer ___ -------------------- Preston Powers ... __ .----------------- 2 11 37'2 6 6 1879 Virginia ____ ______________________ . 
:.~t~!ot~::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~e~~;gty~nv:.fe~?~~--~=:::::::::::::: 10,000.00 

5,000. 00 
8,000. 00 
8, 000. QO 

4 3 
4 2 

li 6 2~ 1908 
4 6 2~ 1908 West Virginia ____________________ _ John E. Kenna ________________________ Alex. Doyle __________________________ _ 3 6 5~ 7 1% 1901 

3 7 4~ 6 11~ 1903 
3 107'2 5 7 1 1895 Wisconsin ______________ ... -------- r:~~;iil!~~!ffe~~~-----================ ~~a~~~ll~~~~=================== 

1 Bronze statue. 

Accessions to the statue• of Statuary Hall sz~bsequent to the compila-tion 
by H. A. rale 

State Name of statue 

Alabama ___ ____________ ____ Gen. Joe Wheeler.------------
Arkansas ___________________ Uriah M. Rose _______________ _ 

Do _____________________ James P. Clarke _____________ _ 
Florida ___ _______________ .__ John Gorrie .... ----------- ___ _ 

Do _____________________ Kirby Smith _________________ _ 
Georgia ____________________ Dr. Crawford W. Long _______ _ 
Indiana____________________ Lew Wallace ________________ __ 
Iowa ..... ------------------ James Harlan ... --------------Do _____________________ 8. J. Kirkwood ______________ __ 
Kansas _____________________ George W. Glick _____________ _ 
Michigan._---------------- Zachariah Chandler __________ _ 
Minnesota_________________ Henry M. Rice ... _____ -------
North Carolina ____________ Zebulon B. Vance ___________ __ 
Oklahoma _____ .. ------ ____ . Sequoyab ........ --- _ ----.-- .. 
South Carolina_____________ John C. Calhoun _____________ _ 

Name of sculptor 

Berthold Nebel. 
F. W. Ruckstull. 
Pompeo Coppini. 
C. A. Pillars. 

Do. 
J. Massy Rhind. 
Andrew 0 'Connor. 
Nellie V. Walker. 
Vinnie R. Hoxie. 
C. H. Niehaus. 

Do. 
F. E. Triebel. 
Gutzon Borglum. 
Vinnie R. Hoxie. 
F. W. Ruckstnll. 

BUREAU OF CUSTOMS AND BUREAU OF PROHIBITIO:N 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
a night session of the Senate be held on Monday next, begin
ning at 7.30 o'clock p. m., for the consideration of House 
bill 10729, to create a bureau of customs and a bureau of pro
hibition in the Department of the Treasury. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. McKELLAR. We could not hear the request of the 

Senator over here. 
1\lr. SMOOT. I requested that a night sessi<m of the 

Senate be held next Monday for the consideration of House 
bill 1072D, to create a bureau of customs and a bureau of pro
hibition in the Department of the Treasury. 

1\Ir. EDWARDS. I object. • 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 1\Iorning busi

ness is closed. 
THE WORLD COURT 

1\lr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I have a motion coming 
over under the rule which I desire to have considered at this 
time. 

Tile VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the motion of the Senator from Florida, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from Florida has entered 
a motion to discharge the Committee on Foreign Relations 
from the further consideration of the resolution { S. Res. 282) 
rescinding the resolution authorizing the entry of the United 
States into the so-called World Court. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I desire to state on behalf of 
the committee that the matter has been before the committee 
for its consideration and it is the view of the committee and 
of myself, speaking ·as its chairman, that nothing can be 
gained by bringing the matter to the floor of the Senate at this 
time, either by a report or otherwise. 

It would seem, from the information which we have, that 
the matter is working itself out to a final conclusion. Ac
cording to the press dispatches the matter is still subject to 
correspondence between the governments and the indication 
seems to be that the Governments will not accept the reserva
tions which were placed upon the protocol by the Senate. Of 
course if that be true that would be the end of the matter. 

To bring the matter here at this time, therefore, would be 
to bring about a discussion of a subject which it would be very 
difficult to discuss intelligently or effectively, not knowing the 
real status of the situation. I am of the opinion, therefore, 
that we should not report the resolution and neither should 
we take it up for consideration at this time. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a 
question? 

Mr. BORAH. Certainly. 

'Modeled after original in Richmond, Va. 

l\Ir. ·wATSON. The morning press carried a report in re
gard to the attitude of Great Britain on the question. Does 
the Senator know whether or not that is reliable and authen
tic, and just how far it goes? 

Mr. BORAH. No ; I am not authorized to state the exact 
situation. Indeed, I do not know that there is any exact 
situation. But the indications are quite persuasive that the 
1·eport is accurate and that Great Britain will not accept the 
reservation. This will terminate the whole question, I am 
glad to say. 

Mr. WATSON. Up to the present time has any nation 
squarely and unequivocally refused to accept our reservations'! 

Mr. BORAH. Not that I know of. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I concur in tile 

suggestion just made by the chairman of the Foreign Relations 
Committee. It would serve no useful purpose to revive now 
a discussion of the question as to whether or not the United 
States shall enter the Permanent Court of International Jus
tice. The inevitable result of the motion of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL], should it prevail, would be to bring 
that subject back before the Senate to the exclUBion of many 
matters involving legislation of imperative importance. I shall 
oppose the resolution, and unless the Senator from Florida, in 
view of the conditions which exist, sees fit to withdraw his 
motion I shall feel constrained to test the sense of the Senate 
by a motion to lay on the table the motion of the Senator from 
Florida. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield: 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield. 
Mr. TRAJ\fl\!ELL. The Senator does not propose to make 

that motion before I have an oppornmity to say anything, 
does he? 

Mr. ROBINSON of A1·kansas. No; I yield to the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Florida 
permit me to ask a question of the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. TRA?tlMELL. The Senator from Arkansas has the floor 
and has yielded to me. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from 
South Carolina to enable him to ask a question of the Senator 
from Idaho. 

Mr. BLEASE. I would like to ask the Senator from Idaho, 
if something along this line is not done, whether we are not in 
the position that if foreign governments do accept the reserva
tions we will be taken into the World Court? 

l\Ir. BORAH. Of course, if they accept the reservations, I 
presume the matter would be closed and we TI""Ould be a member 
of the court; but every indication now is to the effect that they 
are not going to accept the reservations. 

Mr. BLEASE. Of course, I have great respect for the judg
ment of the Senator from Idaho, and would be governed by his 
opinion in this matter. I think there has been a gr~at change 
of opinion since the Senate voted on the proposition, especially 
among the American people, and if there is any danger of us 
going into the thing, I think the Senator from Florida is emi
nently correct in desiring to have us go on record now against it. 

Mr. BORAH. May I say to the Senator from South Caro
lina that it would be impossible under the circumstances to dis
pose of the matter upon the floor of the Senate at this session. 
It would be simply taking up time which we ought to devote 
to other matters without arriving at any final conclusion upon 
the rna tter. There would not be, in my judgment, any chance 
to get a vote. Those of us who feel that we ought not to become 
a member of the court are rather well satisfied with the move
ment now in progress. 

Mr. TRAl\IMELL. Mr. President, taking advantage of the 
courtesy of the Senator fi·om Arkansas in yielding to me, J 
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desire to make just a brief statement. I have made this mo
tion \'i'ith no intention whate"'er of reflecting upon the com
mittee: I · am sure that it has been the purpose and intention 
of the committee to give the resolution such consideration as the 
membership of the committee deemed advisable. I am very 
glad to hear, through the chairman of t~e commit~ee, that all 
the indications are that the different natiOns to wh1ch the pro
posal has been submitted will not accept the reservations which 
were attached to the resolution of ratification at the time of 
its adoption by the Senate a little over a year ago. 

I have felt, however, in view of the fact that Con.,~ess would 
adjourn on March 4 and would not be in session again until 
December, 1921. that the Senate should now take some definite 
action on the matter. Of course, I realize that there are in
fluences which are trying to induce the other powers to accept 
the resolution as it was adopted by the Senate. I do not much 
believe, however that they will be successful, but I believe in 
safety first, and' a safe course from my viewpoint is to with
draw there olution of ratification. If a majority of the Senate 
do not fa"'or the resolution, why should it not be withdrawn? 
":-by should we not express ourselves upon that subject? 

I realize there is some merit in the contention made that 
probably we might not di pose of it at this session. But that 
argument may be made against a great many important matters 
which are pending before the Senate or which come up for the 
consideration of the Senate. Also the course may be taken of 
~hutting off even 30 or 40 minutes' debate, as is proposed in 
this instance by the Senator from Arkansas, by making the 
motion to lay my motion upon the table. I rather think that 
that is taking a little undue advantage of the situation. I \vill 
say that frankly to the Senator from Arkansas. There are 
other Senators who desire to express themselves upon the mo
tion briefly, and I hope he will not make his motion until we 
have had at least a short while in which to di,.scuss the question. 
Other Senators who desiJ:e to say something in regard to my 
motion should have an opportunity to express themselves. I 
shall not attempt to enter into a discussion of the merits of the 
withdrawal of the World Court resolution. This is not the 
time for that discussion. But I had hoped that the matter 
might come before the Senate and we would have a reasonable 
opportunity to discuss the merits of my resolution which pro
vides for the rescinding of the so-called World Court resolution 
adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, in reply to what 
the Senator from Florida bas just stated, I am morally sure 
that no wholesome good can be accomplished by proceeding to 
the consideration of his resolution. It would throw the busi
ness of the Senate into a state of confusion which would make 
necessary either the withdrawal of the resolution or the e~
clusion of other business necessarily to be acted upon by the 
Senate. In that view of the matter I am of the opinion that 
there is nothing unfair or oppressive in the motion I am about 
to make. I move that the motion of the Senator from Florida 
be laid upon the · table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas to lay on the table the motion of 
the Senator from Florida. 

1\Ir. TRA:Ml\IELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a gen

eral pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. nu PoNT]. In 
his absence, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. NEELY. On this question I have a pair with the junior 

Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM]. I therefore with
hold my vote. 

Mr. McMASTER. I desire to announce that the senior Sena
tor from South Dakota [Mr. NoRBECK] is unavoidably detained 
from the Chamber. He is confined in the hospital on account 
of an automobile accident. 

1\Ir. WATSON (after having voted in the negative). I have 
a pair with the senior Senator from Vh·ginia [Mr. SwANSON]. 
I am told that if he were present he would vote "yea." Not 
being able to obtain a transfer of my pair with him, I withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. HARRELD (after having voted in the negative). My 
pair, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS], is 

· absent. I therefore withdraw my vote. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I understand the Senator 

from Oklahoma has announced that he has a pair with my 
colleague (Mr. SIMMONS]. 

Mr. HARRELD. I had voted ''nay," but I withdraw my 
vote, because I haYe learned if the Senator's colleague were 
present he would vote "Jea." 

Mr. OVERMAN. If my colleague were present, he would \Ote 
"yea." 

l\lr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator f1·om Mi souri 
[Mr. REED] is neccesarily detained from the Senate. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MAY
FIELD] is unavoidably detained from the Senate owing to illness. 

l\lr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the senior s~nator 
from Georgia [Mr. HARRIS] is necessarily detained at the De
partment of Agriculture on official . busineBs. If present, he 
would vote" yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 59, nay. 10, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Bayard 
Borah 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Bruce 
Camp ron 
Capper 
Caraway 
Copeland 
Curti 
Deneen 
Dill 
Edwards 
Ernst 

Blease 
Frazier 
IlPtlin 

Ferris 
F'ess 
George 
Gerry 
Glass 
Goff 
Gould 
Greene 
Harri on 
Hawes 
Howell 
.Tones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
King 

.John on 
La Follette 
Norris 

YEAS-59 
Lenroot 
McKellar 
-McMaster 
McNary 
Metcalf 
Moses 
Oddie 
O''erman 
PeiJper 
Phipps 
Pine 
Pittman 
nansdell 
Reed, Pa. 
Robinson, Ark. 

N.A.YS-10 
Nye 
Robinson, Ind. 
Shipstead 

NOT VO'l'ING-26 
Bingham Gooding Means 
Couzens Hale Neely 
Dale Harreld Norbeck 
duPont Harris Reed, Mo. 
Edge Jones, N.Mex. Shortridge 
Fletcher McLea_n Simmons 
Gillett Mayfield Stanfield 

Sackett 
Schall 
Sheppard 
Smith 

moot 
Steck 
Stephens 
Stewart 
T .VROn 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, ~ass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Willis 

Trammell 

Swanson 
T;nderwood 
Watson 
Weller 
Wheeler 

So l.\Ir. TRAMMELL's motion was laid on the table. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I voted against laying tile 

motion of the Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] on the 
table, although I was opposed to the motion of the Senator 
from Florida to discharge the committee, and would have voted 
against it had it reached a vote. It seemed to me that the 
motion to lay on the table was prematm·e. While I did not 
care to debate the motion myself, I understand there were 
some Senators who desired to do so. If they had been per
mitted to express their views and there was any indication of 
a delay or of a drawing out of the debate, I would then hn ve 
favored the motion to lay on the table, but it seems to me that 
we ought not to resort to that method unless it is apparent 
that some Senators are trying to filibuster or delay the :::lenate. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. 1\fr. President, following the vote on my 
motion, I ask unanimous consent to have the re olution which 
I sought to have withdrawn from the committee printed in the 
RECORD. I also desire to have printed in the RECORD a letter 
which I addre .. sed to each member of the committee on Jan
uary 6 of this year, asking for the consideration of the reso
lution. 

There has been no "snap judgment" on this proposition. I 
introduced the resolution on December 7 last, immediately fol
lowing the convening of Congress. It has been pigeonholed 
in the committee, however, and held there ; and so I made the 
motion to discharge the committee. At this l)llrticulat· time the 
argument against this proposition becau e it would take some 
part of the time of the Congress does not come with very good 
grace from members of the committee and others after the 
resolution has been held for two months in the committee, 
although I have repeatedly sought to have it reported back to 
the Senate. I desire that the resolution and the letter to 
which I have referred may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The resolution and letter are as follows: 

[S. Res. 282, 69th Cong., 2d sess.] 
IN THE SENATE OF 'l"Hlil U ' l'l'ED STATES. 

December 7, 1926, Mr. TnAMMELL submitted the following resolution, 
which was ordered to lie over under the rule. 

December 9, 1926, referred to the Committee on Foreign Rclation!'i. 

Whereas on January 16 (calendar day, January 27), 19~6. the 
Senate adopted Senate Resolution 5, providing that the Senate advise 
and consent to the adherence on the part of the United States to the 
Permanent Court of International .Justice; and 

Whereas it was expressly provided in said resolution that the sig
nature of the United States to the said protocol of December 16, 1920, 
and the adjoined statute for the Permanent Court of International 
.Justice should not be affixed until the powers signatory to such proto
col shall have indicated, through an exchange of notes, their acceptance 
of the reservations anu understandings set forth as part of and n. con
dition of adherence by the l:nited States to the said protocol ; and 
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Whereas a very large majority of the powers signatory to such 

protocol have not indicated their acceptance of the said reservations 
and understandings; and 

Whereas it is now deemed advisable to rescind the said resolution 
5 : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That Senate Resolution 5 be, and the same is hereby, 
rescinded and revoked, and the President and the Secretary of State 
be, and are hereby, requested and directed to withdraw all notes and 
communications addressed ·to the powers signatory to the said protocol 
of December 16, 1020, and the adjoined statute for the Permanent 
Court of International Justice referred to in the said Senate Reso
lution 5. 

WASHIKGTO:i, D. C., January 6, 1927. 

Hon. WILLIAl\f E. BORAH, 
07rainnan Senate Committee on Fore-ign Relation-&, . 

United States Senate. 
MY DEAR SEXATOR: On December 9, 1926, Senate Resolution 282, 

which provides for the rescinding of the so-called World Court reso
lution, a copy of which is attached, was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. I am anxious to have action on this resolution at 
an early date, and respectfully ask that you call the same up for 
early consideration by your committee. 

Very respectfully. 
This l etter was mailed to each member of the Foreign Relations 

Committee. 

l\1r. PORAH. :Mr. President, if the Senator from Florida 
had been as zealous at the time the :fight was being made 
against the World Court as be now is and had known as much 
about the subject as be seems to know now, he would have 
been far more effective in keeping us out of the court than 
be can be now under the program which he has helped to 
inaugurate. The fact of the business is that those who are 
opposed to entering the court feel that the present program 
ought to be permitted to work itself out. The question is being 
settled conclusively, in my judgment. 

The resolution has not been pigeonholed in the committee. 
The committee bas simply exercised common sense in regard to 
a very important question. • 

Mr. TRAMl\lELL. Mr. President, I am sorry to see that 
the zeal: of the Senator from Idaho, the chairman of the 
committee, bas been so much on the wane since the original 
World Court resolution was considered. He intimates a lack 
of zeal on my part,, but it looks now as if he is willing to 
leave the proposition open and have the other nations accept 
something which be originally opposed. His course would be 
to leave the matter open for them to accept it. 

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator from Florida was at all in
formed as to the facts, be would not be so distressed over the 
situation. He is dealing with a matter about which he seems 
to have not informed himself. 

Mr. TRA1\1MELL. That is merely the opinion of the Sena
tor f1·om Idaho. Of course, I know he arrogates to himself 
all wisdom and that he possesses all knowledge in regard to 
this proposition, as well as many others. I am not going to 
make an indictment of knowledge against myself and then 
admit the indictment. He makes one against himself and 
admits it. 

.1\Ir. BORAH. I am simply stating the facts as they are and 
well within the knowledge of those who desire to secure them. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON of Arkansas. .Mr. President, there is neither 
occasion nor justification for any resentment or offensive state
ment from any source, intelligent or unintelligent, respecting 
the action which the Senate has just taken. The vote of the 
Senate on the motion to lay on the table -indicates the futility, 
at this time at least, of the proposal of the Senator from 
Florida. Senators must learn that there is no impropriety or 
inju!';tice in an action of a member of the Foreign Relations 
Committee who declines to participate in reporting this reso
lution on the belief that there is no occasion for its considera
tion in the Senate, and such action is not subject to censure 
or condemnation. 

The Senate, by a well-nigh unanimous vote, bas sustained the 
attitude taken by the chairman of the Foreign Relations Com
mittee and by myself and by other members of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations; and I might add that this debate in which 
I am participating after the subject matter of the debate has 
been determined in a parliamentary manner is an illustration of 
the waste of time contemplated in the motion of the Senator 
from Florida. · 

1\fr. DILL obtained the :floor. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, the matter of wasting time 

should not cause any heartaches around the Senate. 
LXVI.II--210 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, a point of order. 
Mr. TRUHfELL. Hour after hour and day after day are 

frittered away here in the Senate. 
Mr. ItOBINSON of Arkansas. A parliamentary inquiry : 

What is the subject matter before the Senate? 
The VICE PRESIDEN'T. The Chair recognized the Senator 

from Washington, who has the floor. 
RFDUL.ATION OF RADIO COMMUNICATIONS 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I understand that the morning 
business is closed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
Mr. DILL. I ask that the radio conference report, which was 

under consideration last night, with an appeal pending from the 
ruling of the Chair on a point of order, be laid before the 
Senate. 

'.Fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Chair lays the conference report before the 
Senate. ' 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses upon the bill (H. R. 9971) for the regulation of radio 
communications, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the decision . 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

1\fr. DILL obtained the :floor. 
Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator f1·om Washington has 

the :floor. 
1\Ir. WATSON. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. DILL. I thought I ought to make a short statement as 

to the situation. 
1\Ir. WATSON. I intended to move to lay the appeal on the 

table. 
1\Ir. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I have been trying to get the 

:floor on this matter. 
Mr. DILL. I do not want to cut off discussion. I just want 

to say a word, and then I will yield the floor. 
The reason wby I asked to have the conference report taken 

up and tlie appeal from the decision of the Chair voted on is 
that if the Chair should be overruled, of course, the conference 
report would go back to the conferees. That is why I wanted 
it taken up at this time. 

I now yield the :floor. 
Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I am not going to argue this 

matter any further; but I do want th·e Senate to understand 
the grounds of the point of order and the ground of the ruling 
of the Chair from which I respectfully appeal. I consider this 
ruling of such vast importance, and the precedent that would 
be established in this matter so far reaching, that I desire to 
state the matter to the Senate. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HoWELL] made a point of 
order against the conference report on the radio bill under 
section 2 of Rule XXVII on the ground that the conference 
committee bad stricken from the bill matter agreed upon by 
both Houses. The rule under which the point of order was 
made reads as follows ~ 

Conferees shall not insert in their re-port matter not com..m.itted to 
them by either House, nor shall they strike from the bill matter agreed 
to by both Houses. If new matter is inserted in the report, or if 
matter which was agreed to by both Houses is stricken from the bill, 
a point of order may be made against the report, and if the point 
of Ol'uer is sustained, the report shall be recommitted to the committee 
of conference. 

I will now read the provision of the bill that was stricken 
out by the conference committee. 

When the House bill came over to the Senate it contained 
this provision. It is found"in the first section and is article (d) 
on page 3. In giving the authority of the Secretary of Com
merce, it says : 

(d) Determine the location of cia ses of stations or individual 
stations (with due consideration of ' the right of each State to ha\e 
allocated to it, or to some person, firm, company, or corporation 
w.ithin it, the use of a wave length for at least one broadcasting 
station located or to be located in such State, whenever application 
may be made therefor) and the kind of apparatus to be used, with 
respect to its external effects. 

When the bill passed the Senate it contained tl1is provision, 
found on page 37 of the combined bills, and also known as 
article (d). It reads: . 

(d) Determine the location of classes of stations or individual sta
tions (with due consideration of the right of each State to have 
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allocated to it, or to some person, firm, company, or corporation within 
it, the use of a wave length for at least one broadcasting station 
located or to be located in such State, whenever application may be 
made theeefor) and the kind of apparatus to be used, with respect to 
its externa I effects. 

Now, Jet me call attention to the fact tha,t that article (d) 
came over as a part of the House bill, and that that article (d) 
in exactly the same language and under the same ~ubtitle was 
adopted by the Senate in the Sena,te bill. 

The rule says : 
Conferees shall not insert in their report matter not committed to 

them by either House, nor shall they strike from the bill matter agreed 
to by both Houses. 

I ask the simple question of any Senator here if article (d) 
4s not matter a~eed to by both Houses? 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I think the Senator ought also to 
call attention to the fact tha,t subsection (d) in the House bill 
is a subsection under the powers of the Secretary of Commerce, 
and subsection (d) in the Senate bill i~ a subsection under the 
powers of the commission. Therefore they a,re different bills 
in that respect, one of them giving the power to the Secretary 
and the other giving it to the commission, while the new bill 
of the conference report divides the powers between the Secre
tary and the commission. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, there may be some difference 
as to who shall see that the States get this right, but the right 
is exactly the same in both bills. Neither article says who 
shall guarantee this right, and it is not material to the States 
whether that right is guaranteed to them by the Secretary of 
Commerce or by the commission or by somebody else. The 
proposition that concerned the House of Representatives when 
it passed that article, and the proposition that concerned the 
Senate of the United States when it passed that article, was 
that each State should be guaranteed by the licensing authority, 
no matter what authority it was, at least one wave length for 
the establishment of at least one broadcasting plant in that 
State. 

If this rule means anything, it means that they could not 
strike out of both bills arqcle (d). Can you conceive of its 
meaning anything if it does not mean that? This rule was 
amended in 1918. The Senator from North Oa,roUna [Mr. 
OVERMAN] took pa,rt in that debate. The late Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Gallinger] took part in that debate. The 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS], now the majority leader 
on the other side, rose on the floor and stated that he himself 
had prepared that &.mendment to the rules, and that his pur
pose in preparing it was to prevent legislation in the future by 
conferees. I can not understand what the rule means if it 
does not mean that. 

Can there be any agreement between two Houses on legislation 
any plainer than the adoption of the same paragra,ph in both 
bills ? If the adoption of the same paragraph in exactly the 
same language in both bills is not an agreement as to that para
graph, what does con titute an agreement?. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I ask the 
Senator the paragraph to which he is referring? I have two 
or three different drafts of the bill and am unable to identify it. 

1\:lr. PITTMAN. I will indicate it to the Senator. 
1\lr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 

question? The Senator from Washington [1\:lr. DILL] suggested 
that there has been a division of this power, and indicated that 
the same right is preserved in the conference report, although 
the authority for putting into effect that right has been divided. 
The question in my mind is, Has this right of each State to one 
broadcasting station been preserved in the conference report? 

Mr. PITTl\'IAN. That is the only question; and it has not 
been preserved in the conference report. This is the only guar
anty in either bill that each State sllall have at least one 
broadcasting. length allocated to it. The statement of the Sena
tor the other clay showed that they deliberately did away with 
the right of the State. The1·e is no question about that. 

1\:Ir. SMITH. I would like to ask the Senator a question. If 
the specific language in both bills conveys the same right, under 
the rnle have the conferees the power to change the language 
and leave it to be inferred as to whether the language in the 
two bills means the same thing? It seems to me the language 
of the rule is so explicit that the conferees have no right to 
change the verbiage, where verbiage is agreed to by both Houses. 

1\lr. PITTl\IAN. They have stricken out of both bills para
graph (d), and the rule provides "nor shall they strike from 
the bill matter agreed to by both Houses." 

I would like to ask the Senator fi·om Kansas--
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I had intended to discuss the 

rule for a few moments. 

Ur. PITTMAN. If the Senator intends to discuss the rule, 
I will not ask him the question now. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will answer the que tion now, if the Senator 
desires. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I would like to have the Senator answer it 
right now. I wish the Senator would state w11ether, in his 
opinion, the striking out of paragraph (d) in the bill which 
comes before us, language which appeared in both the Senate 
and the House bills, is a violation of the rule. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, that was the que·stion I in
tended to discuss. I can not answer it in just one sentence. 
If the Senator wants to yield to me to make a few remarks on 
the question, I sllall be very glad to do so now, or I will wait 
until later. 

Mr. PITTMAN. As the Sen a tor pleases. 
Mr. CURTIS. Just as the Senator from Nevada pleases. 
Mr. PITTMAN. I would like to have the Senator discuss it 

now. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, when the ruling was made last 

night, I was of the opinion that the Chair was wrong. I pro
posed the original amendment to the rule and it was refer1·ed 
to the committee, and after a long conference with the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] and the Senator from 
New Hampshire, 1\I.r. Gallinger, we agreed upon the substitute, 
and the object was, as stated very plainly in the rule, to prevent 
conferees from legislating. 

Last night I sent for the bills involved in this discussion 
and have gone over them very ca1·efully, a· well as the authori
ties, and, in my judgment, the Ohair was right in his ruling, 
for the reasons which I shall state. 

The bill which passed the House provided what the Secretary 
of Commerce should do under certain circumstances. The 
bill which passed the Senate provided what the commission 
should do under certain circumstances. Instead of the lan
guage that was stricken out being in conference and beiug 
the controve·rted question, the question in conference was as to 
the power of the Secretary of Commerce or the power of the 
comm.L."-"ion-that is, the power that was intended to be con
ferred. 
• We have a decision of Vice President· Marshall on this ques
tion, which seems to me to settle the matter. On February 27, 
1919, the Senate proceeded to consider the conference report 

·on House bill 13274, to provide for relief where formal con
tracts have not been made in the manner required by law. I 
read the following fi·om Gilfry's Precedents: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I make the point of order against 
the conference report, because it does not include matter that was 
passed by the House and which sub-stantially in the same form was 
passed by the Senate. The matter to which I refer was left out of 
the conference report. I call the attention of the Chair first to Rule 
XXVII, which provides : 

" Conferees shall not insert in their report matter not committed to 
them by either House, nor shall they strike from the bill matter agreed 
to by both Houses." 

I call the attention of the Chair to the wording of the rule, which 
says that the conferees shall not "strike from the bill matter agreed 
to by both Houses." 

I l'ead from page 3 of the bill as passed by the House: 
".And pt·ovided further, That the names of such contractors and the 

amounts of such partial or final settlements shall be filed with the 
Clerk of the House, for the information of Congress, and printed in 
the CormRESSIO:-iAL RECORD or in the Official Bulletin or as a public 
document 10 days before confirmation and payment is authorized upon 
such contracts." 

On page 14 of the bill which passed the Senate on that subject is 
found the following : 

aAnd providea further, That the names of such contractors and the 
amounts of such partial or final settlements shall be filed with the 
Clerk of the House, for the information of Congre. s, and printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD "-

I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that up to that point 
both bills are the same-
"or as a public document within 10 days after such confirmation." 

:Mr. President, the gist of my contention is that matter has been 
left out which was agreed upon by both Houses, and under the terms 
of the rule that makes the report subject to a point of order. I refer 
to the provision that the names of the contractors and the amounts 
of such partial or final settlements should be tiled with the Clerk of 
the House for the information of Congress and printed in the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD. It is true that in the Senate a slight change was 
made in the remainder of that clause; that is, reference to the Official 
Bulletin was left out, and instead of the publication being required 
before confirmation it was required under the Senate bill to be made 
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10 days after confirmation; in othel" words, there is a difference as to 
time and as to. publication in the Official Bulletin ; but it was agreed 
by both Houses that there should be a publication of these data. This 
provision ought not to have been left out of the conference report, in 
my judgment, and I make the point of order that the conference ~eport 
should be recommitted under the terms of the Rule XXVII, found on 
page 35 of the rules. 

• • • • • • • 
The VICE PRESIDENT (Mr. Marshall). Let the Chair rule first, and 

then any Senator can take an appeal from the ruling of the Chair, or 
the Senator from Utah can express his opinion on the ruling of the 
Chair. 

The Chair has heretofore gone to great lengths in sustaining the 
rule of the Senate with reference to the insertion of new matter and 
the omission of matter agreed to by the two Houses. In an early opin
ion, after this rule wllB adopted, the point of order was sustained 
where there · was a section in the original bill of the House and a sec
tion in the original bill of the Senate which were identically the same. 
That ruling went further than the precedents of the House of Repre
sentatives have been, from the days of Speaker Colfax down. Those 
rulings are uniformly to the efrect that where the House passes a bill 
and the Senate strikes out all after the enacting clause and passes 
another bill, when it goes to conference the matter is practically in 
the hands of the conferees to report such a bill, germane to the subject 
of tbe conference, as the conferees may think proper, and then it is for 

. the two Houses to ·say whether or not they will adopt the conference 
report. As heretofore stated, however, the Chair, being extremely 
desirous of sustaining this I'nle of the Senate, did sustain a point of 
order under circumstances of a bill enacted by the House, all after the 
enacting clause stricken <>Ut, and a new bill inserted in the Senate, 
where in both bills there was 'fl section identical in language. 

Now, let us see where we are. 
This is a proviso contained in each bill. It is not identical in the 

two bills-

Mr. PITTMAN. Not identical in the two bills. 
Mr. CURTIS. He means that beyond a certain point it is not 

identical. 
l\!1:. ROBINSON of AI·kansas. Mr. President, if the Senator 

will permit me, the distinction between the two case~. which 
the Senator has cited, is simply this: The decision which he is 
citing in support of the Ohair's ruling rests at last upon the 
proposition that the two provisions are not identical. An exam
ination of the two provisions discloses how clearly that is true. 
Down to a certain point in a sentence the language is the 
same, but after that in the same sentence the language is 
changed. 

I do not think a precedent of that nature, a precedent in 
which the language is admittedly different, can constitute a 
precedent in this case. 

Mr. CURTIS. If the Senator will kindly let me :finish-
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I will refrain for the present. 
Mr. CURTIS. The latter part of this ruling is what I want 

to stre's. 
This is a proviso contained in each bill. It is not identical in the 

two bills at all, beyond the fact that each required the names of the 
contractors and the amounts of partial or final settlements to be filed 
with the House for the information of Congress. There it ends, so far 
ns the terms are identical in the two bills. After that, in the House 
bill it is to be printed in the Co:sGRESSIONAL RECORD or in the Official 
Bulletin or as a public document 10 days before confirmation and pay
ment is authorized upon such contract. The Chail· is inclined to think 
that the important thing in the bill was the requirement that it be 
printed somewhere 10 days before confil'mation and payment. In the 
Senate bill it is to be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD or as a 
public document within 10 days after such confirmation. 

'Ihe Chair thinks there was just about 20 days in controversy before 
the conferees, and that they had a right to strike the proviso out. The 
Chair overrules the point of order. If Senators desire either provision 
retained, they can vote to reject the conference report for that reason. 
(CO!\'GRESSIONAL RECORD, pp. 4412, 44.13.) 

The Chair clearly held that where the language was identical 
except as to the days the point at issue was the number of 
days t;pe publication should be made. The point I make in this 
case is that the question at issue is that in the bill which passed 
the House the power was given to. the Secretary of Commerce 
and not to a commission, and in the bill which passed the 
Senate the power was given to the commission and not to the 
Secretary of Oommerce, and I thi,nk the Chair was right in his 
1'uli1lg. 

Mr. OVERl\IA.N. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
que tion? 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly, 
Mr. OVERMAN. I see this provision in both bills: 

Determine the location of classes or stations or individual stations 
with due consideration of the right of each State. 

Is that in the conference report? 
Mr. CURTIS. It is not, but under one bill, as I stated a 

moment ago, it is for the Secretary of Commerce to determine, 
and under the other it is for the commission to determine. In 
the report is a provision that was intended to cover it. Section 
9 reads: 

In considering applications for licenses and renewals of licenses, when 
and in so far as there is a demand for the same, the licensing authority 
shall make such a distribution of licenses, bands of frequency or wave 
lengths, periods of time for operation, and of power among the difrerent 
States and communities as to give fair, efficient, and equitable radio 
service to each of the same. 

Mr. OVERMAN. That makes it discretionary. 
Mr. CURTIS. It says upon application. • 
Mr. OVERMAN. It is discretionary with the commission. 

The House and the Senate provided that each State should have 
a wave length and that each State should be allocated its rights. 
The conferees are attempting to do the very thing which the 
Senator and I determined shQuld not be done, if we could get 
the Senate to adopt a rule to prevent conference committees 
from doing away with what the two Houses had done or put
ting something in which the two Houses had not inserted . 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President. if the provision in tl;le bill 
which passed the Senate had been in the same language as that 
found in the bill which passed the House as to the duties of 
the Secretary of Commerce, I should say the Senator would be 
right, but I believe that in this case the object is to determine 
what shall be done by the Secretary of Commerce in the one 
case and what shall be done by the commission in the other 
case. 

Mr. ·ovERMAN. We are giving the power to a commission 
to legislate upon this matter, rather than to the House and 
to the Senate, to determine whether in their opinion my State 
shall . have certain rights. 

Mr. CURTIS. I do not agree with the Senator. 
Mr. OVERMAN. The House and the Senate provided that 

each State should have certain rights, and the Senator now 
says that df.scretionary power is to be given to another body. 
Is not that legislation? 

Mr. CURTIS. That was the question at issue, and they 
agreed upon tl;l.e language found in their report as a substitute 
for the language in the two bills. 

Mr. OVERMAN. They are attempting to strike out what 
both the House and the Senate provided-that each State 
should have certain rights. 

M.c. WATSO:N. Is not the Senator discussing the merits of 
the proposition rather than the parliamentary situation? 

Mr. NORRIS. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator from NeT"ada 
permit me to ask the Senator from Kansas a question? 

1\Ir. PITTMA.t~. I yield. 
Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator if it is not true 

that the only thing in dispute between the two Houses that was 
left to conference in this disputed language was as to whether 
the power should be administered by a commission or whether 
it Rhould be admini tered by the Secretary of Commerce. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think so. 
Mr. NORRIS. If that be true, that was the only thing of 

which the conference committee had any jurisdiction. 
1\Ir. OURTIS. One of the bills provided that the Depart

ment of Commerce should do certain things, and the other bill 
that a commission should do certain things. Therefore, when 
the matter went to conference the question as to what either 
or both should do would be in conference. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. I think the Senator is in error in this. What 
should be done was not in dispute between the House and the 
Senate. As to whether the Secretary of Commerce should do 
it or the commission should do it was in dispute and was 
properly submHted to the conferees. But one of the main 
things was tbat each State had the right to one of those sta
tions. Both Houses agreed to that. One said it should be 
administered by the Secretary of Commerce and the other said 
it should be administered by a commission. The conferees 
had a right to decide as between those two methods, but they 
had no right, it seems to me, to take out of the bill a material 
proposition, which was that e\ery State had the right to one 
station. Under the bill as reported by the conferees it is ad
mitted that they do not have that right. 

Mr. PITTMAN. The change the conferees made with regard 
to who should administer it does not make it unadministerable 
at all. 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly not. 
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Mr. DILL. I want to call attention to the fact that the 

powers given the commission and the powers given the Secre
tary of Commerce are not identical. It just happens that the 
part picked out by the Senator from Nevada is identical, but 
the general powers are different. The Sennte added certain 
powers which the House did not give. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. "~ill the Senator from Ne
Yada yield to me? 

Mr. PIT-TMAN. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I am anxious 

to see the legislation disposed of, but I think it is important 
that we should determine what is the correct rule in such 
cases as that now before the Senate. Some Senators present 
will recall that when the rule was first adopted or shortly 
after its adoption I took the position that when the Senate, 
for instance, by a single amendment in the nature of a substi
tute, struck out all after the enacting clause in a House bill 
and inf!erted new language, notwithstanding the fact that 
there may have been provisions alike in the House bill and 
in the Senate bill, the conferees acquired jurisdiction of the 
whole subject matter. That was debated here at great length 
and the Senate, in the precedent referred to by the Vice 
President and quoted by the Senator from Kansas, held that 
if any matter in the House bill was identical with any matter 
in the Senate bill, the conferees did not have power to strike 
it out. 

I have not had an opporttmity to look up the precedents, 
but I recall from memory that time and again that decision 
has been reached. In every case where a provision in the 
Senate bill was identical with a provision in the House bill, it 
has uniformly been held that the conferees could not eliminate 
that provision unle s the precedent cited by the Senator from 
Kansas constitutes a fair precedent to that effect. 

Now, Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. NORRIS] that paragraph (d), which was in both bills, is 
a substantial provision, in identical language in both bills, 
and for that reason the conferees exceeded their authority 
when they struck it out of the conference report. The subject 
matter, which was in disagreement as to that paragraph, was 
not what shall be done, but by whom it shall be done. It was 
entirely competent for the conferees to say that either the 
Secretary of Commerce or the commission, or, instead of either 
of them, some other authority, might apply paragraph (d), 
but paragraph (d) being in both bills, it could not be elimi
nated. 

The whole section hinges on the construction to be placed on 
Rule XXVII and particularly the words "matter agreed to 
by both Houses." That does not say "section" or "clause" 
or ''paragraph." It becomes necessary to determine what is 
meant by the words "matter agreed to by both Houses." Cer
tainly the Vice President was right in the case cited by the 
Senator from Kansas, where the two provisions were dissimilar 
and noticeably dissimilar, because they did not constitute 
matter agreed to by both Houses, and therefore did not bring 
the subject within the rule which was invoked. 

Mr. CURTIS. They were identical down to the words-
ot· as a public document 10 days before confirmation and payment is 
authorized upon such contracts. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is true; but will the 
Senator or anyone else contend that the mere existence of two 
words or three words in a paragraph or section would entitle 
the Senator to invoke Rule XXVII? Certainly not. The point 
I am making is that if we read the matter as a whole, it was 
different in the two bills, and it was upon that difference that 
the Vice President actually hung his ruling, and his decision 
was clearly correct. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Before the Senator leaves that point let me 
say that the conferees would have to adopt the language either 
in the Senate bill or the House bill on that proposition, because 
they could not adopt both ; that is a sure thing. . If they could 
not agree on the language in the Senate bill and if they could 
not agree on the language in the House bill, they would have to 
write another section which would embody the intent of both 
Houses as nearly as they could compromise on it. That is 
what is meant by the proposition that when they substitute for 
a House bill a Senate bill all differences are bound to be in 
conference. But it is only the differences that are in conference. 

Mr. CURTIS. But in this case the language was-
that the names of such contractors and the amounts of such partial 
or final settlements shall be filed with the Clerk of the House for the 
information of Congress and printed in the CO!I!GRESSIONAL RECORD or 
in the Official Bulletin. 

The Senator will agree that clown to that point the language 
is identical. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; but that is not even a 
complete sentence. The Senator from Kansas is too good n 
lawyer or, at least, too good a Senator to make the contention 
that the matter agreed to, using the· language of Rule XXVII, 
was the same in both places. 

Mr. CURTIS. One was under the Department of Commerce 
and the other under the commission, and that was the only 
question in dispute, instead of the item referred to. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I 1.mder tand that, and it was 
entirely competent, that being a question in dispute, for the 
conferees to vest the jurisdiction either in the commission or in 
the Secretary of Commerce or in some independent authority 
if they could not agree upon which one of the two mentioned 
should have the jurisdiction. But failing to do that they have 
no right under Rule XXVII, ·as it has been uniformly construed, 
to strike out a section or paragraph which was contained in 
both bills, because by every fair rule of construction that con
stitutes matter agreed upon by both Houses. 

Let me show how inconsistent is the position taken by the 
Senator from Kansas. He read an opinion dated February 27, 
1919, by Vice President Marshall, in which the Yice President 
quoted the lan~uage in the two bills. A simple reading of the 
language shows that there was not only a literal difference but 
a substantial difference in the two provisions, although some 
identical words were found in both provisions. The first provi
sion was: 

And p1·ovided ftwthe,·J That the names of such contractors and the 
amounts of such parti.al or final settlements shall be filed with the 
Clerk of the House, for the information of Congress, aud printed in the 
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD or in the Officlat Bulletin or as a public docu
ment 10 days before confirmation and payment is authorized upon such 
contracts. 

The provision which passed the Senate on that subject was, 
as follows: 

Pr01:ided further) That the nsmes of such contractors and the 
amounts of such partial or final settlements shall be filed with the 
Clerk of the House, for the information of the Congress, and printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD or as a public document within 10 days 
after such conformation. 

The Senate omitted a very material portion of the provision 
as it was carried in the bill, namely, "and payment is author
ized upon such contract." Is tltere a lawyer who hears me who 
will contend that those two provisions constituted matter agreed 
upon by the two Houses in spite of the fact that there was a 
substantia~ difference not only in the language, but in the legal 
effect and purpose of the two provisions? 

In making the decision cited by the Senator from Kansas, the 
Vice President cited a case to a contrary conclusion which is 
an identical precedent in this case and it follows that the logic 
of the Vice President's position even in the case cited by the 
Senator from Kansas was in support of the point of order made 
in this case. Let me read it: 

As heretofore stated, however, the Chair, being extremely desirous of 
sustaining this rule of the Senate, did sustain a point of order under 
circumstances of a bill enacted by the House, all after the enacting 
clause stricken out, and a new bill inserted in the Senate, where, in 
both bills, there was a section identical in language. 

In view of the precedent cited by the Senator from Kansas, I 
submit that his first conviction, the one which he announced 
yesterday that the ruling of the Chair was erroneous, is justilleu 
and sustained, and his mature conclusion is unjustified and can 
not be sustained even by the precedents which he himself has 
cited. · 

Mr. WATSON. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRATTON in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from In
diana? 

1\Ir. PITTMAN. I yield for a question. 
1\Ir. WATSON. I did not desire to ask a question. I wanted 

to make some brief observations. 
1\Ir. PITTMAN. I shall try to finish in a few moments, unless 

some one else attempts to take the floor in my time. 
I wish to call attention to the fact that the alleged difference 

in the two bills, as to whether the commission or the Secretary 
of Commerce should protect these rights, did not seem to go\
ern as to other articles in the two bills. There were other 
articles in the two bills which were identical. This i~ a \ery 
peculiar situation. They let paragraph (d) go out, but when 
they came down to paragraph (e), to regulate the purity and 
sharpness of emissions from each station ancl the apparntu·; 
therein, they did not find any difficulty in keeping that in. 
When they came clown to paragraph (f) to establish area.· or 
zones to be served by any given station, which was identical in 
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both bills, they did not find any difficulty in keeping that in the 
bill. When they got down to (g) establishing a time for the 
inspection of licensed stations and their apparatus, they did not 
have any difficulty in keeping that in, because that was the 
same in both bills. 

Mr. SMITH. They changed the power that was to adminis
ter it. It was in question as to who should administer it, but 
they retained the identical language that should be administered, 

Mr. PITTl\IAN. Yes. The thing they struck out of the 
bill on the excuse that the bill differed as to whether the 
Secretary of Commerce or the commission should regulate it 
was paragraph (d), which guaranteed rights to every State; 
but they did not strike out (e), which was the same in both 
bills ; or (f) , which was the same in both bills ; or (g) , which 
was the same in both bills. - . 

It is strange that a Senator can get up and argue that it is 
necessary to strike out paragraph (d) because there was a 
difference between the two bills as to whether a commission 
or the Secretary of Commerce should grant licenses, and yet 
he does not find any trouble at all with regard to the other 
sections. 

Mr. President, I am about to close. I merely wish to add 
that a great deal of confusion has arisen as to the effect on 
parliamentary rules of pursuing the practice of substituting 
a Senate bill for a House bill. The two bills may agree en
tirely on the purpose sought to be attained. The House sends 
a bill over here and we may agree with every section of it in 
purpose, but there is pride of opinion as to language in each 
body. So the committee of the Senate rewrites the whole bill 
in different language. It goes back to the other House. If 
the language in the Senate bill is different in every particular 
from the language in the House bill, there are only three ways 
in which to effect an agreement in conference: To adopt the 
language of the House bill, to adopt the language of the Senate 
bill in conference~ or to rewrite the language. That is evi
dent. The language of the bill had to be rewritten in the case 
cited by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS], because the 
language was different. We can not adopt the language of 
both bills when the language of the two is different; and 
theref01·e, when a measure goes to conference wherever the 
language of the two bills is different, the entire subject matter 
is in conference in the very nature of the case. If, on the 
other hand, we had adopted the House radio bill as · the basis 
of our amendments, what would have been the result? There 
would have been nothing in conference except the Senate 
amendments, because both Houses would have agreed on the 
remainder of the text. The same principle applies when we 
substitute an entirely new bill. 

The only thing for the conferees to do is to harmonize the 
difference in language or the difference of purpose. If the 
Senate substitute bill adopts all of the language except one 
paragraph of the House bill, there is nothing to do except to 
consider the language of that one paragraph, just the same as 
if we should take the House bill and add one paragraph to 
it in the Senate, no one could contend that there would be 
anything in conference except the change we had added to the 
House bill. So there can not be anything in conference in 
this instance except the changes made by the Senate in the 
House bill. 

I wish to read into the RECORD at this point in justice to 
the Vice President the ground of his ruling. We have every
thing else in the REcoRD, and I think that also should be in the 
RECORD. In making the ruling on yesterday, the Vice President 
stated: 

The Chair would remark that when the amendment of the Senate is 
a new bill in the nature of a substitute instead of varioul!l amendments 
to different parts of the bill, the whole status of conference is changed 
under the precedents. Under the line of argument which the Chair 
followed the other day in holding that new matter when germane could 
be put in as an amendment under those circumstances, he would seem 
to be justified now in overruling the point of order. The status of 
conference being changed where the Senate substitutes a bill as an 
amendment, the precedents in effect hold that the restrictions of Rule 
XVII, paragraph 2, do not apply, and he so rules. The point of order 
is not well taken. 

It seems strange that the duties of the conferees should 
change. Eve1·yone knows that the purpose of a conference is to 
bring together the two Houses on their disagreeing votes, and 
nothing else. Whether that disagreement is shown by amend
ments to a House bill or by a new bill of the Senate as a sub
stitute, the same authority and the same duties devolve on the 
conferees. As a general thing, the language is different when 
a new bill is substituted. and, of course, wherever there is a 
difference in language that difference is in conference, in the 
nature of things, because the conferees have got to adopt 

the language of one bill or the other or rewrite the language. 
However, when language in both bills is identical, there is noth
ing for the conferees to do with regard to it. 

The general principles governing the action of conferees were 
violated to such an extent in this body that in 1918 we adopted 
a specific rule governing the action of conferees in such cases. 
If we are to construe that rule out of existence, we ought to 
know it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, let me ask the 
Senator what would be the effect of the provision of Rule 
XXVII which has application to this controversy if the pres
ent ruling should be sustained? 

Mr. PITTMAN. It would mean, sir, that this body never 
could redraft a House bill; it would mean that if we saw fit to 
redraft the language of a House bill and offer it as a substitute 
so as to improve the language, we would throw open the door 
to having the conferees wl'ite any kind of a bill they wanted 
to write. To hold that they can not only strike out of a bill 
provisions that are identical in both bills but can strike out 
provisions that guarantee to the States rights that are not 
guaranteed by the measure written by the conferees means 
that we are again to surrender to the conferees the right to 
legislate. It is totally indefensible. 

It does not amount to so much in this instance. If it in
volved solely this bill, I would not take such a serious interest 
in it. There is no question but that the bill will go back to 
conference, and the conferees will put back that section, and it 
will come back here; but the decision on this question is of 
vital importance. We can not stand here and deliberately and 
seriously give a construction to a rule unless we mean to 
stand by it. We can not afford to take these rules and work 
them first one way and then the other way for the sake of 
expediency. I am not one of those who believe in throwing 
down the rules of the Senate. I think we have nearly rules 
enough. I do not agree with some that we should have more 
stringent rules in this body. · 

I do not see what good .more stringent rules would do or 
what good any rules would do if we are not going to uphold 
them. It is far more important to those who are worried 
about the rules of the Senate that they uphold the rules we 
have than that they seek additional rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the 
ruling of the Vice President made· on yesterday stand as the 
judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I wish to say a 
few words. I wanted to sustain the conference report--

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. We are going to vote in a few minutes, anyway. 

Mr. JONES of Washingotn. Will not the Senator withhold 
his point for a few moments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne
v-ada withdraw his point of no quorum? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I . suggest the absence of a quorum. I want 
the Senator from Washington to be heard. He was one of 
those who participated in the debate on the adoption of the 
rule. It is too serious a matter to be put off. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum 
being suggested, the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena
tors answered to their names : 
Ashurst Frazier Lenroot 
Bayard Gerry McMaster 
Borah Gillett McNary 
Bratton Glass Metcalf 
Broussard Goff Moses 
Bruce Gooding Neely 
Cameron Gould Norri.s 
Capper Hale Nye 
Caraway Harreld Oddie 
Copeland Harris Overman 
Couzens Harrison Peppe-r 
Curtis Hawes Phipps 
Dale Heflin Pine 
Deneen Howell . Pittman 
Dill .Jones, Wash. Ransdell 
Edwards Kendrick Reed, Pa. 
Ernst Keyes Robinson, Ark. 

~~~~is ~~ollette ~~;~~~~n, Ind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-six 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Schall 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Shortridge 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Stephens 
Stewart 
Trammell 
Tyson 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren 
Watson 
'Wheeler 
Willis 

Senators having 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I want to see 
this legislation enacted. I had hoped that we would be able 
to get a vote on this conference report. I have studied the 
question raised with a desire to sustain the Chair; but I can 
not get the consent of my mind to do it, taking into consider
ation the importance and the purpose of the rule that is 
invoked. I desire to state, just briefly, my reasons for not 
being able to vote to sustain the de<$ion of the Chair. 
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I do not think the decision of the Chair in the broad lan
guage in which it was announced should be sustained under 
any circumstances. If that is the rule of the Senate, then 
whenever the Senate takes a House bill and strikes out all 
after the enacting clause and puts in a new bill, the conferees 
can write any legislation that they see fit that is germane to 
the subject matter under consideration. They can write a new 
bill and our only recourse is to reject the report on the merits 
or adopt it without the chance to amend it. 

One of the prime purposes of the rule that was presented by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS], which is known as the 
Curtis rule, was to pre-.ent conferees from doing this very 
thing. It was designed to pre-.ent conferees from taking matter 
that had been accepted by both Houses and substituting for it 
matter of their own. If the broad language used by the Vice 
President is adopted as the rule of the Senate, there is no 
limit upon the power of conferees in dealing with legislation 
under those circumstances. So it seems to me that if we ap
prove the ruling of the Vice President, we practically nullify 
the rule that the Senate adopted for the specific purpose of 
preventing conferees from doing away with what has been 
agreed to by both Houses and substituting something that they 
think ought to be adopted in place of it. 

I had hoped, however, that I could sustain the ruling of the 
Chair upon the ground that the conferees had not invaded the 
rule, that they had not violated the purpose of the rule; but, 
as I study the question, it seems to me clear that the rule has 
been violated. As has already been pointed out, the House 
provided in its bill in substance that each State should have 
a wave length. This bill provided that this should be done 
under the Secretary of Commerce. The Senate, in exactly the 
same language as used by the House, provided also that each 
State should have a wave length. It provided for this under 
a commission instead of under the Secretary. The only differ
ence is as to whether we shall have a commission or whether 
we shall have a Secretary deal with the matter. There is no 
difference between the two Houses as to whether or not a State 
should have a wave length. That is a very important matter. 
That is substantial matter within the terms of the rule. Each 
House declared that each State should have a wave length in 
the very same words. 

The conferees have not given each State a wave length. The 
conferees have placed this matter within the discretion of the 
supervising agency. They have sought to deal with the matter 
in a way; and in section 9 it is provided, as was read by the 
Senator from Kansas: 

In considering applications for licenses and renewals of licenses, when 
and in so far as there is a demand for the same, the licensing authority 
shall make such a distribution of licenses, bands of frequency or wave 
lengths, periods of time for operation, and of power among the different 
States and communities as to give fair, efficient, and equitable radio 
service to each of the same. 

and in no case, in my judgment, is the following of a rule more 
important than in connection with conference reports. The 
abuses that grew up, as I said a moment ago, led to the adop
tion of this rule, and, much as I ~ant to see this legislation 
passed, and passed quickly, I think it would be very unfortu
nate if we should break down this rule that was adopted for 
the protection of the Senate itself and in the interest of the 
.careful and proper consideration of legislation by this body. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I think I have insisted as 
often as any Senator upon this floor upon the strict observance 
of what is known as the Curtis rule, and I concur with the 
view of the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNES] that the 
ruling as laid down by the Chair in sustaining this point of 
order is broader than the Curtis rule justifies. I believe that 
under the existing rule, even though the Senate adopts an 
amendment in the form of a substitute for a House bill, the 
conferees are confined to the rna tter actually in difference be
tween the two Houses. But, Mr. President, the question is, 
What is the matter in difference between the two Houses with 
respect to this bill? 

It is assumed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNEs], 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN], and other Senators 
who are opposed to the ruling of the Chair that both Houses 
have agreed that certain powers shall be exercised by some
body and that the only difference between them is as to the 
agency which shall exercise the powers.· If I could accept that 
construction, I should agree with the Senator from Washington 
and the Senator from Nevada. But, Mr. President, it seems to 
me that the matter in difference between the two Houses is as 
to the powers that shall be exercised in the one case by the 
Secretary of Commerce and in the other by the commission. 
The two.Houses never have come to an agreement that these 
powers shall be exercised by any other body than the one desig
nated in the respective bills. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield for a question? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not consider that it is a 

question of the exercise of a power. As I understand, the 
House said that each State shall have a wave length, and the 
Senate said that each State shall have a wave length. 

Mr. LENROOT. If it had said that so that that provision 
could stand alone, if the whole question of powers of commis
sion and Secretary could be stricken from the bill, then I would 
agree with the Senator, of course; but that is not so. The 
whole matter is one of powers of the Secretary or of the com
mission, because subsection (d) in the House bill provides that 
the Secretary of Commerce shall determine, and subsection (d) 
in the Senate bill provides that the commission shall determine-
what? 

The location of classes of stations or individual stations (with due 
consideration of the right of each State to have allocated to it)-

And so forth. There is no conferring of a definite right upon 
Under that provision, however, it is entirely within the dis- each State. It all goes to a power to be exercised. 

cretion of the body that has the administration of this act as Mr. DILL. Mr. President, may I suggest also that in the 
to whether or not the State has a wave length, and substan- Senate bill the powers granted to the commission are different 
tially changes the position of the House and of the Senate. from the powers granted by the House bill. There are amend-

Mr. President, I think this rule is a very vital one. We are ments to the House pronsion. 
not acting under the rules of the other House. We are not Mr. LENROOT. I was coming to that. 
acting under the precedents that were established under the Now, what has happened? The House has said that the 
rules of the ?onse or under the old rules of the Senate or under Secretary of Commerce shall exercise certain powers with 
gen~ral parhamentary law; but, for the very purpose ?f cor-~ reference to radio regulation. The Honse has not said that 
reeling abuses that had grown up under those rules •. th1s n~w those powers shall exist irrespective of the Secretary of Com
rule was adopted by the Senate to control the actwn of Its merce. The Senate has said that this commission shall exer
conferees: and in this rule we said that no matter that has been cise certain powers; and it so happens that the Senate has 
agreed to by both Houses shall be left out of the report. In said in some particulars that the commission shall exercise 
other words, if the conferees leave it out, the conference report the same powers that the House has said should be exercised 
is subject to a point of order. by the Secretary of Commerce. There never has been, however, 

This is a very substantial matter. If the conferees can elimi- any meeting of the minds of the two Houses upon the question 
nate the matter they have eliminated by this report, there is no of powers. The difference between the two Hou es is wholly 
limit on their power. It was qeemed of such importance by in the one case as to the powers exercised by the Secretary of 
both Houses that each State should have a wave length that Commerce and in the other as to the powers exercised by the 
each House declared that each State should have it in identi- commission; and, they never having agreed that certain powers 
cally the same words. The conferees have left that out. No shall be exercised independently of these two bodies it would 
State is assured of a wave length. The declared will of each be perfectly competent to amend the Senate provision with 
House is nullified. It is clear to me that under the rule of the reference to powers or the House provision with reference to 
Senate this conference report is subject to the point of order, powers with any amendment that would be germane. 
and that we must so determine unless we are going to do away In other words, none of the text with relation to powers has 
with or practically nullify the rule that the Senate adopted to actually been agreed upon between the two Houses. The House 
protect itself with reference to conference reports. has said: "We propose to confer certain powers upon the 

Mr. President, I know that we are frequently very liberal Secretary of Commerce." The Senate has said: "We propose 
about points of order. The Senate is a rule to itself in almost to confer certain powers upon the commission." 
all these cases; but where the Senate has adopted a specific Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President--
l'ule for directing its proceedings we should follow that rule; Mr. LENROOT. I yield. 
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1\Ir. JONES of Washington. But has not the Senate said: 

" So far as this particular rna tter is concerned, we will confer 
exactly the same powers upon the commission as the House 
has conferred upon the Secretary of Commerce " ? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; certainly not-not as I read the lan
guage. The House has said: "We confer power upon the s ·ecre
tary of Commerce to determine the location of classes of sta
tions or of individuals." That is the subject matter of this 
pru.'agraph-the power of the Secretary of Commerce--and then, 
i.n brackets, "with due consideration of the right of each 
State," and so forth; but it does not confer the right upon 
each State. He must give consideration to that fact; that is 
true ; and it is a power that is conferred upon the Secretary 
of Commerce. The Senate has said: "We confer certain 
powers upon the commission," and it is true that it is in the 
same language. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. And they are the very sam·e 
powers. 

1\ir. LENROOT. Grant that they are: The Senate might 
well have said-and certainly from a parliamentary stand
point there can be no question about it-" We are willing to 
confer these powers upon a commission, but we are not willing 
to confer any of them upon the Secretary of Commerce." The 
Hous·e has said: "We are willing to confer these identical 
powers upon the Secretary of Commerce, but we are not willing 
to confer any of them upon a commission." 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, if the Senator 
will yield, both Houses, however, hav'e said that the power 
should be conferred. 

Mr. LENROOT. No; they have. not. That was the point. · 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Therefore, the only question 

remaining in conference is, Upon whom shall it be conferred? 
Mr. LENROOT. When the Senator was out I stated that if 

this is to be construed as an agreement by both Houses that 
certain powers should be conferred upon some body, then I 
would agree with the Senator; but my contention is that they 
have not so agreed. One House has agreed that certain powers 
shall be conferred upon Qne agency and the other House has 
agreed that like powers shall be confer:~;:ed upon another agency. 
There has never been any meeting of the minds of the two 
Houses upon the question of powers. So, to my mind, it was 
open to the conferees to strike out any paragraph with rela
tion to these powers, and to agree th~t the Secretary of Com
merce might exerclse ce!:tain powers, or that the commission 
might exercise certain powers, and I do not believe the con
ferees have exceeded their jurisdiction. 

Mr. NORRIS rose. 
Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I am very anxious to get a vote 

on this matter, and therefore, unless the Senator from Nebraska 
has something he is very anxious to say, I want to move to lay 
the appeal on the table. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I will not take the time of the 
Senate for more than a few minutes. 

Mr. DILL. I simply want to get a vote before 2 o'clock. 
M!. NORRIS. Is the matter in such a parliamen~ry shape 

that the Senator must dispose of it before 2 o'clock? 
Mr. DILL. At 2 o'clock the farm relief bill will come before 

the Senate. 
Mr. NO;RRIS. I want to say just a word about the im

portance of this matter. We must not pass it over with the 
idea that it is an unimportant proposition, because one of the 
dangers of the times in legislative matters is legislation by 
conference committees in secret. We must not get the idea 
that because of an emergency we ought to do something hur
riedly, which might be a mistake that would come home to 
trouble us. 

The object of the r~le under consideration was to take 
away from conference committees rights which neither the 
House nor the Senate wanted to delegate to conference com
mittees. There is involved in thil;l question no disrespect of 
the conference committee on the measure under consideration, 
because I think all of us realize how the Senator from Wash
ington, in charge of the bill, has given earnest and able effort 
to bring about legislation. I am in entire sympathy with him. 
I have followed him all through until this conference report 
was brought in, and I originally intended to vote for the re
port, but upon examination I found so many instances where 
it seemed that fundamental thingl3 were stricken out of the bill 
which bad J)assed the Senate, that I t:eached the conclusion 
that I should take a chance on the Senator being able to go 
back to confere~ce and bring us another report before we 
adjourn. 

Now we come to this point: A fundamental thing was in
cluded in the bill which passed the House which was restated 
in the bill which passed the Senate. It was provided in each 
bill that every State should be entitled to at least one broad-

casting station. The bill which passed the House provided that 
the matter should be under the control of the Secretary of 
Commerce, and the bill which passed the Senate provided that 
it should be under the control of a commission. 

The vital thing, in my judgment, is not so much as to who 
shall control it but as to whether we shall retain in the 
measure something that was put in as a matter of right both 
by the House and by the Senate. 

Suppose a bill had passed the House providing for the 
erection of a public building and the House had provided that 
it should be constructed by the Secretary of Commerce ; then 
the bill would come to the Senate, and suppose we left the 
language as it was, except that we provided that the building 
should be erected and controlled by the Secretary of the Treas
ury, and in that form the bill went to conference. What would 
be in conference? The question would be, not whether we were 
going to have a building or not, because that had been tlecided, 
that was in both bills, but the question would be as to who 
should build it, the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary 
of Commerce. 

We find a provision in both these bills that every State 
should have a broad~asting station, under the control, the 
House provides, of the Secretary of Commerce, and under the 
control of a commission, according to the Senate. The matter 
in conference is not whether each State shall have a broadcast
ing station, but as to who is to put it in and look after it after 
it is in. That is the only thing the conference had any power 
to deal with. The conferees were prohibited absolutely, under 
general parliamentari¥ law, even without this rule, from tak
ing out of both bills a provision to which each House had 
agreed. For the reasons I have stated it seems to me that 
the bill ought to go back to conference. 

I have debated the matter perhaps longer than I should 
have and now, out of deference to the Senator from Washing
ton, I shall yield the floor, although there were other things I 
desired to say. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I move to lay the appeal on the 
table, and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. 

AsHURST answered in the affirmative. 
Mi. PITTMAN. Mr. President, as this is not a straight vote 

on the report but is on a motion to lay on the table, I think the 
Chair should state the parliamentary situation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. DILL] to lay on the table 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HEFLIN. As I understand it, the Chair held that the 
conferees had the right to make the changes they did make. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has so held. 
Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The question is on the motion to table the appeal, is it not? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. A vote "yea" will be to 

sustain the Chair, and a vote "nay" will be to overrule the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOWELL. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. The roll call had commenced, and 

the clerk will proceed with the roll call. 
The legislative clerk resumed the calling of the roll. 
Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I ha-'le a gen

eral pair with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. nu PoNT], 
which I transfer to the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
REED], and vote "nay." 

Mr. SHEPPARD (when Mr. MAYFIELD's name was called). 
The junior Senator fl'om Texas [Mr. MAYFIELD] is unavoidably 
detained on account of illness.. He has a pair on this vote with 
tbe junior Senator from Connecticut [:Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. NYE (when his name was called). I have a pair on this 
question with the senior Senator from New Mexico [Mr. JoNES], 
who is absent on account of illness. I transfer that pair to the 
senior Senator from South Dakota [1\fr. NoRBECK] and vote 
"nay." 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas (when the name of Mr. REED of 
Missouri was called). The ·senator from Missouri [Mr. REED] 
is necessarily detained from the Senate. 

Mr. OVERMAN (wben 1\fr. SIMMONs's name was called) . 
l\iy colleague [Mr. SIMMONS] is absent on account of sickness. 
He is paired with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
HARRELD]. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. HARRELD. I have a general pair with the senio1~ Sena

tor from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS], which I transfer to the 
senior Senator from 1\Iaryland [Mr. WELLER], and vote "yea." 

Mr. HARRISON (after halin6 voted in the negati\-e). I 
have a pair on this question with the senior Senator fi·om Xew 



3336 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD--SENATE FEBRUARY 9 
Jersey [Mr. EooE]. In his absence I transfer that pair to the 
junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE] and vote 
"nay." 

1\lr. WATSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWAN
soN], who is absent. I am informed that I am at liberty to 
vote on this question, however, and I therefore permit my vote 
to stand, 

The result was announced-yeas 41, nays 34, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Bayard 
Bruce 
Cameron 
Cappet· 
Curtis 
Dale 
Deneen 
Dill 
Ernst 
Ferris 

Borah 
Broussard 
Cat·away 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Edwards 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gerry 

F ess 
Gillett 
Goff 
Gooding 
H a le 
Harreld 
Hawes 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
L en root 
McNary 

YEA.S-41 
Met calf 
Moses 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Pine 
Reed, Pa. 
Robinson , Ind. 
Sa ckett 
Schall 
Shortridge 

N.AYS-34 
Harris Neel:v 
Harrison Norris 
Heflin Nye 
Howell Overman 
Jones, Wash. Pit tman 
King Ransdell 
La Follette Robinson, Ark. 
McKellar Sheppard 
McMaster Shipstead 

NOT VOTING-20 

Smoot 
Steck 
Stewart 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Watson 
Willis 

Smith 
Stephens 
Trammell 
Tyson 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Bingham George Jones, N.Mex. Reed, 1\Io. 
Blease Glass McLean Simmons 
Bratton Gould Mayfield • Stanfield 
du Pont Greene Means Swanson 
Edge Johnson Norbeck Weller 

So the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on the 
table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
Senate bill 4808. 

Mr. l\1cNARY obtained the floor. 
Mr. DILL. l\1r. President, will the Senator from Oregon 

yield to me long enough to submit a unanimous-consent request 
for a time to vote on the radio conference report? . 

l\fr. PITTMAN. I will state that I shall object to it, so as 
to save time. 

1\fr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Oregon 
yield to me? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
NATIONAL BANK BRANCHES 

Mr. PEPPER. 1\fr. President, I desire to propose a unani
mous-consent agreement with reference to a vote on the pending 
motion concerning House bill No. 2, the banking bill. I send it 
to the desk and ask that it may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the proposed 
unanimous-consent agreement. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Ordered, by ttnanimous consent, That on the calendar day of Mon

day, February 14, 1927, at not later than 4 o'clock p. m., the Senate 
will proceed to vote, without • further debate, upon any motion or 
amendment that may be pending or that may be olfered to the motion 
h eretofore made by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEPPER] that 
the Senate recede from certain of its amendments and concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to certain other amend
ments of the Senate and to the Senate amendment to the title to the 
bill H. R. 2, the so-called Pepper-McFadden banking bill, and upon 
the said motion itself; and that after the hour of 2 o'clock p. m. on 
said day no Senator shall speak more than once or longer than 15 
minutes upon the motion or upon any amendment olfered or motion 
made in relation thereto. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
1\fr. WHEELER. I object to the unanimous-consent agree

ment. 
Mr. PEPPER. If the Senator from Montana will suggest a 

24-hour extension of the time named or any other reasonable 
modification in the interest of further debate, I shall be glad 
to modify the request accordingly. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will say to the Senator that at this 
time I will not agree to any proposal to :fix a time for a vote. 

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

FARM RELIEF 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (S. 4808) to establish a Federal farm 
board to aid in the orderly marketing and in the control and 
disposition of the surplus of agricultural commodities. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, there is an old saying, and I 
am sure a very true one, that sometimes great public calami-

ties bring people to a realization of truth they will learn in 
no other way. So if, out of the great crisis that has over
whelmed agriculture in the last few years, the farmers of the 
country can learn that this is the age of organization and 
combination, that capital and labor are thoroughly ()rganized 
in every part of the country, and that organization can only 
be met by organization, then the hardships, privations, and 
great losses the farmers have suffered in the last few· year~ 
will not have been in vain. 

But, Mr. President, we might just as well talk about organiz
ing the wind as to talk about organizing 6,500,000 farmer~ 
scattered throughout 48 States of the Union-as to try and 
organize into one organization the American farmer without 
legislation. The bill provides the legislation for an organiza~ 
tion of the America farmers in a simple and effective manner, 
and I believe it is clearly the duty of Congress to enact legis
lation that will make possible a farm organization for the 
marketing of farm products in an orderly and intelligent man
ner, for this Government is responsible in a large measure for 
the deplorable conditions of the American farmer, for through 
legislation that was thought essential during the war and 
soon after the war, all of the economic relationships that 
existed between agriculture, industry, and labor have been 
destroyed. Mr. President, I shall have no trouble in showing 
that this Government through legislation enacted during the 
war and soon after the war and the administration of that 
legislation is responsible for the hardships, privations, and 
great losses agriculture has sustained since 1920. 

Before the war the prosperity of the great industries meant 
the prosperity of agriculture, and the prosperity of agricul
ture meant the pro&'Perity of the great industries, and to that 
rule there was no exception. This is the first time in the 
history of the Government that agriculture has been de
moralized and thrown into bankruptcy and suffered great 
losses that can only be measured by billions of dollars, while 
the great industries have enjoyed an era of prosperity never 
dreamed of before, and labor has been fully employed at the 
highest wage since the dawn of civilization. 

The first hard times or panic that came to this country after 
the Constitution was adopted was the panic of 1816, and then 
came the panic of 1832, which lasted until 1840. Then came the 
panic of the late forties, which was followed by the panic of 
1856 and 1857, and then came the panics of 1873 and 1893. In 
all of those great panics agriculture, industry, and labor all 
went down in one great crash together, and to that rule there 
is no exception. 

I can remember something of the panic of 1873 and I can 
remember all about the panic of 1893. In that great panic the 
country witnessed 60,000 commercial failures, with liabilities of 
more than a billion dollars ; railroads with mileage enough to 
reach twice around the earth could not meet their obligations 
and were forced into the hands of a receiver ; free soup houses 
had to be established in all of the great cities of the country to 
prevent death from starvation. Agriculture was demoralized. 
Then we saw prosperity return, and agriculture, industry, and 
labor all came back together to enjoy prosperity as they had 
gone down together in that great panic that brought wreck, 
ruin, and disaster to the whole country. 

The first legislation enacted by Congress which changed the 
economic conditions of the country was the Adamson law, which 
changed the basis of a day's labor on our railroads from a 10 
and 12 hour day to an 8-hour day. The Adamson law brought 
about an annual increase in the price of labor on the railroads 
of $60,365,874. In order that this increase in the price of labor 
might be passed on to the people, the Interstate Commerce Com
mission authorized an increase in freight rates which, on an 
average, equaled an 8 per cent increase. Then Congress enacted 
the Federal control act and Mr. McAdoo was made Director 
General of Railroads. 

During Federal control of our railroads 1\Ir. McAdoo author
ized an increase in the price of labor on our railroads which 
has been responsible since 1919 for an annual increase in the 
price of labor of $1,164,000,000. In order that this increase in 
the price of labor might be passed on to those who use the rail
roads of the country, the Director General of Railroads author
ized a horizontal increase of 25 per cent in freight rates, and 
in this horizontal increase in freight rates no attention was paid 
as to how long the haul, or how short the haul, or, with but few 
exceptions, what the product would bear to carry it to market. 

Then Congress passed the Esch-Cummins Act which created 
the Labor Board, and in 1920 the Labor Board authorized an 
increase in the price of labor on our railroads which was 
equal to an annual increase of $522,000,000. Then in 1920, so 
that the railroads might pass this increased cost in the price 
of labor of $522,000,000 on to the people, the Interstate Com
merce COinmisston authorized an increase in freight rates of 
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from 23 to 40 per cent. nnd 33% per cent ns between the 
<lii!erent milroad zone ' of the country. 

In 1921 the Labor Doar<l authorized a decrca ·e which was 
equal to an annual decrea,·e in the price of labox· on our rail
roads of $331,000,000. Since 192l there have been some slight 
ix.u:rea e.-:, and the increase in the price of labor on January 1, 

' 1927, over the prke of labor on our railroad::; on January 1, 
1917, is .;1,7G3,3t>5. 74. 

Since the. e increa~es in freight rate"' which were brought 
nbout by the Adam:on law, the Director of Railroads and the 
Interstate Commerce Comruis~ion, the farmers of the United 

. States haT"e been forced to pay more than $3,000,000,000 in in
crensed freight rates for the use of the railroads. Labor gen
erally wa. · not slow to take advantage of the eight-hour tiny 
brought ahout by the .Adamson law and the increa~e in the 
price of labor on the railroads. In 1917, 191 , aud .1919 organ
ized labor inaugurated 11,400 strike. , and in practically e-very 
one of these strike: they succeeded in bringing about an in
crea~ed price for labor in the great industries of this country. 
To-tlay practically nll of our gx·ent indu tries have followed the 
GoT"erument and adopted eight hour as the ba. is for a day's 
labor. It is the increa .. e in freight rates, the increase in the 
c·o~ t of labor in the bYI:<mt industries, and the increa.,ed cost of 
labor on the farm that has brought about the increa"'e of prac
tically 100 per cent in the cost of production of farm products. 
In this increa. eel cost of production, which hns been forced on 
the American farmer by his own Government, lies the story of 
the hard hips and priv~tiou and the demoralization of agri
culture in Ameri<:n. 

~ •urely, it ~eem to me, tllnt it is not hard for anyone to 
unuer ··tand when there is a 100 per cent increase forcetl upon 
any indu try or any line of industry unle~~ that intlusb:y and 
that line of bu .. ines is able to pas. that increa:-;e on to the 
lleople bankruptcy must OT"crwhelm it in a ·hort time. 

If tlle Government. hnd not incre eel freight rate so that 
the railroads could pass tlleir increased cost of labor on to the 
farmers and others who use the ralli·oad.<l, e\cry mile of rail
road would have been in the hands of a re{;(!iYcr in one ~hort 
~cau. That would also have been true as to all the great in
tlu. tries. If t110 .. e industries were unable to pass their in
('rent-:ed coRts, dne to the price of labor, on to the people, of 
cour ·e tllcy would soon be in the hands of a receiver. That is 
trne also . o flU' a · the merchant is concerned. If the countrv 
mP..rchant wer~ not aLle to increase the price of his good~, mark 
them Ull ou the shelf, and pass the iucreascd price on to the 
fa1·mer, e" ry country merchant in America would soon be in 
the hantls of a receiver. 

Mr. President, generally it can be said that the American 
farmer is without organization, that some one else ulways 
fixes the price of e\erything he produces on the farm and some 
oue el~e alway fixe the price of e't·er~thing he buys for the 
home and the farm. and through legi ·Iation that bas brought 
new standnru.. in Ameriea in the operation of our raili·oad · 
n.nd of our great indufitries the farmers l1ave had forced upon 
them an incr·ea_e in the co ·t of production of farm prollucts 
by their own Government of 100 1>er cent. 

Mr. President, I nm in full sympathy with the incr0ase in 
tbe price of labor and the !-ihorter hours of labor on the rail
roads and in the great indu. trieR. I hope we shall be able to 
maintain pre ·ent standards nnd improve them in the futut·e. 
Wbat I am fig:llting for i to give agriculture the same relntion
JShip tllat exi->tecl between agriculture, indu. try, and labor be
fore it wa~ destroyed by our own GovernmE>nt by legislation 
thought es. entinl during the war and following the wur. "That 
I am fig-hting for is to tep agriculture up with indu~try anti 
labor, not to tear down indu::c:tx·y and labor and bring them to 
the level of a~icult.ure to-day. God forbid that! 

Mr. President, it 1, not strange tbat we fincl .A.merlc:m agri
culture in bankruptcy. The reason for great lo.'ses the Ameri
can farmer hn. ~w,tained in the lnRt few yeru · i. a ~imple one 
when approached with an open mind and without prejudice. 
There is not a Senator on this floor who does not know and 
understand thnt those branches of agricultm·e which produce a 
·urplus and becau e of that surplus are unable to receive any 

hPnefit from the protective tari.fr are facing an impossible con
dition, and unle. we can eMct some legislation that will giyc 
them a chance to bring about orderly marketing there is no 
hope for a pro~perou agriculture in America. 

If there is any doubt in the mind of any Senator thnt agricul
twe can continue wuler the present conditions, I hope he will 
listen while I tell the story of the mortgage indebtednPss and 
other losses that have come to th .American farmer. In 1920 
the GoT"ernment reports how that the mortgage indebtetine. s of 
the farm. of this country was $3,GOO,OOO,OOO, while to-day tlle 
mortgage indebtednc;~ on tlle farms in .A.mcrira is $12,4:JO,OOO,
OOO; and if we meu.c:ure the losses that have come to agriculture 

in the decline in the value of fnrm lnn<1 · aud farm Ilri(~e::; ~iuee 
1019, the .American farmer ha suffered a ~hrlnkn~e in the T"nhw 
of .farm lands and a lo~~ in the prh·e of farm vroduds of more 
than $32,000,000,000. 

Since 1!)20 more than 2,000,000 farmers have lost their bomcH 
through foredo nre or are retaining them to-day through the 
leniency of th<:'ir creditors, aud between three anti four millions 
of our farm population has been forced to leave the farm to 
find employment in the great cities. Nine per cent of U1c farm 
home. of .America nre vacant :md stand out ns ~ilent sentiJwJ:..: 
of the trngcdy thn t ha.,; oYerwhelmed ugri<:ulture during tlle ln st 
few years. 

Mr. Preo::id(•nt, the farmer· are not the only ones thnt hnT"e 
suffered :-:incc the deflation policy wns forced upon this country 
in 10~0. The number of bank failures that ha'\"e o<·curred in 
the agricultural States since 1920 is appalling. I have a li. t 
J1ere of the lumk failmes beginning with January 1, 1910, up 
to Jnue 30, 1920, and also a list of the bank failure8 th<lt have 
occurred since .July 1, 1!>20, to December ~1, 192G. Thi:-; list I 
offer for the RECORD. It shows a total of 3,080 bunks have 
closed their doors nnd not reopened. This number does not 
include the failures of State banks from July 1, 192G, to Janu
ary 1, 1027. Tllere have been more bank failures in .ix yenrH 
than the total number of bank failures for half a. century prior 
to 1920. 

I want to c·all the Senate's attention to the fuct that there 
were few, if auy, hanl· fnilures in the agricultural State:4 from 
1010 to 1920. 'l'he bunk failures in the agricultural Stutes of 
the Union · during that period was T"ery much lc::;::; in proportion 
than in the industrial Stutes. But since 1920 this condition 
llns been radkally rever~ed; there llaT"e been fewer bnnk fail
ure" in the indn~trial States. while in muny of the ngricultural 
States the number of banks that huve failed is staggering to nny 
thoughtful American. · 

Arizona, which ~-:nrcly may lle callcn on agriculturnl • tntP, 
had no hnuk fuilur<'s for the first period bctwe<'n WlO uud l!l20, 
hut between 1U20 and January 1, 1U27, Arizona lw<l ~>O bank 
failures. 

Colorado l1nll 10 bani~ failure for tlle fir t vet'iod and G7 bauk 
failures in the last six year·. 

Georgia hn<l a2 bank failures during the ftr,...t 1~rio<l of 10 
years nnd 1G1 during the l:lst 'ix year .. 

Idaho had D bank failures during the ftr~t period of 10 years 
nud G2 hank failur during the ln~t KL' yPlll'R 

Iowa had 18 huuk failurt'.' dmiug the til'~t 10 year~, before 
the deflation of 1!l20, and 204 bank fuilnr<'s during tl1e last ·ix 
years. • 

Knn. ns had 9 bank fuilnres for the fir:::t p"riod aud 10 for 
the la~t. 

Minnesota l1ac.l 23 bank failur('s <luring U1e firt~t period and 
224 during the second period. 

MiR ·ouri had 1 bank failures during the first period and 143 
during the second period. 

Montana had 5 bank failures during the first 10-yeur period 
and 1 2 bank failures during tlle ln:·t .~b: JC'Ul'R. 

~ Tebrnska had bauk failures during the fir~:;t period, lwfore 
the economic condition. of the cvulltry were c.:l!augt:cl throu~h 
legislation, and 118 bank failures during. the last six years. 

New ~1exico hnd 10 bank failures during the first })('ric•d 
nnd G l:lince 1 !)20. 

New York bud 7G bank failures during the flrt4t 11eriod of 10 
year, and in tbe last G years sbe llas llud only 6 bunk failure-:, 
Rhowing tllat n rn(lkal difierence exi:'\ts in the indu~trinl 
States, a \astly better condition, if you pleuse, than exbteu 
bf'fore 1920. 

North Dakota hud G bank failures during the fir~t 10-y('ar 
periotl up to 1920 an<l 321 bank fnilurps in the la:::t G yt'aro;. 

I wbh to uy, 1\lr. President, that so fur as Stnte hanks nre 
concerned, there are si · months from the l.·t of July of la~o;t 
year to the 1st of Jannury of this year of whkh I have no 
re<:ord, uud none is nntilable at thh; tim€'. 

0r£>gon hall 7 bank fuilm·es during the 1irst period and 23 
during the ln~t G years. 

South Dakota llad lG bank failures dming the fu·st 10-~· ar 
p riod and 257 bank failure.· dmin.~ tlle In ·t G year.·. 

Tex 1s had 27 bank fuilmcs during the fir:'t period and lGO 
during tlle e<:ond. 

Wisconsin had no l.lauk fi1ilures during the .fir."t 10-yenr Jl -
riod, hut in the Ja::;t G Yl'fil· · there have been 37 l.lunl· failures 
in that State. 

'Vyoming bad no bank failure' for the 10 years up to 1020, 
but during the last 6 years the:re have been 49 bunk failureH 

'in that State. 
I ask llllanimous contient, :M1·. Pre.::Jiuent, that the table may 

be inserted in the Rmcon.n at this point. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ooom in the chair). 
"'ithout objection, it is so ordered. 

The table is as follows : 
State a1Hl National banl.: failt,rcs 

State 

First 
period, 
Jan. 1, 
1910, to 
June 30, 

1920 

AlahaUIJl ___________________________________ • ___________ • •. . . • •• 13 

Arizona . ..... -------------------------------------------------- --···-----
Arkansns. ___ •• ·······--------------- ··-------- ---------------- 26 California .. _________________ ------- •••••• _ ••••••••• ---- __ ..••.• 4 
Colorado .... _____ -------------------------------- ___ ----------- 10 
Connecticut_ _____ ____ ---------------------- •..••• -------------- 3 
District of Columbia .•..•...•....•.••.••. ---------------------- 2 
Florida .. _. ___ • __ ------- __ ------------------------------ •• _____ 15 
Georgia ...• ____ . __ ------ ____ ----------------------------------- 32 Idaho. __________________________________________________ .______ 9 

lllinois --------------------------------------------------------- e,s Indiana. ___ •• ______ .--------- ______________ ••. __ • ___________ .__ 11 
Iowa ... ________________________________________ • _________ ..•..• 13 

Knnsas . ......• ----------------------------------------------- 9 

~~~t;t~!X === = = ======= = :: ==== = ==== == == ========== = ====~= = ==== == = i3 l\1rune. _ .• _. _. ___ • _________ . _________ •••• _________ • ________ ... _ 1 

l\1aryland ..•.•••••••.•• ---------------- _. ----- .•••• ------------ 4 
l\1ussachusetts .•. _ •. -------- .• ----------------- ••.• -----------. 7 
Michigan ______ ------- _____ ..• --------------------------------- 20 
Minnesota .•. __ ·---------------------------·.------------------ 2.~ 

~i1~~~P~
1

_-_-_-_ ~ ~: = == = ==== ===== ===== === = ==== = = = == = = === == = = = ==== = rs 1\fontana. ___ ----------------------------------------------- ___ 5 
Nehraska. __ • -------------------------- _ --·--·-·---· ----------. 8 Nevada .. _________________ . __ • __ •.•• ______________________ •. ___ 2 

New Hampshire ••••• -----------------·-·---------------------- ••••.•••. -
New ]e!'S{Iy ------------------------------ ___ ------------------- 3 
New ::\iexico. ------------------------------------------------ __ 10 
New York __________________ ------------------------------_.... 76 
North Carolina _____________ -------------···---------------.... 17 
North Dakota.·---------------------------------····---------. 6 0 hio. ___ . ____ ------- •••• _____ • __ ••• ____ • _. _____ • _____ •••••••• _. 31 
Oklahoma. .. _----------- ____ ------------------------·---------- 7 
Oregon. ... ________ ._. ___________ -------._._ ••••.• _............. 7 
Pennsylvania._-------------------------- ••. ------·-........... 29 
Rhode Island .•••.•••••••..• ------------------------ ______ ----- 2 
South Corolina .• __ •. ------. ------· ---------------- -----·- ----- 2 
South Dakota._.·------- _______ ---------- ____ •. -------________ 16 
Tennessee ..•• ______ •...• ______ •• _ •.•.• _ .••• ___ • ____ .• __________ 17 
Texas .•. ------ •..•....•. _. __ • ___ •.•. ___ . __________ • _________ •.. 27 
Utah .. _----------------------------------------- __ ·----_.------ 5 

~ff~~~~~=== ======: ==== ====== ==== == =========== === == === == === = = = -------~~-Washin!cton.. _____ ----- __ • --------.---- .••• ____ •• ----. __ •••• _.. 19 

~~:m"Y~f~~---~: ::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::~::::_::::::: :::: -.- .. --~~. 
Total .•• ___ ••• ----.----- •• -----· •• ---- •• --.----.--------- 674 

Second 
period, 
JnJy 1, 
1920, to 
Dec. 31, 

1926 

18 
30 
33 
20 
07 
1 
1 

28 
161 
62 
45 
31 

264 
108 

26 
25 
2 
5 

16 
29 

22! 
24 

143 
182 
118 

1 
1 

--------58 
6 

85 
321 

9 
180 

23 
25 

1 
108 
257 
26 

159 
13 
1 

18 
37 
40 
8 

49 

3,089 

Mr. GOODING. It is not strange, Mr. Pre!';ident, that when 
agriculture is destroyed the banking Rystem in the agricultural 
States is likewise broken down and destroyed. 

Mr. President, I wh;h to give the other side of the picture 
and refer to the prosperity and great wealth which ha>c come 
to the industrial State::~ of the Union. How different the sto1·y 
is when the canditions that exist in the indu~trial sections of 
America are reviewed! In the in<lustriul sections more wealth 
ha · been accumulated in 12 short years than has beE>u accumu~ 
lated by some of the great nations of the world in their 
thousand years of exi. tence. 

I offer for the RECORD a table sl}.omng the iucreai'e in the 
deposits in Jlll banks during the Ia. t 12 years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the table 
will be printed in the REX'ORD. 

The table is as follows : 
Toto~ deposits, all ba11l.:s, 1911 and 19!6 

ClD...c;s of bank June 30, 1914 June 30, 1926 

National banks-------------------------··- $8,563,750,926.12 $20,642, 164,000.00 

State (comme.rcial) banks.---------------·- 3. 411, 009, G60. 61 13,832, 837,000.00 
Loan and trust companies.................. 4, 289, 095,46 . 29 9, 839, 429,000.00 
Stock savings banks .• ·-·--------------~---- 1, 031, 6i2, 932.97 2, 031,975,000.00 
Mutual savlngs banks---------------------- 3, 915, 795, 392.34 2, 031, 075,000.00 
Private banks ••• ~---------·-···----------·- 148,517,930.02 133,249,000.00 I----------------1-------------

Total banks other than nationaL..... 12, 796, 091. 390. 23 33, 414, 213, 000. 00 
I===========F==~~=== 

Total all reporting banks............. 21,359, 84.2, 316. 35 54, 056, 377,000. 00 

An increase in 12 years in our bank deposits of $32,G!l6,535,683.65. 

Mr. GOODING. It appears from the table, Mr. President, 
that on June 30, 1914, the total depo itA in all banks in America 
was $21,359,842,316.3o, while on June 30, 1926, the deposits had 

increased to $54,05G,377,000. In 12 yean; there was an inerea~e 
in the deposits in bankR of $32,69G,53u,G33.05. 

In other words, in u period of 12 short years we accnmu~a ted 
in our banks more than one and a half times more wealth than 
all of the accumulation ln our banks since the Declaration of 
Independence first proclaimed the birth of a new Nation. On 
the other hand, while we have had nearly 3,000 bank failure.., in 
the agricultural States during the last si:x: year , the bank.· in 
the industrial States have more than doubled their depo:-.it:-:. 
This increase in wealth has astonished the whole world, but it 
has been confined to the industrial sections of tile country, for 
while agriculture had a loss of $32,000,000,000 the deposits iu 
banks have increaF;ed $;{2,000,000,000, so that the depo ·its in tile 
banks and the losses to agriculture have kept pace witll one 
another very nicely. 

Now, l\Ir. President, for the first time we have a bank in New 
York City that boasts of deposits of more than $1,000,000,000; 
nor is that all. To-day we boast of having more than half of all 
the gold in the world. The total national wealth of the United 
States for 1914 was estimated at $200,000,000,000, and I am ad· 
vi ·ed by the Department of Commerce that the total national 
wealth of the United States for 1026 is estimated at $321,000 · 
000,000. It is my understanding that the Federal Trade Con~
mission bas made eRtimates of our 11ational wealth as high as 
$373,000,000,000, and I take it that the estimates of the Depart
ment of Commerce are very conservative. 

Ttlking the conservati>e estimate of the Commerce Depart
ment, we have accumulated more wealth in America in the laAt 
12 years than all England accumulated in a thousand years of 
existence. The national wealth of Englund is estimated at 
from $100,000,000,000 to $120,000,000,000 ; that of Germany from 
$40,000,000,000 to $u5,000,000,000 ; France, fifty-two billion ; 
Italy, from twenty-three to thirty billion ; Belgium, from ten to 
twelve billion; Japan, fifty billion; Switzerland, from :ix to eight 
billion; the Argentine, fourteen billion; and Brazil, $16,000,-
000,000, making the total estimated wealth of those great coun
tries $357,000,000,000, if we take the high estimates, as compared 
with .~321,000,000,000 for the United States. In other words, tlte 
United States to-day boast· as much wealth as England, Germany, 
France, Italy, Belgium, and Japan combined. So, whE>n I find 
that we have an asse 'Hed valuation in America of $123,000,-
000,000, I am inclined to think the e timate of the Federal Trade 
Commission is not fat· wrong. In the last 12 year , l\Ir. Presi
dent, as I have stated, we have accumulated more wealth than 
England has accumulatE>d in her thousand years of existence. 

It is said that in 1914 foreign countries bad invested in 
America $4,500,000,000. To-day that investment has been re
duced until it is but one and a half billion dollars. In 1014 
America hacl invested in foreign countrie~ two and a half bil
lion dollars. I am ad>ised by the Department of Commerce 
thut our investmentR in forei~'ll countries for 1926 amounted to 
$1l,U05,000,000, and it is ~aid that we are investing abroad at 
the present time at the rnte of more than $1,000,000,000 a year. 

Out of the $11,605.000,000 invested in foreign countlie' $5,002,-
000,000 i::; loaned to foreign governments and municipalities, 
all(l these loans ar(' guaranteed by the government of the coun
try where the loan is made. Six billion ·ix hundred and three 
million dollars repreH~nts tile investments of American cor
porations. TheHe investments made by the Amelican corpora
tions are to be found in nearly every country on earth. 

l\Ir. Pre~iclent, we speak of a billion dollars to-day as easily 
us we spoke of a million dollars a few yen rs ago. I am free 
to confc~s that I do not understancl what a billion dollars means. 
All I know is that it takes a thousand millions to muke a bil
lion; but, o that I might have a better understanding of what 
this va ·t sum iR, I asked the Governors of the States of Cali
fornia, Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Wyoming, Utah, and Ne
vada for the asse ·ed valuation of tho e States for 1925. 

I was advi.·e<l by the governor· of those , tates that tile 
valuation of those Heven States with their railroads, their 
cities, their fertile lands, their great timber re. ·ources, and their 
great mining resources, a mighty empire, was $11,200,000,000, 
or less, if you plea ·e, than a few international bankers and a 
few cnptains of industry, as they are called, have invested in 
foreign countries. 

Then, that I might still have a better tmderstanding of ther:-e 
great investments of American bankers and captains of in
dustry abroad, I asked the governors of the Southern StateH 
for their assessed valuation at the present time; and I waR 
advised by the Governors of the States of North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Alabama, Louisiana, Mi. sissippi, Florida. 
Georgia, and Oklahoma that the' asses ed valuation of thol'C 
eight States for the year 1925 was $12,031,428,4!51. The South, 
like the West, is a mighty empire in itself; aud whil tbe as
sessed valuation does not represent anywhere ncar the nctuul 
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ntluntinn of either the South or the West, yet it i~ a fair basis 
for COllliHll"ison. Tllere are millions of people in the' 15 South
e.rn and We~tern States I hn\e named, while but a few people 
iu comvarbon own tLe wcaltll, lliut our international uankers 
and iudn. trie ha\e bn-c~ted in foreign conntrie~. In those 15 
• 'tate:-: there nrc millions of peovlc and a gren t territory. The 
'Yc~t alHl the Jonth produce practicnlly all the rnw material 
of .An1erica ; and yet, when you <:orne down to tlle asse~sed 
YHlnntion of tlleir proverty or of their renl WL'Ulth, that is a 
nwre uagatelle <:mnpared to "·hat we hn\e here in the Ea~t. and 
not so much as a few great t·aptnins of :in<lu~try and bankers 
routrol in foreign <:ounh·ics. 

There is :-;omcthiug wrong-, 1\lr. Pre. illent, uml dangerously 
wrong-, with the e-couomic cou<litions of t lle country wllen in 
12 ~hort. years tllis countl·y can tH.:cuumlate more than tlle 
entire wealth of Great Britain nfter her ~trngglc for weulth 
of a thousand year.. There is ~ornetlliu~ wrong with a coun
try, Mr. President, thnt llas a lop:.;ided nc•cnrnulntion of wealth 
nnrl n lop...:ided pro:-:1)(•rity, where the ril'h are ~rowing richer 
and the poor arc growing poorer; anu wht•n I speak of the 
~)(.ll', I mn referrin•p to the American farmer, ''"ho is g-rowing 
poorer every <lay in the year. 

It was found by un invc:tigation lllHler what 've call tl1e 
Wllih resolution that the Alulllinmn 'l'rnst, wllich control::; the 
prl(·e of aluminum in America, exteuds ueyond our own shores. 
A..h, we have great organizations in America; nnd let me say 
again, this is the ugc of orgnnization~ and combinations. It 
mi..,.ht llroperly br called a new ch·:ilization. 'Yhile capital is 
th~roughly organized in all the g-reat iuuul:ltries of America to
day, tllC'y lla\C wllnt they cull n gentlemen', agreement. It is 
known that tllo.·e representing Ole g-reat lumher illdn ·trie. meet 
in Wnshlugton every year around the table to fix U1e price of 
diffPrent grude. · of lumber. That runs through every great in
dustry in America, without exception. Is tllere any doubt that 
there i.• a gentlemen's agreement in the Rtcel :in<lu:o:try to con
tinue the l'itt. burgh plus plan and carry it ou'l 

Mr. t:OUZE. ~s. Mr. President--
Tile PRESIDING OFFICER. Doe' the ,"t'nn tor from I<luho 

yield to tlle Senator from 1\lichigan? 
Mr. GOODING. I do. . 
~Ir. COUZE ... ~s. Does the Senator think there is sucb nn 

agreement among the motor-car manufacturer , 'I 
Mr. GOODL. TG. I do not know whether there is or not; but 

I knnw that the motor Industry llas de\eloped one man who e 
wealth i now e ·timated nt $2,000,000,000. The Senator from 
1\Iichigau can an~wer that qne_ tion better than I can. Evi
dently they do not need any or~anization to fix price~. I think 
it i u crime that in any country one man, in a quarter of a 
century, can acquire a W('Ulth of a billion dollars. I do not 
care whether it is Henry lJ'ord or anybody el e ; it is not rig-ht; 
it is not fair to the rest of the country. I understand that 
hiH wL·alth is e._timntcd at two billions and that he can take n 
cn.:h propo ·ition of a billion at any time. He ha.· taken more 
than he is entitled to take out of somebody in tllis country or 
tllo.:e in this country who are forced to u. e Ii'ord machine·. 
'l'he furmer have been forced to u ·e tllem, becmu;e tlley have 
not been nule to buy anything el.'e. 

I nm quite willing- to give Mr. Ford great credit. He has 
earned great wealth becau. e he has brought into being in tllis 
country ma ~ production, which ha been beneficial to the whole 
conn try. 

Mr. P1·e ident, I offer for the RECORD n list of concerns which 
llaYe filed their annual reports for 19"2;) with the .Fedeml Trade 
Commi . ion in connection with the export tra<.le net, the "'cbb
Pomprene law. 

'l,lle PUESIDI. ~G OF!,ICER. 'Without ohjc<:tiou, the li:st will 
be in. erted in the RECORD. 

The mutter referred to is a follow·: 
Ll, T OF CO CE1l ·s W'IliCll HAVEl PH.ED TIIElR A.'l'\UAL RuPOllTS J,'OR 10!!~ 

WITII TTI.ID Fl:DERAT. TllADE COJ\IMTSSrO~ rN CON. ECTIO.' WITU TFm 

EX.POUT TRADlll ACT (W.Jo:BB-I'OKEREXE LAW) A!\'0 COXCEHXS WHICH HAVE 

:t-•ILED l'ATEliE~TS fii. "CE JA.."i"UARY 1, 1926, TO D•\TO OF JANUAr.Y 24, 
l9!!i 

Amerlcn.u :nraka llenm llinu!ncturcrs Export .A. ociation, West 
• ·yac.:k, nocWnnd County, N. Y. 

.Amerkan Corn Products Export .A ociation, 17 Ba tiery Place, N w 
York lty. 

.Americ n Locomotive Sal~s CorpoNltion, 30 Church Street, New 
York City. 

.American l\Jllk Products Corporation, 71 Hudson Strt>et, New York 
CH.r. 

Am~riCJm Pupet• Exports (Inc.), 75 West Street, New York City. 
Amerlc:tn Plttb Pine Export Co., 1005 Pere Mnrquette lluilaing, .. 'cw 

Orlean , La. 

. 33:3!) 
American rrovisions F.xport Co., 140 West Ynn Buren Street, Chi· 

cago, Ill. 
American Sodn rulp Export ARROCiation, !.?00 Fifth Avenue, Xd'lv 

York City. 
American Spring ~nnufacturers' Export A . oclution, D!!l Farmer~· 

Bauk Building, l'ittr:'burg-11, Pn . 
AmC'rican :::urfacc A brn~h·cs Export Corportt tion, Room 130!l, 82 

Denver Street, • ·ow Yot·k City. 
Am<'rican Tire :\!llnufucturers' Export As._oclatlon, 17 John StrN•t, 

• "Pw York City. 
American Weubin~ Mauufncturers' F.xport A!o!.-oclntion, 305 Broad· 

wny, :New York City. 
A:::~ociutetl Button Ex.porters of .Am~ricn (Inc.), 1182 Broadway; 

.~:cw York City. 
.Automntic Pearl Hutton Export Co. (In<'.), 301 Muluerrr Avemt«', 

:Uusratin«', Iowa. • 
California Drh•d Fr111t Export As ociation, Hoom 602, No. 1 Dnnmn 

Stt·eet, 'an Frnnl"isco, Calif. 
Cement Expot·t Co., '.fhe, care of Charle F. Conn, renn.::yh·unia 

Building, Philadelpbi:t, rn. 
Chalmeis (Hnrvey) & Son Export Corporation, near 31 Ea~t . £ain 

:::trcet, AmstPrdum, N. Y. 
Copp<'r Export .\s'o<'lation (Inc.), 2:> Broadway, N<'w York City. 
Dan~nport Pearl Button Export Co., 1235 West Fifth Street, Dn>ru

port, Iowa. 
Douglas Fir Expluilatlon & Export Co., 112;) IIcnry Building, ~cattlP., 

Wn b. 
Export ClothE> rin .A ·:ociation ot America (Inc.), 280 Maul on 

Aveuue, New York City. 
ExpoL"ters of ·wood l'l'oducts (Inc.), 25 Broad Street, Nl'w York 

City. 
li'loridn IIanl llo<·k Phosphate Export As.·oelation, Savannnb Bank 

& Trust Building, Savannah, Ga. 
Florida Pebble Pho ·phate Export A. socintion, Produce Exchnnge 

Building, New Yorit ity. 
Goodyear 'J'irc · Uubuer Export Co., ThP, 1144 East Market ,_ tt-ect, 

Akron, Ohio. 
Grain Products Export .Association, The, 17 Battery Place, 4 ·ew 

York City. 
Grand Rapid' Furniture Export Association, 214 Lyon Street 4 'W., 

GrmHl Rapids, Mkh. 
Uulf Pitch Plne Export .Association, 1223 Whitney Central Bnllu~Hg, 

New Orleans, Ln. 
IIawk<'Ye Pearl Button Export Co., 001 Ea t econd Street, Mu.-cutine, 

Iowa. 
Locomotive Export As ·oclatlon, 30 Church ~trcet, New York City. 
Naval Stan's J~.-port Corporation, 62~ Wbitnl'y Building, 4 ·l'w Or

lean., La. 
racific Flour Exporl Co., care ot Ccntenu!o.l Mill Co., uOG Ct-ntrul 

Building, Seattle, Wash. 
l'an American Trading Co., 116 Broad Street, New York City. 
rhOS!Jhate Export A .·ociation, Produce Exchange Building, 4 CW York 

City. 
Pioneer Pearl Button Export Corporation, 217 Mansion Street 

rougbkeep ie, N. Y. 
Pipe Fittings & Valve Export Asgoclation, Branford, Conn. 
l'ro,lucers' Linter Export Co., 822 Perdido Street, New Orleau. , Ln. 
llcdwood Export Co., 200 California Street, Sun Francisco, Cnllf. 
llubber Export Assoclallon; The, 1213 Akron Savings & Loan Bulld-

ing, Akron, Ohio. 
Sugnr Export Corporation, 113 Wall StJ·e«'t, ... •ew York City. 
Sulphur Export Corporation, 33 Rector drect, New York City. 
United Paint & Varnh;b Export Co., 601 Canal Road, Clc,~eland, Ohio. 
United States Alkuli Export As~odation (Inc.), 2:> Pine Street, New 

York City. 
United Stnt~s Button Export Co., 701 En. t Third treet, l\IuRcatine, 

I own. 
t:n!ted States IJnndlc Export Co., The, riquo, Ohio. 
Walnut Export :;:.ales Co. (Inc.), 010 South ~llchigan Av uue, Chi-

cago, ill. 
Walworth InternnUomll Co., 88 Pearl Street, Boston, 1\Ioss. 
Wi._consin Conner ' Export Association, Manitowoc, Wi . 
Coppm· ExporteJ'S (Inc.), 25 Broadway, New York City. 
Export Screw A t>oClatfon of the United States, The, Itoom l:i04, 101 

l'ark Avenue, r'e v York City . 
almon Export Corporation, 3001 Smith Bui!tllng, Seattle, Wa..,h . 

Mr. GOODI1 ·a. Fifty-two of the.;:e corporations-and they 
include pretty much nll the great corporations of America
arc exporting and :;;elling the products of their industry nbroncl 
cheaper than they are iu America. Under the ·wellb-Pomcn·Iw 
law, as I . un<lei. ·tancl, they are not violating the Shc>rmnn 
Antitrust Act when tlley sell cheaper nbrond than thPy tlo at 
home. That Lq ju~t what the American farmer is asking to ue 
permitted to <lo through hi~ corporation-to sell chNli:>er auroaJ 
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than he doe~ at home. The .American farmer ha!-1 had forced 
upon him through legblation an American cost of proouc
tion. He can not !:->ell American farm products in this country 
for the priee. churg('(L for Europt'nu farm products that are 
llrotlnePd by labor that costs only 2G per cellt as much, in 
~!orne <·ases, as he is forced to pay in America. 

In di:-<ctlli~ing the 1n·ice- of labor, lf't it l>e unde-rstood that I 
am not opposed to the increases that have <"Omc to labor. I 
cong-rutulate organizt•<l labor for the :-plendid fight they have 
made to giye lnbor in thil-i country ut lea~t enough to live 
decently and rei'pcctaLly. I am for the American ~tandard :mel 
the Amel"icnn wage of labor, antl I ha>e always surtained it 
since I have been in thi. body by my vote when I have had tho 
opvortunity. 

Alm(k't every other government on earth. ~Ir. Pre~iU.ent, h; 
tr~·ing to protect it. pvoducer, . I ha \C Ilere a li ·t of raw 
materials that are l:lttt uilized by foreign cnuutrieF. The fir~t 
011 the list i · Egyptian loug-staple cotton: it is all right for 
En~lan<l to stabilize long- tuple cotton, but it is a crime to 
stabilize the price of cotton in America. Otl1er products stabil
izen by foreign countrie~ are camphor, coffee, iodine, nitrate:-4, 
pota~h. mercury, rnhber, and ~i!'al. 

Thb is only a part of the story, for Germany, France. and 
Belgium ba>e gone into a combination to fix the price of ~lE>el 
and <liYide the tel'l'itory and to agree on the per<'entage of r)ro
duction of steel each country shall manufacture. All over 
Europe to-day there i in exi~tencc what iR known a:oi the 
Germau cartel. omething like 30 industries are more or l~~ 
involYNl in the control and production of raw material: and 
mnnufncturcd article.· ; and it is eHsential, 1\Ir. President, to the 
pro~perity and hnppine~ of the American people that Congre:-:s 
take.· due notice of the e combinations. 

The industrie" of Europe are not as well or~anized, as far a. 
fixing- pric·e. is concerned, as tho~e in Ameri<·a. 

It is my understanding that in an investigation on the \Vnlsll 
resolution of the Aluminum Trust of .Ameriea. it was found 
tllnt tllat organization reached beyoU<.l our own shores. 

I re~et that 1\Ir. 1\lellon is on record agnin:-it the 1\lcNary
Ha u~en bill. I am sure if he had tudied the bill he would be 
for it, but evidently the Mellon interc. ·t~-' do not under tand the 
needs or conditions of agdculture. J,a!-lt year when the prke 
of wheat was tumbling down in the American markets, a 
brother of Secretary Mellon wa on hi~ way to Europe, and iu 
JS'ew York ga"\'"e out an inteniew in which he ..,aid he noticed 
that the price of wheat was coruiug down in America, and that 
that was as it should JJe. 

Mr. Pre ident, the attack on the MeNary-Haugen bill by 
the corporation interests of .A.mE>rira i!-1 f(lr the purpo~-<e of break
in~ uown organized labor. They know and understand that 
with the pre:;;ent conditions of ngriculture, with 000,000 boy· 
and girls leaving the farmR every ,\·car to find employment in 
the great cities, if that eondition can be ro11tinued, it will be 
only a que:::tion of time before they can break down the price 
of labor in America. 

It s ems we have reaelled a period in the lJh:tory of America 
when the great captains of inchl_):;try arc ready to do anything for 
their own elfi:o::h intere:·ts. They nre no longer satisfied to in
"\'"est tlle money they Ilave rnude in thi:-1 country for the de
velopment of American industry, but are busy developing 
industl'ies in foreign countries, where luhor eosts but little as 
compared with the price of labor in Amel"icn. At the same 
time these great lntemntional bankers nnd great captain of 

"indu try are advocating the removal of the tariff barriers, as 
tiley call them, and it i in the great elfishne~s of the corpora
tions of America, in my judgment, that there lies a ·g1·ave 
danger and a menace to the prosperity and happiness of the 
Ameritan people. 

Let us not forget that the ~reatest problem that confront 
every go\ernment on eurth i that of finding employment for it 
own p(_•ople. This i ~ no longer a nf'w country, for at no place 
on American soil i' tilere a ft·ontier. The frontier, with its 
facination ·, it hardHhip~, and privation., has pa ·~ed away, and 
at no vlace in a11y of the puhlic-land Stat s of tbe Uniou is 
then' an opportunit;\· for the great cities to relieve their con
ge~ · tetl eoudirions l.ly the people findin~ new home~ on the public 
uornaiu. The vrohlems that hnve confmnted Europe for a thou
~and year· ·will soon confront tbi tonntry-tha t of n congc:-;ted 
popnhttinn in the crreat citie!', with the proulelll of finding cm
plo~·meut for our own p ople. 

~[t'. Pre~ident, with onr farm population lenving the farms 
and c·ro~Yding into our great cities, the t ime will come in a few 
~hort yt·ars, nnles.· we pa..:. · some It~gi~lntion tbnt will permit 
tile farmer to organize so he can g<'t sonwtbin~ above the co:->t 
of production, when, from the exbn n:-;tion of the :-:oil ·which is 
taking- place at the pre:ent time, this country \Vill not be pro
ducing euough to feed i~ own people. For a decadent agricul-

ture ha~ never Leen nble to keep up the ferti1 i ty of the ~oil. A 
great :tate~man once ~aid there were thre-e grave dangers to the 
life of evE:'ry nation, oue from jn"\'"ading armies, one from ~elfish
ness :md greed, wilich create anarchy, and togt•t her ·elfi:-:hnes:-:, 
greed, and anar<'bY have de. tro~·ed one government aftC'r an
oilier as far back as histo1·y r(>corcls the :tory of the ri.·c and 
fall of c·ivilization: an<l last, Lut not lea:-:t, the dangee from the 
exhaustion of the :-:oil. 'lww me a community anywhere in 
.._ merica where the ;·oil ha ueen exllnnt:ted for auy length of 
time, where it ha .. become a ~truggle to keep the wolf from the 
door, ana I will show you a community where the citizeu:-;hip, 
like tl1 :-;oil, has gone backward. 

In the fifth century, when thC' Huns and Yanda!~ ravished the 
Roman ]iJmpire, the ~oil of Rome was only producing nn average 
of four hu. hels of wheat to the acre, ancl all other agricultural 
crop8 Wl're in the ~ame pl"opurtion, all(l when the :oil of Home 
lo..:t its yirile foret'. the manhood of that mighty nation, which 
for cent urie · bad ruled the world, lost its virile forte, and Home 
went down to rlC'st r11ttion. 

To me. Mr. PrC':·ddC'nt, Pref'ident Coolitlgt> mad(> n mo~t ~tart
lin~ :tatement in hiR nwsHnge to the Sixty-eighth ongre~s when 
he had thi · to l='lly in regard to the exllau:-;tjon of tlle svil: 

The pt·uduction of uitro~Pn for phUJt food in peace and l'Xplosh·es in 
war i · morr and more important. It is one of thP chil'f • ustaining 
elcm<'nt of life. Il is CHtimntNl thnt soil exhaustion Ntch yl'ar is r<'p
re:<r.ntcd by about 9,000,000 tons, and replenisbml'ut by 3,-1=-•0,000 tons. 
The dl'lidt of ~.G;:>O,OOO tons is rl'portt>cl to reprencnt tllc Impairment or 
118,000,0110 ncres of farm lands each year. 

In the :arne meH. nge it i~ .·tated that the totnl crop produc
tion in this countr~' for that year was 370.000,000 acrt>H. If 
there is an impairment of tile :;;oil in this country of 11 ,000,000 
acre:': of farm land each y~ar, then a mo:t dangerous <'OIH.lition 
conft·ont~ America from the exham;tion of the ~oil. I believe 
if thi:-; uiU is pas:--ed it will mean the be~iuuing of a new day 
for tbe man wllo tills the soil-the emandpation of agriculture 
in AruPrica. 

Ml'. Pre.·ident, thP Me_ Tary-IInugen bill is not a haRtily pre
pared mea::<nre, for the Agricultnrnl Committees of the l:;enate 
and tlle Hou..;e have bE><•n considering the problems of agri<:ul
ture for the la.t si yE:'ar:, and this bill repre~ents the best 
thought of the majority of the members of tilnse committees 
in the solution of tbe deplorable conditions that exist in agri
cultul'c. This bill represent' the uest tilonght of the great farm 
organization that haYe been acti"\'"e in the intere t of lE>gh;la
tioa for 1l1e Ameriean fn.rmcr. This bill, Mr. President, pro
ncles the . arne maehinerv for the marketing of farm products 
that is used to-day in all of the great industries for the mar
keting of their products. All this bill does is to bring about 
an orderly and intelligent marketing of farm products; it does 
not fix prices any more than the boards of directors in any of 
the great industries fix pricE:'s. It merely offers the fi\e agri
cultural product:-:\ named in the bill to the mnrkets of this 
couutry all(l to the markets of the worlll in au orderly manner. 

In··tend of fnrm l)rollucts b ing durn}X'd on the market as they 
are at the present time without auy re~ard ns to tileir demnnd, 
tho farmt>rS' board Of Uir(>Ctors, through the a sistance Of CO

Operative organizations, will brh1g about a ~tabilization of furm 
product:, and we will not ha\e the higil point and the low 
points aH shown in the charts I haYe placed on lile wall. By 
the elimination of the duplication in the huudliug of farm prod
uct-.:, nml the wild Rpecnlation thnt often oceurs, we will bring 
about un orderly marketing and, through an oruerly market
ing, we will in time hring about an order·ly production of farm 
protlu<:ts in America. · 

Now, I want to take n few minutes in explaining the maps 
on the wall. 'l'he:-;e map· in tbemHelve. tell a greut Rtory. It 
hu::-; h en often saiu. iu fact ever fo;ince the depres:>ion came to 
agri<:ultnre, that if the farmer is let aloll<>, if his fool friends 
will not bother him, be vdll oon work out his own proJJlem~. 

I lHlYe here on the wnll five chart ~ which have been prepared 
by the Department of Agriculture, and C>NY one of them 
hows the trend of the prices of farm products <lowuwnrd. 

To that rule there i: no e ·c ·vtion. The l>rit:e of wheat, the 
pric:c of coru, tlle priee of cotton. the priec of rice, tile price of 
swine are lo"·er thau tbPy were a ycnr ngo. 

Agriculture can not go 011 with an intrea:-:e of 100 lll't' <·c;1t 
in tlte prices of the things the farmer · muA uuy. foreetl upon 
them by their own GovNnm<'nt, without any <·hauce of pas~iu~ 
it on to anybody. Agt·ic-ultnrc has to aL ·orb it all, antl tllat i::; 
not bard to w1derstnncl. 

I cnll the attention of the Senate to th('~C two lines. 'l'lw 
dott <1 line repr · "etlts whole.-;n le prices of commo(_litil-::-;, tlle 
'' nll-c:ommoclity priee '' it is <:ailed. Rtnrting here with 100 per 
c· nt. The black line, tJ1e line with these penkH and thE:'se val
ley~, we will call them, in this cnse repre~ent:::; the price of hog::;, 
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It is not fair to use as a basis the wholesale price, because 

the farmer's dollar is a retail dollar. He never bought any
thing at wholesale in his life. There are no statistics as to 
retail prices available, and so the department used the whole
sale prices. 

Tllere is another thing I want to call to the attention of the 
Senate; that is that there is a greater spread between tile 
retail price and the wholesale price now than there was before 
tile war. The wholesale prices are taken where the products 
are manufactured and at wllole ·ale points in the great cities 
and are averaged. So, when we consider the increases in 
freight rate , which the retailer has to pay and pass on, we 
find that the sprea,d is very much greater than it was before 
tile war. 

This is where the retail price would start [indicating], fully 
50 per cent above the whole~ale price. So, when we talk about 
farmers' prices reaching a parity with the all-commodity price, 
it does not mean so much after all. 

Now I shall go over and discu s the cotton map a moment. 
'Ye find cotton here at 37 and 38 cents a pound, and we find it 
down here at 6 cents a pound. If we had the price stabilized, 
so that we could draw a line through here and take only the 
aYerage price, we would have cotton selling at 19, almost 20 
cents a pound. Even if we could not increase the price of 
cotton beyond the average price at which it was bought in those 
years, we would still be getting a fair price for cotton. 

I want to call the attention of Senators from the cotton 
States to the danger confronting the cotton industry. I re
gret tllat I am uffering from a cold and a bad throat. If I 
do not make myself clear, I hope I may be interrupted. Per
haps that would do me good and warm me up a little. 

The cotton growers last year produced 18,GOO,OOO bales of 
cotton. The survey of the Department of Agriculture shows 
that there are on hand at the present time 24,000,000 bales of 
cotton ils compared with 19,400,000 bales a year ago, 1G,300,000 
bales two years ago, which is 2,800,000 more than we had in 
1923. I call the attention of the cotton growers to the fact 
that they have a year and a half supply of cotton on hand. 

I am sure Senators from the cotton-growing States will re
member press rE-ports of a few days aao to the effect that the 
price of cotton had gone up on account of the fact that it was 
expected that the McNary-Haugen bill would became a law; 
and there is no question but that the price will go up if that 
bill is passed, because it will enable the farmers to take their 
cotton off the market and to feed it on to the market in an 
orderly way, the same as the great steel industry sells steel 
when there is a market for it. 

There is to.,day an order of dumping. The farmer bas to 
get rid of his cotton, has to have the money, needs it, and, of 
course, is always shoved on to the market in the · early months 
.·oon after the cotton is produced. The re~mlt is that under 
that order of n.ffairs we can not have orderly marketing at 
all. I would say to Senators from the Southern States that 
with 24,000,000 bales of cotton on hand-more than 18 months' 
supply of cotton on hand-they should do ~omething to relieve 
the market. The price is hanging around 10 cants a pound at 
the present time. It went up 4 or 5 points, I think, a few 
days ago. 

Mr. President, I am not surprised that a lot of farmers in 
Ohio-and there may be some in other eastern States-are not 
in favor of the McNary-llaugen bill. I believe that they 
would be for it if tlley would study it, but their conditions are 
entirely di.ll'erent from those of farmers west of Chicago. 

W'hen a farmer west of Chicago ships farm products to New 
York and to Ohio he has to pay an exce .. sive frei~ht rate. On 
onions from Texas to ·eastern State the rate is $1.50 a hundred, 
on wheat 40 cents a bushel, and on potatoes $1.50 per hundred; 
but I wonder who made the great markets in Ohio and in 
l!ichi"an and 1n all the industrial States of the Union? It was 
not the farmers of Michigan. They have done their share, it is 
true, but the farmers of the West have made tllose great indus
trieR po.·sible in the indust1ial States of the East. They are 
the one· who made it possible for the Ohio, Michigan, and New 
York farmers to have a borne market, something that is denied 
to the farmer of the \Vest. lie occupies a different po ition. 
Gi've the western farmer what be is a.king for, the same price 
that the farmer in New York and Ohio and Michigan can get 
for their wheat and moRt of their farm products, and be will be 
"'ati ·fled. But there hn.. been an increase in his freight rates 
and in hi cost of production. It is not strange at all that 
farmers from Ohio and orne of the other Eastern States are not 
much intere ted, and yet they would be interested if they were 
forced to study the question as the farmers of the West have 
been forced to do. 

Let me tell you something about the story of wheat. Tho 
farmer gets 1.4 cents for the wheat that goes into a loaf of 
bread. Surely every Senator knows tllat in tlle first and second 
class lwtels and on the dining cars he has to tip a waiter more 
than the farmer gets for what he eats, for the food that he eats 
and to get reasonable service. It is a crime, to my mind, to hold 
tile farmer responsible for the high cost of living in America. 
Everybody knows that is not true. 

Mr. President, tile average production of 'wheat in America 
since 1920 has been 802,000,000 bushels. In 192G we exported 
108,035,062 bushels of wheat and in flour equiyalent to wheat. 
The tariff on wheat is 42 cents a bushel. What the farmers are 
askjng for is the foreign price plus the tariff of 42 cents a bushel, 
which would make a bushel of wheat worth $1.42 iu America. 
The question, of course, comes, How can the tariff be made 
effective? To make the tariff effective the commission or the 
farmers' board of directors would take the surplus off Lhe 
market. 

The harvesting of wlleat extends over a period of five mouths. 
It begins in Oklahoma and other Southern States in the month 
of May and in some of the Northern States the harvest is ·till 
on as late as October. It wo-uld not be a difficult task for the 
board to take the surplus off of the market, so that if the miller 
wanted to buy wbent he would have to pay the foreign price plus 
the duty of 42 tents a bushel. If he imported his wheat that is 
what he would have to pay, and that is what he should pay, for 
because tllere is a duty on wheat of 42 cents a bushel the millers 
are given a duty on flour of $1.06 per hundred, and there is no 
doubt but what the miller passes this tariff of $1.06 on the con
sumer, giving the farmer only very little benefit from it at the 
be.t. 

Now, we find that in exporting 108,000,000 bushels of wheat 
that is worth $1 a bushel for export, for which they pay $1.42, 
the board would lose on its wheat for export $25,347.726.04. 
The board would collect this loss by levying an equalization fee 
of, we will say, 10 cents a bushel. Out of the 802,000,000 bushels 
there is something like a hundred million bushels used for seed 
and other purposes ; it does not go through the channels of trade. 
This would give the farmers of this country $1.32 a bushel on 
the basis that wlleat is worth $1 a bushel for export. 

·we heard a good deal yesterday about taking money out of 
the farmer's pocket, but it never bas been in his pocket. If he 
sells his wheat abroad, he gets a dollar for it. If it was ~old 
under the organization provided for in the bill, he would get 
$1.32. He would have 32 cents to put in his pocket and he 
would have paid the 10 cents equalization fee above that. Is 
that going to increase the price of bread in America? With 
the increase in wheat production taking place in the world 
there is very great danger that it may be driven below $1 a 
bushel again. With Ru .. ia having a production of GSO,OOO,OOO 
bushels of wheat she will again be a factor in feeding the 
world. 

An investigation made by the tariff board shows the cost of 
production in tllis country is $1.40 for the States of l\Iinne
sota, North and South Dakota, and Montana. That was the 
figure for 1021, 1022, and 1023. The cost of production in 
Canada was 92 cents a bushel. In 1021 the farmers of this 
country lost $314,000,000; in 1922, $3G-1,000,000; in 1923, s:~ 0,-
000,000; in 1924, $100,000,000; while in 1!)25 tlley lost $16G.
OOO,OOO. Altogetller in those five years, on estimates shown by 
the Government, the wheat growers of the country lost $1,327,-
000,000. In 1925 we produced only 660,000,000 bushels of wheat 
and that high price of wheat was increased and the wbcnt 
growe1·s received 5 cents a bushel more than the actual cost of 
production. That year they made a profit of $33,4G",OOO. 

Since tlle President increased the duty on wheat from 30 to 
42 cents per bushel the difference in the price of wheat at Minue
apolis and Winnipeg has been just a little oyer 12 cents a 
bushel. Tlle Senator from Ohio [:Mr. IfESS] took me to task 
yesterday because I said the farmers did not get the benefit of 
the tariff on wheat. Any man who knows anything about the 
tariff at all or has studied it-and I am, of course, sure the 
Senator from Ohio has not paid any attention to it or he would 
not go out and tell the farmers that they get any benefit from 
the tariff on wheat-knows that the facts show that the farmer 
has not received any benefit at all so far as soft wheat i.' (·on
cerned, with the exception of the year 1!l2G when we had a 
shortage and then it was very, very slight. I have a table 
which I want to have placed in the REcORD, and then I ·hall 
conclude my remarks. 

I have here a statement of the cost of a barrel of flour 
for the years from 1913 down to and including 192G, showillg 
also the price of wheat; shoT\-ing the cost of the wheat in 
a barrel of flour ; showing the amount of money the farmers 
bave received for the wheat that goes into a barrel of flour; 
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showing the pri<'e of a lonf of bread for all those years, the 
price the bakeries received for the 280 leaves of bread that 
are made out of a barrel of flour; also the price that the 
miller.· have received for their flour over and above the price 
tllat the bakers receive when wheat is figured in. 

Tuking the fir t period, 1913 to 1917, inclusive, I have here 
the earnings of the great mills of America, 37 different flour 
mills which repre. ent most of the large flour mills of Amedca. 
Ji'or that period of five years beginning with an investment of 
$4!l,G78,911.12 the statement shows an earning in interest for 
the firliit year of 12 per cent; for the second year 17 per cent; 
for the third year 18 per cent ; for 1016, the fourth year, 38 
per <'ent: for 1!Jl 7, the fifth year, 34 per cent~ For the period 
of five years, through an investigation made by the Federal 
Trade Commis ion, those 37 mills in the country, manufac
turing a large part of the flour, showed an earning in interest 
or in profit:-::, as I will call it. of $63,303,403.93. 

During the same time they increased their capital by 
$22,08:~,9:16, making a total increase, or a total profit, we will 
say, in five years, out of an investment of $43,8 9,911.12 of 
~ '5,3._ 7.339.93. That i the profit of the millei'S in America. 
"'bile the wheat growers have been producing wheat below 
the cost of production the miller have made a profit of 200 
per cent in five years. l\lr. President, I find, taking the first 
period of five years and the last period of five y{'ars that the 
millers have earned vastly more during the last five years than 
they enrned in the period of the first five years to which I have 
called the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I a .. k to have the tabl~s referred to insertcc.l 
at this point in my remarks: 

T1co 1tundrea and eighty loaves of bread itt a bm-rcl of fTour 

[Chicago average] 

Flour 
per 

barrel 

Wheat 
prr 

bushel 

Cost of 
wheat in 

barrel 
offiour 

A vcrage Baker No. 86 
price receives middlings 
brrad per barrel nntl bran 

per loaf flour plus-

---------------1--------l-------~1-------1 -------------------
Cent& 

1913------------------ $4.22 $0.88 $3.94 6.1 $17.08 $0.28 
1914 __ ---------------- 5.84 1.08 5.07 6.1 17.08 . 77 
1915 _________ --------- 5.46 1.13 5. 31 6.6 18.48 .15 
1916 _________ --------- 9. 20 1.€8 7.89 6.8 18.48 1. 3l 
1917------------------ 10.94 2. 25 10.57 9. 5 26.60 . 37 
1918.----------------- 10.77 2. 22 10.4.3 10.1 28.28 .34 1919 _____________ ----- 12.22 2.24 10.52 10.2 28.51\ 1. 70 
1920.----------------- 10.02 2. 23 10.48 12.0 33.00 I .46 
192L-------------- --- 6.87 1.25 5.87 10.3 28.84 1.00 
1922.----------------- 6.30 1.14 5.35 9.6 26.88 .9.'i 
11!23------------------ 5.48 1.02 4. 79 9. 7 27.16 .69 
1924.----------------- 7.62 1.58 7.42 9.8 27.44 .20 
1925.----------------- 8.34 1. 59 7.47 9.9 27.72 .87 
1926 __________ -------- 7.55 1.42 6.67 9.9 27.72 .88 

t Loss. 
Agricultural Department advises the farmer receives 1.4 cents for tho wheat that 

goes into a loaf of hread. 
Over a period of five years on an investment of $43,687,911.12, they show earnings or 

631303,403.93, and in audition to this increa.c;ed theil' investment $22,083,936, which 
$d< ed together give us a total of $85,387,339.93, whlch is nearly 200 per cent on the 
anvestment at the beginning of the period. 
i 

Table sllotoing profits dlldttg 5-year per·Coa of the war by ~ flour-milling companies in certain pa1·ts of count1·y 

37 companies Northwestern group Southwestern group Eastern group 

Year 
Investment Per cent Investment Per cent Investment Per cent Investment Per cent 

of profit of profit of profit .of profit 

1913-14.-- ------------------------------------------------------ $43,687,911.12 
] 914-15- -------------------------------------------------------- 45, 830, 752. 49 
1915-16--------------------------------------------------------- 4 ,24 . 643.87 
1916-17--------------------------------------------------------- 65, 382, 9.57 . .a 
1917-18.-------------------------------------------------------- 65, 771, 847. 33 

I have here an editorial from the Wa!:ihington rost of this 
morning. I send it to the desk und I ask that it may be read 
into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDL .,.G OFFICER Cl\Ir. GoFF in the chair). "\'nth
out objection, the clerk will read as reque ted. 

Tile Chief Clerk read a.· follows : 
[From the Washington :Post, Wednesday, l!'eiJruury 9, 1927] 

THE :U1Ndll.Y-HAUGE~ BILL 

Tile Senate has agreed to \Ote on the 1\Ic:Nary-Haugen bill on Friday 
afternoon. 

Tllat is the opportunity for independent and conscientious Senators 
to iri.ke down one of the mo t vicious proposals evel' laid before 
Congre 

Sruators can help to re tore the confidence of tbe people in the 
Senate by voting down this class legislation. 

Some Senntors are at heart oppo~:~ed to this bill, but are inclined to 
vote for it through fear of the " agricultural vote." Others do not 
uodrr tand the bill and may vote for it because of the insistence of its 
eponsors and their statement that Mr. Coolid~e now favors it. 

There is no rea. on wby any Senator should be aft•ald of the furm 
vote. The majority of fat'mer are oppoaed to the 1\lc:-lary-Haugrn 
uill. They are learning that it is the invention of politicians who are 
trying to " farm the farmers." 

r'o .'enator should be mi led into thinking that President Coolidge 
fa\or.· tbe McNary-Haugen bill. He does not. I! pa sed, he will veto 
it. Bnt Congt·ess should not act the coward by pa · ·ing the bill and 
then looking to the President to do bis duty. 

The opposition to this bill is not bn ·ed upon anta~-:"onlsm to the 
farmers. No one wishe to see agriculture suffer. The amount carried 
by the bi11, ., 230,000,000, is but a fraction of ·what the Nation would 
gladly vote for farm relief it the people could be sure that the money 
would be devoted to actual farm relief and accomplish the purpose 
desired. 

It 1 becau e the ::\lc~ary-Haugen bill ets up a bureaucracy in Wn b
ington to boost the co t of living for all, the benefit of tile few, that it 
is oppo,.ed. 

The Mc~ary-Ilau"'en bill, if enacted, would not be merely a tempo
rnry evil. It would be a burning sore, arraying one clas of Americans 
ng!lin t another cla s, and stirring up bate and reprhmls. It would 
tend to transform this GovernmE>nt by placing it upon the false founda
tion of cia fa.vorltl m in. tead of a square deal for all. Two kinds of 
Americans would be created by this bill, one kind paying tribute to the 
other. 

12.6 $26, 671,525. 22 • 13.8 $6, 293, 539. 56 11.3 $10, 722, 846. 34 10.5 
17.2 27, 843, 276. 69 19.4 5, 954, 412. 73 20.9 11, 033, 063. 07 9.1 
13. 1 29, 520. 392. 40 15.7 7, 807, 301. 72 12.5 10, 920, 949. 75 6. 5 
3 .4 31, 673, 062. 86 44. i 9, 293, 918. 23 34.2 11, 415, 976. 39 22.8 
34.1 41, 321, 145. 44 32.7 11, 794, 511. 56 42.6 12, 656, 190. 33 20.8 

.A.llsolute control of the people's bread would be placed in the hands 
of a bureau in Washington, to manipulate as the bureau saw fit. '£his 
bureau would not be the Gm·ernment, IJut a supergovernment, not 
amenaiJle to the President or Congress. It could garniJle in wheat, corn, 
hogs, cotton, tobacco, and any other crop which it might declare to be 
"staple." , 

In its es!:'lence and spil'it the bill violates the Coustltution. nut it 
would be poor ,work on the part of Senators who doubt its constitu
tionality to vote for it and go through the long and coslly process of 
having it nullified by the courts. Why e;ubjf'Ct the people to this 
irritating, unjust, and expensive experiment? 

Senators who have the interest of the United States at heart, includ
ing the interest of agriculture, will not sacrifice their self-respect and 
inuependence by voUng for this bill merely to curry favor wiili the 
m;rthicnl "farm vote." 

The politicians who have band('d together to jam this bill through 
Congress have no r(·gard for the public W<•lfare. 'I.'he public welfare 
rests in the bands of Congress. It is for Senators to land between 
the people and these marauders. 

:Mr. GOODING. ~Ir. President, every morning for hreakfa~t 
for some time now we have bad a uitter attack by the 'Vash
ington ro. t on the McNary-IIaugen bill. The only real raid 
on the Treasury of the United States that this country ba8 
ever known bas been made by the gTeat newspapers of the 
country, which enjoy the second-class mail privileges. Last year 
the Government carried the second-class mail at a lo. s of $ 3,-
49 ,228. 0. That vast amount represents the subsidy, if you 
plca:;e, which is paid by the Government to the great new ·
papers and all tho ·e using the mails for second--class matter. 
This has b en going on for more than a quarter of a centm·y, 
and yet the great newspapers which are crying out to destroy 
an opportunity for tbe farmers to market their own products 
in an orderly and intelli~ent manner are now asking for le~is
lation which means an additional increase of $8,000,000 in the 
po 'tal deficit on econcl-class mn tter if the bill . hall pass which 
is now before Congres,, making a loss every year of something 
more than $91,000,000 to the Government. Every hone t man 
ougbt to be willing to pay the Gon•rnrnent the co::lt of the 
service rendered, whether it is through the mail or any other 
way; every honest journalist ought to be willing to do that; 
but they are going to drive down the throats of the American 
people another piece of legislation, as they have done in the 
past, which will give them a still greater subsidy in the futm·e 

I 
J 
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tlum tl1ey lurn~ prcyiou:;ly had; and I anticipate they will con- Mr. CAPPER. Tbe report that the DiRtrict CommL::3ioners 
tinue increasiug their sub~idy so far as carrying econcl-class make to me i"' that the hill as amcude<l will Sl'ITe the purpose 
mail matter is com:erne<l. de~ircd. It will ~imply mean, they ~:my, that possil>ly it will be 

~·ow, ::\Ir. Pre.·ident, I wic;h to say one word about the Curtis- necessary later to get a deficiency av1•ropriation. 
A swell IJill. The farmers of Amcl'ica are not a:-~king for it at CHA. ' GE OF nEFERE.'CE 

all. It is a dau~eruus piece of le~islation. It undertakes to 1\lr. LA FOLLETTE. 1\Ir. President, while this conference is 
lwlp cooperative murketing. Practkally every cooperative mar- goiug on, will the Senator from 1\lontuna yield to me for a 
ketin•r or~auization of tbi · country lm · made a failure. I have ruoment't 
l~longed -to marlwting organizatious which ha,·e failed. They 1\lr. "THEELER. I yield. 
mu~t all fail. There i~ no chllllcc for them, because only a few 1\lr. LA FOLLETTE. I aRk unanimous con~eut that Order ~ 
<•f tbe farmer: who }lroduee a ~hen agricultural product be- of nusine 'S 1302, !louse hill 13!!W., may l>e rt•committed to the 
(·oml' meruher~ of su<:ll organizatious. It is impossible for co- Committee on Indian. Affairs. 
operative marketing organization· to -carry the lond. It has been l\Ir. BRATTO .. ~. Mr. Pre ·illent. will the Senator from 'Vis· 
~o in the past and will IJe ~o in tl10 tntm·e. The pending bill cousin state the uat ure of the bill to which he refers? 
brint!'s in every farmer to help carry the load; the farmer pays Mr. LA FOLL:ffiTTJ;J. It is a bill to permit the devartment to 
iu vroportiun to the benefit that hC' i~ going to receive. Unle:::s hriu.,. employees in the field to ·wa~:~hington. There are flome 
we c-nn get an orgauization in America that is going to di'5- purti'es who de~ire to be hem·d upou it, and when the chaimmn 
tribute the loa~ am~:mg all the. farmor: who pr?duce a ~urplus I of the comrnitteP wa~ couferred with he . ~d h~ had uo objec· 
of farm vr<xhll'ts, It. must fall. All cooperative a:s. o 1atwn: tion to its being re<:ommitted to the comnuttee m order that a 
llaye failed or are on the brink of bankruptcy to-day. To that hearing may be held u}Jon it. 
rnle there are but few exception.. 'l'bc wheat growers tried The rRE. 'lDL ~a OFFICER. "'ithout objection, it will be 
to or.,.anize and market their wh£'nt crop!=!, but it was a failur , so ordered. 
and they lo~t million. of dol1ar.. Unlcs~ we cnu dcvi~o a ::\lr. WHEI1JLER. .dr. rresideut, I think I shall hnve to 
mt·nn~ here to mnkc pos~il>le the hrin~iug into ~ll<'h organizn- refuse to yield longer to the ~enators who are hol<lin~ a con
tion nil of the farmer. payina tribute for the co:·t of market- fereuce. 
iu~. there is no le~i~Iation which we cnn pab~ that will help 
the .American farmer. Unle:. we nrc going to do something to 
hring alJout ordl'rly marketing ~o that it will he followNl up 
l1y orderly production, unle.: we can grow Je · cotton and le~s 
wheat, there is not much that we can do for the cotton g-rower 
ur the wllt>ttt grower.. If we can 1Jring about orderly lllnr
keting, orderly production will follow. That i why tlle Ameri
ean farmer i n ·kiug for the ~1cNury-Haug-en bill. If thE-re 
.·hall be any los. e1-:, be is willin~ to pay them; be does uot 
wllllt the Gowrnmcnt to pay any part of them; an<l he i 
wHling to take out of his labor a fund to meet any lu~._e. which 
may lJc incurr cl in the marketing of hi.' farm products. 

1\lr. WBEBLEH obtaiueu the :floor. 
!\Jr. NYE. Mr. President, I sugge:-:t the ab~ence of a quorum. 
The PRE,_ IDL TG OFFICER. The (•lerk will call the roll. 
The legi~latiYe clerk called the roll, and the follo"·iug Sena-

tor· answered to their names: 
.\.hurst Geor~P. "llf,;:\InRter 
IHea · G1llctt .k .. ·:n·y 
Uonth Hotr :\lPnn~ 
Hratton Gooding :\Ietculf 
HnlCc Hn!e ~ro~Ps 
cameron UarrPld ~ 'ccly 
Ca}Jiter Ho rris Norris 
1 nruwny TlnrriAOD N\-e 
(' onz<>ns HnwPs Odllie 
Curti llefiin Ovcrmnn 
llPneen .J ohnRon Pepper 
Dill 1 OIJ('S, Wash. Pit tmnn 
Jt'crris J"'-'JCN ll:ml!ldell 
Fe~ Ln ll'ollcttc Hcert, Pa. 
Flt• tcher Lf'nront Hohin , on, Ind. 
F:rnzier McKellar 1.-'ackctt 

~~W~nrd 
i:-'moot 
• tcck 
Rtewnrt 
'frnmme-11 
T. !'lOll 
Wad:-;worth 
Walsh, :\la~R. 
Wn1!:'h, Mout. 
'Yrtrren 
Wat on 
Wheei<·r 
Willis 

Mr. rEPPER. I det'-ire to nnnouuce that the . 'enntor from 
Virginia [lli. GLAss] and the ~Pnat.or from olol'aflo [l\1r. 
PIIIPPS] are in atten<lance upon the Committee on Naval 
Atrair.. • 

The PllESIDL ~G OFFICFJR Hixty-two Renntors 1Javiug 
au~ wereu to their name:, a quorum is preHt:mt. 

WIDEXI~:o OF ::'\ICITOLS .A VE...~UE 

The PllESIDL ~G OFFICER laid before the Scuate tlte 
amendments of the Ilou, e of Hepre cntatiyes to the bill ( S. 
4727) to provide for the widc11iug- of _. riclwls Avenue l>otw n 
Goo<l. Hope Road and S Street ~B., in tile Dh;trict of Columbia, 
·which were, on page 3, line 11, to strike out nll after the word 
•• the," wllere it UlJll at · the fin;t time, down to and including 
the word "a ' " in line 10; lllld on vnge 3, line 21, after the 
~.-or<l. "ColUll11Jia,'' to iu .. ert "thnt the money nec('S>:ary to carry 

out this act that is in the Treasury nut othe_rwisc appropriated 
i hereby authm'izc<l to IJe appropriated." 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. rresidcnt, will the Senator from Uontnna 
yield to me? 

Mr. WIIEELER. I yield. 
·Mr. CAPPER. I move that the Senate agree to the ameuu

ments of the Hun. e. 
Mr. SMOOT. :Mr. President, I should like to have some e:x~ 

planation of the amell(lment._. I cuu not tell anything about 
what I-· propo.:ed to lle done from the rending. 

Mr. OAI>PEH. The nmendrncnts marte by the House are not 
of auy importance nt niL I have Rubmitted t?-em to the Dis
trict CommLc::. ioner., and they say that they arc entirely favor
nl,le to the amendment~. 

:Ur. S~!OOT. Can the Senator -rote the sub .. tance of the 
amenclments? 

MESSAGE FROM TilE HO'GSE 

A me81'ag-e from the l:Iou~e of Representatives, lly .Ir. Yar· 
rell, one of its clerk·, announced that tl1e Hou e had <l.isagrec<l 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1G24U) 
making appropriation. for the military aud noumilitary activi
ties of the War Devartruent for the fi;-;cal year enilin~ June 30, 
1!>28, and for other purposes ; reque:'ltcd n conf.crence with the 
~ennte on the cli~ab'Teein~ votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
thnt 1\lr. BARBOUH, Mr. CLAGUE, ::\Ir. DICKINSON Of Iowa, :llr. 
JoH. · o"~ of Kentucky, and :Mr. IlARRISON were appointed 
maoag£>rs on the part of the llou~e at the conference. 

The me:-->:n~e al:-~o rE>l'pectfully called the attention of the 
, 'ennte to certain remaTks of the Seuntor from Delnwan• [:Ur. 
R.\YARD], found in lhc proccedin~s of the Senate for FPbruary 
8, l!l27 with tile reque:t that aetion be taken by the Senate to 
elimindte such r(•mark8 from the REconn as are in Yiolation of 
proper parliamentary practice and the proper comity e:s:h:ting 
between the two IIou~es. 

WAR DEPART rE.-T APPHOPRIATIO~S 

The VICE PRENIDE~T laid before the enate the action or 
the llou:-;e of Uepre~entntiyes di~agreeing to the amt•wlmen 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1G2-!9) maldng appropriations 
for the military and nonmilitary actiYitie .. of the \Var n ·pnrt
nwnt for the fiscal year ending June DO, 1928, and fnr other 
rmt·po:-:c~. and r<•que ·ting a eouference with the Senate on the 
<li:':Jh"l'('eing votes of the two Hou:e thereon. 

dr. W ADS"rOR'l'II. I move that tlte Senate in. ist on its 
anH'nurucnts, accede to tho requel't of the Honse for a coufer
Pm:e, and that the Clluir appoint the conferee on the part of 
tl1e Senate. 

The motion was a~recd to, and the Yice President appointed 
::\Ir. \VAnswoRTH. Mr . . Jo:;,Es of " 7ashington, ~lr. REED of rcun
sylvanin, ?\Ir. FI.ETCIIER, and ::\1r. IlARRIS conferees on the part 
of the ~enate. 

FARU RELIEF 

'l'he Renate aR in Cummittf>e of the "~hole, re .. umcd the con
. i<lcru.tiou of' the bill ( ~. 480 ) to e.stabli~ll a l!~c<ler;tl farm 
hom·d to aid in the orderly marketing nnd in the control and 
disvo~ition of tile :-.'Ut"Plus of ag-ricultural commodities. 

lllr. WHEI<JLEH.. Mr. Prc:::ident, it is appnrent to eYeQ'one 
in Uti. Chamber that tlte McXnry-IIuug<'n lJill, which is now 
IJeforc us for COlltlideration, is about to pn...::-: this b dy by a 
Huh. tuutinl majority; and, if I urn reliably informed, it will 
likcwi~e puss the other branch of Congress. 

It has been ._aid thn t the bill is an attempt upon the part of 
(l1o :(arm orgnui:~.atiou · nnd tho~e who favor its pa:"sage to 
soYi~tizc the United State:3. In other word~, the impre:-;sion is 
attempted to be created that this bill had its origin in :\I o~cow, 
an<l tllat by some devious methods the Bolsheviks in Russia 
are extending their sphere of iniluen e fir·t to the pllnr- little 
Nicurnguan Republic, then to 1\fe:xico, and now to the farm 
organizations and to the Senate of the United States. 

If the Prel:iident signs the bill notwithstanding his well
kuown bitter opposition to it, as expressed by Mr. ).lellon and 
Mr. Hoover, who are apparently the agricultural e ·verts of this 
administration-and, I might add, the Washin~ton Post-he 
himself may be subjected to the same charge. But leAt he be 
1mduly criticized for his action, I deem it important that a 
brief redew of the rocky road this bill has had to travel be 
made a matter of record. 
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It is apparent to every thoughtful pc>rson throughout the 
land that agriculture is in a depressed C(llldition, aud that this 
condition has pr vailed ever since the ·world 'Var. It is and 
has been costing more to produce food than the producer ob
tained as a result of his labor. The cattle men, the hog men, 
the cotton men, and the grain men have been getting poorer and 
poorer. The more they produced, the poorer they became. Hun
dreds of thousamls of farmers, especially in the 1\Iidule We t 
and West, have been driven from their farms into the already 
overcrowded industrial centers, and thousands forced into bank
ruptcy after finding themselves so hopelessly involved financially 
that there was no pro.·pect of their ever meeting their obliga
tions. No one wllo has not been among the farmers of the West 
can possibly hope to get an accurate picture of the suffering of 
thousands of these farmer . I have witnessed it in the North
west. First the farmers suffered, then the merchant, and later 
the small banker, who found himself loaded up with frozen 
assets, was forced t.o close hi doors and unable to pay the de
positors, many of whom could ill afforu to lose their all. 

It was with this situation in mind that I approached the sub
ject of farm relief at the last session of Congrc ·s, and again 
to-day. 

There are undoubtedly imperfections in this bill. It will not, 
in all probability, work a millennium for the farmer; but the 
farm organizations of the country have employed some of the 
be:t economists to work out a plan of relief. They have pre
sented it to Congress and asked its pas8age. We have unhesi
tatingly passed legislation for the relief of the manufacturers, 
for t11e relief of the railroads, for the relief of the bankers, and 
unblushingly pa"1'ed legislation for the relief of a few bond
holders and tockholders of the Cape Cod Canal Co. 

We permit the railroads to draft their bills, the manufac
turer to draft their , the bankers to draft theirs. Why, mny I 
a k do we deplore the fact that the farmers come here asking 
spe~ial legislation for themselves? Of course, if it works, it 
will raise the price the farmer gets for his products. It may 
permit our surplus farm products to be sold cheaper abroad 
than at home; but so does the tariff. 

It is an experiment; and as long as we are committed to a 
protective tariff-le"'i lation which, in my humble judgment, is 
economically un ·ound-we must expect to pas· other legiHlation 
·to help meet a situation thus created. It was the high protec
tionist who created the situation. It is the high protectionist 
who does not want to pay the price of his own folly. 

In the closing hours of the first se..., ion of this Congress I 
introduced a re olution (S. Res. 269) touching upon certain 
phases of this administration's activity in agricultural matters. 
I have not called it up for consideration for the reason that 
there has not been time in thi short se sion for full considera
tion of the subject. 

On November 16 and 17 there was held in St. Louis a mo
mentous meeting of farm organizations from the grain and live
stock producing section and from a number of the Southern 
States, where cotton and rice predominate. The declaration of 
principles adopted by that meeting is a mo t important one. It 
deals with the agricultural que ·tion from a broad national 
viewpoint, nnd recognizes no parti an or political lines. I ask 
that the resolution be inserted in the RECORD. 

[See exhiuits. J . 
You will note that the purpose of my resolution was com

mended. and, further, that tho:,;e organizations urged that the 
scope of it be broadened to include an investigation of the vari
ou,· force· which have been moving toward the subordination 
of agriculture. 

I have given the ubject of their resolution careful study, and 
intend to go into the matter in much greater detail on some 
future occasion. I desire to present here evidence showing 
some of the influences which have not only worked to prevent 
the pa sage of any farm relief but have sought to subvert this 
Government from a free democracy to an industrial state domi
nated by an oligarchy of industrial and financial leaders. 

The facts before me suggest that forces ma king as helpful 
agencies have in 1·eality sought to . ubjugate the farmer as the 
fir t step toward complete industrialization of this Nation and 
its Government. Behind closed doors they have stated in their 
councils that in the history of all countries there ha · come a 
time ·when the interests of industry and agriculture clashed, 
and that inevitably agriculture had to be sacrificed to industry. 
This of nece8sity will hnve the effect of reducing the farmer 
to the status of n pea. ant. 

Dl cussing thi · trend, the executive committee of the N01·th 
Central Stat<' Aglicultural Conference sent out a remarkable 
statement of the situation, under date of October 8, 1026, 
which I now present and ask to be printed as an exhibit to my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 0DDIE in the chair). IH 
there objection? The Chair hears none, aml it is so ordered. 

[See exhibits.] 
Mr. WHEELER. 1\Ir. President, at this time I will read a 

few salient paragraphs from that statement, as follows: 
Our national policy as it relates to agriculture does not fit preuent 

conditions. But instead of statesmen who can see its failure, we !llnve 
at the bead of administrative alrairs of the Nation many men who 
are aggres ·ively pushing a program of favoritism to industry that 
will not only continue but must inevitably incrPnRe the disadvantage. 
not only of the farmers' position, but the position of all those great 
sections of the United States which are primarily agricultural. • • • 

The sound policy for America must aim toward the development of 
a well-balanced national life, careful that its effect be not to stimu
late any one form of productive etrort at the expense of other equally 
essential producers. • • • 

If the Hoover-Mellon policy of expanding industrial exports, no 
matter at what cost to other groups, means anything at all it means 
the definite submergence of ngrlculture. These men and tb€'lr policies 
say in substance that American farmers must provide food and raw 
mo.tel'ial for American industry and labor at prices no higher than 
foreign manufacturers and labor pay. Why? In order that Ameri
can industry may export manufactured goods in competition with 
Europe. • 

Mellon and Iloover are regardl.'d as the Rpokf'smen for the policy 
makers of the present administmtlon. Hoover is the adminiHtration's 
agricultural adviser. Jardine is hardly in a position to oppose 
him. • • 

It ha:; been repeatedly pointed out that these men stand for the 
industrialization of America at the expense of agriculture. 

1 now refer you to the startling address on June 14, 1920, of 
the former chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, Senator NoRRIS, in which he pointed out certain 
secret and sinister influences which during the last two ad
ministrations had hampered and hindered the Committee on 
Agriculture of the Senate and the Senate it ·elf in it effort 
to render justice t.o agriculture. I have made excerpts of per
tinent parts of Senator NoRRis's addrel!ls, ""hich I ask to be 
printed in the RECORD as an exhibit to my remarks. 

The PRESIDING 0]'FICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

[ s~ exhibits. J 
1\Ir. WHEELER. Mr. Pr<:>l':iclent, in that remarkable speech 

Senator NoRRIS gave a gravhic and sensational summary of 
the influPnces that had defeat d farm legislation in the Senate 
since the 'Vorld War. In carefully phra~ed statemeuts he in
cluded in the list of opposing agencies two administrations 
of the Federal Government, the late President Harding, Presi
dent Coolidge--first as Vice President and later as President
Secretary of Agriculture Jardine, Secretary of Commerce 
Iloover, "all tile middlemen in the country, and the great 
corporations and moneyed interests." 

He related in detail an unfair legislative procedure by the 
then Vice President Coolidge by which an important agricul
tural bill lost its plaee on the calendar in the closing days of 
a ses ion of Congress. 

He recalled the unprecedented action of Vice President 
Coolidge in violating the long-settled practice and traditions of 
the 'enate in appointing the Senate members of the Joint Com· 
mis ·ion of Agricultural Inquiry, leaving off the Agricultural 
Committee's chairman and ranking Republican and Democratic 
members for the obvious reason that they were known to favor 
energetic aid for agriculture. 

lle told how that joint commission, half of it appointed by 
Vice President Coolidge, failed to give attention to the one vital 
farm problem it was appointed to consider ana how at a later 
date the chairman of the commission, Mr. Sydney Anderson, 
appeared before Congres as a paid lolJbyi t of the grain or mill· 
ing interests against agricultural legislation. 

ne told how the first McNary-Haugen bill was defeated by 
having-
all tbe power and nil the influence of the executive department of the 
Government against it. 

He sketched the history of the appointment of Presl<lent 
Coolidge's agricultural committee in the fall of 1024, of its vre· 
liminary reports on collateral is ues and its promise to report 
later on vital issues ; of its unexplained dissolution without 
further report; of the domination of the committee by the Presi
dent of the United States to a degree that prevented its members 
from declaring their opinions on the work of the committee. 

He placeu in the RECORD a copy of a letter written by a mem
ber of the committee which contained the startling and sig
nificant statement that the committee had accomplished nothing 
fo1· agriculture, and that the writer had not tried to do anythlng 
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bE-cause, " having been appointed ·by the President," he felt it I Mr. O'Leary stated that the position of the chamber of com
to be his duty "to do nothing or say nothing which might merce has been taken through referendum to its member organ
embarrass him," and that he must carry out the President's izations. I charge that no referendum was ever taken on the 
wishes. pending agricultural bill. I assert that this statement of Mr. 

Senator NoRRIS related and put in the REcoRD written evidence O'Leary does not correctly interpret the sentiment of the asso
purporting to show a secret agreement between the President ciations of commerce in agricultural States, and to support 
of the United States and the Secretaries of Agriculture and my assertion I refer you to the numerous resolutions that have 
Commerce with the officials of an influential farm organization been passed by such bodies in the West and South asking for 
binding the farm organization in advance to oppose legislation this legislation. 
which might be presented to deal with a vital agricultural prob- In this connection I might add that the chamber of com
l_em, the particular farm leaders having made the secret compact merce in the city of Helena, Mont., the capital of our State, 
without the knowledge of their constituents. recently passed resolutions in favor of the McNary-Haugen 

He r eiterated over and over again the charge that throughout bill. 
his term as chairman of the Senate Committee on Agriculture I refer particularly to the resolution adopted on January 20, 
and l! ores try the weight of administration in1luence, the "pow- 1927, at Chicago, by the northern central division of the 
ers that be," " the political forces in control," had all been Chamber of Commerce of the United States, which read: 
exerted to the utmost to defeat effective legislation for agricul
ture, and that this organized political power has worked hand 
in hand with " the middlemen, the great corporations, and the 
moneyed interests" of the country, and he might have added 
United States Chamber of Commerce and the American Bankers' 
Association. 

These same influences are now at work in this city against 
the pending bill. I shall refer briefly to some evidences of their 
activity. 

The United States Chamber of Commerce was led in its fight 
against former agricultural bills by the leading American grain 
exporter, Julius Barnes, who was then its president. Yesterday 
:r. V\-·. O'Leary, now president of the chamber of commerce, 
issued a statement condemning agricultural legislation as em
bodied in the pending bill and urging the passage of the 
McFadden-Pepper banking bill. 

Let me digress here long enough to say that while the United 
States Chamber of Commerce is coming to Congress at this ses
sion urging a banking relief bill in the same breath it is asking 
us to deny to the farmers of this country any relief. I, for one, 
intend to oppose and to hold up the consideration of the bank 
relief bill, if it is possible to do so, until the farm relief bill 
shall be passed by both Houses of Congress and signed by the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. O'Leary's statement was quoted in Washington papers of 
yesterday as saying: 

McNary-Haugen bill: The chamber opposes this measure. The organ
IZations in -its membership have repeatedly declared against any pro
posal for buying, selling, manufacturing, or other handling of agricul
tural products by Government agencies, whether under the pretense of 
the exertion of price influence or otherwise. The opposition is ex-pressed 
as contrary to the principles for which the chamber has stood with 
respect to other fields of activity, and the membership has declared that 
legislation of the type of the McNary-Haugen bill, if enacted, will be 
sure to result disastrously for agriculture itself and thus bring great 
detriment to all branches of industry and commerce. 

I wonder when the Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States became so interested in agriculture that they were afraid 
that the passage of this bill might rnin the agricultural industry 
itself. 

I quote further from Mr. O'Leary: 

The bill which has recently been reported from committee is ln every 
substantial way the bill which was defeated earlier in this Congress; It 
was considered at length on its merits. This defeated bill has been 

The northern central division, and one of the world's largest and 
richest farming regions, are almost coterminous. Here is the coun
try's granary and a granary upon which world markets draw. Here 
are resources which are utilized for the production of meats, and the 
products which go with them, on a scale never before known. '.rhe 
dairy llerds give results in a great commerce which spreads to all 
parts of the country and overseas. Agriculture has a large and vital 
part in the welfare of every portion of this division. 

The recognition which the chamber has given to agriculture is ac
cordingly most earnestly _welcomed by us. The declarations of the 
chamber that, nationally, agricultural interests and industrial and com
mercial interests are interdependent, that upon -branches of agricul
ture there has fallen misfortune which commands the cooperation of 
business interests, and that agricultural activity is entitled to the same 
opportunities for success as other kinds of American effort we have 
cordially received, 

We believe, however, that the chamber should go further and seek 
means to prevent abundant harvests from being disastrous to farmers, 
to those who are associated with them, and to the whole country. 
Bountiful yields in return for effort in agriculture _should bring pros
perity and not distress, and should add to the Nation's wealth instead 
of being a menace to the general welfare. 

To prevent an abundant yield in primary branches of agriculture 
from having consequences opposite to those which should follow it is 
necessary to find a solution for the problem caused by production of 
surpluses over the quantities wh.ich can be utilized within our own 
country to devise means to prevent such surpluses from disorganizing 
the domestic market for which our agriculture predominately produces 
and in which it should receive its compensation accordin~ to our 
domestic standards. 
- To the solution of this problem the northern central division asks 
the chamber to give every assistance in its power. The position of 
agriculture in our own markets should be protected from conditions 
over which agriculture itself has no control, as well as from every 
kind of unfair competition in those markets. Every form of enter
prise in this division, agricultural or otherwise, has its greatest oppor
tunity in home markets. Equality of opportunity requires that Ameri
can agriculture, ui common with- industry and labor, should have the 
safeguards which will permit the broadest possible development of its 
American marketS, to the end that it may receive the full value of the 
products which it supplies tO those markets. 

Entertaining these views, we ask the chamber to urge the enactment 
ot legislation by _Congress which will aid in orderly marketing and in 
the control and dispos~ng of the s.urplus of agricultural commodities. 

revived, and etrorts are being made to pass it through Congress regard- The president of the American Bankers' Association, Mr. Mel· 
iess of its merits and in consequence of bargains. vin A. Taylor, of Chicago, attacked the pending legislation in a 

. , . . formal statement published in the patent insides of Ohio news-
I wo~ld like to ask Mr. 0 Leary, as pre~Ident of the Umted papers last month. The attitude of the small country bankers 

States. Chamber of Commerce, what b~rgams have been made. I who support this legislation is not reflected by the great city 
I realize that statements have been. given out to the pres~ to banks for the reason that the effect of agricultural distress 
the .e:ffe~t that there was some b:;trgam between. the farn;ters or- has not yet carried that far back in ·our financial structure. 
gamzation and the bankers, but m th~t connectiOn pernnt me to Another .evidence of this is seen in the bulletin of the National 
say that, so far as I .know, no ba.rgams have been made. on the City Bank of New York of February, 1927, which devotes eight 
part of those adv?catmg farl? relief to support any banking bill pages to an attack on the pending bill. 
such .as tha~ particularly wh1ch has been presented to Congress _ I wish the Senators would contrast this attitude of the great 
at this se~s10n. . . . city and international bankers with that of the American Fed-
,Regardm~ the. McFadden-Pepper bankmg bilL President eration of Labor, shown by the statement of President William 

0 Leary said in hiS statement: R. Green, who said: 
The chamber supports this measure as a result of expression of its 

organization members through referendum. The bill enlarges the powers 
of national banks and extends the charters of Federal reserve banks. 
This measure has been considered at length upon its merits, and it has 
passed through all the legislative stages until it remains only for the 
Senate to act upon a conference report. The action should be pro forma. 

In other words, 1\lr. O'Iseary wants the Senate of the United 
States to act pro forma upon the bank relief bill, but denounces 
Senators who seek to have a farm relief bill passed. 

LXVIII--211 

Labor is not prepared to suggest a remedy for the agricultural ills 
which exist. The farmers must know from experience what is neces
sary and what ought to be done. 

Migration from the farms to the cities will eventually result in the 
displacement of many workers, and we fear it may bring about a lower
ing of the living wage standards of the industrial workers. 

- I now want•to refer briefly to the powerful work in this city 
of the grain dealers' associations and boards of trade against 
this bill. How the grain dealers operated apinst a former bill 
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was frankly admitted by Secretary Quinn, of the National Grain 
Dealers' Association, who is quoted in Price Current Grain Re
porter as saying in a speech at Denver, Colo., in February, 1925: 

There are not more than 15,000 to 16,000 grain dealers in this coun
try, but there are 7,000,000 farmers besides the farmers' wives, and 
the politicians are always going where the votes are. 

When the McNary-Haugen bill was introduced a canvass of the 
Bouse showed enough votes to pass it, with 95 to spare. The National 
Grain Dealers' Association got busy, grain men gave freely of their 
time, and we had from 5 to 15 men in Washington all through the 
danger period. We met in the morning and each man was assigned 
to see certain Congressmen. In the evening each man reported the 
results of his interview. 

Before the vote was called every Congressman had been thoroughly 
canvassed and we estimated that we bad the bill beaten by a vote of 75. 
The following day's returns showed that it was beaten by 73. 

That is what an association can do. 
Many bills to help the farmers are now before Congress, but there 

is only one that is really dangerous and that it is necessary to beat. 

Think of this startling admission of the grain dealers, show
ing that they came down here and, while the bill was about to 
pass by a majority of 75, they, by constantly and daily bring
ing pressure to bear upon Congressmen, were able finally 
to defeat the bill by a majority of 73. Why were they able to 
do it? It was because of the fact that they were organized and 
came down here, living at Washington hotels, working upon 
the Congressmen, and bringing pressure to bear upon them, 
while the farmers of the country were back upon their farms 
without an organization to urge the Congressmen who were 
wavering to stand by their guns and support legislation favor
able to the farmer. 

I am told that this same organization is at work to-day in 
the same way. I am told also that the lobby of the Chicago 
Board of Trade is at work here advising its members how to 
exert their influence t~ard the defeat of this bill. During the 
last week in January, I am informed, a former president of 
the Chicago ·Board of Trade, L. F. Gates, writing to m·embers 
of the board in Chicago, advised them that if the pending bill 
is to be defeated, it n,.ust be through pressure brought on 
Members of the House of Representatives. I am informed that 
this same letter urged the substitution of the Curtis-Crisp bill 
for the l\IcNary-Haug·en bill in the House of Representatives 
as the best procedure to defeat farm legislation. 

These are only a few of the forces that are at work to de
feat this bill. Further recital is unnecessary. I am happy to 
say that this time, in my judgment, they are going to be un
successful. 

It bas been charged by able lawyers on the :floor of the 
Senate that certain portions of the bill are unconstitutional. 
While 1 confess there is some doubt in my mind upon this 
subject, yet in a crisis such as confronts the American farmer 
and all America I am willing to resolve the doubt in favor of 
the farmers who through their organizations present this 
bill drafted and defended by able constitutional lawyers. 

Thi. is particularly so in view of the notorious fact that 
our Supreme Court on more than one occasion bas seen fit to 
cbange front as to the constitutionality of important legisla
tion-notably the income tax law. 

It has been likewise charged that the bill is economically 
unsound. I confess I am not quite clear as to what these 
self-asserted economists mean by this statement. If they mean 
that it interferes with the free and untrammeled exchange of 
commodities, then I am willing to agree with them. But why, 
may I ask, should any high protectionist object upon that 
score? That is exactly what a tariff doe. , whether it be a 
protective tariff or one for revenue only. 

Thirdly, the charge is made that the bill is unworkable. 
Under conditions in the executive departments of our Govern
ment as they now exist, I admit that this is the most serious 
objection to the bill. 

I believe the bill is workable placed in the hands of execu
tives who are sympathetic to its aims and purposes and who 
do not believe that agriculture must be subverted to industry 
in order to bring about a healthy and prosperous Nation. 

This is the dividing line between the two schools of thought. 
Unfortunately for the proponents of this bill, if it becomes 

a law, it immediately falls into the hands of executives who 
are not only unsympathetic with its aims and purpose but who 
have bitterly fought the bill from its inception. 

They represent, however much they may camouflage their 
economic ideas with meaningless phrases for ~a.mpaign pm·
poses, those who believe it is necessary to submerge agriculture 
to industry in order to have cheaper food supplies and lower 
wages that they may compete in the world markets for their 
manufactured articles. 

I shall not go into a detailed discussion of this matter b,ere at 
this time, but I commend to the Senate a careful reading of the 
bulletin of the North Central States Agricultural Conference 
of October 8, 1926, to which I have previously refeiTed. This 
article covers the economic phases of the situation ably and in 
some detail. 

At this point I ask permission to have printed in the RECORD 
a resolution adopted at the eighth annual convention of the 
Indiana Farm Bureau November 23, 1926. I likewise desire to 
have inserted in the RECORD a resolution which was pas~ed by 
the Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation of January 20. 1927. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SACKETT in the chair). 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

[See exhibits.] 
Mr. WHJilELER. Now, I desire to point out some of the 

strange high lights I have found in delving into the records 
which account for the growing apprehension of the farm or
ganizations. Why, I asked myself, did these organizations ask 
President Coolidge in July, 1924, to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture, Mr. Wallace, to appoint a commission "to study 
the situation and needs of agriculture," and by telegraph with
draw that request in October and thenceforward figllt the battle 
for agriculture without the aid of the President? 

It will be noted that they asked the President to direct the 
then Secretary of Agriculture, Ur. Wallace, to take some steps 
looking toward the betterment of agriculture, because of the 
fact that they had confidence in 1\fr. Wallace. Instead of the 
President directing the Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Coolidge 
notified them that he would appoint a committee. Tile record 
shows it was because the President had announced that he 
would appoint a committee himself, and his delay in doing so, 
caused them to fear the influence of Hoover. 

It was known by farm leaders and others that from the early 
years of the Harding administration and throughout tbe 
Coolidge administration, and until his death Secretary Wallace 
was saddened by the fact that the President deferred to Hoover 
for his agricultural policy. During the last illness of Secretary 
Wallace }le wrote an official letter, transmitting to the farin 
organization evidences extending over a period of three years, 
which made farm leaders gravely apprehensive for the future. 
of agriculture unde1· the influence of this administration. These 
leaders knew of the attempts made to transfer to the Depart
ment of Commerce from the Department of Agriculture all 
supervision of mru:keting of the farmers' products, conclusive 
evidence of which appears in the bearings of the Committee on 
Agriculture. I now quote from the record l\Ir. Hoover's own 
words: 

Broadly speaking, the function of the Department of Agriculture 
relating to soil production should end when the grain, fruit, or animal 
moves from the farm and the tree moves from the forest, and the 
Department of Commerce should take up its activities when manufac
ture, transportation, and distribution begin. • * • 

The Department of Agriculture should tell the farmer what he can 
best produce, based on soil, climatic, and other cultural conditions, and 
the Department of Commerce should tell him how best to dispose of 
it. • • • 

Based upon this construction of the law, it will be seen that the 
function of the Department of Agriculture should end when production 
on the farm is complete and movement therefrom starts, and that there 
the activities of the Department of Commerce should begin. 

The record clearly discloses the Hoover influence in the ex
traordinary committee appointed by President Coolidge in 1924, 
to which Senator NoRRIS referred. · 

This committee named by President Coolidge issued a few 
platitudes on freight rates and credit and a recommendation on 
cooperative marketing clearly traceable to Secretary Hoover. 
It served its purpose by introducing confu ion in Congress on 
the subject of farm relief. 

The committee promised to take up the real vital problem of 
agricultural inequality and report on it to Congress. "We will 
have something worked out by the next Congress," Chairman 
Carey promised. But they were disbanded and were never per
mitted to reassemble. The individuals who prevented them 
from doing any real work were the same as would be charged 
with setting up and starting the machinery under this bill. I 
repeat, the bill itself would work, but I am fearful of the forces 
which, under this administration, would be in charge of its 
organization. 

Secretary Jardine would have important duties under this 
bill. 

It is important to know what are the forces that named and 
still influence Secretary Jardine. From the press reports and 
from other circumstances which ru·e matters of common knowl
edge among Members of the Senate it is apparent that William 
1\f. Jardine was appointed Secretary of Agriculture through the 
influence of Secretary Hoover. It was charged that his ap-
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pointment was with the distinct understanding that he would 
remove certain subordinate officials in the Department of Agri
culture and would support and carry out the agricultural policy 
of Secretary Hoover. 

Now for the sequel. In due time Secretary Jardine caused 
to be removed from office Dr. H. C. Taylor, Chief of the Bureau 
of Agricultural Economics, and Mr. Charles J. Brand, consult
ing specialist in marketing. Messrs. Taylor and Brand had 
supported the agricultural policy of their late chief, Secretary 
Wallace, and had opposed the agricultural policy of 1\Ir. Hoover, 
Secretary of Commerce. 

The Secretary of Agriculture became not the representative 
and champion of American farmers but the 1·epresentative and 
spokesman of the Secretary of Commerce. 

The facts I have presented involve not merely the welfare of 
American agriculture, but the policy of Congress and of govern
ment. I have shown on the authority of the distinguished 
former chairman of the Senate Committee on Agriculture that 
powerful business and political influences have for a long time 
hampered and interfered with the work of that committee and 
of the Senate in their efforts to extend relief to agriculture. I 
have shown how one executive department of the Government 
created to serve industrial and commercial interests has sought 
to control, and does largely control, another department of 
government created to serve agriculture. This usurpation has 
for its purpose the use of the power of government to bring about 
the subordination of agriculture to industry. This, I submit, is 
in clear defiance of the power of Congress as the policy-making 
branch of the Government. It shows a condition that makes 
one genuinely apprehensive as to the manner of administration 
of this measure when it becomes law. 

:Kotw]thstanding the unfriendly attitude of the present execu
tive branches of our Government to the aims and purposes of 
this bill-to their avowed purpose to submerge agriculture to 
industry, the doubt that exists in the mind of many Senators 
as to whether under such circumstances the will of Congress 
will be (~ffectively carried out and notwithstanding the conflict
ing opinions of able lawyers in this body as to the constitution
ality of some of the provisions of the bill-! am constrained to 
the belief that it is the plain duty of every Senator who desires 
to see our agricultural population prosper along with industry 
to support this bill. 

We must see to it as far as it is humanly possible as national 
legislators that there be no industrial peasant class in America 
and likewise no agricultural peasant as has existed and still 
exists in Europe to-day. 

EXHIBITS 

A PROGRAM Oil' THE SOUTH AND WEST-FARM REPRESENTATIVES AT 

ST. LOUIS ISSUE D11lCLARATION Oil' PRINCIPLES 

The following declaration of principles was adopted by the repre
sentatives of farm organizations of the South and West at the St. Louis 
meeting on November 16 and 17: 

COOPERATION BETWEEN MrD WEST, SOUTH, AND WEST 

The States of the Middle West, West, and South are predominantly 
agricultural, and they have common economic interests which justify 
and should bring about unity of thought and action. We are gratified 
over the progress that was made during the last winter in bringing 
together the cotton growers of the South, the wheat growers of the 
West, and the corn and meat producers of the North Central States in 
support of a joint legislative program in Congress. We express the 
earnest hope that this conference will cement the relationships already 
established and promote continued unity of thought and action in be
half of a national program for American agriculture. We extend cor
dial greetings to the farmers of the East and express confidence in their 
hearty cooperation in carrying out the purposes herein suggested. 

CITIES DEPEND UPON AGRICULTURE 

Great cities have developed throughout the agricultural regions of 
the United States for no other reason than to sene a great agricultural 
population, whose combined life and prosperity are essential if these 
cities are to live. A semblance of m·ban prosperity may result from 
the period of farm depression, accompanied by high city wages, which 
drains wealth from the country to the city; but its continuance is only 
temporary, and eventually these cities will rise or fall with the country 
upon which they depend. We appeal for recognition of this harmony 
of interests in a conscious program which will unite city and country 
back of projects to secure the common economic interests of the agri
cultural sections of the country. 

EXODUS FROM FARMS THREATJ!lNS LABOR 

In this connection we desire to warn the leaders of American labor 
that the ever-increasing drift of hundreds of thousands of farm workers 
to the cities may sooner or later produce a demoralizing oversupply of 
labor, and therefore if our workingmen would make secure their present 
generous standard of living they should do everything ip their power to 

bring about a return of a condition of wholesome contentment on the 
farm. Not only does the collapse of agriculture menace the security of 
labor, but it should be apparent to all thinking men that we can not 
hope to maintain our industries in full-time operation unless the pur
chasing power of the 35,000,000 people who live upon the farms is 
restored at an early date. · 

SUPPORT OF OTHER Ilii""TERESTS ASKED 

We solicit the support of organized commerce, finance, industry, and 
labor in securing a fair national policy for agriculture; however, we 
look with disfavor upon any movement of business organizations to 
initiate an agricultural program independently of farmers' organi
zations. 

CONTROL OF SURPLUS 

As a practical and immediate move to secure for agriculture a just 
and proper share of the national income and a position of equality with 
other industries in our national economy, we favor legislation that 
will enable farmers to control and manage excess supplies of crops at 
their own expense, so as to secure cost of production with a reasonable 
profit. We assert our conviction that such legislation must function 
through and foster cooperative marketing. 

VARIABLE YIELDS AND PRICES 

While acreage cost of production of farm products is fairly constant 
from year to year, the _prices received by farmers frequently vary as 
much as 50 per cent from one year to the next. No business can be 
stable and prosperous in which basic costs are fixed and prices vary 
as prices of agricultural products vary. The same acreage may pro
duce widely different yields in different years; hence certainty of yield 
can not be attained, even by control of acreage. Weather, plant dis
eases, and insect pests will continue to influence volume of production 
in spite of all that man can do. 

Any production program that would avert surplus production in 
normal years would bring scarcity to the point of famine in bad crop 
years. The alternation of extremely low and unduly high prices re
sulting from unavoidable variations in yields is harmful alike to pro
ducers and consumers. It upsets orderly production programs of 
farmers, interferes with normal consumption, increases risks and costs 
of marketing, and subjects producers and consumers to the hazards 
of speculation. Wise management of surpluses will tend to stabilize 
prices for producers and insure adequate and dependable supplies for 
consumers. 

APPROVE GOVERNOR LOWDEN'S PROPOSALS 

We believe that the principles and methods advocated by Governor 
Lowden in his address to this conference for the stabilization of basic 
products of agriculture if enacted into law would go far toward the solu
tion of the problem of agricultural surpluses; they strike at the prob
lem that is present in the chief farm products of the Mid West, South, 
and West ; they would provide means for the producers to adjust supply 
to demand in their markets at fair and stable prices ; they would 
broaden the basis of our national prosperity by restoring the purchas
ing power of agriculture, and we urge that their enactment should be 
the united aim of men from all sections who are conscious of the 
gravity of the agricultural situation and seek a way in which to 
meet it. 

WELCOME CONSTRUCTIVE AID 

We welcome the constructive aid of all thoughtful men in perfecting 
these principles and making them effective through legislation, but we 
deprecate the spirit of criticism and faultfinding which is barren of 
workable proposals. 

THE COTTON CRISIS 

We deplore the disastrous decline in the price of cotton to a point 
far below the cost of production. We attribute this disaster not to 
reckless overproduction but to lack of adequate means of handling 
the temporarily unneeded part of the crop in ways that would make 
it a blessing to the world and not a curse to cotton farmers. The 
world needs and will use profitably every bale of cotton produced this 
year, the excess above immediate needs being only a reasonable insur
ance against a short crop in future years. We place the responsibility 
for present conditions upon those who defeated the bill in the last 
session of Congress which would have provided a Federal farm board 
with ample powers and funds to anticipate and provide for. the 
removal of the excess supply from the market and carry it until there 
is need for it at profitable prices. 

PERMANENT PROGRAM FOR COTTON 

We believe that the present collapse of the cotton market emphasizes a 
need for the further development of cooperative marketing by cotton 
farmers and for legislation which will strengthen their ability to carry 
on orderly marketing and make possible the carrying over of the surplus 
from years of large production to years of small production and assess
ing the cost ratably against all the products. 

The plan of the President's cotton commission can not equitably 
distribute the cost and hazard of removing ~.ooo,ooo bales of cotton to 
all the growers of cotton, but imposes the entire cost on a limited num
ber of growers who may participate in the holding movement. 
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Under no circumstances can the plan amount to more than a tempo

rary expedient to meet the crisis 9ccasioned by the present large crop. 
It will not w-ork out a sound and permanent national policy respecting 
cotton, resulting in price stabilization to both the producer, the manu
facturer, and the eonsumer of ·cotton which sound public policy and 
the public welfare imperative1y demand. 

POLITICAL PLATFORMS 

We direct attention to the fact that the two major political parties, 
through their platforms and candidates of 1924, specifically pledged 
themselves to take every step necessary to secure for agriculture eco
nomic equality with other groups in our national life. The leadership 
of both parties during the fi.rst session of the Sixty-ninth Congress 
repudiated these platform pledges and pursued a legislative course that 
proved they did not regard them seriously. If our political parties 
are not trustworthy agents of government through which to record the 
public mind on legislative policies, then the people will find other 
means inside and outside such parties to accomplish necessary reforms. 

CONGRESSIONAL BLOCS 

The Congress of the United States has been infinenced and con
trolled since the formation of our Government through bipartisan com
binations within Congress whose members have held loyalty to an 
economic interest above party ties. This Nation has accepted and 
grown accustomed to financial blocs, commercial blocs, industrial blocs, 
and other groups formed to control legislative action. Therefore we 
resent the impl-ication that agriculture introduced a new element in 
legislation when Senators and Representatives from farm districts in 
both parties began to work together to protect the interests of their 
States. Furthermore, we believe that such organization among Sena
tors and Representatives from agricultural States and districts bas 
never been as effective or as thoroughgoing as the situation demanded. 
The farmers of the United · states have a right to expect them now to 
organize themselves into an aggressive and effective unit, regardless 
of party, to express and work for the economic interests of agriculture 
in the coming session of Congress. 

FARM AND FOREIGN DEBTS 

Since the close of the World War, many of the leading statesmen 
of Europe have insisted in all seriousness that unless the United States 
consents to the cancellation of the debts of our erstwhile allies, the 
economic security of Europe will be seriously menaced, it not ren
de1·ed impossible. If they are correct in this view that the required 
repayment of honorable debts of some $11,000,000,000 in a half 
century or more of time will seriously menace the future -economic 
security of Europe, then what of the future economic security of the 
American farmer, who is at this hour staggering under a farm debt of 
more than $12,000,000,000? 

INTEREST OF CONSUMERS 

We believe that stability in the agricultural price levels and ade
quate farm production, such as in the long run will only be assured 
by fair prices, are important in the interest of consumers as well as 
producers. Development of nation-wide cooperative marketing associa
tions will follow the adoption of an effective plan to stabilize agri
culture, provided such a plan does not impose upon members alone 
of ~uch cooperative association the entire expense of managing crop 
surpluses. These agencies will lower marketing costs between the 
farmer and consumer. The consumer will receive much of the sav
ing in all cases and most of 1t in some. 

THE TARIFF 

We favor the removal or modification of unfair and excessive tariff 
duties that now afford shelter for price-fixing monopolies, It is idle 
to refer to manufactured articles on the free list liB benefiting the 
farmer when materials entering into their manufacture are highly and 
excessively protected. Therefore, we urge immediate reduction on such 
basic materials as aluminum, steel, and chemicals. 

We recommend to farmers' organizations that they make a special 
study of the effects on agriculture of industrial tariffs and also of the 
effects of our change from debtor to creditor nation, and especially 
of its effects on the accumulation of our agricultural surpluses. 

Our "tariff primers " have taught us that the farmer would get 
his reward through the demand created by the high purchasing power 
of prosperous industrial classes. We demand that the farmer be given 
the opportunity to promote the national prosperity by his own in
creased purchasing power through increased prices. 

APPRECIATION OF SUPPORT 
We commend those fair-minded Members o! Congress, regardless 

of party, who worked and voted for effective agricultural legislation, 
and pledge them our active support. The welfare of agriculture is 
more important than the welfare of individuals or of any political 
party. 

FARM LEADI!lltSHIP 
We appeal to the farmeors of the United States to ascertain the 

attitude and performance of their farm-organization leaders 1n respect 

to this national farm policy, and to hold such leaders strictly account
able to their responsibility of interpreting fairly the interest and 
opinions of their members. 

MEETING OF CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES 

In order that such farm legislation as is to be considered in the 
short session of the Sixty-ninth Congress may be in the hands of 
Congress and the public at the opening of the session, we respectfully 
recommend that the agricultural committees of the Senate and House 
meet at once for its study and preparation. 

CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION 

We distrust those interrelations which appear to give to industrial 
adviso1·s, who are not without self-interest as dealers or speculators in 
farm products, the deciding voice not only in in:fluencing the enactment 
of agricultural legislati-on, but in determining the manner of adminis
tration of such laws after enactment. 

We believe that a public understanding of such relations would be 
valuable and that a thorough investigation woult."l be unfair to no 
interest or individual; therefore we commend the purpose of Senate 
Resolution 269, by Senator WHEELER, and urge that it be bToadened to 
include an investigation of the various forces which have been moving· 
toward the subordination of agriculture. We suggest the following as 
additional lines for such investigation: 

(a) The activities of the Department of Commerce to dominate and 
encroach upon the functions of the Department of Agriculture, includ- · 
ing interferences in the personnel of such department. · 

(b) The source of the opposition toward effective agricultural legis
lation described by Senator GEORGE W. NORRIS, chairman of the Com
mittee on Agriculture, in his speech to the Senate, June 14, 1926. 

(c) The speculative manipulation of the grain markets and the cir
cumstances surrounding the restoration of gambling in " puts and 
calls " by the Chicago Board of Trade. 

COJ\'FIDENCE IN FARM-RELIEF LEADERS 

We express our appreciation of the men who initiated and have for 
three years carried forward the movement for farm-relief legislation, , 
and have labored so zealously and effectively to arouse Congress and, 
the country to a realization of the true condition of American agricul
ture and of the imperative need for remedial legislation. 

NO SECTIONALISM NOR PARTISANSHIP 

In conclusion, we express our gratification over the spirit of unity' 
and harmony which bas been dominant in this conff'rence. It is not 
only gratifjing, but highly significant, that representative farmers and 
farm organization leaders from the great agricultural regions of the 
Middle West, West, and South have come to know through the discus
sions and associations -of this conference that agriculture in all these 
sections is faced by the same problems and that the only hope for relif'f 
lies in united efforts. It is worthy of formal recognition and record 
in this statement that no difl'erences of opini-on or interest respecting 
agricultural conditions, problems, or remedies have appearP.d among 
the farmers or farm organizations participating in this conference. 
This should be heartening to farmers everywhere, and inspire renewed 
hope that the days of division and weakness are to be succeeded by 
unity and strength, which will regain for agriculture its just share in 
our national prosperity and its rightful place of equality with other 
great industries in our national economy. 

The proceedings of this conference furnish eloquent proof that the 
farmers of the United States recognize no sectional lines, no political 
differences, no commodity rivalry in planning for future cooperation. 

[Bulletin No. 17] 

NORTH CENTRAL STATES AGRICULTURAL CONFERENCE, CHICAGO, ILL., 
OCTOBER 8, 1926 

Om· national policy as it relates to agricultu1·e does not fit present 
conditions. But instead of statesmen who can see its failure we have 
at the head of administrative affairs of the Nation many men who are 
aggressively pushing a program of favoritism to industry that will not 
only continue but must Inevitably increase the disadvantage not only 
of the farmers' position but the position of all those great sections of 
the United States which are primarily agricultural. 

The need is for men whose vision and statesmanship can deal with 
this crisis in a way fair to American agriculture and to the rest of 
our people. Instead we have many national leaders who not only 
condone existing inequalities but are coolly developing a program that 
will demand yet further sacrifices from agriculture. 

We need to develop a national consciousness of this situation-an 
understanding that will lead to solidarity in pressing for a policy to 
build up instead of tear down the basic industry of the Nation. This 
must inevitably project its force into political as well as economic 
fields, although tt should be kept entirely apart from influences of 
partisan politics. It should lead to the selection of Representatives in 
Congress from the Middle West, West, and South who, regardless of 
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party, realize that their duty lies, first, to the economic interest of their 
constituents, and secondly, to political parties. 

Now, before election, is the time for candidates from agricultural 
Rtates to be made to understand this. It may be said that this is a 
sectional stand. If so, it bas been forced upon us by the sectional 
pf.sition already taken by the industrial East. The need is for men in 
Congress who have vision enough to see the problem and, having seen 
it. to rise above the crack of the party whip in working courageously 
for its solution. 

II 

Tlte sound policy for America must aim toward the development of a 
well-balanced national life, careful that its effect be not to stimulate 
any one form of productive effort at the expense of other equally 
essential producers. 

Laws and governmental institutions and sanctions may be general 
in their form but may work out inequitably in practice because of 
differences inherent in the groups affected by them. In such a case it 
is not enough to say, "The provisions of the system of which you com
plain are general; if you can not secure the advantages from it that 
othl:'rs t ake for themselves tile fault is yours." If the end itself is 
sound-equality among the essential productive indu ·tries-then the 
laws and institutions through whirb the policy operates should be 
altered or added to whenever necessary to secure it. 

When a surplus agricultural production was necessary to repay 
foreign investors in the United States and to buy what we must 
import, our national policy of expanding agriculture upon an export 
basis worked admirably. W11en our greatest national test came it was 
our surplus agricultural production that fed the Allies and decided the 
1ssue of the World War. But the international balance shifted as a 
result of the war. We have the gold. The rest of the world owes us. 
These facts inevitably limit the volume of exports, both industrial and 
agricultural, from the United States. Our wheat, corn, pork, cotton, 
and sometimes beef can bring the farmers only the price which foreign 
buyers will pay for what is left after the domestic need is satisfied. 
This condition is crucifying agriculture. It is directly due to our past 
policy of agricultural expansion, and to the development of the Amer
Ican protective system which keeps farm costs on a high domestic 
plane while farm prices remain relatively low, due to the infiuences 
of world competition. 

Every thinking man realizes this condition. The farm debt has 
more than trebled and the actual exchange value of farm lands bas 
declined !?0 per cent during the past 15 years. There is continuing 
tn this country on a vast scale a redistribution of wealth away from 
the farms into the cities-from those who have produced it to those 
who have not. 

III 

If the Hoover-Mellon policy of expanding industrial exports, no 
matter at what cost, to other groups means anything at all, it means 
the definite submergence of agriculture. These men and their policies 
say, in substance, that American farmers must provide the food and 
raw material for American industry and labor at prices no higher than 
fol·eign manufacturers and labor pay. Why'l In order that American 
industry may export manufactured goods in competition with Europe. 

In other words, Hoover and Mellon, and all they stand fori are 
pushing as America's new policy toward agriculture the proposition 
tha.t it is the American farmer's duty and place to produce and sell here 
at home just as cheaply as does the Russian peasant and the South 
.American peon in Europe. 

Their aim is to develop the capa:city of the United States to compete 
for world markets with industrial exports. They suggest that to make 
this possible the American farmer must provide the basic materials 
on the same level as the foreign indus trialists are supplied. They hope 
the American farmer can do this and maintain his standard of living 
by superior and increasing efficiency in production and distribution. 
If he can not, that is his bard luck; no matter what happ<'ns to him 
be must make it possible for our industrial exports to continue. 

To apply this same reasoning to l~or would mean that the American 
wage scales should be brought down to foreign levels; it is precisely 
equivalent to a demand for foreign plire levels in the United States, but 
only upon products of the farm. 

Such a policy prefers an export market for manufacturers, made 
possible by sacrificing agrkulture, to an improved domestic market 
matle more prosperous by the extension of the American protective 
system to include the farmers. 

IV 

The Hoover-Mellon doctrine is dangerous. Its vicious effect on agri
culture needs no further demonstration. But it is equally unwise and 
short-sighted as a policy for our industry and commerce. 

Tile uuy ing power ol' the farm population of America is incalculably 
more important to our manufac turers as a whole, even including those 
wl10 manufacture for sale abrond, than an export market. The Nation's 
economic position in the world does not t·equire or even sanction stimu· . 
lated indlistrial exports. 

This is true of the Nation as a whole. For the Middle West, West, 
and 'outh the case is even more overwhelming. Their direct interest in 

industrial export trade is infinitesimal; their interest in agriculture's 
buying power is everything. There are some manufacturers in these 
districts who export some of their goods ; but give them the choice 
between their export sales and a sustained home market built on agri
cultural prosperity and they could not hesitate for a moment. 1 

The 1923 census of manufacturers placed the total value of all manu
factured goods that year at $60,556,000,000; the Department of Com
merce reports the value of the manufactured exports as $2,625,000,000. 
Only 4.3 per cent of our manufactures exported, and yet our policy 
makers gloat over that 4.3 per cent as if it were of more consequence 
in our economic welfare than the prosperity of 30,000,000 American 
farm consumers. 

In considering the importance of our exports it must be remembered 
that between 40 and 50 per cent of them come from the farm. In 1925 
farm products and their manufactures accounted for 47 per cent of the 
total exports. Of the nonagticultural exports, the following commodi· 
ties lead in order : Mineral oils, automobiles and parts, machinery, cop
per and manufactures, iron and steel. coal and coke, lumber, and agri
cultural machinery. None of the scattering remainder in the classifica
tion reaches 2 per cent of the total. Of those enumerated, how many 
are there in the United States and in the Middle West, West, and South 
particularly to whom an industrial export market is of more importance 
than a sustained farm market based on farm prosperity here at home? 

Let Mr. Hoover and Mr. Mellon answer. 

v 
Mellon and Hoover are regarded as the E'pokesmen for the policy 

makers of the present administration. Hoover -is the administration's 
agricultural adviser. Jardine is hardly in a position to oppose him. 

The Depat·tment of Commerce policy to expand industrial exports 
is too generally known to require elaboration here. Two or three 
years , ago Mr. Hoover held, and on occasion publicly suggested, that 
the American farmers ought to get out of the export markets-pre
sumably in order to make room for the manufacturers-and reduce 
their production to the needs of the domestic market. It is reported 
that more recently he bas backed up on that opinion or, at least, will 
not sanction its publication as coming from him. 

Congressman FonT, of New Jersey, a former associate of Mr. Hoover, 
was Hoover's spokesman in the House of the Sixty-ninth Congress. 
The two speeches he delivered against the Haugen bill were currently 
understood in Washington to have been prepared in the Department 
of Commerce. 

Mr. FonT said, May 4, 1926 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD) : 
" Our labor in America is going to buy bread on a basis, at least, 

47 cents a bushel higher for wheat than British labor and German 
labor and French and Canadian labor. We are going to cheapen the 
cost of production of foreign-made articles by selling foodstuffs cheaper 
to foreign labor than we sell them to our own. • • 

"You are going to make it cheaper for the foreign competitor of 
American labor to live, but you are going to make it cost moL'e 
for the American laborer to live ; and, therefore, the cost of production 
to the American manufacturer must go up, while the foreign cost goes 
down, and his world market is lost." 

Senator FEss, of Ohio, was generally regarded as the administr-a
tion's agricultural spokesman in the Senate. In a speech in the Senate 
on June 9, 1926, he said : 

" Mr. President, I do not propose to vote for any measure that will 
feed at a lower cost the producer of competitive articles that come in 
competition with American production." 

The same note was struck by Mr. Mellon In his official letter of June 
14, 1926, in which be said : 

" Foreign consumers • under the proposed plan will secure 
American commodities at prices below the American level. Em·opean 
labor could purchase American products at a lower price and could live 
more cheaply than American labor. Foreign industrial costs would be 
lowered and the foreign competitor assisted in underselling American 
products abroad and in our borne market." · 

It has been repeatedly pointed out that these men stand for the 
industrialization of America at the expense of agriculture. 

VI 

In our international position, the volume of export business which 
we can maintain is limited by-

(a) Our ownership of half of the world's gold supply. 
(b) Foreign governments' debts to us. 
(c) Our increasing capital investments abroad. 
(d) Our tariff policy of restricting imports. 
Under such strict limitations anything which expands our industrial 

exports makes it increasingly difficult to market our farm surpluses 
abroad. Our farm surpluses are the results of past and continuing 
Government policies. The farm business can not expand and contract 
its output or regulate its production in the way industry C...'ln. 

'l'he reflex advantage of industrial activity to certain important 
branches of our agricultm·e is a doubtful one as long as the price at 
which the American laborers take our farm produ r.ts is the price at 
which they can be sold abroad. After the commodity h•a ves the fnrm 
it is of little practical interest to the farmer whether the l:.l.boret· who 
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eats it lives in New England or Lancashire, as long as he gets the same 
price for it in each instance. 

The farmers· interest in maintaining price leveli! in this country 
comes also from a different quarter. Their indebtedness has mounted 
from about $-!,000,000,000 ln 1910 to over $12,000,000,000 in 1925-a 
staggering sum, vastly greater than the original foreign debt to the 
United States. It the farmet·s are ever going to pay that debt, it must 
be with commodities as hlgh in dollar value as when the debt was in
curred-{)r as near to that figure as possible. To reduce the dollar 
value of other goods and services might raise the exchange value of 
farm crops; but if tbe price level for all commodities, including agri
cultural, were thereby lowered and held down, the debt-paying power of 
the farmer would be immeasurably damaged. 

VII 

Secretary Jardine said (August 25, Long Island, N. Y.) : 
" The swing of the pendulum in agriculture is now toward the East. 

There are more opportunities for farmers in New England and Long 
Island to-day than in the West." 

'l'he Secretary is mistaken. It is not a pendulum, but a lever. It 
isn't the swing of natural forces, but the compulsion of an artificial 
national program that fixes it. Several conscious national policies ac
count for the fact that agricultural distress pressed less heavily in these 
industrial districts than in the Middle West, West, and South. 

Our tariff policy tends to build up the Industrial districts. To the 
degree that it promotes _inequality in the exchange between tbe farm and 
the f8!Ctory it tends to db so at the expense of farming districts. 

The war concentrated the Nation's emergency business within a radius 
of relatively few miles of New York. Of the thousands of war con
tracts placed in the early stages of the war nearly all were crowded into 
the East to such an extent that it became necessary for the War In
dustries Board to prohibit the placing of more business in that district. 
«:hey were protected from loss when the war ended. It is apparent that 
the East 1s resisting the inevitable deflation of war-time facilities to 
peace-time requirements by attempting expansion of industrial exports 
regardless of the eft'ect of such a policy upon the rest of the country. 

Our transportation policy penalizes the South, West, and Middle West 
to build up the East. Think of a situation which requires manufacturers 
of Illinois to ship to the Pacific coast by way of Atlantic and Gulf 
ports! 

Though fal'm conditions may be better in the industrial East than in 
the West, they are not such even there as to attract capital from other 
lines into agriculture. 

VIII 

Less than a month remains In which to secure a statement of the 
opinions and intentions of candidates for Congress on this program of 
equality for agriculture. The farmers of the United States-north, 
south, and west-should not support in office indefinitely men who 
think their responsibility ends when they vote for a particular meas· 
ure. They need advocates who will permit no other duty to displace 
that to agriculture until the problem is solved. 

[From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, June 14, 1!>26] 

EXCEBPTS FROM SENATOR GEORGE W. NORRIS'S ADDRESS 
(Senator NORRIS was chairman of the Senate Committee on Agriculture 

and Forestry from 1921 to 1926) 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I hope Senators will have patience with 
me and pardon me if I undertake to give a short history of the 
activities, particularly of the Agricultural Committee of the Senate, 
in reference to farm ·legislation since the close of the Great War. 

• * • • • • * 
The Committee on Agriculture had various propositions submitted 

to it, hundreds of them. They went into very extended bearings and 
. finally reported a bill, a bill which had been introduced by me, in the 

preparation of which I had the assistance of many persons in dift'erent 
parts of the country, notably 1\Ir. Carl Vrooman, of lllinois, who had 
been Assistant Secretary of Agriculture under President Wilson. 

That bill set up a great middleman, a governmental corporation, 
financed with Government funds. It was given every power that any 
individual could have in the handling of farm products and in their 
tll.stribution and sale. One of the evils noted then, one well recog
nized now, was and i.s that it cost too much to distribute food prod
ucts to the American people. 

* * * • • • • 
While behind that bill I think were enough supporters in the Senah. 

to pass it, it bad nevertheless very serious oppositlon. All the middle
men in the country-and that means a good deal-and the great 
corporations mid the moneyed interests were against · it, perhaps for 
selfish reasons. Others were against it conscientiously because it, as 
they said, put the Government into business. 

It was proposed at a time when we had farm products In larger 
amounts than we were able to consume, at a time when there were 
literally millions of people in Europe who were starving for the very 
products that we had in such abundance here. It would have l'e
quired enormous financial strength to finance the operation as it was 
designed in that bill. We had practically a unanimous vote of the 

committee in reporting the bill to the Senate. It excited the bitter 
opposition of the administration. 

Mr. Harding was then our President, and I think be was as honest 
in his convictions in opposition as I was in support of it. We were 
then traveling a new road. We were trying to do something that 
had never been done before. We were getting out of the ordinary, 
and the bill by its terms was limited to a t erm of years. But th" 
enot·mous power of the administration, connected with the power 
of the financial world, was too great and the bill was defeated. 

As I go along giving the history which will culminate in the bill 
now before us I want to give some of the little incidents which hap
pened to show the methods tbat were used, and I am going to give one 
her·e now, a small thing in itself. It was rumored and everybody knel¥ 
that the administration was going to have a substitute for the bill. 
There was fear that the bill was going to pass. 'obody lmcw just 
where the substitute bill was, nobody knew just who was drawing it 
up, but it was generally understood that a substitute was nearly 
ready. Wben the bill was brought before the Senate and made the 
unfinished business and after it had been debated for some time, one 
day when the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was in session, 
at about 11 o'clock in the forenoon, when the Senate was to meet at 
12 o'clock, having recessed, that bill being the unfinished business and 
to come up immediately when the gavel fell, the former Senator from 
Minnesota, Mr. Kellogg, now Secretary of State, came into the com
mittee room and announced in the bearing of the committee that he 
wanted a private consultation with the chairman. The members of 
the committee-and some of them are listening to me now-will re
member that we su pended operations in order to comply with that 
request. 

I went with Senator Kellogg to the back part of the committee room. 
Then he told me that at 12 o'clock, which was then less than an hour 
away, he was going to take the fioor in the Senate .and offer a sub
stitute for the bill which the committee had before the Senate, and he 
felt that he ought to give me some notice of what he was going to 
do. Of course, that was unneces ary. It was just a matter of 
courtesy. But it happened that the senior Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. RANSDELL] bad told me before the committee met that day that 
he was going to speak on the bill and that he had already made ar
rangements with the Presiding Officer, the Vice President of the United 
States_, Calvin Coolidge, tbat he would be immediately recognized when 
the Senate convened. 

When the then Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Kellogg, gave me this 
information I told the Senator from Louisiana what was going to 
happen. Of course, the Senator from Minnesota could have otrered the 
substitute at any other time. I never did know, and do not know 
now, why those in charge of it were so anxious that it should bo 
oft'ered at that particular moment. I told the Senator from Louisiana 
about it and said : 

"Be on your feet. When the gavel falls be sm·e that you are address
ing the Chair, so that you can be recognized according to the under
standing that you had with Vice President Coolidge." 

nut when 12 o'clock came a Senator walked into the Chamber in
stead of the Vice President and called the Senate to order. I shall 
never forget, and I remember it distinctly, because I was watching 
everl* move then, having been warned. The gavel fell, and at the 
time it fell that Senator in the chair, without looking over the Cham· 
ber even, said, "The Senator from Minnesota," while the Senator froiJJ 
Louisiana was yelling himself hoarse crying "Mr. President," and the 
former Senator from Minnesota was sitting in his chair quietly, not 
knowing that any speed was necessary. He was recognized before be 
got to his feet and before he addressed the Chair. 

I mention this in passing only to show the means that were used 
by the powerful infiuences to sidetrack that bill. There was no par
liamentary advantage to be gained as far as I could see. That speech 
and motion to substitute the bill could ba;e been made later in the 
day or the next day or any other day. There was no way under the 
rules of the Senate to prevent it being made. I do not lmow why they 
wanted to do it then, but that is the way they did it. The then 
Senator from l\Iinnesota had scarcely got started in his speech, at the 
close of which he made the motion to substitute the bill, which then 
for the first time had seen the light of day, when the Vice President 
walked in and took the chair. 

Mr. President, that bill was defeated by tbe substitute introduceu 
by the former Senator from Minnesota. 'rhe substitute had some good 
things in it. It was better than nothing. I believe it accomplished 
some good. It was a means by which the farmer was enabled to get 
more money at a little less rate of interest. It did not strike the 
root of the evil. It made no attempt to remove the ca use of the 
farmer's distress. 

• • • • • • 
Mr. President, I do not remember now whetb<'r it was in the next 

Congress that the conference I am going to mention was held or not, 
bllt I want to give another circumstance in passing. There was a con
current resolution introduced providing for an exhaustive investi gation 
of the farm situation. It provided for the appointment of the com-

. mittee-{)ne-half by the President of the Senate, the Vice President, and 
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one-half by the Speaker of the House. The committee was given wide 
and almost unlimited authority and unlimited money to go into the 
question and find out what was wrong with agriculture, and to suggest 
to the Congress of the United States a remedy. That resolution was 
reporteu by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. It was not 
drafted there. It originated with the Farmer's Union, a national farm 
organization. It came to the floor of the Senate with a unanimous 
report of the committee. It passed the Senate and it passed the House. 
It became the duty of the Vice President, who is now the President, to 
appoint one-half of the members of that committee on behalf of the 
Senate. 

It was generally believed by most Senators that, under the precedents 
of the Senate, which in such cases had very few ·exceptions and no ex
ception except this one, when it came to the appointment of the Senate 
members of that joint committee, the members of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, according to their rank, vwould be selected. 
I know that some of my friends in the Senate, about the time the reso
lution passed the House, came to me with some propositions that ought 
to be investigated, with a sort of outline, and wanted to consult with 
me as to what should be done when the committee was formally ap
pointed. When I reminded one of them that I was not on the com
mittee and probably would not be appointed he expressed the utmost 
surprise. He said, " No presiding officer would dat·e violate the un
written law of the Senate and go over the heads of the ranking mem
bers of the committee." If the Presiding Officer bad followed the usual 
rule and appointed the members of that joint committee according to 
rank, he would have appointed the former Senator frQJD Iowa, Mr. 
Kenyon, who was then a Member of the Senate, and the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. SMITH], who was the ranking Democrat on the 
committee, and myself, who at that time was chairman of the committee. 

• • • • • • • 
Every one of the three ranking members of the committee was 

omitted. There is no man in the Senate, there i.s no man in the United 
States, who doubted the fidelity, for instance, of the then Senator 
from Iowa, Mr. Kenyon, in his loyalty to the agl'icultural interests 
of the country. No Senator for a moment would put a question 
mark after the name of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH], 
who had been a member of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
for many years. His ability and his fidelity to the farming interests 

.... and his knowledge of agriculture, particularly as it related to cotton, 
is recognized and known not only here, but everywhere. He was 
eliminated. Mr. Coolidge had the right to eliminate him. I think he 
did it in good faith. He did not want men on that joint committee 
with the view and, perhaps, the force that those men had-men who 
were going to survey the entire field and report a remedy. 

So much for that as another straw. The powers that be, the political 
forces that were in control, have never, in my judgment, been absolutely 
fait·, according to my viewpoint, in meeting the agricultural situation. 

Mr. President, what do we find further? Later on in the next Con
gress the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry again, after very 
extended hearings, brought in another bill. It was a modification of 
the one I have already described, making it that time a permanent 
proposition. Without wasting words or time to tell about it in detail, 
it met the same fate. Again it was confronted with the opposition of 
almost the combined wealth of the country and the political forces of 
the country in both the political partie . It had the opposition of the 
President, and again a substitute was offered, and again the substitute 
was of the same nature: It provided for the loaning of some more 
money at a cheap rate of interest to the farmer, and it failed. 

Then, Mr. President, in the next Congress, after almost continuous 
hearings extending over several years, the committee again came in 
with a measure which at that time was known as the McNary-Haugen 
bill. For the first time in diTect language it undertook to meet the 
que;:.tion of a surplus, although by the powers contained in the other 
bill which were granted to a governmental corporation which was de
vised the same effect could probably have been had by the storage of 
nonperisbable farm products in warehouses, which the corporation was 
entitled to buy or to rent or to build. That bill was not debated in 
the Senate because, as Senators know, when the Senate was about to 
consider the bill it was taken up in the House of Rept·esentatives, and 
was there defeated. That bill had all the power and all the influence 
of the executive department of the Government against it. It was de
feated in the House, which made it unnecessary, as it was deemed by 
most of us, then to consider it in the Senate. That bill dealt directly 
with the surplus. 

• • • • • • • 
Now, I will go back. do not remember just where I was, but 

do not believe I had referred to what happened next in the way of a 
committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator did not tell who was appointed on the com
mittee. 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not intend to tell who was appointed, because I 
had no objection to those who were appointed. It simply meant that 
1\Ir. Coolidge, who was Vice President, wanted to keep off that com
mittee those who under the rules and precedents of the Senate naturally 
would have gone on the committee; and he felt that he was justified_ 

in doing it, I presume. He never consulted me about it, but I assume 
that he did. At least he did not put on one of the three men who, 
under the rules and precedents of the Senate, so far as I know without 
exception, would have been put on. 

Later on, when Mr. Coolidge became President, he appointed a com
mission to take up this same subject. The joint committee, half of 
which he appointed when he was Vice President, went on and held ex
haustive hearings. It did a great deal of good work, but, as far as I can 
remember, nothing practic.al came out of it. Bills, such as I have out
lined, that the committee had 'brought in here, received no favorable 
consideration at the bands of this committee; and let me pause right 
here to refer for a moment to the Member of the Honse of Representa
tives who was the chairman of that joint committee. He is a very 
able man, a friend of mine. I have not a thing in the world against 
him, but he does not agree with me at all on this proposition. He 
was put on that committee and was made chairman of it-Mr. Ander
son, of Minnesota. 

Incidentally, on the bill that is now on the desks of Senators he 
appeared before the committee and made an extended argument in 
opposition to the bill, and fran:.Iy stated that he appeared as the paid 
attorney of the millers of Minneapolis ; and yet. only a few days ago 
we heard the cry made here that this bill that we brought in is a gold 
brick for the farmer and is coin for the millers of America; that it 
enables them to have a profit and have it guaranteed by the Government 
of the United States. 

That charge was made by a Member of the Senate, who was a mem
ber of that commission, but he found that the man who presided over 
that commission, Mr. Anderson, representing the millers of the United 
States, opposed before the committee this very proposition. It does not 
look to me that we need argue any further that there is a "nigger in the 
woodpile " here in behalf of the millers. They know which side their 
bread is buttered on, and when they are able to employ a man like Hon. 
Sidney Anderson to come to Washington and appear before the Senate 
committee in opposition to this bill, yon can make up your minus for 
sure that they are not favorable to the measure, and that there is 
nothing in it to them. 

This agricultural question woulu not down, notwithstanding these 
commissions, notwithstanding these substitutes, notwithstanding the 
overthrow of the Aglicultural Committee l.ly the administration. It 
kept coming up. The farmer continued to lose money. Suffering 
became greater than ever. I remember sitting in the Committee on 
Agriculture and seeing newspapers brought in whPre whole pages were 
covered with advertisements of tax sales of farms in some of the agri
cultural regions ot the West. Country banks supported mainly by 
agriculture were failing all through one of the greatest agricultural 
States of the Union by the hundreds, going down every day. So the 
question was discussed more or less in the national campaign, and Sen
ators will remember what was said then. The pledge was made that if 
the Republican candidate was successful he would appoint a commission 
to study the problem. It had been studied by commissions, one commis
sion, half of which he bad himself appointed when he was Vice Presi
dent, presiding over the Senate, as I have narrated. But he had an 
opportunity to redeem his pledge, and he redeemed it absolutely, because 
one of the first things he did was to appoint a commission to study this 
question. They studied it, and we did not get any more out or it than 
out of the other commissions which had studied it before. They alwayR 
avoided the real thing. They would not have anybody on the commis-
sion who believed in the real thing. They would not meet the question 
of surplus. 

Now, I am going to read to the Senate an extract from a letter which 
will make some disclosures about this commission, of which Secretary 
Jardine was a member. He was appointed Secretary of Agriculture soon 
afterwards. I am going to read an extract from a letter written by a 
member of that commission, which, after all, shows what all Senators 
know to be true, that, with some notable and worthy exceptions, a man 
appointed by the President on some body of that kind who has been 
more or less mixed up in a campaign, anyway, is not going to acce.pt 
the appointment if he intends to do anything when he gets on the l.lody 
contrary to the policy of the President who appoints him. That is 
really common knowledge, and there was no exception in this case. 
This is an extract from a letter written by a member of that commis
sion. He said : 

"Frankly, I can say that I am not at all pleased with the tum things 
have taken." 

Remember, that commission met before Congress convened; they were 
in session some time and held a good many hearings, but never settled 
the farm-surplus question, and adjourned with an announcement that 
they were going to assemble and settle it afterwards, which they never 
did, and have not up to date. This Jette~ was written in the latter 
part of the year 1925. It states: 

" Frankly, I can say that I am not at all pleased with the turn things 
have taken. Neither am I satisfied that the agricultural conference 
has worked out a satisfactory solution of the agricultural problem. I 
have been placed in a most embarrassing position. First, having been 
appointed to the conference by the President, I feel it my duty to do 
nothing or say nothing which might embarrass him; further, that I 
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must carry out his wlshes. The fact is that the President made a great 
mistake in selecting the members of the confe1·ence, in that he did not 
include representatives of certain groups whlch thought that they had 
a right to be represented." 

Later on in the same letter he said : 
"Secretary Jardine has been working to get these various elements 

together, but I fear the plan he propos~s, to put the cooperative work 
in the Department of .Agriculture, gets us right back to the place where 
we are now, where nothing will be done, as those in the department 
are not qualified to carry out this work. Personally, I have a very 
high regard for Secretary Jardine. We are good friends, and for this 
reason, if for no other, I would not want to put myself in a position 
to opposing him. 

".Afte1· a conference which I had in Washington, both with the Presi
dent and with the Secretary, I can not b,elp but feel that further ses
sions of the conference would not be welcome, and about the only 
thing I could do was to get out as gracefully as possible." 

Mr. SMooT. Who is the signer of that letter? 
Mr. Noaars. I am not at liberty to say. He was a member of the 

conference. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator thinks, however, that a man who. would 

take that position never should have accepted a place on the conference? 
Mr. Noruus. I think so ; yes. 
Mr. SMooT. Whoever he was, he made a mistake in accepting the 

place. 
Mr. NORRIS. I rather think so. I think the mistake be made was in 

not standing out for the things in whlch be belie>ed. 
Mr. SMOOT. That is what I think, too. 
Mr. NORRIS. He ought to have done that. But I mention that to 

show that these commissions-and I speak in no disrespectful sense-
are, as a matter of fact, not practical. 

Mr. WATSON. Who were the members of that commission? 
Mr. Nonnts. I ean not remember the names of them. Secretary Jar

<line was one member. They never met again, as we all know. They 
never solved the surplus problem or attempted to solve it, as far as 
making any recommendation was concerned. 

Now, permit me to go a little further in this history. We come to 
this session of Congress. 

• • • • • • • 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if I may get back again to the chrono

logical order of the history of this contemplated legislation, I believe I 
had reached the present session of Congress. Secretary Jardine was a 
member of the President's commission, and, of course, it is known and 
Is no secret that be was opposed and that the President was opposed to· 
legislation dealing with the surplus of farm products. I want to re
peat, I am not criticizing either of them or anybody else for holding 
that view, but that was true. We have had the influence and do have 
the influence of the administration against legislation similar to that 
which is in the pending bill. 

Now, it develops that quite a large farm organization had an agree
ment with the President and with Secretary Jardine and with Secretary 
Hoover that they would not ask for any legislation for the farmer at 
this session of Congress dealing with the surplus question, and that the 
only thing they would ask for was the cooperative bill that is now 
before the Senate, and of which the thing we refer to ordinarily as the 
bill is a proposed amendment of the committee. In other words, there 
was an agreement, about which the public knew nothing, between some 
alleged leaders of the farmers and the President and their two Secre
tnries that no legislation would be asked except this little bill about 
cooperative organization. The bill is ha1·mless. It is before the Senate. 
I have no objection to it at all. The committee are unanimous that it 
can not do any harm and may do some good. But, Mr. President, it is 
a pink pill, and it is a mighty pale one, too. That is the legislation 
we were to get; that is the agreement that was made by some of these 
so-called leaders with the executive department that this is all that we 
should get. 

Now, I read from a letter written by Mr. Aaron Sapiro, who was 
attorney for the national council of cooperative marketing associations. 
He wrote a letter to Mr. Peteet, who has an office in Washington and 
is well known to all the members of the Committee on Agricultme and 
Forestry-a very fine gentleman-who was secretary of this farm mar
keting asso.ciation and who had been quite active in worklng for 
various propositions to help the farmer. It seems he bad done some
thing toward bringlng about a sentiment in favor of legislation about 
the surplus, and Aaron Sapiro, the attorney of the institution, wrote to 
him. If Senators want to read the correspondence, they will find it in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 2.9, 1926. In the volume which I 
have here it begins on page 6502. I will read a few extracts: 

" Last year the council went on record in opposition to all kinds of 
legislation dealing with marketing, except perhaps a kind of bill to set 
up a division in the Department of Agriculture such as we have recently 
inuorsed." 

Further on be said : 
"We had given our word to the President and Secretary Jardine 

that we would support cooperative marketing legislation only, and that 
we are not going to support the so-called surplus legislation." 

Further on in the same lettet• he said : 
HI make this as a formal protest; and 1f you think It is unfair, I 

suggest that you send statements to Judge Bingham "-
Judge Bingham was president of this association at Louisville, Ky.
" Carl Williams, Governor Lowden, Kilgore, Norwood, and Moser, to 

whom I am sending copies of this letter." 
Mr. SHil'STEAD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from Nebraslm 

who signed that letter? 
Mr. NORIUS. Aaron Sapiro, wbo was the attorney of the National 

Connell of Cooperative Marketing Associations. Sapiro wrote Peteet 
a long letter because of his activity in favor of farm legislation that 
included surplus in substance. He did not want him, as secretary of 
that association, to take any such part, because they had pledged the 
association that they would not do it. 

Mr. SHil'STEAD. According to that lettet·, this man who was attorney 
for the farm organization seemed to be very anxious to prevent any legis· 
Iation for the farmer that would have more than one-half of 1 per 
cent kick in it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Of course, that is a conclusion the Senator can justi· 
fiably draw from the letter. At least be was opposed to any legislation 
that dealt with the surplus. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. He may have had some friends who wanted to 
handle that for themselves. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President will the Senator yield? 
Mr. NoRRIS. Certainly. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I just want to ask the Senator, if President Coolidge 

and Secretary Jardine were in favor of the Haugen bill, does tbe Sena
tor doubt for a moment that it would l'eceive the approval of Congt·ess 
in a very short time? 

Mr. NORRIS. Not for a moment. 
I was not quite through with this correspondence. I have · read 

from a letter written by the attorney. I am going to read now from 
a telegram by the president of that association, Judge Bingham, of 
Louisville, Ky. When he beard about this matter he took a hand i.n it 
and wired Mr. Peteet on the 7th day of January last, as follows: 

"I am astonished and shocked h learn that you have beef:l present
ing some plan dealing with legislation affecting the so-called surplus to 
officials of other organizations, to Government officials, and to Members 
of Congress. You knew that the national council, in whose employ you 
ar~, bad specifically gone on record against all kinds of legislation 
dealing with marketing except just such a bill as bas already been 
presented as the administration measure. In addition, you are fully 
informed of the fact that representing the national council I bad taken 
that position with the President and with the Secretaries of Agricul
ture and Commerce. I am wiring to-day to the President and to these 
two Secretaries repudiating your activities so far as the national coun
cil is concerned. You owe it to the council and to me personally to 
remove as far as you can the impression of bad faith on the part of 
the council and myself which your u.nauthorized and unwan·anted 
activities have created. 

•• R. W. BINGHAM/' 

That correspondence, not only what I have read but the entire cor
respondence, was given to the public by me when I read it in the 
Senate on the 29th day of March, 1926, and up to date I have not 
had any denial from any of those parties as to the truth of it, al
though Ur. Peteet, the secretary, bas been in the committee room and 
appeared before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry on other 
matters. 

Mr. SHil'STEAD. Was the last letter from Mr. Bingham to Mr. 
Peteet? 

Mr. NORRIS. It was a telegram from Mr. Bingham to Mr. Peteet. 
These are some of the questions with which the Committee on Agricul· 
ture and Forestry had been contending on the farm proposition. I do 
not criticize the man who says the committee is wrong. But we have 
had that powerful influence against us all the time and we have it 
yet in reference to the pending bill. We may just as well face it. 
There are no opponents but those who have a right to be opponents. 
What I am trying to do ts to bring them out Into the open. It seems 
there was a meeting between the officials of this farm organization 
who, when they appear before the committee, say, " We represent 
600,000 farmers "-a secret meeting by which it was agreed between 
them and the President of the United States and the Secretary of Agri
culture and the Secretary of Commerce that there would be no legisla· 
tion dealing with surplus asked for on the part of the farmers. They 
had a right to do that. I admit that. They bad a right to tell the 
President that. They had a right to have that kind of a conference 
with those two Secretaries. But they ought to have done it in the 
sunlight of publicity and they ought to stand out before the world and 
do it instead of doing it secretly. 

I have been condemned because I printed in the RECORD of March 2D 
this correspondence, which they never intended should see the llght of 
day. I only want the truth to be told. I think the countl'Y ought to 
know, even if we do .not want to know, just how this fight bas been 
waged, who has been in it, where the contestants are, and where the 
power ts placed, and where the in11.uence is urged. 
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But, Mr. President, notwithstanding that the farmers all over the 

country met and organized, they repudiated their lroders. If Senators 
will read the hearings they will see tbat in several inst:mces I called 
the attention of witnesses who appeared before the committee to this 
very correspondence. They represented various farm organizations, 
some of which were members of this council. I asked, " Why is it; 
though you seem to be on record against this legislation, you are appear
ing for it?" And, without an exception, wherever tllere was any claim 
of authority they repudiated it entirely and completely. 

Let me proceed a little further with this history. The condition of 
the farmers grew worse. It became so bad that manufacturers, bankers, 
and professional men of all kinds began to realize that there was a 
farm problem. They began to see that the fundamental industry of all 
others was being undermined and was failing; that it was not making 
enough money to pay its way. Honest, patriotic men in all walks of 
life began to realize that that meant, if carried to its ultimate conclu
sion, the failure of our civilization, for, Mr. President, if one will think 
of it for a moment he can reach no other conclusion than that should 
the basic industry of all others go down, civilization such as we have, 
governments such as we enjoy, would not long stand; it wo,p.ld be an 
impossibility. Men on the farms who are educated and whose wives 
and children are educated-and we would not have it otherwise-will 
not submit to become peasants; they will not stand always idly by and 
permit the remainder of the country to live in prosperity while they 
are toiling and working and sweating and suffering the losses, for con
ditions have come to such a pass that the farmer's children are denied 
what for your children and for mine we regard as the necessHies of life. · 

All lines of ~uman endeavor began to realize the condition, and so 
there sprang up over the West, the place where progressive ideas are 
born, organizations not only of farmers but of lawyers, of bankers, other 
professional men, and of business men. They said, "We are all in the 
same boat after all; we are all together ; and if agriculture fails the 
whole country fails. We want to do something to save it." So they 
organized. 

* • • • • • • 
Mr. NORRIS. 1\fr. President, we have reached now an interesting phase 

of this history, when the farmer-s of the West and the business men of 
tbe West presented a united front, or as near united as I have ever seen 
in all my service on the Agricultural Committee in regard to any propo
sition; and yet they realized that they were undertaking here something 
in the way of legislation that would be shocking to some of the people 
of other sections of the country, and that their representatives in the 
Senate and in the House could not expect to obtain a majority in favor 
of this legislation unless some assistance came. 

These representatives decided-and I think they were perfectly 
justified ; I think they did exactly the right thing, although some peo
ple will disagree and say they did not-that the place to get recruits 
for this bill was in the South. They decided-and I believe as fer
vently as I believe anything on earth that it is true-that the great 
West and the great South, so often grappling each other by the throat, 
ought to be friendly and united and present a united front. Their 
problems are much the same, their difficulties are almost identical, and 
yet so often they are fighting each other to the bitter death. These 
men said, "The cotton farmers of the South ought to be with the 
cattlemen and the bog men and tbe corn men and the wheat men of 
the West," so they undertook to get them. 

• • • • • • • 
So these representatives, after they had gone all over it, after they 

had conferred with the representatives from the West, after they had 
had conferences with various Members of Congress in the committee 
room and in my office, and had gone over it with everybody from whom 
they could get any information and talked with experts about it, 
reached the conclusion that this legislation was right in the main. 

• • • • • • • 
Mr. President, the trouble with all of our people all over the country, 

it seems to me-great newspapers, great magazine writers, Senators, 
statesmen, Presidents, and Cabinet members-is that while they admit 
the difficulty, admit the trouble, admit the injustice that the farmer is 
suffering, they suggest no remedy, and they kick everybody else's rem
edy when it is suggested. 

Resolution unanimously adopted by the eighth annual convention, 
Indiana Farm Bureau Federation, Indianapolis, Ind., November 23, 
1926 
We regret that Dr. William M. Jardine, Secretary of Agriculture, 

has seen fit to oppose and obstruct all farm legislation demanded by 
farmers for surplus control, and that his idea of the solution of this 
problem is to force more credit upon an industry which needs the ability 
to repay its present obligations instead of additional means of getting 
in debt. We are bitterly disappointed that he has taken the viewpoint 
of the industrial East instead of the viewpoint of the agricultural 
West and South in dealing with the agricultural situation in the United 
States. Under his administration, the Unitea States Department of 
Agriculture has ceased to be a coordinate branch of our Federal Gov
ernment~ It is dominated by and is subordinated to the Department of 

Commerce, and the Secretary of Agriculture Is head of his department 
In name only. The historic policy of our Government has been to 
foster agriculture, the basic industrial of all, even in prosperous periods, 
and the Jardine policy is a double indignity because of the calamitous 
economic conditions now surrounding agriculture which call for con
structive leadership. This is a national scandal of the first order, 
calling for searching congressional investigation as contemplated in the 
Wheeler resolution now pending in the United States Senate. 

Doctor Jardine's unfitness for Secretary of .Agriculture is further 
demonstrated by his action in sending a Federal employee to Europe 
to "study peasantry in order to apply in this country the methods used 
there " ; by his indorsement before a congressional committee of the 
odorous and defunct Grain Marketing Co. ; by his reference before a 
New York audience to farmers as a "pack of wolves"; by his nu
merous broken promises to support farm legislation of a kind deter
mined by the farmers; and by his support of the notorious Fess-Tincber 
bill, which was a flimsy political excuse offered for the solution of an 
important problem. 

MINNESOTA FARM BUREAU 

1. National Legislation: The depression in agriculture which first 
visited tbe wheat and corn belts now covers the entire Nation. The 
accumulative effect of the reduction of the purchasing power of farm 
products over a period of more than six years makes the situation in 
agriculture generally, as well as industries dependent upon it, even 
mot'e acute to-day than any time heretofore. No business has prese.nted 
itself to Congress for solution during the past 50 years of greater im
portance nor of greater need for immediate correction than the pending 
agricultural crisis. The Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation was the 
first organization to tackle this problem, to study its underlying causes, 
and to present a constructive program for its solution. At the annual 
meeting of this organization · four years ago principles were enunciated 
and a definite policy and program for tbe solution adopted. This plan 
of relief has been embodied in tbe well-known :McNary-Haugen bill for 
agricultural relief, and a!ter four years of continued suffering and 
patient waiting we still find the McNary-Haugen bill the center of 
thought throughout the land, with unified demand for its adoption by 
Congress. We regret and deplore this long delay and the failure of 
Congress to act in giving our people the only solution which will solve 
their problems. We demand of Congress speedy action. 

The McNary-Haugen bill now pending in Congress embodies the prin
ciples vital and necessary to restore and maintain equality to agricul
ture. We heartily and unanimously rededieate ourselves and our efforts 
to this method and plan of solving our greatest national problem. 

The principles which we hold as fundamental are : First, a Federal 
·agricultural board, nominated and selected by the farm organizations, 
and tbe creation of an export corporation thereunder; second, the 
segregation of the exportable surplus of all farm commodities and the 
collection of an equalization fee on each commodity affected. These 
fundamental principles are now accepted as indispensable to any farm 
relief worthy of the name. 

With equal unanimity and solemnity we oppose the Curtis-Crisp bill, 
also pending in Congress, and which we feel has been introduced 
largely, if not solely, for the purpose of dividing our people on trua 
agricultural relief and is a substitution of gesture for principles, of 
words for policies, and promises for realities. After careful considera
tion and study we find the Curtis-Crisp bill simply creates a political 
instead of a real Federal farm board and is not designed to take care 
of the exportable surplus, nor intended to make the tariff effective 
or even to influence the domestic price upward of farm commodities 
consumed in the higllly protected, stabilized American market where 
the farmer purchases all of his necessities. This bill makes no provi
sion for maintaining a domestic price above the world price and will 
be wholly ineffective and afford no remedy or relief whatever to the 
producers of corn, wheat, cattle, hogs, cotton, and other major crops 
of this country. This bill also gives to the United States Department 
of Agriculture further control over the farmers and will hinder and 
prevent the operation instead of fostering and promoting tbe cooper
ative movement and the benefits thereunder. We therefore call upon 
all our people, not only in this State, the midwest section of the coun
try, but throughout our whole land, to oppose this or any other substi
tute for the McNary-Haugen bill, and we ask leaders in all activities 
in agriculture or otherwise to champion this cause for the common 
welfare to the end that the same be speedily rejected and by tbe same 
token and united etrort the McNary-Haugen bill be enacted into law 
without further delay. 

We extend our thanks and appreciation to our Congressmen and 
Senators who in the past have supported the McNary-Haugen bill, bnt 
especially to those of Minnesota who have been and are fighting for 
our cause and supporting this measure, and we deplore that any repre
sentative in a lawmaking body, for flimsy excuses or local contentions, 
refuses to join in this support. 

We congratulate and extend our thanks to the members of the pres
ent legislature and to his excellency the governor of our State for 
the adoption of the concurrent resolution memorializing Congress to 
enact legislation to restore and maintain equality to agriculture and 
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their approval of the underlying principles and provisions of the 
prl:'sent Mc"Nary-Haugen bill, and in return to our friends for the 
support of these fundamental principles both in our State and National 
Capitals and elsewhere we here highly resolve to rededicate our in
dividual and organized efforts for the furtherance of this cause and the 
forever establishment and maintenance of equality to agriculture. 

2. Jardine's policy a national scandal: We regret that Dr. William 
M. Jardine, Secretary of Agriculture, has seen fit to oppose and ob
struct all farm legislation demanded by farmers for surplus control 
and that his idea of the solution of this problem is to force more 
credit upon any industry which n{;eds the ability to repay ita present 
obligations instead of additional means of getting into debt. We 
are bitterly disappointed that he has taken the viewpoint of the in
dustrial East instead of the viewpoint of the agricultural West and 
South in dealing with the agricultural situation in the United States. 
Under his administration the United States Deparment of Agriculture 
Jlas ceased to be a coordinate branch of our Federal Government. It 
Is dominated by and is subordinated to the Department of Commerce, 
:mrl the Secretary of Agriculture is head of his department in name 
only. The historic policy of our Government bas been to foster agri
culture, the basic industry of all, even in prosperous periods, and the 
Jardine policy is a double indignity because of the calamitous economic 
conditions now surrounding p.griculture which call for constructive 
ll'adership. This is a national scandal of the first order, calling for 
a searching congressional investigation as contemplated in the Wheeler 
resolution now pendillg in the United States Senate. Doctor Jardine's 
unfitness for Secretary of Agriculture is further demonstrated by his 
action in sending a Federal employee to Europe to " study peasantry 
in order to apply in this country the methods used there"; by his 
reference before a New York audience to farmers as a "pack of wolves"; 
by his numerous broken promises to support farm legislation of a kind 
determined by farmers ; and by his support of the notorious Fess
Tincher bill, which wns a flimsy political excuse offered for the solution 
of an important problem. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, happiness is the most elu
sive thing in the world, but I doubt if there can be happiness in 
any home where there is economic distress. 

For a long time I have thought we should have an economic 
conference, a world-wide conference, in order that the business 
men and the various industrial leaders of the world as well as 
those interested in agr·iculture and labor might sit down to
gether around a table and discuss the problems having to do 
with the economic welfare of the world. For myself, I thor
oughly approve the action of the President in recommending 
to the Congress that we should participate in an economic con
ference in Europe. I believe that if we might solve the eco
nomic difficulties of the world we would promote universal 
peace, well-being, and happiness. 

What is true of the world, Mr. President, is true of any sec
tion of the world or any part of the world. Any group suffer
ing economic distress must be an unhappy group, and there is 
no doubt that the farmer, particularly the one-crop farmer, is 
in economic distress. 

The farmer, Mr. President, is the only man left who is work
ing in the open field of competition. A long time ago the 
manufacturing industry learned that in order to competl! with 
any degree of monetary satisfaction, competition must be elimi
nated. So the trusts and combinations came into existence. 
Pretty soon those trusts and combinations-for instance, the 
hatters of Danbury, competing with the hatters of Hartford 
and the hatters of the other sections of New England, found 
that the only way they could deal with their problem was by 
such a combination as I have mentioned. 

It was not long, however, before the hatters of America, in 
spite of -the combination they effected, found that they were 
competing with the hatters of Europe. By that time the trusts 
and combinations had grown powerful enough to control legis
lation. Tbey came to Washington in force, and with their 
influence succeeded in having passed through Congress favor
ing legislation. 

In that way the protective tariff system came into existence. 
Out of that system has grown up the method of increasing 
prices, placing burdens upon all those who buy the products 
of protected industries. It is excused on the ground that it is 
necessary there should be such a system in order that cheap 
labor in Europe might not make it impossible for manufac
turers in the United States to compete. 

However, :Mr. President, who can doubt that a protective 
tariff law is economically unsound? It seeks to violate and 
does violate the law of supply and demand, a law which, if 
permitted to operate, would, perhaps, work havoc with in
dustries in any given country, particularly in our country, but 
in the last analysis a protective tariff must be recognized as 
violative of economic law. So when I hear speakers in the 
Senate, or rather, should I say, when I read in the Co~GRES-

sroNAL RECORD what speakers in the Senate have said, I read 
that they have pointed to the McNary-Haugen bill as funda
mentally, economically unsound. So certainly is the protective 
tariff system economically unsound. 

Then, Mr. President, we know, too, the conditions which sur~ 
round labor. I can remember in my boyhood that section men 
working on the railroads labored 12 hours a day and received 
$1 a day. There was an old saying that "A dollar a day is 
dern poor pay," but that is all they got. A man would start 
out in life as a laborer, and at the end of his life, long or 
short-and it was usually short-he was still a laborer and his 
children were laborers. No funds were provided that made it 
possible for the children of the laboring man to have the bene
fits of education; the family of the laboring man was deprived 
of the advantages of lectures, of music, of recreation, and of 
all those things which add so much to the happiness of life. 

Then somebody thought of the labor union, and out of it 
came the combinations of labor, and the laboring man dealt 
collectively with his problems. Then, Mr. President, the con
dition surrounding the laborer and his family improved. He 
lived in a better home; he had better food for his family ; they 
were better clothed ; and they had some of the luxuries of life. 
Certainly no one having in his heart the milk of human kind
ness would for a moment wish to have conditions in regard 
to labor otherwise than as we find them to-day. But who can 
question that these combinations of laboring men and their 
ability to fix the price of their labor are violative of economic 
law? The laws of supply and demand are set aside by these 
combinations. So, Mr. President, in that field we have viola
tions of economic law. 

When it comes to fixing interest rates in the -various States, 
the rates of fare, and the rates charged for freight upon the 
railroads, those rates are not fixed by the competitive law. of 
economics; they are established in violation of economic laws. 

So, 1\fr. President, so far as I am concerned, I am not at all 
disturbed when I hear some great economist say that the :lie
Nary-Haugen bill is economically unsound, that it is violative 
of the ordinary laws of supply and demand. It must be ad
mitted at once that that is true. 

We have had a great many swimming contests lately. A 
charming young woman of my city swam the English Channel, 
and I notice that a woman, equally charming, I have no doubt, 
living in the State of California, has swum across the chan
nel from Catalina Island to Point Vincente on the Pacific coast. 
In any swimming contest the sporting element would be elimi
nated if one contestant were permitted to wear an inflated rub
ber bag to keep his head above the surface of the water, and 
another contestant were permitted to wear webbed gloves to 
increase his power in stemming the tides and the waves. But 
the great capitalists, the great manufacturers of this country, 
have the equivalent of inflated rubber bags in the protective
tariff system. The laboring men-and I am glad of it-have 
the value of webbed gloves in their combinations to fix the 
price of labor. The poor farme1·, however, when he enters into 
the swimming contest has no rubber wings and no webbed 
gloves; he has to breast the tide and the waves with his own 
man power. 

I concede at once that this bill L'3 economically unsound; 
but the farmer is the victim of economic unsoundness. Prac
tically everything that he buys, in spite of what the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. FEss] said a couple of days ago, is increased 
in price because of the protective-tariff system. The boys upon 
the farm stay there no longer. The high wages of the city 
attract them, and so they go to the city. The farmer, then, is 
the victim of the economic unsoundness of the protective-tariff 
system and of the economic unsoundness of the method of fixing 
the price of labor in this country. 

I want to turn once mo-re to what the Senator from Obio 
[Mr. FEss] said the other day. He attempted a defen._ e of the 
tariff act of 1922. If I had not known any more about the 
tariff act of 1922 than I learned from the Senator from Ohio
! am sorry he is not here, for I should say these things if he 
were--if I knew no more abo-ut it than I learned from him, 
I should think that the makers of the tariff act of 1922 were 
angels ; that they had devoted all their energy to the protection 
of the farmer. In order that the record may be complete, 
Mr. President, I desire now to make a few brief references to 
the tariff act of 1922. 

I hold in my hand a copy of this act, and turn to Schedule 3. 
This is the schedule devo-ted to metals and manufactures of 
metals. I want to see just how the Republicans protected the 
farmer in the tariff act of 1922. 

:Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
New York if he has any table in regard to the production of 
steel and it·on showing the price paid in America and the 
price paid abroad for the American product? 
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'Mr. COPELAND. Of course, I do not need to have any such 

table. The distinguished Senator from South Carolina, who is 
conversant with all these matters, knows that the American 
product sold abroad is sold much cheaper than it is in America. 

1\Ir. SMITH. The point I was getting at was that I am 
having some tables prepared as to the products of grain after 
they are milled, the products of cattle and hogs after they have 
been procured and packed, and the products of cotton after 
they have been manufactured, so as to show the cost to the 
American consumer as compared with the C6st of the identical 
article produced in this country when sold abroad. 

Mr. COPELAND. And the research of the Senator as far as 
he has gone, I assume, reveals the fact that they are sold 
cheaper over there than they are here. 

l\Ir. SMITH. In the case of most of them the fact is revealed 
that we sell what may be called the surplus manufactured · 
article at the world's price, but in America we sell it at the 
protected price. 

Mr. COPELAl\"'D. That is it. I agree fully with the conclu
sion reached by the Senator. 

Turning again to the tariff act of 1922, I desire to point out 
that when the authors of this act were "being good to the 
farmer " they were good only in spots. I find in paragraph 316, 
for instance, that round iron or steel wire of a certain size is 
taxed at three-fourths of 1 cent per pound, another size at 1% 
cents per pound, and where there is a value of 6 cents per 
pound there is an ad valorem tax of 25 per cent. 

Likewise, on galvanized wire there is a tax of one-half cent 
per pound. 

Then we come down to axles and parts thereof, axle bars, 
axle blanks, and forgings for axles, all very important to the 
farmer. 

Mr. SMITH. What about steel rails? 
Mr. COPELAND. I will say to the Senator from South 

Carolina that I am considering at this time only those iron and 
steel manufactured articles that are used on the farm. Of 
course, there is a long line of argument in the same direction 
which could be made with reference to steel rails, but I desire 
to confine what I have to say about the tariff act to the tariff 
placed upon articles used by the farmer. 

I speak of axles and parts thereof. These are charged for at 
six-tenths of 1 cent per pound, so that the farmer has to pay 
not alone the original value and the fair pPice of these parts, 
but he must pay in addition the tariff which is imposed by the 
act of 1922. 

Bear tn mind, Mr. President, that the prices placed upon these 
articles are not sums collected and turned over to the United 
States Government. 

These are products made in this counh·y and sold in this 
country. The price is added, not to help defray the expense 
of government, but because it is necessary to protect American 
labor against the cheap labor abroad. 

My argument, I may say, is not intended at all to dispute 
the importance of a proper protective-tariff system. I am a 
Democrat, but I am not a Democrat who believes that there 
should be no tariff. I believe not alone in a tariff for revenue, 
but also in a tariff high enough to protect american labor. 

To go on, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FESs] spoke about 
bow the farmer was exempt from a tariff duty upon leather 
and shoes. He did not speak about chains of all kinds made 
of iron or steeL Everybody who bas had anything to do with 
a farm knows about the use of chains in moving down the 
wood and the logs, pulling out stumps, and so forth. These 
are taxed at seven-eighths of a cent per pound, 1% cents per 
pound, and so on, and certain other sizes at 4 cents per pound, 
besides 35 per cent ad valorem. 

So, it is apparent the farmer is not free from the necessity 
of contributing to the welfare of the manufacturer. He is all 
the time contributing, by reason of the added price placed 
upon those manufactured products-products which be must 
buy in order to operate his farm-to the welfare of the manu
facturer of these products. 

I find that nuts, nut blanks, and washers are taxed at six
tenths of 1 cent per pound, while spiral nut locks and lock 
washers of iron or steel are taxed 35 per cent ad valorem. 

We come to cut nails and cut spikes and horseshoe nails 
ani! horseshoes and rivets and studs and steel points and 
screws. They are all highly taxed, and by reason of the addi
tion of the tax are much higher in price to the farmer ; so 
the farmer all the time, may I repeat, is contributing to the 
welfare of the manufacturer. 

We come now to paragraph 339. We have here table, bouse
hold, kitchen, and hospital utensils, and hollow or fiat ware. 
I want to speak particularly about utensils made of aluminum. 
The friends and business associates of Mr. Mellon have been 
able to put into this ~riff .act a tax upo~ ~uminum ware 

which makes the selling price a positive burden to the people 
of this country. 

Mr. SMITH. But that is "economically sound." 
l\Ir. COPELAND. That is "economically sound" when it 

comes to aluminum ware. When, however, it comes to wheat 
and cotton and swine, it t~ ~onomically unsound ; and a man 
who advocates it is a fit subject for the insane asylum ! 

Let me call your attention to aluminum ware, ~ir. President. 
Last fall Mrs. Copeland had occasion to make some preserves, 

and she did not have a preserve pot of the right size to suit 
her. She drove down from the farm to the village and came 
back with such a formidable outfit that it seemed to me it was 
beyond the purse of a New York farmer. I said, "How much 
did you pay for that?" "Three doll:irs and fifty cents." I 
said, " Just for fun, let us find out how much the tariff is, and 
how much the price is increased by the tariff." 

So we took this aluminum pot and found it weighed 3 pounds. 
Since aluminum is so very light, you can imagine that it was 
really an immense pot. We said, "We will find out, now, what 
the kind-hearted makers of tile tariff act of 1922 arranged in 
the way of tariff on such an article in order that the farmer might 
be taken care of." We consulted the tariff act and found, in 
paragraph 339, that on kitchen utensils made wholly or in chief 
value of aluminum there is a tax of 11 cents a pound and 55 
per cent ad valorem. 

This pot, you will recall, Mr. President [Mr. SACKETT in the 
chair]-! observe that you are following me very closely, and 
I am most appreciative of your courtesy, which is uniform, 
not confined at all to the day but always observable-you will 
recall that this pot weighed 3 pounds. At 11 cents a pound that 
is 33 cents. We will assume that this pot is worth $2.60. At 
55 per cent ad valorem that would be $1.43. One dollar and 
forty-three cents added to 33 cents would make $1.76. You 
see, Mrs. Copeland paid $3.50 for the pot. That was $1.74 for 
the pot and $1.76 for the "jack pot"; and Mr. Mellon won. 
[Laughter.] 

These figures may not be exactly correct, but in the · main 
they are. I think it is safe to assume that when any woman 
goes to the hardware store and buys an aluminum utensil-a 
pie plate, or a dish pan, or something else--about half the 
amount she pays for it is the value of the product and the 
other half is added by reason of the favoring legislation put 
through by the tariff act of 1922. 

The wife of every farmer who goes to the store to buy an 
aluminum utensil contributes to the welfare of the Aluminum 
Co. of America, and contributes materially. Of course, that is 
economically sound from the standpoint of the Republican 
manufacturer, but from the standpoint of an economist it must 
be said to be economically unsound. Certainly nothing in the 
McNary-Haugen bill can be more economically unsound than 
the protective-tariff system. 

Now, to go on. I want to give just a few more illustrations 
of the kindness of the Republican Party to the American 
farmer, because the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ·FEss] was so con
fident that the farmer has been protected and not imposed upon 
by these wickedly uneconomic laws. 

I find in the next paragraph that crosscut saws and mill saws 
and circula.r saws, and all sorts of saws, are taxed at 20 per 
cent ad valorem. The farmer pays his little contribution to 
the manufacturer of these products every time he buys a saw. 

Then, if he should be so unfortunate as to need a new um
brella be has to pay on the steel frame of that umbrella 50 per 
cent ad valorem. That is his contribution every time be buys 
a new umbrella. Ii'ortunately, the old green umbrella, which 
he has had since his boyhood, is in fairly good working order. 
It bas been re-covered a number of times, but I do not blame 
him if he does not buy a new umbrella when he has to con
tribute such an outrageous price because of this tariff. 

The Senator from Ohio made it appear that harness was ft•ee 
because the leather is free, but on all saddlery and harness 
hardware, buckles, rings, snaps, bits, swivels, and all other 
articles of the sort known as harness hardware, there is a tax 
of 35 per cent ad valorem, and the farmer pays that in addition 
to the original value of the harness. 

Once in a while the farmer bas to buy a new knife, a pen
knife, a pocketknife, a pruning knife, or a budding knife, and 
on any knife he buys he pays a high ad valorem tax. There is 
a tax on all the kitchen knives, butcher knives, and carving 
knives. He pays a tax on pliers, pincers, nippers, files, and 
rasps of all sorts. So the farmer is the continual victim of the 
uneconomic and unsound protective tariff. 

Once more let me say I am not finding bitter fault with the 
system. I recognize that American ·labor can not compete with 
foreign labor. I recognize that the cuff and collar and shirt 
industries of my State could not prosper without the aid of this 
~ct. I am !lOt finding fault with it ~ that sense. But I am 
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pointing out that the farmer has been the uncomplaining con
tributor through all these years to the manufacturers of this 
country. 

I want to say, in addition, that not only has he been the un
complaining contributor but he has given aid and support to the 
Republican Party on all occasions ; and if there is one man who 
is a dyed-in-the-wool Republican it is the farmer. Yet he has 
been exploited and abused by the Republican Party ever since 
I can remember, and that is a long time. _ 

I read the other day that the United States Steel Corporation 
declared a dividend of $199,000,000. I can not think in such 
terms. I am reminded of the story of the small boy who came 
home from school crying, and whose father said, "Why, Willie, 
what's the matter?" He said, "The teacher licked me; and it's 
your fault.'' The father said, "Why is it my fault?" The 
boy answered, "You told me that a million dollars was a bell 
of a lot of money, and that ain't the right answer." [Laughter.] 

A hundred and ninety-nine million ! That is a lot of money. 
That is what the United States Steel Co1·poration paid in 1926. 
The Bethlehem Steel declared a dividend of $45,000,000, and 
other concerns of lesser consequence in the steel world declared 
smaller dividends. But there was made a profit on steel prod
ucts last year of about $250,000,000. Do you wonder when you 
read this tariff act'? 

The farmers have contributed a large part of that profit. I 
am going to say something which, if you have not investigated 
will surprise you. The farmers of America use more than half 
of the steel produced in America. In fence wire, plow shares, 
plows, and other implements that are used by the farmer there 
is utilized this vast quantity of steel-more than is u ed in the 
construction of buildings, more than is used in the making of 
steel rails. The farmers use half the steel produced in this 
country. 

Not alone have the farmers contributed by the additional 
price which they had paid for manufactured products of steel, 
but they have contributed at least one-half of the great profits 
of the steel companies. One hundred and twenty-five million 
dollars in addition to the sums paid on manufactured steel has 
been the contl'ibution of the farmers of America to the steel 
concerns of this country. 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. NEELY. I understood the Senator to say that the Beth

lehem Steel Co. had recently declared a dividend of $45,000,000. 
Unless I am misinformed, the Bethlehem Steel Co. is paying no 
dividend on its common stock. 

Mr. COPELAND. I am not here to tout the stock of any 
concern, and my rich friend from West Virginia probably 
knows more about values of stock than the plain Senator from 
New York. 

:Mr. NEELY. I do not. One of my constituents recently 
complained in my presence that he was receiving no dividend 
on his Bethlehem common stock. My interruption was 
prompted by a desire for accurate information, which I be
lieved the Senator from New York could instantly supply. 

May I not add that I am in sympathy with all the Senator has 
said since I entered the Chamber? Will not the able Senato-r 
answer the argument tha.t was made by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. FESs] a day or two ago to the effect that the farmers are 
greatly favored by the existing Republican tariff law? Or does 
the Senator concur in the contention that the farmers pay 
little or no tariff on the numerous things they buy? 

Mr. COPELAND. I regret exceedingly that the distinguished 
Senator from West Virginia has not been in the Chamber. At 
considerable length, as he will find by reading the RECORD in 
the morning-and I know he reads it with great care--

1\lr. NEELY. I do when the Senator from New York con
tributes to it. 

Mr. COPELAND. He will find that I have taken up the 
Schedule 3, covering manufactured articles which the farmer 
uses, at quite some length. As I have said, I do disagree with 
the Senator from Ohio. The farmer has been contributed to in 
spots, but by and large ha is exploited to-day just as he has 
been exploited since the Republican Party started this perni-
cious system. · 

Mr. NEELY. He is paying a cent a pound tariff on .nails, is 
he not? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 
Mr. NEELY. And an increased tariff, under the present law, 

on saws, furniture, and kitchen utensils. The farmers are also 
paying $35,000,000 a year tariff, under the present Republican 
law, on the components of fertilizers. Has the Senator from 
New York discussed these matters? 

Mr. COPELAND. I am glad the Senator has mentioned fer
tilizer. If there was ever a joker in the world, it is this Re
publican act relating to the subject of ferti.ij.zel; That is found 

taken care of on page 78 of the act, paragraph 1583, which 
provides: 

Guano, basic slag, ground or unground, manures, and all other sub
stances used chiefly for fertilizer, not specially provided for: Pro~;idcd, 
That no article specified by name in title 1 shall be free of duty under 
this paragraph. 

What is put in fertilizer? Ammonia, various compounds of 
nitrogen, phosphoric acid, and other things. 

Mr. NEELY. T.lwse are all subject to a tariff, are they not? 
Mr. COPELAND. When I read the free list the first time I 

thought how pleased the farmer was when he heard of this 
Republican tariff act, and thought, "Now, we are going to have 
cheap fertilizer." 

Everybody who knows about a farm knows that there must 
be fertilizer in quantity, and $eap fertilizer. Otherwise, our 
worn-out farms are of no use whatever in the raising of crops. 
So every farmer in the country must have been happy when he 
read that the Republicans had placed fertilizer on the free list. 

1\!r. WATSON. As I understand it, my friend from New 
York is not making a speech in favor of the pending bill but 
is speaking against some law passed some years ago. When I 
came into the Chamber I thought he was talking about the farm 
bill, but I find he is making a free-trade speech. Of course it 
is very easy to answer his statements; but I do not think they 
are pertinent to the pending bill. 

Mr. COPELAND. I am not surprised at the Senator frc:lm 
Indiana, who is the chief advocate of a high-protective tariff 
in the Senate, should feel disturbed when I am attempting to 
help the pending bill by this particular form of discussion. I 
am attempting to help, and am attempting to do it by pointing 
out that the protective-tariff system is based on an uneconomic 
foundation. It violates the laws of economics. It prevents the 
competition which is necessary if we are to have the system 
free from economic unsoundness. 

Mr. WATSON. Of course, I do not agree with that at all, 
because if that were true, all the leaders of the Nation have been 
uneconomic, from Washington down to this time. 

Mr. COPELAND. They have been. 
Mr. WATSON. What on earth has that to do with the pend

ing bill? 
Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, did not the Senator from Indiana 

hear the argument-between the Senator from Idaho [Mr. GooD
ING] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FESs] on that subject 
day before yesterday? Everybody else in Washington and 
near-by cities heard it. Does he not know that these two great 
Republican . leaders engaged in an irreconcilable conflict as to 
who is and who is not protected by the present Republican 
tariff law? 

Mr. WATSON. No; I do not think there was any difficulty 
about that at all. 

Mr. NEELY. Does the Senator mean to ay that he did not 
hear the Senator from Idaho and the Senator from Ohio dis
cussing the matter? 

Mr. WATSON. I did not. 
Mr. l\'EELY. The Senator must have been farther away 

from Washington than his home town in Indiana. 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 

York yield? 
Mr. COPELAND. No; I do not yield any further. I want 

to say to the Sen a tor from Indiana that I do think the men 
from Washington down have violated the economic laws. If 
the Senator had been in the Chamber, be would have heard me 
say that so far as I am concerned I am willing to have them 
violate the econoiQ.ic laws, because I believe in a moderate pro
tective tariff. But I am pointing out and using as an illustra
tion the fact that the tariff law is uneconomic and that any 
man who stands for it ought to be willing to stand for the 
McNary-Haugen bill, because that bill, in my judgment, is no 
more economically unsound than is the tariff system. 

I am going to complete my statem·ent about fertilizer. The 
manufacturetl fertilizer contains phosphoric acid. This chem
ical is taxed at 2 cents a pound. The hungry Republicans 
could not wait ; they put it in the very first naragraph of 
Schedule 1. Two thousand pounds in a ton, 2 cents a pound, 
$40 a ton tax. Fertilizer is free except that it is taxed $40 
a ton. It is all humbug if thete is any effort to make it appear 
that the Republicans have sought to do anything for the 
farmer. They have not. They have exploited the farmer from 
the beginning of the organization of the party. 

For myself, my views were well stated by Congressman 
GREENWOOD, of the Senator's own State. He said: 

I have no desire to discuss the theory of the tari.fr. Suffice to say 
that I am not a free trader, neither do I believe in using the taxing 
power of the Federal Government as means of robbery of the many for 
the benefit of the few. I do not care to talk about the ancient doc-
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trine of infant inclut=~tr:le!'l tbat do not now exist. Nor to refute the 
:JO.rgument about tariff for the benefit of labor, when the return goes 
iuto the pocket of the capitalist, who never renders an accounting to 
labor for this legislative trust fund. I merely want to show the 
farmer he is worse off under a high than under a low tariff, and for 
this purpose I am inserting another table, showing relative costs of 
neces;;ar;v articles on the !arm and bow much more he is expected to 
pay now with a cheap farm dollar than he did in 1914 under a Demo
cratic a<lministration, when his dollar, ~is shown by the former table, 
was worth a dollar and more : 

Implements 

Hand corn sheller __ ----- --------._-----------------------------
Walking cultivator ________________ -----------------------------
Riding cultivator __ --------------------------------------------1-row lister ____________________________________________________ _ 
Sulky plow ________ --------------------------------------------
3-section barrow ___ ----------------------- ______ ---------------_ 
Corn planter_---------------------------- _____________ --------_ 
Mowing machine __ ------------------------------ _____ ---------
Self-dump hayrake ___ ------------------------ __ ----------------
Wagon box ____ ------ ------------------------------------- ------
Farm wagon ___ ----------------------------------- ____________ _ 
Grain drill. ___________________________ ---- ------------------ __ _ 
2-row stalk cutter _____ ------- ____ ------- _____ -------- _------- __ 
Grain binder ________________ ----------------------_---------- __ 
2-row corn disks _______________ ----------- _______ :.----- _______ _ 
Walking plow, 14-inch __ --- ------------------------------------
Harness, pt>r set. _ -------------------- ____ ----------------------

1914 

$8.00 
18.00 
2.'i.OO 
36.00 
40. co 
18. GO 
50.00 
45.00 
28. 00 
16.00 
85.00 
85.00 
45.00 

1.50.00 
38.00 
14.00 
46. 00 

1924 

$17. 50 
38. 00 
62.00 
89.50 
75.00 
41.00 
83.50 
95.00 
55.00 
36.00 

150.00 
165.00 
110.00 
225.00 
95.00 
28.00 
75.00 

But we come once more to the McNary-Haugen bill, which 
my friend from Indiana wants me to discuss and nothing else 
for fear it might somehow or other impinge upon-I would not 
be so immodest as to say weaken-the arguments of the 
Repuulicans of the Senate. 

I want to make it clear, because it is the only justification I 
have for my vote, that I believe the unsoundness of the pro
tecti"\"e tariff system is excuse enough for any economic un
soundness which may repose in the l\1cXary-Haugen bill. Both 
are un~1ound, but one is no worse than the other, as I see it. 

Let me take up another phase of the problem. The question 
is, Will the price of bread be increased by reason of the passage 
of this measure? Will the people in the cities pay more for 
bread? I think they may, perhaps, pay more for breaq if the 
price of wheat were raised 60 cents a bushel. 

Mr. GOODING. The equalization fee to the consumer would 
not be more than the tariff of 42 cents a bushel. 

Mr. COPELAND. I hope the Senator is right. My judg
ment is that the increa ·e, whate\er it is, will be passed on to 
the consumer. 

Mr. GOODING. The price of wheat to-day is at least 35 
cent. · less than it was four years ago, yet the price of bread 
remains the same. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is true. 
l\1r. GOODING. The price of bread has not been changed at 

all, though wheat has :fluctuated up and down. I do not know 
whetiler the Senator heard me or not, but I made the state
ment, wilich is true, that out of a 10-cent loaf of bread the 
farmer gets only 1 cent and 4 mills for the wheat that enters 
into that loaf of bread. 

Mr. COPELAND. I heard the Senator's excellent and con
vincing speech, but I want to be perfectly candid in my pres
entation of the subject. It is my con"\"iction that there will be 
an increase in prices, but I am going to justify that in a 
moment, if I am able. 

There should be no increase in prices. Last year and the 
year before the farmers of the country received $7,500,000,000 
for their products. The consuming public paid $22.500,000,000 
for those same products. The sum of $15,000,000,000 was added 
to the price of the products between the producer and the con
sumer. If the States would do their duty, if profiteel'ing were 
stopped, there would be no excuse for the addition of any such 
sum to the prices paid by the consumer. But suppose we do 
pass on to the consumer the added price of wheat under this 
measure. I want to ask this question of any fair-minded man 
living in a great city: Are we not willing to assist the farmer? 

In that connection, let me speak of my own city, New York 
City. In New York City the value of the manufactured prod
ucts exceeds the value of the manufactured products of Pitts
burgh, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Milwaukee, Cleveland, Detroit, Buf
falo. and Boston. I want Senators to bear that statement in 
mind for a moment. Think of the great manufacturing in
terests of my city. How many people do Senators think use 
the needle in my city to make a living? One million! 

Is it not better to have an adjustment of affairs in the coun
try so tilat the great con uming public, the farmers, may have 
money with which to buy the products made in· my city than 
it is to have the price of bread half what it is to-day and 
nobody in New York with money to buy it? It is better to have 

a cent added to the price of a loaf of bread than to ha "\"e bread 
lines instituted in the great cities of America. 

I belieV"e that if we are to haV"e prosperity, and continued 
prosperity, in the cities of the country there must be prosperity 
upon the farm. The farming industry is the fundamental 
industry. and unless the farmer can buy no one can ell. As 
I view it, from the standpoint of the working man and the 
working woman in the great cities, it is far better. if need be. 
to pay a little more for the product-and I am glad to say this 
is the attitude of the American Federation of Labor-than to 
ha""\"e bread lines instituted. 

So, Mr. President, I believe, viewed wholly from the sta"ud
point of the economist, that the bj.J.l is economically tmsound, 
but contrasted with the economic unsoundness of the protective 
tariff system and the other methods used to fix prices in Amer
ica, it is no more economically unsound than are they. Because 
I feel that the farmers of the country must be given an equal 
chance in the economic world I am going to vote for the bill. 
I am going to do it because, in my judgment, it will promote 
economic fairne!':s and economic happiness. 

Mr. NYE. ::Ur. President, I am prepared to-night to talk on 
the pending farm bill, but I under tand it is desired to have an 
executive ses. ion. I hope orne arrangement may be made or 
some understanding had tilat will give me recognition to
morrow. 

1\Ir. CURTIS. We desire to have a short executive session. 
Let the Senator IJe recognized just as we go into executi"\"e 
session with the understanding that he will be entitled to the 
:floor upon convening to-morrow, bE>Cause he would have the :floor 
when the Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive 
busine s. 

The PRESIDIXG OFFICER. That may be done. 
Mr. NYE obtained tile :floor. 
1\Ir. CURTIS. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to me to enable- me to present a motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

l\ir. NYE. I yield for that purpose. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. CURTIS. I mo\e that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and t11e Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executiV"e business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

RECESS 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 12 
o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock: and 17 minutes 
p. m.) tile Sen~te took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, Feb
ruary 10, 1927, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
EJJecutive nomir~atio?l-8 recei'l/ed by the Senate Feb1'ttary 9, 1927. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 

Harry C. \Vhitehill, of Waterbury, Vt., to be collector of 
customs for customs collection district No. 2, with headquarters 
at St. Albans, Vt. Reappointment. 

UNITED STATES M.ARSHALB 

Richard J. White, of 'Visconsin, to be United States marshal, 
eastern district of Wisconsin. A reappointment, his term 
expiring April 1, 1927. · 

Richard C. Callen, of Colorado, to be United States marshal, 
district of Colorado, vice H. A. l\lcint~·re, appointed by court. 

Stanley Borthwick, of Ohio, to be United States .marshal, 
southern district of Ohio. A reappointment, his term expiring 
~larch 3, 1927. 

POSTMASTERS 

C.A.LIFOR~IA 

Nana l\I. Halferty to be postmaster at Tujunga, Calif., in 
place of N. M. Halferty. Incumbent's commission expires 
l\:larch 1, 1927. 

Leonard G. Hardy, jr. to be postmaster at South San Fran
cisco, Calif., in place of L. G. Hardy, jr. Incumbent's commis
sion expires l\Iarch 1, 1927. 

COLORADO 

Amy Hill to be postmaster at Arapahoe, Colo. Office became 
presidential .July 1, 1926. 

Orion W. Daggett to be postmaster at Redcliff, Colo., in place 
of 0. W. Daggett. Incumbent's commission expired January 
9, 1927. 

Theodore Stremme to be postmaster at Gypsum, Colo., in place 
of Theodore Stremme. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 4, 1926. 
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John L. Nightingale to be postmaster at Fort Collins, Colo., 
in place of J. L.- Nightingale. Incumbent's commission expires 
:March 1, 1927. 

FLORIDA 

George E. Gay to be postmaster at Palatka, Fla., in place of 
G. E. Gay. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Clarence J. Carlton to be postmaster at Arcadia, Fla., in place 
of C. J. Carlton. Incumbent's commission expired December 
19. 1926. 

GEORGIA 

William C. McBride to be postmaster at Newnan, Ga., in 
place of W. C. McBride. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

Charles L. Adair to be postmaster at Comer, Ga., in place 
of C. L. Adair. Incumbent's commission expires l\Iarch 1, 1927. 

IDAHO 

George F. McMartin to be postmaster at Coeur d'Alene, 
Idaho, in place of G. F. McMartin. Incumbent's commL<; ·ion 
expires March 1, 1927. 

ILLINOIS 

William H. Fahnestock to be postmaster at Rushville, Ill., 
iu place of W. H. Fahnestock. Incumbent's commission expired 
.January 13, 1927. 

Katherine Adams to be postmaster at Riverton, Ill., in 
place of Katherine Adams. Incumbent's commission expires 
l\Iarch 1, 192'7. 

George S. Faxon to be postmaster at Plano, Ill., in place 
of G. S. Faxon. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 
1927. 

Fred A. Sapp to be postmaster at Ottawa, Ill., in place of 
F. A. Sapp. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Albert 0 . Kettelkamp to be postmaster at Nokomis, Ill., in 
place of A. 0. Kettelkamp. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

Walter V. Berry to be postmaster at Irving, Ill., in place of 
W. V. Berry. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Richard W. Miller to be postmaster at Hamilton, · Ill., in 
place of R. W. Miller. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

'Villiam D. Chambers to be postmaster at East Moline, Ill., 
in place of W. D. Chambers. Incumbent's commission expires 
l\Iarch 1, 1927. 

Louis Lindenbauer to be postmaster at Camp Point, Ill., in 
place of Louis Lindenbauer. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

INDIANA 

Amanda B. Gosnell to be postmaster at West Terre Haute, 
Ind., in place of A. B. Gosnell. Incumbent's commission ex
pires March 1, 1927. 

Albert 0. Cripe to be postmaster at Alexandria, Ind., in place 
of J. L. Grider. Incumbent's commission expired September 
22, 1926. ,. 

IOWA 

Joseph C. Allen to be postmaster at Zearing, Iowa, in place 
of J. C. Allen. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Oscar W. Larson to be postmaster at Odebolt, Iowa, in place 
of 0. W. Larson. Incumbent's commission expires March l, 
1927. 

, KANSAS 

Luella Tapley to be postmaster at Quenemo, Kans., in place 
of Luella Tapley. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 
1927. 

.Jessie I. Dick on to be postmaster at Neosho Falls, Kans., in 
place of J. I. Dickson. Incumbent's commission expires March 
l, 1927. 

Raymond R. Norris to be postmaster at Marquette, Kans., in 
place of R. R. Norris. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

Walter S. Bradford to be postmaster at McLouth, Kans., in 
place of W. S. Bradford. Incumbent's commission expired 
November 9, 1925. 

James G. Frazer to be postmaster at Halstead, Kans., in 
place of J. G. Frazer. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. . 

KENTUCKY 

Harvey B. Ogden to be postmaster at Worthville, Ky., in 
place of H. B. Ogden. Incumbent's commission expired May 6, 
1926. 

Henry Hall to be postmaster at Waynesburg, Ky., in place of 
H enry Hall. Incumbent's commission expired April 26, 1926. 

Eugene C. Stockwell to be postmaster at Trenton, Ky., in 
place of E. C. Stockwell. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 19, 1927. 

Elzie T. Wilson to be postmaster at Sparta, Ky., in place of 
E. T. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired :May 3, 1926. 

Charles A. Bickford to be postmaster at Hellier, Ky., in place 
of C. A. Bickford. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 14, 1926. 

Lucille C. Yates to be postmaster at. Grayson, Ky., in place 
of L. C. Yates. Incumbent's commission expired February 6, 
1926. 

Addie Elliott to be po tinaster at Glencoe, Ky., in place of 
Addie Elliott. Incumbent's commission expired May 3, 1926. 

Allie H. Gibson to be postmaster at Ghent, Ky., in place of 
A. H. Gibson. Incumbent's commission expired 1\Iay 9, 1926. 

Mabel K. Kipping to be postmaster at Carrollton, Ky., in 
place of M. K. Kipping. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 16, 1926. 

MARYLAND 

Charles W. Foxwell to be postmaster at Leonardtown, Md., 
in place of C. W. Poxwell. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 29, 1926. 

Roscoe 0. McNutt to be postmaster at Fallston, 1\Id., in place 
of R. C. McNutt. Incumbent's commission expires l\Iarch 2, 
1927. 

MIOIDGAN 

Fred W. Walker to be postmaster at Otsego, 1\Iich., in place of 
F. W. Walker. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

John S. Hamlin to be postmaster at Eaton Rapids, Mich., in 
place of J. S. Hamlin. Incumbent's commission expired Decem
ber 8, 1926. 

.. Gladys E. Gaskill to be postmaster at Delton, Mich., in place 
of G. E. GaskilL Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 
1927. 

MINNESOTA 

.James H. Phelps to be postmaster at Litchfield, Minn., in 
place of E. A. Lofstrom, deceased. 

Mathias R. Hannula to be postmaster at Embanass, Minn. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1925. 

Walter B . Brown to be postmaster at Chisholm, Minn;; in 
place of W. E. Fay, resigned. 

.Jennie 1\I. Wurst to be postmaster at Watkins, Minn., in place 
of G. W. Sattler. Incumbent's commission expired May 23, 
1926. . 

Charles W. Field to be postmaster at Northome, Minn., in 
place of C. W. Field. Incumbent's commission expired October 
6, 1925. 

Elrwin B. Whitney to be postmaster at Granite Falls, 1\Iinn., 
in place of D. N. Ruud. Incumbent's commission expired July 
6, 1926. 

Francis P. Kielty to be postmaster at De Graff, Minn., in 
place of J . .J. Fitzgerald. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 29, 1'926. 

Claude C. Stubbe to be postmaster at Ashby, Minn., in place of 
Philip Teisberg. Incumbent's commission expired January 25, 
1927. 

1\TEBRASKA. 

Frank E. Crawford to be postmaster at \Vymore, Nebr., in 
place of F. E. Crawford. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

Hiram B. Cameron to be postmaster at Herman, Nebr., in 
place of H. B. Cameron. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

Gustav A. Koza to be postmaster at Clarkson, Nebr., in place 
of G . .A. Koza. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927 . 

William A. Gib on to be postmaster at Cedar RapidS, Nebr., 
in place of W. A. Gibson. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

NEW JERSEY 

Andreas H. Fechtenburg to be postmaster at Harrington, 
N. J., in place of J. A. Carlson, resigned. 

.Jacob Feldman to be postmaster at Woodbine, N. J., in place 
of Jacob Feldman. Incumbent's commission expire~ March l, 
1927. 

James A. Harris to be postmaster at Wildwood, N. J., in 
place of .J. A. Harris. Incumbent's commission expires 1\larch 1, 
1927. 

Edward M. Sutton to be postmaster at Ocean City, N. J., in 
place of E. M. Sutton. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, ~927. 

Mary H. Jeffrey to be postmaster at Deal, N. J., in plac~ of 
M. H . .Jeffrey. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Charles G. Wittreich to be postmaster at Chatham, N . .J., in 
place of C. G. Wittreich. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 10, 1927. 
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Timothy J. Nevill to be postmaster at Carteret, N. J., in 

place of T. J. Nevill. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

NEW MEXICO 

C. E. Gibbs to be postmaster at ~Iadrid, N. Mex., in place 
of K. L. l\Iilam, resigned. 

Garfield G. Tunell to be postmaster at Mobridge, S. Dak., in 
place of G. G. Tunell. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

Arnold Poulsen to be postmaster at Lennox, S. Dak., in place 
of Arnold Poulsen. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

NEW YORK TE:.\'NESSEE 

Charles J. Lansing to be postmaster at New Woodstock, N.Y., Ira L. Presson to be postmaster at Camden, Tenn., in place 
in place of Milton Jeffery, removed. of I. L. Presson. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 

Brainard W. Russell to be postmaster at Windsor, N. Y., in 1927· 
place of B. W. Russell. Incumbent's commission expires March TEXAS 
1, 1927. I George Ireland to be postmaster at Victoria, Tex., in place 

Dennis Lamarche to be postmaster at Plattsburg, N. Y., in of E. 1\f. Tracy, deceased. . . . 
place of Dennis Lamarche. Incumbent's commission expires Fred L. Brown to be postmaster at P1alllvlew, Tex., m place 
l\Iarch 1 1927. of F. L. Brown. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 
Willia~ D. Shepard to be postmaster at Geneseo N. Y. in Mildred A. Wilder to be postmaster at George West, Tex., 

place of W. D. Shepard. Incumbent's commissi~n expires in place of L. G. Wilder. Incumbent's commission expired 
l\Iarch 1, 1927. April 10, 1926. . · 

Roof D. Miller to be postmaster at Fort Plain N. Y. in Carlton A. Dickson to be postmaster at Cleburne, Tex., in 
place of R. D. Miller. Incumbent's commission exPires M~rch place of C. A. Dickson. Incumbent's commi sion expires M~rch 
1, 1927. 1, 1927. 

Frank 0. Persons to be postmaster at East Aurora, N. Y., 
in place of F. 0. Persons. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Frank Colvard to be postmaster at Robbinsville, N. C. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1926. 

Mattie C. Lewellyn to be postmaster at Walnut Cove, N. C., in 
place of M. C. Lewellyn. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

James R. Meagher to be postmaster at Velva, N. Dak., in 
place of J. R. Meagher. Incumbent's commission expires Feb
ruary 24, 1927. 

James E. Galehouse to be postmaster at Carrington, N. Dak., 
in place of J. E. Galehouse. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

OHIO 

Paul H. Clark to be postmaster at Junction City, Ohio, in 
place of P. H. Clark. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

OREGON 

Nellie G. Reed to be postmaster at Gold Hill, Oreg., in place 
of N. G. Reed. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Thomas W. Angus to be postmaster at Gardiner, Oreg., in 
place ofT. W. Angus. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 192!1. 

Oscar C. Maxwell to be postmaster at Elgin, Oreg., in place of 
0. C. Maxwell. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Harry A. Cool to be postmaster at Drain, Oreg., in place of 
Ira Wimberly. Incumbent's commission expired February 16, 
1926. 

Chester G. Coad to be postmaster at Dallas, Oreg., in place of 
0. G. Coad. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Arlington B. Watt to be postmaster at Amity, Oreg., in place 
of A. B. Watt. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

PENNSYLV A:NIA. 

Anthen C. ~ressinger 'to be postmaster at Tatamy, Pa., in 
place of A. C. Messinger. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 10, 1927. 

David K. Angle to be postmaster at Shippensburg, Pa., in 
place of Q. T. Mickey. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

Jennie A. App to be postmaster at Schaefferstown, Pa., in 
place of J. A. App. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 
1927. -

Fred Etnier to be postmaster at Huntingdon, Pa., in place 
of A. J. Starr. Incumbent's commission expired Septemb'er 22, 
192G. 

John J. Nolan to be postmaster at Farrell, Pa., in place of 
J. J. Nolan. Incumbent's commission expired November 23, 
192.5. 

Whitfield Pritchard to be postmaster at Bangor, Pa., in place 
of Whitfield Pritchard. Incumbent's commission expires Febru
ary 23, 1927. 

RHODE ISLAND 

William H. Godfr'ey to be postmaster at Apponaug, R. 1., 
in place of W. H. Gpdfrey. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1927. 

SOUTH D.AXOTA 

Olof NelsO)l to be postmaster at Yankton, S. Dak., in place of 
Olof Nelson. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

VIRGINIA. 

Yashti V. Compton to be postmaster at Brandy, Va., in place 
of J. 0. Fant, resigned. 

W.A.SHINGTON 

ArthUI' A. Bousquet to be postmaster at Wenatchee, Wash., 
in place of A. A. Bousquet. Incumbent's commission expires 
1\farch 1, 1927. 
·Sydney Relton to be postmaster at Richland, 'Vash., in place 

of Sydney Relton. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 
1927. 

James F. Greer to be postmaster at Pe Ell, Wash., in place of 
J. F. Greer. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Fred W. Hoover to be postmaster at Eatonville, Wash., in 
place of F. W. Hoover. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Robert E. L. Holt to be postmaster at Princeton, W. Va., in 
place of R. E. L. Holt. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

Oliver A. Locke to be postmaster at Milton, W. Va., in place 
of 0. A. Locke. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

Noah W. Russell to be postmaster at Lewi bm·g, W. Va., in 
place of N. W. Russell. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1927. 

WISCONSIN 

Nathaniel C. Garland to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, 
Wis., in place of H. A. 'Vagener. Incumbent's commission ex
pired June 5, 1924. 

Richard J. Hansen to be postmaster at Elcho, Wis., in place 
of R. J. Hansen. Incumbent's commission expired December 
19, 1926. 

Gleason E. Stoddart to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, Wis., 
in place of E. E. Parker. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 12, 1926. 

Bernard A. 1\lcBride to be postmaster at Adams, Wis., in 
place of B. A. McBride. Incumbent's commis iqn expires 
March 2, 1927. 

WYOMING 

Alma N. Johnson to be postmaster at Yoder, Wyo., in place 
of A. N. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 
1927. 

Reuben A. Faulk to be postmaster at Lusk, Wyo., in place of 
R. A. Faulk. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1927. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirnwd by tne Senate Febru-ar11 9, 

1921 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL 

Edward Rustad to be United States marshal, district of 
Minnesota. 

PR.OMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

To be rear admiral 
Joel R. P. Pringle. 

To be captain 
Charles C. Soule, jr. 

Robert E. Rogers. 
Penn L. Carroll. 

To be commanders 
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To be lietttenml-t ccnimza'nder3 
John M. Field, jr. 
Clinton H. Havill. 

To be lieutenants 
Herman B. R. Jorgensen. John W. Jamison. 
Clarence L. Hayward. Llewellyn J. Johns. 
Raymond D. Tarbuck. Roscoe L. Bowman. 

To be li~u.tena-nts (ju-nior grade) 
John 1\:l. Mcisaac. John W. Price, jr. 
Thomas E. Kelly. Ralph W. D. Woods. 

To be medical direct01'3 
Perceval S. Rossiter. 
Frank E. Sellers. 

To be tne(lical inspectors 
George R. W. French. 
Claude W. Carr. 

To be sut·geot-, 
John F. Hart. 

To be dental surgeon3 
Joseph A. Mahoney. 
Marion E. Harrison. 
John W. Crandall. 

To be paymaster 
Frederick C. Beck. 

To be oi1:'U engineer 
Charles R. John"'on. 

To be chief machinists 
Thomas G. Powers. 
:Frederick W. Sievert. 

7'o be chief pa.y clerk$ 
Alli<5on A. Brock. Stanley A. Mann. 
Raymond V. Christmas. Stanley C. King. 
Floyd L. Chapman. 

POSTMASTERS 

.ARIZONA 

Ruth L. Streett, Warren. 
GEORGIA 

Martha C. Aultman, Byron. 
James P. Ro e, Lyerly. 
David M. McKee, Moultrie. 
E. Stella Barrett, Union City. 

IOWA 

Susana F. O'Bryan, Lovilia. 
Jennie ~. Thomsen, Royal. 

MARYLAND 

John S. Dean, North Ea t. 
MASSACHUSETTS 

Berton Williams, Ayer. 
BaiTY T. Downe~. Hanover. 
Frederick H. Buckley, Natick. 

YIOHIGAN 

Cllauncey A. Ranis, Pontiac. 
MINNESOTA 

William C. Wiench, Bagley. 
Henry H. Lukken, Boyd. 
Edwin 1\lattson, Breckemidge. 
Thomas R. Ohnstad, Cannon Falls. 
John R. Forsythe, Cohasset. 
Wilson W. Wright, Cromwell. 
Gu. tav C. Wollan, Glenwood. 
Gustaf A. Johnson, Hallock. 
Kate l\L Shubert, Ha tings. 
Charles F. l\Iallahan, Jackson. 
Edward Odberg, Kettle River. 
Anna Kockelmnn, Kilkenny. 
Gu. tav 0. Schlick, Lucan. 
Carl W. Carlson, Meli·ose. 
John L. Beck, :Mouutain Iron. 
George L. Chesley, Pipestone. 
Norman Han~on, Renville. 
John P. Grothe, Roseau. 
Arthur C. Omholt, Sacred Heart. 
Henry C. :i\fegrund, Shelly. 
John Schmelz, Springfield. 
Mae A. Lovestrom, Stephen. 
Axel l\l. Croonquist, Stillwater. 
Daniel Shaw, Thief River FaJ.lg. 
Alfred Ande1;son, Twin Yalley. 

John P. Paulson, Two Ha1·bors. 
Olaf E . I;teiersgord, Ulen. 
Almer B. Nelson, Warren. 
Frank H. Wherland, 'Velcome. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Prentice O'R-ear, Columbus. 
Willie Ramsey, Drew. 
Louis B. Phillips, Eupora. 
Nettie Ditsworth, Lucedale. 
Allene M. 1\Iitch~ll, Sunflower. 
Walter L . Collins, Union. 
Thomas C. Kite, Weir. 
William W. Cain, West. 

NI<-:BR.ASKA 

Yernon D. Hill, Diller. 
Harry C. Haverly, Hastings. 
Lottie B. Trumble, IIazai·cl . 
Verne W. Langford, Laurel. 
Frederick Nielsen, Lexington. 
Frederick H. Datis, 1\Iadi. on. 
James W. Holme~, Plattsmouth. 
Charles T. Gammon. Rushville. 
Harry S. Prouty, Spencer. 
Harvey A. Loerch, Tekamah. 

NEW JERSEY 

Alfred J. Perkins, Atlantic City. 
Richard "\Yatt. Garwood. 
Frederick C. Doeker, Oxford. 
Harry Simmons, Rahway. 

NEW MEXICO 

Emma A. Coleman, Lovington. 
Charles B. Thacker, Raton. 
Chester G. Par ons, Wagon Mound. 

NEW YORK 

Harrison D. Todd, Arkville. 
Walter L. Bibbey, Fort Edward. 
Sumter L. Happy, Mount Vernon . 
Harry T. Nowlan, Newark Valley. 
William A. Baldwin. Norwich. 
Carroll F. Simpson, Phoenicia. 
Earl J. Conger, Waterville. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Vernon \V. Faris, Henderson. 
OHIO 

Charle F. Decker, Vermilion. 
Wilbur C. Ledman, Zanesville. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

James C. Whitby. Bryn l\lawr. 
James D. Scott, Coatesville. 
Earl H. Hilgert, Ore co. 
George R. Fleming, Haverford. 
Robert H. Stickler, Lansford. 
Edgar 1\latthewR, r ., R-oye1·sford. 
Jennie Sutton, Worthington. 

WISCO.:XSIN 

Grace E. Skinner, Endeavor. 

WITHDRA\VAL 
Executive nomi.1wtion u:ithdt·awu f'rom the Senate February 9, 

1921 
UNITED STATE.'3 DISTRICT JUDGE 

·william .J. Tilson to be United States district judge, middle 
district of Georgia. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, Feb1 ... uaT'Y 9,1927 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order 
by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Jame!'> Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer : 

Eternal God, source of every joy and tlle inspiration or" every 
earth-born hope, well may Thy praise our lips employ. We 
bless Thee that our lives, so mercifully preserved, still hold the 
fi·eshness of Thy lo'"e. This day iuterpret to us again Thy war 
of I'ighteousness and truth. How we do thank Thee that Thy 
mercy is big enough to cover all sin, to heal all wounds, and to 
comfort all sorrow. While we may draw th~ future neal' and 
dream ()f a better day, may we be grateful for the g-ood that 
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is here. In every situation help us to show moral self-control 
and have a very deep ense of our trusteeship. May opportu
nity, privilege, or any earthly honor never spoil us. Through 
Christ, our Savior. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap
proved. 

I W AB DEP .ARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 16249) making 
appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activities of 
the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, 
and for other purposes, with Senate amendments, disagree to 
the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 
16249, with Senate amendments, disagree to the Senate amend
ments, and ask for a conference. Is there objection? 

There was no objection ; and the Chair announced, as the 
conferees on the part of the House, l\fr. BARBOUR, Mr. CLAGUE, 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa, Mr. JoHNSO~ of Kentucky, and Mr. 
IlABRISON. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from California whether he has consulted with 
the conferees on this side of the House? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Not yet. This is merely to disagree to the 
Senate amendments and go into conference. I have not seen 
e-ither of the conferees for several days. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I give notice and insist that in 
fairne s to the minority side, the majority side hereafter, when 
asking to go to conference, shall be able to state that they have 
advised with the members of the minority. I give notice now 
that unless you follow that suit you will not go to eonference 
in respect to any of these bills. It is only reasonable to state, 
when this authority is given, that the minority members have 
been consulted with. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I talked with the minority members about 
going to conference, but not about asking for unanimous consent 
at this particular time. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. What I have insisted on, I think, 
would be good practice. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to 
object? 

1\Ir. GARNER of Texas. No; I have no objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SEN ATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed Senate bill of 
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House is 
requested : -

S. 5082. An act authorizing the appropriation of $8,600,000 
for tile purchase of seed grain, feed, and fertilizer to be sup
plied to farmers in the crop-failure areas of the United States, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
( S. 51n) to authorize an appropriation for reconnais ance 
work in conjunction with the middle Rio Grande conservancy 
district to determine whether certain lands of the Cochiti, Santo 
Domingo, San Felipe, Santa Ana, Sandia, and I leta Indians are 
susceptible of reclamation, drainage, and irrigation. 

The message also announced that the Vice President ap
pointed l\fr. DALE and Mr. McKELLAR members of the Joint 
Select Committee on the part of the Senate as provided for 
in 1.he act of Feb1·uary 16, 1889, as amended by the act of 
March 2, 1895, entitled "An act to authorize and provide for 
the disposition of useless papers in the executive departments," 
for the disposition of useless papers in the office of the United 
States Civil Service Commission. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

1\Ir. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that that committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled bills of the following title, when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

H. R. 15959. An act making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, 
and for other purpose ; 

II. R. 11601. An act granting pensions and increase of pen
sions 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 such soldiers and sailor , etc.; and 

S. 5197. An act to authorize an appropriation for re-connais
~ance work in conjunction with the middle Rio Grande con
servancy district to determine whether certain lands of the 
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Coclliti, Santo Domingo, San Felipe, Santa Ana, Sandia, and 
!sl~ta . Indians are susceptible of reclamation, drainage, and 
Irrigation. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as indicated 
below: 

S. 5082. An act authorizing the appropriation of $8,600,000 
for the purchase of seed grain, feed, and fertilizer to be sup
plied to farmers in the crop-failure areas· of the United States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privi
lege of the House and offer a resolution, which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The -SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution offered 
oy tbe gentleman from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That a respectful message be sent to the Senate calling 

the attention of the Senate to the remarks of the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYABD] found in the proceedings of the Senate for 
February 8, 1927, with the request that such action be taken by the 
Senate as will eliminate from the RECORD such remarks as are in 
violation of proper parliamentary practice and the proper comity exist
ing between the two Houses. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the remarks in question in 
my judgment, constitute an attack upon the gentleman f~om 
Delaware [Mr. HousTON] that is not in accordance with proper 
comity between the Houses, and further, it question the entire 
Republican membership of the House. I do not care to di cuss 
the remarks. I have endeavored in the resolution which I have 
submitted, to frame it in such a way as to be entirely in keep
ing with the proper practice between the Houses, and am 
simply calling the remarks to the attention of the Senate for 
such action as that body may take. The remarks referred to 
occur on page 3256, at the top of the second column. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, may we have the 
resolution again reported? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the resolution offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

'l'he Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That a respectful message be sent to the Senate calling 

the attention of the Senate to the remarks of the Senator from Dela
ware [Mr. BAYARD], found in the proceedings of the Senate for Febru
ary 8, 1927, with the request that such action be taken by the Senate 
as will eliminate from the RECORD such remarks as are in violation 
of proper parliamentary practice and the proper comity existing be-

• tween the two Houses. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that I have not 
consulted with the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. HousToN], 
for the reason that I feel he is perfectly capable of taking care 
of himself in the House and elsewhere and do not desire be 
should be responsible for my action. But I ba"le felt that this 
is a matter concerning the House, and my action io with the 
"liew to the House preserving its dignity. 

The SPEAKER. To what particular language does the gen
tleman refer? 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. I have specially in mind the idea that the 
speech can have but one effect, and that is to stand as an 
attack upon the gentleman from Delaware: That becomes es
pecially apparent in the portion beginning at the bottom of the 
first column on page 3256 continuing to the end of his rerna1·ks. 
So far as the House it elf is concerned, and the Republican 
membership genei'ally, I should perhaps read that paragraph, 
beginning: 

Mr. President, what does that mean 'l 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. What the gentleman reads 
Will go again into the RECORD. 

1\Ir. CRAMTON. It will no doubt be sufficient, and I will 
avoid that by indicating what appears at the bottom of column 
1, page 3256. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I will say I have read the remarks of which the gentle
man from :Michigan proposes to complain to the Senate. 

I understand it to be the rule of comity between the bodies 
that attacks or criticisms shall not be made of a Member of 
one body by a Member of the other. The reason for that i::; that 
it tends to lead to acrimonious discussion between the two 
bodies and is likely eventually to create a bad tate of feeling 
between the two bodies that will not be conducive to satisfac
tory 1-elations between the legislative branches. 
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I know nothing whatever of the merits involved in this ques

tion and I know nothing whatever of the controversy. The 
resolution of the gentleman is couched in the usual respectful 
terms we use in resolutions of that sort. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

The resolution was agreed tv. 

FOREIGN-DEBT SETTLEMENTS 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frsn] for 15 
minutes. 

l\fr. FISH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, this 
is the day set by the Congress for the termination of the 
authority of the World War Foreign Debt Commission. Five 
years ago to-day that commission was created by an act of 
Congress. They negotiated during the past five years with 
more than 13 different countries and have adjusted and 
settled practically all these difficult debt problems, with what 
success the Members of the House know and appreciate. We are 
proud of the high devotion to duty shown by the members of 
this commission, and we have the right to be proud of the 
fact that the distinguished and venerable gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BURTON] and the equally distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CRISP] have ably represented this House on that 
commission [applause], and through their great abilities und 
by adopting that spirit of conciliation, of fair-dealing, and of 
justice, which bas always characterized their public cat·eers, 
they have made it possible for the United States of America 
to consummate these debts in a friendly and magnanimous 
manner with our foreign debtors. 

But, unfortunately, gentlemen, there are those in this 
country and abroad who would have the United States Govern
ment-the President, the Debt Funding Commission, and the 
Congress-held up as a Shylock demanding the pound of flesh, 
and I rise at this time not only to voice the gratitude of the 
House and of all the American people for the splendid services 
of our colleagues, Messrs. BURTON and CRISP, and to say, "Well 
done, good and faithful servants," but to answer the charges 
that have recently been made by a group of Columbia profes
SOI'S attacking the agreements made by the Congress and asking 
that those agreements be revised and that these debts be 
canceled and also to answer at the same time the statement 
made by the distinguished commanding officer, General O'Ryan, 
of the Twenty-seventh New York Division, who said in a speech 
in Chicago on armistice day that he was ashamed of the way 
the Congress has settled these debts with foreign nations. 

It is high time we answered the~e unfounded charges and 
emphasize the fact that the Congress, in settling these debts 
exhibited the greatest amount of generosity and liberality that 

all war debts and to give away $10,000,000,000 belonging to 
American taxpayers for war loans made in good. faith. 

We went into the war because our ships were attacked by the 
ruthless militaristic and autocratic machine that ruled Germany. 
We went in to protect our rights, and we contributed in blood 
and treasure to turn the tide of defeat into victory. [Ap
plause.] And when the victory was won ·we a ked for no 
conquered territory, for no plunder, for no indemtility, and for 
scarcely enough reparations to pay for our army of occupation. 
We asked for nothing and we got just what we a ked, nothing 
at all. So, my friends, we have not a single thing to be ashamed 
of. [Applause.] In the entire history of the world there has 
never been a case of such lmparalleled generosity as has been 
shown by the United States of America. [Applause.] 

It is time that these round-robins, issued by Columbia profe. -
sors-who should be attending to the instruction of their pupils 
instead of trying to instruct Congress-should cease. If they 
want to attempt to instruct Congress let them ascertain the 
truth and the exact facts before they issue such ab ·urd mani
festo to the American public. The main trouble which re. ults 
from these unwarranted attacks upon the established policy of 
our Government in settling the war debts is to deceive the 
French people and make France think we are about to cancel 
the entire war debt. These attacks are not doing so much harm 
to America, but they are doing irreparable harm to the French 
people and to the French Government. [Applause.] 

If, for example, the French Government, or even the English 
Government, want to revise these debts downward let us suggest 
to them that they appraise their possessions in the Caribbean 
Sea and offer those possessions to us, not at the appraised valu
ation, but at ten times the valuation, and do you think Frant-e 
or England will give up one of those islands? 

Do you think France or England will give up any of their 
conquered territory in Mesopotamia or Africa? No. All that 
the debtor nations want is that Ameriea, who came in and 
turned the· tide of defeat into victory, should carry the entire 
expem~e of the war from the date of our entry and that the 
$10,000,000,000 lent by the American taxpayers should be can
celed and America permitted to carry that burden in addition 
to over twenty billions expended by our own Government to 
help win the war. That is all there is to the European point 
of view. There is no other; and they will not be atisfied 
until these debts are canceled. It is the old, old story of the 
debtors against the creditor. 

I hope the 20,000 legionnaires who go over to Europe will 
know the whole truth and will appreciate that we canceled. 53 
p<:>r cent of the French war debt and that the amount we are 
asking from France to-day only equals that which we lent her 
after the armistice. 

1\fr. KNUTSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. Yes; I yield. 

has e-ver been shown in the history of the world. [Applause.] Mr. KNUTSON. Is there not reason to believe there is a well-
There are some 20,000 or more Legionaires going over to organized movement in this country to bring about a cancella

Paris next September to attend the Amer ican Legion conven- tion of the foreign debts? 
tion and I want those veterans of the World 'Var to go there Mr. FISH. I do not believe it is -very well organized, except 
with their heads up, knowing the facts and not ashamed of I among some of the international bankers. Of course, they have 

· the acts of Congress and of their own Government. [Ap- the money to spend on propaganda. However, I do not believe 
plause.] it is going to get very far in this country. What I am afraid of 

Now, let us see what we are supposed to be ashamed of. is that it will create bad feeling because of the evident misun
We canceled 53 per cent of the French war debt and we have derstanding in foreign countries. 
only asked from France that amount of money which we loaned Let us now see whether our terms to France are harsh. Let 
France after the armistice, but in spite of that-! see the us overlook what France gained in Alsace and Lorraine as well 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTO~] and the gentleman from as what she gained by her mandates in Syria and in Africa. 
Georgia [Mr. CRISP], members of the commission, present, France receives 52 per cent of the German reparations, and in 
and I hope they will correct any statement I make which may 1944 France will receive $300,000,000 a year from Germany. 
not be strictly accurate--we have been held up to the world According to the English debt settlement with France and the 
as a harsh and bard-hearted cred.itor. I am informed on pending American debt ~ettlement with France, France will be 
good authority that French politicians permitted France to called upon in 1944 to pay about $186,000,000, leaving a balance 
be placarded from one end to the other with the statement to France of about $114,000,000 annually; a surplus of $114.
that only 5 per cent of the war debt bad been canceled by 000,000 coming in from the German reparations be!o:t;~d the 
the United States of America. No wonder there is bad feel- amount which she will have to pay out to Great Bntam and 
ing; no wonder there is confusion and misunderstanding among the United States. Is that a very harsh settlement? . 
the French people--our traditional friends-as to the generous We are not dealing with a bankrupt nation. We are dealmg 
attitude of our country; no wonder there have been attacks with France, whose bonds have gone up, and that is an index 
and ridicule on the French stage and in the French press, not only of present pro~perity but of future prosperity. We are 
depicting us as Shylock demanding the pound of flesh. dealing with nations able to pay; and I think we ~hould uph .. old 

We went into this war not because it was our war. We were not only the bands of the President but of the D ebt Fundmg 
not responsible for causing the World War. There are those Commission, who settled these debts on long-term. paym~ntH 
in France who claim that Poincare, Isvolsky, Russian ambassa- covering 62 years at a low rate of interest and on a fair and JU':it 
dor to France, and other Russian and French militarists helped basis. and above all on a ba~is of utmost generosity. 
bring on the war, but the majority sentiment is that the German This iS the information we ~hould take back to our people
~md Austrian militaristic clique caused the war. However, one not that we have been Shylocks but that we have been gcnerou~ 
thiug is certain, and that is we were not a contributing factor to the nth degree. When the French debt resolut.ion passed the 
in bringing about the World War, and there is no reason for I House of Representatives there were 112 negative vote~. and 
the United States of America to be the only one to cancel the::;e men voted again. t it not because they thopght the Con-
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gress :was not generous but because they thought the Congre.ss 
was overgenerous. That was the on1y opposition existing in 
this House ; and I hope the :Members will take home to their 
districts the· one fact that the House of Representatives, in 
approving the Berenger-:Mellon French debt settlement, acted 
with unparalleled generosity. [Applause.] 

Date Loan 

TREASURY DEPAnTMENT, November 8, 1!J2$ 

LOA~S AND SUBSIDIES GRANTED BY FRANCE TO THE UNITED STATES 
DUR.I:NG AND IMliEDIATELY FOLLOWING THE' REVOLUTIONARY .WAR 

France made four loans to the United States during and immediately 
following the Revolution, all of which wet·e negotiated by the Conti· 
nental Congress. 'l'he details of these loans are as follows : 

Wben due Amount Interest 
rate 

Per cent 
1777 1,000,000 livres from Farmers General of France under authority of Indefinite. (Contract dated Mar. 24, 1777, House Miscellaneous $181,500 5 

resolution Dec. 23, 1776. (Secret Journals of Congress, "Foreign Documents, o. 603, pt. 2, 50tb Cong., 1st sess., &'rial No. 2585. 
Affairs," Vol. IT, p. 36.) p. 300, Revolutionary Diplomatic Correspondence of tbe United 

States, Wharton.) 
1778-1782 18,000,000 livres f.rom French Go-.ernment um:ler authority of resolu- 12 annual installments from tbe third year after conclusion of peace. 3, 267, ()()() 5 

tion Dec. 3, 1777. (Journals of Congress, Vol. IT, p. 359.) (Contract dated July 16, 1782, Journals of Congress, Vol. IV, 
appendix, p. 20, Way and Gideon Washington, 1823.) 

10 annual installments from Nov. 5, 1787. (Contract drawn July • 1781-1782 10,000,000 livres from French Government under authority of resolu- 1, 815, ()()() 
tion. Oct. 26, 1779. (Secret Journals o! Congress, Vol. II, p. 283.) 16, 1782, Journals of Congress, Vol. IV, appendix, p. 20.) 

1783 6,000,000 livres from French Government under authority resolu- 6 annual installments from Jan. 1, 1785. (Contracts drawn Feb. 25, 1, 089, ()()() 15 
tion. ~pt. 14, 178'2. (Journals of Congress, Vol. IV, p. 78.) 1783, Journals of Congress, Vol. IV, appendix, p. 23.) 

1 Beginning Jan. 1, 1784. 

'l'he 18,000,000,000-livrc loan was made in installments ranging over 
the period of 1778-1782, the advances in the latter year amounting to 
6,000,000 livres. In the contract of July 16, 1782, France remitted the 
arrears of interest on this Joan to that date " * • and from thence 

· to the date of the treaty of peace *·" In this same contract 
France also agreed to bear the commissions and bank charges incident 
to the 10,000,000-livre loan, which was in fact borrowed from Holland 
by France for the account of the United States. Franklin in transmit
ting this contract said, in part: " In reading the contract you will 
discover several fresh marks of the King's goodness to us, amounting 
to the value of near two millions ( li n·es) . " 

Due to the condition of the finances of the new Government, interest 
payments on !he e loans, as well as the installments on the prin~ipaJ, 
were not always made promptly, but the account, both principal and 
interest, with the exception CJf the interest remitted as ehown above, 
was ultimately settled in full. All amounts still unpaid in 1 T95 were 
converted into domestic stock bearing interest at 4% and 5% per cent 
per annum. Oliver Wolcott, jr., the Secretary of the. Treasury at that 
time, said that " • • • by this operation the debt as due under 
former contracts to the Republic of France may be considered as dis
charged." '!'be details pertaining to repayments on the principal and 
refunding operations of the various loons are as follows : · 

Repayments on the Pl'incipaZ and refunding operations of the vm·ious loans 

Loan Total Date Merged into 5% Merged into 4% 
per cent stock per cent stock Repayments 

1778-1779 
1791 
1792 

First loan----------------------------------------------------------------------------· 1 $27, 81L 11 (') ------------------ $27,811.11 
5«, 500.00 Second loan.----·--··-···-------------------------------------·----------------------- 544, 500. 00 ------·----------- ____ --------------

Second loan.------------------··------------------·---------------------------------- 1, 089, 000. 00 ------------------ ----------------- 1, 089, 000. 00 
726,000.00 
153,888.89 
272,250.00 
5«, 500. ()() 
329,100.00 
186,983.96 

Third loan ____________ ----------------------------------------------------------·· : _ 726, 000. 00 ------------------ ---··------·----First loan ________ : ________________ -:, _____________ :_____________________________________ 153, !lBS. 89 ----·-·-· --------- ------------------1793 
Second loan •• --·--·- •••••••• ··-·_----- __ -----------------.------·--------------------- 272, 250. 00 ·----···--------- __ ------------- ___ _ 
Third loan ______ -------------------------_------------------------------------------· 544, 500. 00 ____ --------- ·--- ____ -------------- _ 

1794 

1795 

Second loan. ____ -------_---_----·--------_-------------------------_--.----.---------- 329, 100. 00 _______________________ ------- _____ _ 
Third loan ____ --------------------------- --_------------------------------------------ 186, 983. 96 -------- __________ ---------------- __ 

iS~~?~:::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::-------~~:-~~~~- -----i~~:::::- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
1, 032, 150. 00 

377,516.04 
1, 089, 000. 00 

Total ____ .----------------~------ •• -------------------------------------------- •• 327, 600. 00 1, 848, 900. 00 176,000.00 6, 352, 500. 00 

1 In tobacco. 

There is attached a photostat copy of a statement prepared by the 
Register of the United States Treasury, dated April 28, 1800 (Amer
ican State Papers, Finance. vol. 1, p. 671), which shows the French 
debt at the beginning of the Government and its ultimate extinguish
ment, both principal and interest. Thus, of the total amount of 
$6,352,500 borrowed, the sum of $4,327,600 was repaid by 1795, and 
the balance, or $2,024,900, was refunded into 4% per cent and 5% per 
cent domestic stock. The 4% per cent stock was all repaid in due 
course between 1807-8, while the final payment was made on the 
5% per cent stock in 1815. 

In addition to the loans described above, there were certain aids 
and subsidies granted by the French King to the American Colonies. 
In these subsidies Spain participated to the extent of 1,000,000 livres. 
The amounts and dates of these subsidies are as follows: 

In 1776, from France--------------------------------
In 1776, from Spain---------------------------------
In 1777, from France-------------------------------
In 1781, from France---------------------------------

Livres 
2,000,000 
1,000,000 
2,000,000 
6,000,000 

Total (llvres equal to $1,996,500) ---------------- 11, 000, 000 
Thus, the gifts from France amounted to $1,815,000. 
The first subsidy from France of 2,000,000 livres and the subsidy 

of 1,000,000 from Spain were handled by 1\L Caron de Beaumar
chais, who carried on his work under the guise of a. Spanish trading 
company by the name of Roderique Hortales & Co. The others were 
negotiated through Benjamin Franklin. So far as the Treasury has 
been able to determine the facts, there was never any misunderstanding 
over the gratuities granted by the French King to the United States 
through Benjamin Franklin, in amount: 8,000,000 livres. The adjust
ment of 1795 seems conclusive in tbis respect. Moreover, th~ mutual 
claims of France and the United States have been the subject of several 
treaties between the parties, but no reference is found to any supposed 
debt to France originating in the support given by France to the 

2 American State Papers, Finance, vol. 1, p. 360. 

United States in the Revolutionary War. The earliest of these treaties 
was the one of September 30, 1800, followed by that of April 30, 1803, 
ceding Louisiana to the United States. 

A dispute, however, arose between Beaumarchais and Congress over 
the claims of the former. He made large shipments of munitions and 
supplies to this country for the use of the Revolutionary Army, aggTe
gating over 6,000,000 livres, according to Bayley's History of National 
Loans of the United States. These were afterwards the subject of 
claims presented by Beaumarcbais and his heirs. Settlement was 
finally made in 1835 by the ·payment of 810,000 livres to his heirs. 
Mr. Bayley made a careful investigation of the claims of Beauinarchais 
against the United States, and in stating tbe amount in the volume 
referred to shows an overpayment by the United States of 1,426,787 
livres (about $250,000). 

No.6 
Statement o! the French debt at the commencetnent of the present 

GfJvernment, and of it8 ulti-mate e.iUnguishment 
[Treasury Department, Register's Offiee, April 28, 1800] 

To general account of foreign receipts and expendi-
tures remitted to Paris, from Amsterdam and Livres s. d. 
Antwerp: Guilders 10,080,419 1 produced ________ 24.193,005 

To account or expenditures of the United States: 
14 04 $4, 032, 167. 62 

Paid at the treasury, $2,751,904 _________________ 15,162,005 09 10 2, 751, 004. 00 
To the War Department: For supplies or military 
~tores, $8,962------------------------------------ 49,377 08 02 8, 962.00 

'l'o loan of foreign debt: Amount of 5:Yil per cent 
stock, $1,848,900; amount of 4:Yil per cent stock, $176,000 _________________________________________ 11,156,473 16 (J7 2, 024,900.00 

To profit and loss account: For a 
gain arising from the exchange 
between Amsterdam and Ant
werp, and Paris, viz, the remit
tances from Amsterdam and 
Antwerp, on account of the 
principal of the French debt, 
were Hvres 24,193,005.14 4 18.15 

The value of guilders, 
10,080,4.19 1 ~------------

$4, 391, 030. 53 

4, 032, 167. 62 
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Statement of t1te French debt at the commet1cement of the zwesent 

G01:ermnent, and of its ttltimate ea;tinguishmc~ntinued 
Difference to the credit of this account from ex- Livres s. d. 

change __ ------------------------------------------------- ___ ------- $358, 862. 91 

TotaL-------------------------------------- 50,560,862 08 11 9, 176,796. 53 

CAPITAL ON JAN. l, 17£0 

Loanof18,000,000livres. _________ 18,000,000 0 0 
Loan of 10,000,000 livres. --------- 10, OCO, 000 0 0 
Loan of 6,000,000 lirres. ---------- 6, 000,000 0 0 

------34,000,000 00 00 
Balance of account of supplies set-

tled at the TreasurY---------------------------
Contract with the Farmers Gen-

eraL_-------------------------- 1, 000,000 0 0 
Deduct so much paid by the late 

Government.--------------____ 153,229 7 

Deduct supplies furnished the 
French consul, by the late Gov-
ernment ___ -----.----------- __ _ 

846,770 14 5 

448,471 14 8 

134, 065 07 06 

398, 298 19 09 

Principal (lines) ____________________________ 34,532,364 07 03 6, 267,624.15 

INTEREST ON IAN. 1, 1790 

.Arrearages of interest on the 
capitaL.----------------------- 8,800,000 0 0 

.Arrearages of interest on supplies__ 41,895 8 7. 
Contract with Farmers GeneraL. 126,017 15 4 

Interest . .which ac
emed m 1790, on 
supplies and 
Farmers Gen-
eral contract_ __ • 1, 600, 000 0 0 

26,618 14 4 

8, 967, 913 3 11 1, 627, 676. 24 

1, 626,618 14 4 ------------------ 295,231.29 

Interest (livres) _____________________________ 10,594,531 18 03 

45, 126,896 05 06 8, 190,531. 68 
Interest in 1791, 1792, 1793, 1794, and 1795, until paid 

off._-------------------------------------------- 5, 433, 9G6 03 05 986, 264. 85 

50, 560, 862 08 11 9, 176, 796. 53 
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register. 

SHOC'LD THE DEBTS OF THE ALLIES TO THE UNITED STATES BE CANCELED 

Address by Hon. THEODORE E. BURTON, of Ohio, at Buffalo, Foreign 
Policy Association luncheon, Statler Hotel, No>ember 27, 1926 

Notwithstanding criticisms of the attitude of the United States and 
occasional careless accusations that this country is playing the part of 
a Sb;dock, I support the negative of this pr·oposition. Much attention 
has been given to features in debt settlements which are favorable to 
the United States, and these have been eagerly received in Europe. It 
is now time to show that the settlements have been generous to Em'<>pe. 
In the discussion it will be necessary to understand certain fundamental 
facts. 

It was a glad day for the Allies when, in April, 1917, the United 
States declared war against the German Government. With wildest 
enthusiasm the word was passed along down in the trenches, along 
the battle front, and everywhere, "America is our ally." .For the days 
were dark for them. They bad suffered many defeats. 

First of all our assistance was most effective in rendering financial 
aid, for all of them were nearly at the end of their resources. For 
this purpose, beginning in the month of April, 1917, acts were passed 
at Washington for extending loans, and by successive acts the amount 
was fixed at $10,000,000,000 ; also for sale of surplus supplies and for 
relief. Nine billion six hundred million dollars was turned over to 
them in cash, some $600,000,000 in supplies, and $140,000,000 in food 
for the suffering populations of Europe-an aggregate of $10,340,000,000. 

Under these successive statutes loans were made to 20 countries. 
Two are out of the picture-Armenia which, it it ever had a govern
ment, does not have one now, to which country $12,000,000 was ad
vanced, and to Russia $192,000,000, which debt bas been repl,ldiated 
by the Soviet Government. In addition, $24,000,000 was advanced to 
Austria, on which a moratorium until 1943 has been granted. There 
were several minor loans-$10,000,000 to Cuba, which has been repaid, 
$166,000 to Nicaragua, which is in process of repayment, and the trivial 
sum of $2G,OOO to Liberia. 

A distinction must be made between these loans which assumes vital 
importance. Part or the advances was before the armistice of Novem
ber 11, 1018, for amounts expended presumably for munitions, for food, 
and necessary supplies for the prosecution of the war. The balance 
was ndvanced after the armi::;tice. 

Advances before the armistice, save a small amount to Czecho
slovakia, were ma<le to six nations only-England, France, Belgium, 
Italy, Serbia {now the Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes), 
and to Russia. For the remaining nations the loans or advances wet·e 
made after the armistice, and the question of borrowing while suffering 
ft·om the hardships of war can not be raised. The nations borrowing 
before November 11, 1918, the date of the armistice, also received very 
large amounts after that date. 

In February, 1922, tliree years and more after the virtual close of 
the war, a debt commission of five members was created, with Secre
tary Mellon as chairman, upon which was imposed the duty of making 
settlements with these debtor countries. In the following year, with 
a view of making the commission nonpartisan, three other members 
were added, making eight in all. The commission laid down three essen
tial principles in the settlement of the debts : 

First. That the principal sum must be paid. 
Second. That the greatest po!sible leniency must be extended in rates 

of interest and in time for payment. Time for payment in all the set
tlements has been fixed at 62 years. 

Third. That in fixing these settlements there must be careful regard 
for the capacity of the different nations to pay. 

The statute required first a settlement by the commission, then an 
approval by the President, then an approval by the Congress. 

Now, why are we insisting on the payment of these debts to the 
United States? In giving the reasons I am substantially repeating a 
statement which I made to a European audience at London in Septem
ber, 1922. This statement was then recognized as just and fair. 
Firstly, the sanctity of international obligations. The whole structurr 
of credit would break down if a policy of cancellation should be e tab
lisbed. There is not only a sanctity but a certain sacredness in inter
national obligations, particularly when the transaction is between twf" 
governments, and there is a creditor nation as well as a debtor ntltiou . 
'l'he disastrous effects of cancellation would not rest merely upon the 
creditor, for it in the future an emergency should arise, by reason of 
war or other similar events, the debtor countries would find it prac
tically impossible to borrow again. Second, the loans made to these 
countries-$10,000,000,000 and more-were not paid out of an over
flowing Treasury. The authorization for them was in the Liberty loan 
acts. The money was borrowed from the American people, and you all 
know bow intensive a campaign there was to compel all classes to join 
in those loans. In many cities there was a committee established to 
fix the quota which each person should subscribe. ·Those who advocate 
cancellation can not be consistent unless they promptly surrender to 
the "Cnited States · Treasury the bonds which they hold, tile proceeds o.r 
which were lent to European countries. The Government of tlle 
Unifed States, the Treasury, is but a trustee for the American people 
for the payment of these debts. 

Now, the third reason-and not much attention has been called to 
it-is this: While burdens of foreign countries are very sevet·e, pro
portionately-·remember that word "proportionately "-our burden o! 
debt and taxation has increased as much if not more than with any of 
them. Befot·e the war our national debt, deducting credits, amounted 
to barely a billion dollars. When it reached its peak in August, 1919, 
it was $2G,500,000,000, and by reason of our participation in the con
flict approximately $35,000,000,000 raised by curent taxation and by 
loans was paid by the American people. A Treasury statement issued 
in 1920 estimates the cost of the war up to that year at $53,455,000,000. 

The burden of national taxation was very light before 1917, but it 
increased so that in some forms of income tax it was 70 per cent and 
more ; also there was an excess-profits tax, and we are now paying some 
$800,000,000 per year interest on the debt incurred. Again, in the last 
year $40:>,000,000 was expended for the Veterans' Bureau. So we by 
no means have been left unscathed. We have borne our burden-and 
again I use the word " proportionately." That burden has been equal 
to, if not greater, than that of any other country. 

'.rhen there is a fourth reason, and I found this appealed to a certain 
element in Great Britain more than anything else. If we should re
lieve the debtor nations of their obligations or cancel a substantial part, 
in view of the antagonisms which prevail in Europe, with the ambition 
to surpass each other in military and naval armament, the amount re
leased would inevitably be expended for increasing their military and 
naval armament, and thus create a constant threat to the peace of the 
world. 

Next, the United States as the result of the war gained no accessions 
of territory. We have claimed no large reparations. Some of our 
Allies who were engaged in the conflict multiplied their possessions as 
a result of the war, acquirjng very valuable areas in the outlying por
tions of the earth. Perhaps there has been no very great benefit from 
these thus far, but it they are retained they are sure to be a very great 
source of increasing wealth, and in some instances of military strength, 
to the countries which have acquired them. 

Then, deny it as anyone may, we were not in the smne degree of im
minent danger that the countries of Europe were. France, Great 
Britain, Italy, Belgium, and Serbia realized that the very life of their 
countries was at stake. The invading armies were wtthin 15 miles 
of Paris. 

I maintain here, and I have maintained in Europe, that our entrance 
into the war was largely based on motives of altruism. We were not 
in serious danger. We might have stood aloof, we might lin,·e profited 
by the misfortunes of other countries; but to m:tintnin the cause of 
popular government, to repress absolutism, for the Ral<e of a Letter 
and more ordered world, we entered into that fight and "c turne<l the 
scale in favor of the Allies and those whose ideals we fa ,·or. 
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Some say that the great prosperity we have enjoyed has been due to 

;he war and to our sales to the Allies. It is true that we did sell 
~hings at high prices, but I must deny that allegation, which is very· 
•~ommon in Europe. We arl:' enjoying wonderful prosperity to-day, but 
It is not because of the war, because that war cost us, as I have said, 
nearly $35,000,000,000. What is the reason? It is because of the 
marvelous scientific development in tb.iB country, mass production, the 
efficiency of our workers, the better utilization of natural resources, the 
utilization of machinery, better business organization. All these fac
tors were powerful1y at work years before the war. We lead the world 
not merely In wealth but we lead in all these particulars. Perhaps if 
I were to put any one thing at the head it would be our adoption of 
mass production. Because of these facts we are no.w occupying the 
proud position that we occupy, and not by any means by reason of any 
gains made because of the war. 

Have the terms of settlement with foreign debtors been severe? An 
analysis of the figures utterly disproves thiB accusation. 

The Debt Commission bas negotbted settlements with 13 counh·ies. 
Eleven of these have been given full force and effect. With Greece no 
agreement has been reached. The agreement with Yugoslavia awaits 
approval by the Senate, and that with France approval by the Senate 
and by the French Government. In all of these a period of 62 years 
is given for payment. The rate of interest in liquidating the amount 
due was fi.xed at 41,4 per cent to December 15, 1922, and thereafter at 3 
per cent until the date of final agreement. The settlement with Great 
Britain, which is for $4,600,000,000, was made with the provision that 
3 per cent interest should be paid for the first 10 years and 3~ per 
cent for the remaining 52 years. Payments of principal begin with 
$23,000,000 in the first year and reach $175,000,000 in the sixty-second 
year. The greatest credit is due to this country for its recognition of 
its obligations and its compliance thus far with the terms of settlement. 

If payments be computed or discounted at 41,4 per cent interest, the 
gene1·al rate now paid by the United States upon its Liberty bonds, it 
appears that a very considerable share of the fixed indebtedness has 
been released, ranging from approximately 20 per cent in the case of 
Great Britain to 75 per cent in the settlement with Italy, and this in
cludes indebtedness incurred after the virtual close of the war as well 
as during the contest. In the settlement with Belgium no interest 
whatever is charged for the 62 years on the prearmistice debt, and the 
average rate of interest during the 62-year period is 1.8 per cent. 
France begins with payments of $30,000,000, reaching $35,000,000 in 
the fifth year. For this five-year period no interest is charged. The 
average rate of interest during the 62-year period for France is 1.6 
per cent, for Yugoslavia 1 per cent, and for Italy foul'-tenths of 1 per 
cent. On the same basis of computation as that already mentioned-
41,4 per cent-more than half, or 53 per cent, of the debt of France has 
been canceled and 75 per cent of that of Italy. 

The Int>st lenient settlement was made with Italy, because the com
mission felt, on full consideration, that the lack of natural resources in 
that country and a prospectively permanent balance of trade against 
her due to the necessary purchase of food and other essential supplies, 
made her capacity to pay less promising than that of the others. 

But it is said that the burdens imposed upon the debtor countries 
are beyond their capacity to pay, and that this alleged inability has 
been much accentuated by our tariff' act of 1922. A former candidate 
for an important office in this country made the statement in France 
recently that the payment of these debts would subject Europe to 
slavery for a. generation. The statement is absurd. 

The payments which European nations must make to us for the first 
five years average $210,000,000. By the sixth year they will have 
reached $230,000,000, in the tenth year about $275,000,000, and by the 
twentieth year nearly $360,000,000. 

The increase in imports into the United States from European coun
tries and their dependencies between the fiscal years of 1922, when the 
commission was organized, and 192G was from $1,422,000,000 in 1922 
to $2,730,000,000 in 1926, an increase of $1,308,000,000, or 92 per 
cent. During this time our exports to these countries increased by 
only 22 per cent. The figures relating to exports and imports of the 
United States would seem to point to a time when the balance of trade 
will be against us. This is due to receipts of payments from abroad 
and to the rapid increase in consumption by our people. A tarift:' bar
rier can not be erected so high as to prevent an increase of imports. 

There is another class of expenses which proves the ability of Europe 
to pay. American tourists, according to the best estimates, expended 
in Europe in the year 1925, $370,000,000, of which, according to esti
mates by the best French authority, $225,000,000 was expended in 
France. In addition to this there are very large remittances by immi
grants in the United States, insurance premiums, ocean freights, and 
payments by passengers on European ships. Of course, thiB does not 
take into account subscriptions by benevolent organizations or the very 
large amount of loans made for European enterprises, the result of 
which must J>e to increase their debt-paying capacity. 

Looking in another direction, it is fit we should consider what the 
debtor countries are paying for military expenses; for if there is any 
one thing tha·t is needed for greater prosperity and happiness the world 
over, U is a decrease of military expenses. The most recent budget of 

military expenses for Great Britain provides for the army £45,000,000, 
for the air service £15,000,000, for the navy £60,000,000; in all, approx
imately £120,000,000, or about $582,000,000. Their total payments to 
us are about $161,000,000 per annum, or much less than one-third. 
Indeed, the increase in military expenses in Great 'Britain over pre
war is $200,000,000, much more than their total annual payments to us. 

The estimate in France for military and naval expenditures for 1925 
was 5,169,000,000 francs, which, with the shifting value of their cur
rency, can not be readily stated in dollars with accuracy, but at least 
it would be $150,000,000, or five times the payment of France to the 
United States on her debt. 

In Czechoslovakia, a country of about 12,000,000 people, they are 
maintaining a standing army of 150,000. The appropriation for na
tional defense for 1926 is 1,695,000,000 crowns, or, in gold value, about 
$50,000,000 a year. All that she is paying to us for 18 years is 
$3,000,000 per annum. 

The appropriations for the Ministry of War in Poland for the pend
ing year amount to 554,000,000 zlotys. The present gold value of a 
zloty is about 11% cents, making their expenses somewhat over $60,-
000,000. The first payment of Poland to the United States agreed upon 
is $5,916,800, with an option to pay only $1,000,000 the first year, 
increasing by $500,000 per year for each of the succeeding four years. 
The present value of their debt, on a basis of 41,4 per cent, is $146,-
825,000. Thus it will appear that the military expenses of less than 
two and one-half years would pay orr this debt. 

Rumania expends over 5,000,000,000 lei per year, or about $27,-
000,000 for military expenses. The present value of their debt on the 
same basis as that stated for Poland is $35,172,000. Thus their 
military expenses for one year and a third would pay off the whole of 
their debt to the Unit.ed States. 

The same class of comparisons might be made for the whole list 
of debtor nations. , Tbe proportion of total expenses in the various 
countries shows that no overwhelming burden is imposed upon any of 
them. The percentages range from a maximum of approximately 4.1 
per cent of her expenditures in the case of Great Britain to six-tenths 
of 1 per cent in the case of Italy. The payments of Czechoslovakia 
would be almost exactly 1 per cent. 

Reference should also be made to the distinction already mentioned 
between prearmistice and postarmistice advances to the re ~pective 

countries. It can by no means be claimed that cancellation of post
armistice indebtedness should be made because the most sul>stantial 
share of the amounts was for relief and rehabilitation, and in some 
instances there were expenditures for new enterprises. Of the 13 
nations with which settlements have been made, six incurred no 
indebtedness to us prior to the armistice of November 11, 1918. Never
theless, the greatest degree of leniency has been shown to each of 
these. The best illustration of a country in which there was a division 
of expenses between. prearmistice and postarmistice is that of France. 
When the amounts were liquidated in the recent settlement made by 
the commission, it was found that of the principal sums advanced 

1,970,000,000 was prearmistice and $1,370,000,000 postarmistice. If 
the rate of interest on the latter amount, $1,370,000,000, should be 
fixed at 5 per cent it would appear that, as a result, payments would 
be almost exactly equal to the total sum which France must pay 
under the terms of the settlement. In other words, figuring on this 
percentage, which is substantially less than what France is now 
paying, the United States would forgive all advances made before the 
armistice and require payment only of the amounts advanced or 
accrued thereafter. 

The above facts and figures prove that the United States has not 
been severe upon our debtors ; rather she has been not merely fair, 
but generous. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT PADUCAH 

1\Ir. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 16888) granting 
the consent of Congress to the Paducah Board of Trade (Inc.), 
of Paducah, Ky., its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River. 

'.rhe SPEAKER. Can the gentleman assure the Chair that 
this is a matter of emergency? 

Mr. BARKLEY. This is a matter of emergency, Mr. Speaker, 
and time is of the essence; otherwise I would not ask for 
recognition. 

The SPEA.KER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Paducah Board of Trade (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors 
and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and ap
proaches thereto across the Ohio River at a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation between the city of Paducah, Ky., and the 
city of Brookport, Ill., in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters," approv€d March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and 
limitations contained in this act. 
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SEc. 2. There is hereby conferred upon the Paducah Board of Trade 

(Inc.), its successors and assigns, all such rights and powers to enter 
upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use real 
es tate and other property needed for the location, construction, oper
ation, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches and termi
nals, as are possessed by railroad corporations for railroad purposes 
or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes in the State in which 
such real estate or other property is situated, upon making just com
pensation therefor, to be ascertained and paid according to the laws 
of such State, and the proc~dings therefor shall be the same as in 
the condemnation and expropriation of property in such State. 

SEC. 3. The said Paducah Board of Trade (Inc.), its successors and 
assigns, is hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls for transit over 
such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal rates 
until changed by the Secreary of War under the authority contained 
in the act of March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the 
Secretary of War, either the State of Kentucky, the State of Illinois, 
any political subdivision of either of such States, within or adjoining 
which any part of such bridge is located, or any two or more of them 
jointly, may at any time acquire and take over all right, title, and 
interest in such bridge and its approaches, and any interest in real 
property necessary therefor, by purchase or by condemnation in ac
cordance with the laws of either of such States governing the acquisi
tion of private property for public purposes by condemnation. If at 
any time after the expiration of 20 years after the completion of 
such bddge the same is acquired by condemnation, the amount of dam
ages or compensation to be allowed shall not include good will, going 
value, or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the 
sum of (1} the actual cost of constructing bridge and its approaches, 
less a reasonable deduction for actual depreciation in value, (2) the 
actual cost of acquiring such interests in real property, (3) actual 
financing and promotion cost, not to exceed 10 per cent of the sum 
of the cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches and acquiring 
such interest in real property, and ( 4) actual expenditures for neces
sary improvements. 

SEc. 5. If such bridge shall be taken over or acquired by the States 
or political subdivisions thereof as provided in section 4 of this act, 
and if tolls are charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall be 
so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the cost of main
taining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its approaches, to pay 
an adequate return on the cost thereof, and to provide a sinking fund 
sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor as soon as possible 
under reasonable charges, bnt within a period of not to exceed 20 years 
from the date of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient to 
pay the cost of acquiring the bridge and its approaches shall have been 
provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated free 
of tolls, or the rate of tolls shall thereafter be so adjusted as to pro
vide a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper care, 
repair, maintenance, and operation of the bridge and its approaches. 
.An accurate record of the amount paid for acquiring the bridge and its 
approaches, the expenditures or operating, repairing, and maintaining 
the same, and of the daily tolls collected shall be kept, and shall be 
available for the information of all persons interested. 

SEc. 6. The Paducah Board of Trade (Inc.), its successors and assigns, 
shall within 90 days after the completion of such btidge file with the 
Secretary of War a sworn itemized statement showing the actual orig
inal cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches, the actual 
cost of acquiring any interest in real property necessary therefor, and 
the actual financing and promotion costs. The Secretary of War may, 
nt any time within three years after the completion of such bridge, 
investigate the actual cost of constructing the same and for such pur
pose the said Paducah Board of Trade (Inc.), its successors and assigns, 
shall make available all of its records in connection with the financing 
and the construction thereof. The findings of the Secretary of War as 
to the actual original cost of the bridge shall be conclusive, subject 
only to review in a court of equity for fraud or gross mistake. 

SEc. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the 
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted 
to the Paducah Board of Trade (Inc.), its successors and assigns, and 
corporation to which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and 
privileges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall acquire 
the same by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby authorized 
and empowered to exercise the same as fully as though conferred herein 
directly upon such corporation or person. 

SEc. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex
pres£'-Y reserved. 

With the following committee amendme-nts : 
Page 3, line 12, after the word "constructing," insert the word 

"such." 
Page 4, line 13, after the word "expenditures," strike out the word 

"of" and insert in lieu thereof the word "for." 
Page 5, line 11, after the word "and," insert the word "any." 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossro and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On moti(}n of 1\Ir. BARKLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

THE M'NARY-HAUGEN BILL 

1\Ir. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
resolution from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio offers a resolu
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House Resolution 405 

Resolved, That upon tbe adoption of this resolution it shall be in 
ordet· to move that tbe Honse resolve ftself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the cousidet·ation of the 
bill (H. R. 15474) entitled "A bill to establish a Federal farm board 
to aid in the orderly marketing and in the control and disposition of the 
surplus of agricultural commodities." 

After general debate, which shall be confined to the bill and shall 
continue not to exceed 12 hours, to be equally divided, and controlled 
by the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and the gentleman 
from Louisiana, Mr. ASWELL, the bill shall be read fot· amendment 
under the five-minute rule. At the conclusion of the reading of the bill 
for amendment the -committee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as 'may have been adopted, and the 
previous question shall be considered as 01·dered on the bill and amend
ments thereto to final passage. 

Mr. BURTON. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask tmanimous consent that 
the time for debate on thi resolution be fixed at 1 hour and 
40 minutes, to be controlled by my elf, but I express the inten
tion to yield of that 1 hour and 40 minutes one-half to the 
gentleman from North Carolina [l\Ir. Pou]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the time of debate on this resolution be extended 
40 minutes, so that such debate may continue for 1 hour and 
40 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, when 
the unanimous-consent agreement was reached as to the amount 
of time to be devoted to general debate on this question, it may 
be recalled that I asked what would be the plight of any l\Iem· 
bers who found insuperable objections to all three bills, and 
was told that with 12 hours at disposition, there would be no 
difficulty in such gentlemen finding opportunity to express their 
views. 

I have not consulted all of the numerous gentlemen who are 
concerned in arranging the allotment of this time, but I have 
consulted several and find a very natural and pardonable re
luctance on their part to give opportunity to their colleagues 
to punch holes in their positions. This was to have been ex
pected, and had I been one of those gentlemen I should have 
taken the same view. There are other gentlemen besides my
self who desire some very small opportunity to present to the 
House reasons in opposition to all three bills. In view of that 
I ask the gentleman who has requested this 1manimous consent, 
if he should deem it practicable to extend the hour and 40 min
utes which he has requested to 2 hours and 40 minutes. Of 
course, the debate upon the rule will be almost altogether 
addressed to the subject matter involved, so that there would 
be no inconsistency in giving those of us who desire to oppose 
all three bills a slight opportunity to express our judgment. If 
he shoulu not think that the wise way to proceed, then I ask 
wh-ether he would object to an amendment to the rule specify
ing that those who are opposed to all the proposals shall have 
one-twelfth of the available time, or one-thirteenth of it, if an 
aclditional hour be given for general debate upon the subject. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, it has been the understanding 
of the Committee on Rules that a limited amount of time 
would be granted to those opposed to any and all bills. If 
that understanding is not to be carried out, if there are diffi
culties in the way, I should feel reluctant to a change of the 
rule extending the time, say, from 12 hours to 13 hours. Such 
a proposition could naturally be presented to the House only 
after the previous question on this resolution is voted down. 
Personally, I haYe no objection to an extension of the time 
from 1 hour and 40 minutes asked for for debate on the rule. 
That, however, rests with the House. I ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LucE] what would be the least time 
with which he would feel satisfied in presenting his views on 
this subject. bearing in mind that in the discu sion of the 
rule it is not the usual custom to discuss at very great length 
the merits of the bill. 

1\Ir. LUCE. Personally, I should desire not more than 15 
or 20 minutes at the outside, but I was told yesterday of five 
or six other gentlemen who take the same position and desire 
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to object to all of the bills. I should think that an hour 

1

· gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. L""C"cE] and about as much 
divided among them might be a reasonable suggestion; but time to the gentleman from· Alabama [1\lr. HUDDLESTON]. 
if that is too long, I shall not speak for the others, but will There are two points involved: First, notwithstanding what 
let them speak for themselves, and request for myseli an my good friend from Iowa stated, it must be recognized that 
opportunity to address the House for 20 minutes on this the gentleman who is to control the time in opposition to 
matter. the bill is the proponent of another measure that is agrlcul-

1\Ir. BURTON. 1\fr. Speaker, I should like to know of tural legislation along a different line. I am informed by the 
.,.:;thers who desire to be heard in opposition to all of the bills. gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. UNDERHILL] that he de

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 10 sires time not on the rule but in the discussion of the bill. I 
minutes. can only conjecture, but I think the Committee of the Whole 

1\Ir. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman wp! will. be generous to those who desire to be heard in the ills
yield, I should like to know when the opposition to all these cuss1on when the bill is read by paragraphs under the five
bills that are pending will have an opportunity to be heard. minute rule. 
It is my understanding that the time is divided between the Mr. RAMSEYER. Reserving the right to object, unanimous 
proponents of two of the leading bills. I do not see how those consent has not been put yet. 
of us who are opposed to both of them can consistently expect Mr. DEAL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if it is 
any time from them. . contended that those who object to all bills would have an 

1\Ir. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from opportunity to address the House? Now, I have been told by 
Ohio yield certain gentlemen interested in this legislation that those who 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. are opposed to all bills will not be recognized at all and will not 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massa- be permitted to have an opportunity to address the House. 

chusetts [Mr. LucE] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I have already answered that 
HUDDLESTON] are both laboring under a misapprehension. question. It was the unde1·standing of the Committee on Rules 
There is only one agricultural bill that has been reported out, that. o~portunity would be given to those who oppose all bills, 
and that is the bill commonly known as the Haugen bill. It but It IS stated by at least one Member here that he has had 
is true that in the air there are rumors that certain Members difficulty in obtaining an assignment of any time. 
of the House are for other agricultural plans, but there is Mr. POU. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit, I would 
no other plan on the calendar of the House. Here is the suggest to the gentleman that if the time is increased to 
Haugen bill. Those who are in favor of the Haugen bill are 2 hours and 40 minutes, and if the gentleman from Ohio will 
natu:mlly entitled to one half of the time and those who are yield to me one-half of that time to be yielded to others, if I 
opposed to it, whether for another plan or no plan, are en- ~ee fit to do so, that all sides can be taken care of. This matter 
t~t~ed to the other half of the time. There is but one propo- ~s of paramount im~~rtance, and. I beJ!eve it 'Yould be in the 
sition, the Haugen bill, that the rule proposes, and that is the mterest of our expediting the consideratiOn of this great problem 
only thing that can come before the House under the rule. that the House is considering if the time is increased to 2 
It is the only agricultural bill that is on the calendar of the hours and 40 minutes, and I will take care of the opposition 
House reported out at this session. on this side. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Oh, I think the gentleman must be mis- Mr. BURTON. Those opposed to all the bills--
taken. Did not the rule mention the .A.swell bill? Mr. DEAL. Does that mean those who oppose all bills can 

Mr. RAMSEYER. No; the gentleman is mistaken. The rule only present their views during the 2 hours and 40 minutes? 
mentions the gentlema,n from Louisiana [Mr. AswELL] as Mr. BURTON. I am unable to answer that question. It is • 
being entitled to control one half of the time, and it mentions a question that must be settled by those who have control of the '-
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAuGEN], as chairman of the time in the Committee of the Whole, so I can only repeat the 
committee, who shall control the other half of the time. statement made a few moments ago, that I conjecture that the 

:Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? disposition of the House in Committee of the Whole will be to 
Mr. RAMSEYER. If I have the :floor. deal generously with those · who desire time on any and all · 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. We are not dealing with a theory, but phases of this question. · 

we are dealing with a practical situation in which those who Mr. DEAL. If those who are opposed will not be allowed any 
are opposed to the principle on which the bills are grounded time, I would like to have that matter made known. 
are entitled to be heard, and not be forced to allow the country Mr. TILSON. Would it not be a very proper time and place 
to think that it is a mere choice between those v~rious here in the discussion of the rule for those who are opposed to 
measures. . all legislation along this line to oppose the rule, and in giYing 

Mr. RAMSEYER. That is not a situation that is peculiar to their reasons for opposing the rule to discuss the merits of the 
this bill ; that is a situation that may exist as to numerous bill ?r of any other bill that . may be proposed to be substituted 
other bi-lls. The Rules Committee with but few exceptions, has for 1t? It would be perfectly proper argument on the part of 
never reported out rules except u; recognize those who are for those opposing all legislation to urge against the passage of a 
and those who are against the bill reported. Probably before rule making it in order. Could not the gentleman arrange to 
the Congress adjom·ns there will be a rule here to consider the give these gentlemen time? 
disposition of Muscle Shoals. There are at least a half dozen Mr. DEAL. If the gentleman will yield. That means only a 
proposals for the disposition of power down there. few minutes for all of those who are opposed to all bills in 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. But it is rare for a rule to lodge the question, and yet when the question for general debate comes 
right to all of the debate in certain named individuals. I do up there will be 12 hours a!J.owed to those who are favoring 
not know, . but in this particular case I have an idea that both these bills. It· does not seem to me that is quite a fair disposi
gentlemen controlling the time for debate will eventually vote tion of time. I am sure that there will be a great many who 
for whichever of the bills is accepted. are opposed to all bills, and they should have opportunity to 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I do not know about that. speak. Therefore those who are opposed to all bills may be 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- limited to 5 or 10 minutes in which to express their views, 

man from Ohio yield? - while those favoring the bill will have opportunity perhaps for 
Mr. BURTON. Yes. half an hour or more in which to argue their side. That does 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I suggest to the gentleman not seem to me to be a fair way to arrange the time. 

from Ohio that in the interest of expedition it might be well Mr. BURTON. I again present my request, to the effect that 
to accept the proposal suggested by the gentleman from Massa- the time for general debate on this resolution be 2 hours and 
chusetts [Mr. LucE]. As I understand it, the gentleman wants 40 minutes, to be controlled by myself, with the intention and 
20 minutes. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HUDDLESTON] the promise to yield one-half of that time to the gentleman 
will want possibly a~ much time. I think an additional hour from North Carolina [Mr. Pou]. I will state that I shall try 
might very well be granted under those conditions. as far as. possible to give time-and I expect in that to have 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I was about to _make a change the cooperation of the gentleman from North Carolina-to 
in my request for unanimous consent. those who are opposed to all the bills presented. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Why not instead of an additional40 min- Mr. POU. I will see to it that they are fairly treated, as 
utes add 2 hours to the general debate and take the usual hour far as my time permits. 
on the rule? , Mr. BURTON. I shall expect the gentleman from North 

Mr. BURTON. If anyone desires to make a request for unani- Carolina to give more time to the opponents than I myself can 
mous consent to that effect, he may do so. I was about to sug- yield. 
gest, Mr. Speaker, a modification of my original request, and The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimo.us 
that the time given for discussion on the rule be made 2 hours consent that the debate on the ru!~ be for 2 hours and. 40 
and 10 minute~ of which 20 minutes shall be awarded to the minutes. Is there objection? 
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Mr. LINTHICUM. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 

Speaker, this rule does not provide any time for those who 
are ovposed to all of these bills. I am opposed to all the bills, 
and therefore I object. 

l\lr. BURTON. Then, 1\Ir. Speaker, we must proceed under 
the rule, under which I have one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for 
one hour. 

l\lr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, 
whatever may be the opinion of the individual members of the 
Committee on Rules as to the merits of the McNary-Haugen 
bill, we recognize that the so-called agricultural problem is one 
of supreme importance and deserves the most careful attention 
of the House at this time. We recognize also that the Com
mitt~e on Agriculture, which has for a long time had measures 
pertaining to agricultural I"elief under consideration, has re
ported, at least by a majority, this bill. So we are unanimous 
in bringing in this rule. 

I may say that I am personally opposed to the measure, but 
it is my desire in the time afforded to me to give opportunity to 
the advocates of the bill to present their case. I yield 15 min
utes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. PURNELL]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized 
for 15 minutes. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
six and one-half million farmers, who produce the food of this 
Nation, are again knocking at the doors of the American Con
gress ash.'ing for relief. I am convinced in my own mind, after 
nearly six years' study in and out of the Committee on Agri
culture, of which I have the honor to be a member, that not 
less than four and one-half millions of these farmers desire 
the enactment of the bill which is presented before you by the 
Committee on Agriculture [applause], and known throughout 
the country in almost every household as the McNary-Haugen 
bill. 

Who are these people who are knocking at the doors of the 
American Congress, who come here with more humility and 
patience, I may say, than any class has ever shown? Who are 
these six and a half million farmers who are asking for relief? 
They are the people who own and control the largest business 
we know anything about in this country, the business of farm
ing. Six and one-half millions of them live on the farm. They 
provide the food of this Nation. Thirty millions of men, women, 
and children live on the farms, and their business in dollars 
and cents is worth more than the combined valuation of all 
the coal mines, plus the manufacturing plants, plus the rail
roads, plus the capital, surplus, and undivided profits of all 
the banks and trust companies in the United States of America. 
Their business represents an investment of about $70,000,000,000. 
Theirs is the basic industry of our country and is the founda
tion of all permanent prosperity. 

Having given a great deal of study to this question in the 
last five or six years, and having helped report on three dif
ferent occasions bills to this House for consideration by the 
Bouse, I naturally feel somewhat, I will not say angry, but 
mentally disturbed, when I read morning after morning in the 
great agricultural paper of this city, the Washington Post 
[laughter], such highly illuminating editorials as have appeared 
in its columns recently. They hardly seem worthy of a great 
metropolitan newspaper such as the Post. They seek to wave 
aside this all-important question by the mere suggestion that 
it is unworkable; that it is unsound; and are capped with the 
supreme clinching argument furnished by the distinguished 
feather-bed farmer who writes these editorials that the pas
sage of this bill will in the end mean the saddling onto the 
American consumer a greater burden than he now bears. 

I want to deny, gentlemen of the House--and my denial is 
based upon my investigation and study of this problem-! want 
to deny that the enactment of the McNary-Haugen bill will 
increase the cost of living to the Amelican consumer. I want 
to follow that denial with this statement, that if it does increase 
the cost of living it is justified by every rule of common sense, 
equity, and justice. 

If I follow the logic of the gentleman who writes these 
defamatory articles-! mean if I follow his judgment by my 
vote--! must send word back to the farmers in my district 
in Indiana and the Middle West that rather than inconvenience 
the consumers of this country we must have our farmers raise 
the food of this Nation at a loss. I am unwilling by my voice 
or Yote to subscribe to any such doctrine. 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. PURNELL. I shall be glad to yield to the gentleman 

in general debate, but I can not yield in the short time I have. 
Gentlemen, the problem that is before you now and the one 

that will be brought b'efore you if this rule is adopted is the 

greatest problem that has ever confronted the American Con
gress since the beginning of this Government, nameLv the 
problem of restoring agliculture to a place of equality 'with 
~dustry and labor;. and if I can interpret the signs of the tim·e, 
if I can correctly mterpret the entiment of the Congress of 
the United States in both branches as it reflects the sentiment 
of the country, I believe that we can say to the distressed agri
culturists of this country that we are at last about to put 
upon the statute books of this country a piece of legislation that 
will bring about that equality to which they are so justly 
entitled. [Applause.] 

Gentle~en, I want to say a word about this bill, although, 
perhaps, It would be more proper in general debate or later 
when we take up the bill under the five-minute rule. 

I want to call your attention first of all to the declaration of 
policy. I want to read it, I want you to digest it, and I want 
you to understand it. 

It is hereby declared to be the policy of Congress to promote the 
orderly marketing of basic agricultural commodities in interstate and 
foreign commerce, and to that end to provide for the control and dis
position of surpluses of such commodities, to prevent such surplus<>s 
from unduly depressing the prices obtained for such commodities, to 
enable producers of such commodities to stabilize their markets against 
undue and excessive fluctuations, to preserve advantageous domestic 
markets for such commodities, to minimize speculati9n and waste 
in marketing such commodities, and to encourage the organization of 
producers of such commodities in to cooperative marketing associations. 

Gentlemen, no higher declaration of purpose and no more 
laudable declaration of purpose was ever incorporated in any 
bill that has ever been passed by the American Congress. 

To accomplish this purpose, gentlemen, we establish, first of 
all, under the provisions of this bill a Federal farm board. 
Objection is sometimes urged to giving the American farmer a 
board in Washington to which he may turn for advice and 
counsel upon the theory that we already have the Agricultural 
Department. It is true that we have an Agricultural Depart
ment, and that primarily it serves agriculture. We have spent 
millions upon millions, and we are spending millions every year 
through the Department of Agriculture for the purpose of aid
ing the farmer in producing more and better crops, but we 
have at last reached the point in this country where we must 
now begin the serious study of a greater probl€'m, that of dis
posing of the surpluses which we have taught these American 
farmers how to raise. Therefore they are entitled to have in 
the Capital of their Nation a Federal farm board organized 
primarily for the purpose of helping them to orderly and profit
ably market that surplus which we have helped them produce. 

I want to invite your attention, gentlemen, to the method of 
selecting this farm board. If you will have a mental picture 
of the United States with its 12 Federal land-bank districts 
before you, you will have the underlying basis and foundation 
for the organization of that board. If this bill becomes a law, 
it becomes the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture within 30 
days to designate in these severul Federal land-bank distric tH 
such farm organizations and cooperative organizations as are 
representative of the farmers and producers and to apportion 
among them a certain vote which they are to later cast in a 
convention called by the Secretary of Agriculture for the pur
pose of forming a nominating committee of five members. Four 
of the members of this nominating committee are named by 
the farm organizations themselves. The fifth member is se
lected by the Secretary of Agriculture. These five members, 
constituting the nominating committee, then select from the 
great body of producers in their respective land-bank dis tricts 
three representative men, whose names are submitted to the 
President of the United States. When all of the several dis
tricts have made their nominations of three each, the President 
of the United States will have before him the names of 36 
men from whom he may choose 12, 1 from each district, to 
compose this Federal farm board. More than that, as a 
further precaution and as a further effort to make this board 
in its actions reflect the sentiment of the farmers and pro
ducers of the country, there is provided a commodity advisory 
council of seven members, to be selected by the boanl. There 
will be a cotton advisory council ; there will be a corn advi ory 
council; a wheat advisory council; a rice adviRory council; 
and a swine advisory council, each composed of seven men 
representing these basic commodities, who shall work in cooper
ation with the Federal board in its effort to take care of the 
surpluses and orderly and effectively market them. 

Now, gentlemen, what are the powers of this board after it 
is created? I can only touch upon them, but whenever the 
board finds, first, that there is or may be during the er.suing 
year either a surplus above the domestic requiremf'.nt/J fo~ 
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wheat corn rice or swine, or a surplus above the requirements I dent appoints one man from each of the 12 land-bunk uistricts, 
for th~ ord~rly ~arketing of cotton, or of wheat, corn, rice, or the Secreta1·y of Agriculture being ex officio a member of this 
swine and, second-and exceedingly imp01·tant-whenever that board. The board decides that conditions are such that they 
board' finds that both the advisory council hereinafter created will proceed to tabilize the cotton market at a minimum and 
for the commodity and a substantial number of cooperative maximum price in accordance with the provisions of the bill. 
associations or other organizations representing the producers. As long as this operation continues the price which the farmer 
of the commodity favor the full cooperation of the board in the will receive for his cotton and cottonseed as well is undoubt
stabilization of the commodity, then the board shall publicly edly fixed by the action of this board. I think nobody will 
declare its findings. But they still do not declare an operating deny this statement. Now, let us discuss for a moment the 
period, nor do they set this machinery in motion until one effect of the action of the board. Let me ask what guaranty 
further thing happens. has the eotton farmer in my State, for instance, that the price 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman fixed by the board will be a remunerative price? Absolutely 
from Indiana has exph·ed. none. Indeed, the price fixed by the Federal farm board might 

1\Ir. BURTON. l\lr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman two addi- be a price which would guarantee a profit to a cotton farmer 
tional minutes. in the State of Texas or Missis ippi or Louisiana, while it 

Mr. PURNELL. One other thing must happen. They shall would inflict a loss which would put the cotton farmer of 
not commence or terminate operations in any basic agricultural North Carolina out of business. Now, why do I say this? I 
commodity unless members of the board representing Federal stated to a gentleman, a supporter of this bill, the other day 
land-bank districts- which in the aggregate produced during the that in my opinion the cost of producing a pound of cotton in 
preceding crop year, according to the estimates of the Depart- North Carolina was not less than 15 cents. It is, as a matter 
ment of Agriculture, more than 50 per cent of such commodity of fact, I believe, more than 15 cents, but I wanted to be 
vote in favor thereof. They must have an affirmative vote so conservative. The gentleman to whom I made this statement 
stating. was so disgusted that I would not care to put his reply ip 

Gentlemen, that is briefly the purpose of this board. :From print. I will say that a part of his reply was that I must take 
time to time during this debate those of us who favor this bill him to be a fool if I thought he would believe any such state
will gladly explain exactly what we mean by this equalization ment. The cotton farmer who does me the honor to read this 
fee and exactly how it is proposed to collect it. speech can decide for himself whether I put the cost of produc-

Let me say this in conclusion, gentlemen: Many organizations ing a pound of cotton in North Carolina-that is to say, 15 
and classes representing various branches of industry and labor cents--too high or too low. 
have come before the American Congre:ss since the beginning of My belief is that the average cost of producing cotton in 
this Government asking for relief. I undertake to say, however, North Carolina since the World War is 17 cents per pound. 
that this is the first time in the history of this Government that Now, take the State of Texas with its millions of acres of fertile 
any organization ever came before Congress asking for relief land, which need no commercial fertilizer to stimulate the 
and asking to have machinery set up to do the things which growth of the cotton plant. It seems to be generally conceded 
they can not do for themselves and in the same breath o:f!er that under favorable conditions cotton can be produced in the 
to pay out of their own pockets the cost of its operation. fertile lands of Texas and Mississippi and other parts of the 
[Applause.] · South, at 9 cents per pound. Now, there is no guarantee 

So, gentlemen, I hope we shall quickly adopt this resolution whatsoever that the Federal farm board in stabilizing the price 
as it is presented by our Committee on Rules, in order that we of cotton would take the cost production price in North Caro
may immediately begin the consideration of this most impo1i:a.nt lina as a basis. Bear in mind that only three members of the 
bill. Federal farm board can come from cotton-producing sections. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman If, under the operations of the Federal farm board the North 
from Indidna has again expired. Carolina cotton farmer is to receive a profit for the cotton he 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my produces, the stabilized price must be above the North Carolina 
time. cost of production. If the North Carolina cost of production 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker-- . is 17 cents, as I think it is, and as many men who have investi-
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North gated cost production think it is, then the stabilized price put 

Carolina is recognized for one hour. in operation by the Federal farm board must be above 17 cents. 
1\Ir. POU. Mr. Speaker, I have nev;er felt it was improper in There is absolutely no guarantee of any kind in any line in 

discussing a rule, which provides for the consideration of a the bill from beginning to end that this would be done. If the 
great measure like this, to submit observations which in a board should decide to put in operation a stabilized price under 
general way effect the merits of the proposed legislation. I 17 cents, then the North Carolina farmer would be put out of 
have never been much of a stickler in the observance of tech- business by the operation of the very board created for the 
nicalities anyway. I shall, therefore, submit for the considera- purpose of helping the cotton industry. 
tion of the House some of the objections which to my mind In the Haugen bill, which was defeated in the last session 
make the so-called Haugen bill an impossible piece of legisla- of Congress, there was a guarantee of a remunerative price 
tion. [Applause.] to the grain producers of the Nation because the bill provided 

It is said that an ancient barbarian despot ordered lashes and in terms that the stabilized price should be the world price of 
fetters for the Hellespont. Equally vain, equally futile, is any g~·ain, plus transportation charges and so forth, plus tariff 
attempt by legislation to fix prices of any agricultural com- rates. This also applied to cotton, but as there is no tariff on 
modity in violation of the world-wide operation of economic the bulk of the cotton produced in the cotton section it could be 
law. [Applause.] readily . seen that there was no guarantee that the cotton 

Mr. Speaker, I returned to this session of Congress in the farmers of the Nation would receive a profit even if the 
hope that I could vote for some farm-relief legislation. Three stabilized price were put in operation. To my mind the bill 
great measures intended to help agriculture are receiving the we are now considering is even worse than the bill which was 
attention of the Nation's legislators. I refer to the Aswell defeated in the last Congress. Let every farmer, who does me 
bill, the Crisp-Curtis bill, and the Haugen bill. I have read the honor to read these remarks, keep constantly in mind that 
all three · of these measures very carefully. I regret exceed- if this bill passes, he commits his destiny to the Federal farm 
ingly that the bill which bristles with the most fatal objections board, composed of 13 members, and that there will never be 
is the bill which appears to have the largest support and is a time when more than three members of the board can come 
the only bill which comes here with a favorable report from from the cotton-producing sections. I wonder if the cotton 
the Committee on Agriculture. farmers of the South are willing to take this risk. I wonder 

I am going to say at the outset that I am firm in the belief if, in the spring when he begins to break his soil, in the sum
that if the Haugen bill becomes a law the condition of the mer when he is toiling under the broiling sun, he must have 
people I have the honor to represent will not only not be helped the consciousness every minute of the time that the price of 
but may be positively injured. his product· is to be fixed by 13 men sitting in 1'\.,.asllington 

I shall discuss a few of the provisions of this bill about who can kill or make alive. 
which there appears to be little or no controversy. In the I have heard it suggested that the effect of· the action taken 
first place, it is a price-fixing measure; and that is not all; the by the Federal farm board might be to restrict the production 
fixing of the price, in effect, is left to a board of 13 men with- of cotton of those States particularly adapted by nature to the 
out any guarantee whatsoever that the price put in operation raising of cotton. The suggestion has been made that the oper
by the board will be a profitable price to cotton farmers ation of the board might tend to re. trict acreage. If the board 
throughout the entire cotton-producing section of the Nation. hould decide to stabilize the price of cotton at a point between 

Now. let us examine the effect of the proposed bill. Let u~ the cost of production in N"orth Carolina and the cost of pro
suppose that the Federal farm board is created. The Presi- duction in Texas, the inevitable result would be that nobody 
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could profitably raise cotton in North Carolina. It can also be have their cotton ginned at any ginnery which had not been 
readily seen that a profit of 2 cents per pound to the North selected by the Federal farm board. This board, sitting in 
Carolina farmer would · be a profit of about 11 cent: per pound Washington, could bring prosperity to one gin plant in a com
to tl!e cotton farmer of Texas. I believe the cotton farmers of munity, while it could put out of business every other gin pl.ant 
North Carolina prefer to take their chanceR upon a market in such community. If it selected all of the gin plants in any 
which is governed by the world-wide law of supply and de- particular county, then it must have a representative at each 
maud rather than submit the fate of their industry to 13 men and every gin plant. I say uch power should not be gi>en 
appointed by the President of the United States. I to any set of men. It is a power to kill or make alive. The 

Now, let us consider another serious obje<>tion to this bill. same power applies to the common carrier. The Federal farm 
Before any farmer can have any say-so in making nominations board can give preferenc·e to one common carrier to the great 
for appointment by the President of the members of the Fed- damage of another common carrier. 
eral farm board he must join some cooperatiYe aflsociation al- 1 can not believe that certain people who have asked me to 
ready in existence, or to be hereafter fo rmed if this bill be- support this bill have fully considered its provisions. I can 
come · a law. The bill contemplates that the farmer must join not believe that certa in gentlemen who are asking me to support 
some farm organization which conforms to the provisions of this bill realize that it bristles with so many fatal objections. 
the proposed legislati6n. It is said that about 8 per cent The good God in heaven knows my heart. He knows my inten
of the cotton farmers of the Nation belong to cooperative farm tions. He knows that I want to help the toilers of America. 
associations at this time. Therefore, in order to participate in I know the hardships of the farm. I have toiled many a day 
nominations for members of the Federal farm board 92 per cent f-rom sunrise to sunset during my boyhood. If there is any 
of the cotton farmers of the Nation must hereafter join some work. on the farm I have not done, I do not know what it is. I 
cotton cooperative association or else have no participation know perfectly well that the hardest dollar any man ever 
whatsoe>er in creating the board. Now, whether these men earned is the dollar he digs out of the ground. I deny that any 
wi~h to join or not I will not undertake to say ; I do say that living man has the interest of the farmer more sincerely at 
'no legislation should be passed by Congress which in effect heart than I have. If I thought this bill would bring to the 
requires them to join any organization of any kind. We already farmers of America any reasonable degree of prosperity, I 
haYe too many laws affecting the liberty of the citizens. It believe I would vote for it. The bill is not in llarmony with the 
may be we have already passed the danger point. Certainly principles I have cherished for a lifetim·e, but I believe I would 
we should not pass any law which has for its very purpose cast consistency to the winds and vote fo1· the bill if I thought 
the forcing of the cotton farmer to do something he may not it was workable and if I thought it would bring any degree of 
voluntarily wish to do. But this is not the worst feature of prosperity, but I believe the contrary is true. I believe the bill 
the bill. A still worse feature is yet to be considered. Not might spell disaster rather than prosperity to the farmers of 
only does the bill contemplate that the cotton producers of the my State. [Applause.] 
Nation must join some cotton cooperative association; it gives In conclusion-
to the 13 men constituting the Federal farm board in the city Fir. t. The bill creates a board which in effect has the power 
of Washington, the right to impose a tax calle<l an equalization to fix the price of cotton and cottonseed so long as operations 
fe-e, tile amount of which is not limited, and this tax must be under this bill continue. 
paid on every bale of cotton produced in the Nation, either at Second. The purpose of the bill is to force the farmers of 
the gin or by the railroad company or by the factory. America to join cooperative agricultural associations. It is 

It is a tax upon the product of every cotton farmer in the true the bill does not in so many words make this a require
Nation. What will be the amount of this equalization fee? It ment, but I think it can not be denied that the purpose of the 
may be $2, it may be $5. It can be fixed at $20 per bale. I bill is to force organization among the farmers whether they 
have heard the suggestion repeatedly made that the equaliza- voluntarily desire to join farm organizations or not. 
tion fee might be as large as $10 per bale. Let it be remem- Third. It gi>es to the Federal farm board power to impose 
bered that there will be no escape from the payment of this and collect an equalization fee, unlimited in amount, upon 
equalization fee, unless the collection of the fee is declared un- every bale of cotton raised in America. 
constitutional by the Supreme Court of the United States. I Fourth. It creates a great army of Federal employees, all of 
think the fee is unconstitutional. I do not belie\e Congress whom must be paid in the end by the -very industries it is 
bas any such power, but I am unwilling to take the risk. I sought to help. 
belie-ve the cotton farmers of the district I have the honor to Mr. Speaker, those who are honored with service in this body 
r epre. ent are unwilling to take the ri~k. Already they are can not properly lose sight of the fact that they represent 
burdened with taxes. How, in Hea\en's name, do you expect all the people of America. We represent not only the pro
to bring prosperity to any man by putting additional taxes ducer but the coru:umer as well. I have tried to point out the 
upon him. You might as well expect a man to lift himself danger to the cotton farmer in States like North Carolina, for 
from this floor by pulling at his boot straps as to expect to instance, where the cost of producing cotton is so much higher 
bring prosperity to the cotton farmers of the South by putting than in States like Texas. It is entirely possible that the 
an additional tax upon the products of the fa1'm. [Applause.] stabilized price of cotton fixed by the Federal farm board 

Let there be no mistake about this proYi:'lion in the bill. I might me-an disa ter to the cotton farmers of my State, but there 
say in the case of cotton, under the language of t he bill, every is an addition::U objection. If this bill is passed it means a 
ponnd of the cotton harvested will be subject to a fee, and I higher price to every consumer of wheat or !'ice or swine or 
further charge that the amount of the equalization fee is sub- corn. It means a higher price for eyery loaf of bread consumed, 
jeet to the action of the Federal farm board of 13 members for every pound of rice, and for every pound of pork. 
seated in the city of Washington, of whom only three can come Mr. Speaker, my service in this body has extended over a 
from the cotton-producing sections of the Nation. quarter of a century. When I was first elected I was a young 

Never in the history of this Nation has any law been passed man. To-day my eyes are turned to the setting sun. During 
whid1 confers ui>on any body of men the power which will be that quarter of a century. I call my Father in heaven to wit
exercised by the proposed Federal farm board. If Congress ness that there has ne>er been one hour when I have lost sight 
ba e'er conferred upon any governmental body as many and of the interest of the toilers of this Nation. If I have ever 
as great uncontrolled powers as are conferred by Honse bill voted against their interest, it was a mistake of the head and 
1 :5-:I:T!, known as the Haugen bill, now being considered by this not of the heart. If my Yote upon this measure means the end 
H ouse, nobody has ever yet been able to find the precedent. of my public ser'dce, I can only say to the splendid people who 

1\Ir. Speaker, I have made some observations with respect to have kept me here so long that I am voting now as I have 
certain major objections of this bill. The bill is faulty in many always \ Oted, and always shall vote, in accordance with the 
re~pects which limited time forbids that I <liscuss at all. I convictions of my conscience as Almighty God has given me 
will wnture to suggest that the passage of the bill will require light to see. If I am to be punished for pursuing this course, I 
a ~reat army of Federal officials, all of whom must be paid. will have the conFciousness to my dying day that I have been 
What the number of this official army would be-it is difficult punished for what EDWARD W. Pou belie\es to be right. 
to predict at this time. Suffice it to say that thousands will be In conclusion, I appeal from the threat of the lobbyist, who 
n eeded and that the Federal farm board would have a repre- has a selfish interest in the passage of this bil1, to the great 
sentative in every community, certainly at every gin selected constituency who have always trusted me in the past, and 
IJy the Federal farm board, to receive cotton in the seed. whom I ask to trust me now. I appeal from the threat of 
"\Vhether the Federal farm board would select more than one the men who expect to hold office under this bill to the farmers 
gin in any community is a question no one can decide in ad- of the district I represent, who only expect a square deal , 
vance, of course. But let it not b'e forgotten that the Federal who only ask a square deal, and who are entitled to a square 
farm board, if this bill passes, will have absolute authority to deal. I ask the people who have kept me here so long to 
select one ginnery in each community, and that the cotton believe me when I say now that I am doing what I believe 
fa1·mers of that community could not as a practical propo ition to be right. Sometimes it is easier to say yes than no. During 
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25 years I have cast no vote which was not in accordance 
witll my honest convictions. No man can point to any vote 
of mine as a Member of this gt·eat body which was cast for 
the purpose of making myself more popular. I ' say in all 
sincerity and truth that I wish I could see my way clear to 
Yote for this bill. I have no Cl'iticism for those who are sup~ 
porting the bill, but I simply can not vote for it, because I 
belieYe it might spell ruin and not prosperity to the people I 
represent. Feeling this way about it, if I did not have the 
courage of my convictions, I would not be fit to occupy a seat 
in this body for one single day. [Applause.] 

If I am about to make a mistake, I a sk my people at home 
to believe what I know to be the truth, and that is that I am 
doing now just what I have always tried to do, and that is 
voting my honest convictions. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUR'.rON. Mr. Speaker, will not the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Pou] yield further time now? 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BJOOG]. 

Mr. BURTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Bmo]. 

l\Ir. BEGG. l\Ir. Speaker and Members of the House, I wish 
I could find my elf in a position to be in accord with those 
suppo1·ting this 1\IcKary-IIaugen bill. I hardly think it neces
sary for me to express the fact, not because I am out of sym
pathy with this bill, that every blood relative I have in the 
world is a farmer, and my district is at least 60 per cent men 
and women living on the farm and making their daily bread 
therefrom. Consequently, if I at all were interested in self
preservation I would be -for the things that would do the most 
for those people, and if I were convinced at all that my people 
in Ohio--and I will say the people of the counb·y, because occa
sionally I try to take a broad view of it-would be .benefited by 
this legislation I would ubordinate any view I had and be fo1• 
it. Now for the benefit of my colleagues in Ohio, because I 
am not ~re you have received the same kind of informati_on 
I have I want to read, at least, a part of two letters. I desire 
to read that part of a letter which came to me yesterday. 
This is a letter from Mr. C. A. Dyer, and the letterhead says 
he is legislative agent of the grange in Ohio, and it reads as 
follows: 

FEBRUARY 7, 1927. 
Hon. JAMES T. BEGG, 

Ro01n 1.f, the Oapitol, Washingt01t, D. 0. 
DEAR li'.RIEND BEGG: I notice in the daily papers that the McNary• 

Haugen bill will probably be up for consideration in both Houses of 
Congress this week. 

As you know, Congressman BRAND and I debated this question at 
the meeting of the Ohio State Grange at its annual session at Dayton, 
Ohio, on December 14. The next day the question of farm relief was 
voted on by the State grange and that body unanimously adopted a 
resolution in favor of the debenture plan with certain reservations. J 
am inclosing a copy of this resolution. 

On February 1 the State Farm Bureau Federation of Ohio held its 
annual meeting. At this annual meeting the question of indorsing the 
UcNary-Haugen bill was put squarely up to the delegates. When the 
vote was taken, out of a delegate body of 133 degelates, only 16 stood 
up and recorded themselves as in favor of the McNary-Haugen bill, this 
after advocates of this measure, both from within and without the 
State, bad campaigned vigorously for it for two days among the 
delegates. 

Now that is a letter of the State grange. I wanted that to 
be in the RrooRD for the information of the boys from Ohio who 
want to help the farm organizations. 

Now, this is the second letter, and it is from the president 
of the Ohio Farmers Bureau, Mr. Palmer, who says: 

FEBRUARY 5, 1927. 
Representative JAMES T. BEGG, 

House Office Building, Washittgton, D. 0. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE BEGG : We have tried to keep YOU informed 

in the past as to how the rural people in Ohio were thinking; that is, 
of course, to the best of our knowledge. While we may not have in
terpreted sentiment rightly at times, we have tried to pass it on just 
as we gathered it. In line with this desire we are writing to inform 
you of the action taken in regard to national legislation by the dele
gate body and our board of directors at our annual meeting held on 
January 31 and February 1, and trust that it may be of some assistance 
to you in your further efforts in connection with these measures. 

Our meeting was, I bel.leve, the best yet, and a better spirit of har
mony prevailed among all groups than ever before. Eighty-six counties 
were repres.ented, with 142 authorized delegates seated. 

u Re.solved, That by reason of the present acute depression in agri
culture we earnestly request the National Congress and the President 
to pass the MclS'a.ry-Haugen bill now before Congress, tba.t farmers 

may have the same degree of protection accorded other major indus
tries of our country." 

When a roll-call vote was taken, 16 delegates voted to approve the 
resolution and 116 voted against npproval. 

Mr. MGLAUGHLIN of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEGG. I can not yield; I am sorry. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska. For one question. 
1\fr. BEGG. · Now, that is the sentiment in Ohio among the 

representatives of the agticultural associations as it is gath
ered through their organization, sent to me over the signature, 
first, from the grange and, second, from the president of ~he 
Ohio Farm Bureau Federation. Now, I want to reason with 
the proponents of this Haugen bill for a couple of minutes, and 
if I am in error in my reasoning, then I want them to prove 
the error to this House. 

This is called a price stabilization bill. It can not be a 
stabilization bill, because the minute the · local price fails to 
fluctuate with the foreign price, whenever the differential be
tween the foreign and local price becomes greater than the 
tariff on a commodity, the United States becomes a world 
market for all commodities produced, or else you are giving to 
the farm board the power to make a tariff on imports. No 
advocate of the bill will admit that we are granting tariff-
making powers to this board. . 

l\1r. DICKINSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEGG. I can not. 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. The gentleman is wrong, and I 

will tell you why you are wrong. 
Mr. BEGG. I refuse to yield. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio de

clines to yield. 
Mr. BEGG. Now the gentleman from Iowa has spoken at 

least two hours on this proposition, and I have the generous 
time of 15 minutes. If the gentleman can get me more time 
I will engage in debate at any time. Now, let us go on through 
and take the next step: There are $250,000,000 put into the 
revolving fund. What for? To enable the purchase of the 
surplus crop. Now, let us see what will happen. I am going 
to take wheat because it is easily · illustrated. The1·e is not 
a line in here saying what they are going to make the dif
ferential on wheat, so in order to make my illustration under
standable, I am assuming they are going to increase the price 
of wheat whenever they set the price of 50 cents upon it in 
the world market. 

That may not be the rate they settle upon, but we will 
assume it for the sake of illustration. Now under the present 
order of marketing there are a great number of farmers who 
store their wheat in the bin from the thresher, holding it 
for a l'ise in the market. If this scheme is put into effect there 
will be no inducement for a farmer to store a bushel, but on 
the other hand there will be an inducement not to store it 
and to save thereby the cost of storing it in the bin and then 
taking it out again, because when he has it on the wagon 
to haul to the bin he can proceed to haul it to market without 
an additional charge. Hence if this should become a law 
and a price established by the board in May, every farmer 
when he threshes a bushel of wheat will haul it to the market 
right away, and if he does that, how much is going to be a 
surplus on an 800,000,000-bushel crop? 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEGG. No; I can not yield. 
If that thing were brought about, the first wheat crop begins 

to flow on the market along in May some time, and the last 
of it in September, practically. There might be a variation of 
a week or two. There are five months in which they must 
absorb 800,000,000 bushels, because it will all be marketed. 
Who is going to buy it? There is no inducement for the millers, 
the processers of the product, to go into the market and buy 
to-day so as to be sure not to be required to pay over $1.50 
a bushel. 

Why do I make that statement? Simply because the board 
that bought up this wheat must sell it in the world's market, 
and if the processer of the wheat did not buy in July for 
August consumption, all he has to do is to go into the market 
and buy the wheat that is .. sold by the board in the world 
market, and bring it back and pay the tariff, which will make 
the same price as that at which the board bought it. Where 
will be the board's profit? 

If anybody can prove that that will work out in practice 
other than I have described, he can show me something in 
business and mathematics that I can not put through my head. 
How much will they buy-this board? They will buy all the 
world crop that is not consumed on the farm, and $250,000,000 
will not be a circumstance as a revolving fund, ~s working 

J 
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capital, for an organization tllat is going into the market, not played fair and square with the membership of this House, 
to lmy the surplus, because it has to buy every bushel that is and never have I sought in any way to keep any of my col
offered, and every lmsllel that is harvested will be offered on the leagues from having a bill in which they were intensely inter-
market. ested passed upon by the House. I have not always been able 

l\Ir. B URTNESS. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentlema:q. yield? to support their measm·es, but I have always been willin~ for 
Mr. BEGG. No; I do not yield. them to have the House pass upon them; and I am appealing 
Mr. BURTNESS. Does the gentleman contend that the price to. you to-day to give me the priYilege, by a full expresflion 

will be the same all the year round, and that that is the purpose With a roll call, of having the House pass its judgment on the 
of the bill? bill I had the honor to introduce. I have worked laboriously 

Mr. BEGG. No: it can not be that. ?ay in and day out and into the night on that bill, believing 
l\Ir. BURTNESS·. Is not your whole argument ba ed on the It was . the solution of the distressed agricultural situation. I 

idea that the price will be the same throughout the year? may be wrong as to that. I would not expect, neither do I 
Mr. BEGG. No. I said very definitely that the price had to desire, any l\lember of this House to vote for that bill unles~ 

fluctuate with the world fluctuation, and therefore it could not it appeals to his judgment, but I am asking you to give the 
be a stationary proposition. According to all the dictionaries House an opportunity to pass upon it. Of course, I can offer 
I have ever read, " stabilize " means to fix or bring into a rigid it as an amendment in the Committee of the Whole, which I 
position or balanced. shall do ; but you know and I know you can not get a full 

Mr. BURTNESS. But you turn around and say there will expression in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
be no chance for an increase of price in holding it. Union, for the Members do not stay here, and there is no recOl'd 

Mr. BEGG. I can not yield. My time is limited. I want vote in the Committee of the Whole. 
to do a little bit more of what I choose to call reasoning, the Now, gentlemen, the distinguished gentlemen from North 
best I can do. Now, this board of 12 members, appointed out Carolina and from Alabama stated that thi~ legiE.~lation was of 
of a list of 36; this list of 36 is nominated by a list of 60. The paramount importance, and I thoroughly agree, for I have never 
60 are elected in a convention out of 10 per cent of the farmers known Congress to be called upon to pass on legislation of 
of this country. I would not be so much aver .. e if you were greater interest to the whole country. 
going to include in the control and management all the farmers. There are three bills proposed, and all are sincerely and 
But you absolutely eliminate 90 per cent of the farmers, and earnestly ad\'"ocated. l\ly distinguished friend the gentleman 
you say that you are going to make it a closed corporation. from Louisiana [Mr. As wELL] has a bill, and, being on the 

What will happen'? This board has to be either a public, a Agricultural Committee. he is entitled to preferential recog
governmental board, or a private board. It can not be anything nition to make a motion to recommit. I have stated publicly 
between. It must be one or the other. If it is to be a private and I have stated priva tely that if his bill is offered I will vote 
board, I want some gentleman favoring this bill to tell me how for it; and if the judgment of the House substitutes it for 
a private corporation can assess and collect this equalization the Haugen bill, which I can not support because I believe it 
fee, or whatever you want to call it, from a man who is not a unjust to my people and unconstitutional, I am content, and 
member of a farm organization? I want that information will not offer my bill as a substitute for his. I apprehend that 
before I am ready to vote. I do not think it is a private board. most of my own colleagues over here, who are conscientiously 
I think it is a public board. If it is a public board, I have opposed to the Haugen bill, will vote either for Doctor AsWELL's 
another question to propound to you. If it is a public board, it bill or mine, but I believe, owing to the difference in tho. ·e 
is a governmental agency. I would like somebody to tell me bills, there are a number of my colleagues on this ::;ide of the 
the method that the United States Government has for raising Chamber-Republican-who would vote for my bill but not for 
money other than by taxation. Doctor AswELL's bill. 

Now this board is empowered · to do what? Rai ·e money. Gentlemen, I am only as1..'ing you to give the House an oppor-
What for? To pay its overhead, plus making up certain deficits tunity to pass on the t11ree measures. Under the rule presented 
in certain operations. How can any Government agency in by the Committee on Rules only one motion to recommit i in 
the world, in our form of government. raise money other than order. The practical effect of that rule, if adopted, will be that 
by a tax? If I am correct in my logic so far, aud if this the gentleman from Louisiana, and properly so, he being on the 
equalization fee is a tax, what clause in the ·Constitution gives Committee on Agriculture, will have the right to make a motion 
the right to Congress to delegate to a board of any class of to recommit embodying his bill. If it should be defeated, then 
people the power to levy a direct tax on the majority? the House will have no opportunity whatever to pass upon the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman bill I have introduced with a record vote. 
from Ohio has expired. I am going to ask the House to vote down the previous ques-

Mr. BEGG. I want one more minute. That is all I ask. tion on the rule. If the House votes down the previous que -
Mr. BURTON. I yield to the gentleman oue minute more. tion, I shall offer an amendment to it providing that two mo
.1\fr. BEGG. I have offered these propositions to you for tions to recommit may be entertained by the Speaker. The only 

your serious consideration. I wish I had an hour in which effect of that, gentlemen, is, if the House desires. to give the 
to discuss them. The ramifications of this subject are indefi- House an opportunity to pa .. s on all three bills. It does not in
nite. Some men with whom I have talked in private favor terfere with the consideration of the Haugen bill. It only defers 
the bill under the mistaken belief that this proposed board will the cousideratiou of tile Haugen bill about 30 minutes, the time 
re emble the Interstate Commerce Commission. There is no necessary to call the roll and give the House an opportunity 
more similarity between the Interstate Commerce Commission to vote. 
and this proposition than there is between black and white. Gentlemen, it may be urged that it might set a bad precedent 

The Interstate Commerce Commission would not have any to have two motions to recommit. What is the function of the 
authority to levy a cent of tax on me for the purpose of raising Rules Committee? The function of the Rules Committee is, 
their own salaries or the salaries of their own employees. It when exigencies exist, to come in and suspend the rules so as 
would not have any power to tax me under any cil·cumstances to give the House a fair opportunity to express itself on legisla
unlcss I chose to ride on the road. Then they can not tax me tion. The Committee on Rules has brought in rules making the 
for that privilege but can set the maximum the railroad can House vote in one vote to disagree to hundreds of amendments, 
charge me. What for? To operate the road but not to put ask a conference with the Senate, and appoint conferees with
money back into my pocket, and that is the whole scheme of out interrening motion. Rules have been brought in making 
this bill. legislation in order that violated the nlles. The Committee 

Let me say in conclusion, men, I regret that the atmosphere on Rules on this very bill and in this Congress brought in a 
of politics has crept into this thing. .A question as vital and rule authorizing the substitution of two other bills for this bill. 
as big as I think this is, affecting the very ftmdamentals of Now, gentlemen, I do not consider that to vote with me to vote 
the Government, should be reasoned out by Congressmen in down the previous question will be a test as to the respective 
their sober moments and not urged for any reason of political bills. I appeal to a number of my friends who are supporting 
advancement or political preferment either of themselves or the Haugen bill to give me a square deal and to give me a 
their party. It is serious, and if I can read the Constitution chance. [Applause.] You claim to have 50 majority for it. 
it is the fm·thest departure from it that was ever advocated Then surely, surely you are not afraid for the House to have 
by any country in the world this side of Russia. [Applause.] a record vote on my bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman I appeal .to my own colleagues. Gentlemen, I have always 
from Ohio has again expired. been regular on party matters and I have always cooperated 
, Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 with my colleagues. Not one of you can truthfully say I have 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CnrsP]. [Ap- ever interfered ~th you or tried to stop you from having a 
plause.J l measure close to your hearts voted on. I appeal to you to give 

Mr. CRISP. :Mr. Speaker and my colleagues, I am going me that same consideration and vote with me to vote down the 
to di.scuss the rule and not the legislatio~ l have always previous question on this rule. [Applause.] 
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Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRISP. I yield. 
1\lr. OLIVER of Alabama. I understood the gentleman's rea

son for insisting there should be two motions to recommit was 
based on the fact that we never secure in the Committee of the 
Whole a representative vote. 

Mr. CRISP. A record vote or a representative vote. 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I thought the gentleman said a 

representative vote. 
Mr. CRISP. I said both-a record vote and a representative 

vote. 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Then, if the gentleman's position 

1s sound we should adopt the suggestion of the gentleman in 
reference to every important measure. 

Mr. CRISP. I will say to my friend that if any measure of 
as vital importance as this comes up and two bills in the 
committee receive 10 votes each on the question of substi:tuting 
them for the bill you are called upon to pass on ; yes. Ten 
members of the Committee on Agriculture favored the bill of 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AsWELL], over the Haugen 
bill, and 10 members of the committee favored my bill over 
the Haugen bill, and only 11 voted for the Haugen bill and 
under those conditions I think it is nothing but fair to the 
House to give the House a chance by a record vote to pass on 
all three of them. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The gentleman is aware of the 
fact there is another bill pending beside those the gentleman 
has alluded to. What opportunity would the gentleman give 
to the other party who believes he has the best bill? 

Mr. CRISP. I have not heard the. other gentleman insist
ing on his bill and, frankly, I have never heard the other gentle
man seriously contending fer his bill. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. CRISP. I will. 
Mr. DOWELL. Is it the purpose of the gentleman to sub

stitute his bill for the Aswell bill ·in his motion to recommit? 
Mr. CRISP. For the Haugen bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. BEGG]. The time of the 

gentleman from Georgia has expired. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, before the de

bate goes further, if I may ha>e the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BURTON], I would like to see just the situation 
we are in. How much time has the gentleman from Ohio? 

The SPEAKER pro t"empore. The gentleman from Ohio has 
35 minutes and the gentleman from North Carolina has 10 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. As we have the time here, 
the gentleman from North Carolina has 21 minutes rem,aining. 

Mr. BURTON. The Chair is correct, I may say. I have 
kept account of the time, and 10 minutes remain to the gen
tleman from North Carolina [1\lr. Pou]. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Has the Chair verified his 
statement of the time remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has 10 minutes remaining and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BURTON] 35 minutes. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. May I ask the gentleman 
from Ohio whether he intends to reserve further time and per
mit some other gentleman to be recognized? 

Mr. BURTON. I intend to yield further time. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. , I am wondering if this might 

not be the right stage to do that. Of course, the gentleman has 
not used so very much of his time, but so far as the gentleman 
from North Carolina is concerned, he seems to have but 10 
minutes remaining. If there is to be a carrying out of an 
agreement among the Members that some of those who are 
opposed to all three bills shall have some time, of course, we 
ought to know that now, so that the gentleman from North 
Carolina may be able fully to keep faith with any Member to 
whom he has promised to yield. 

Mr. BURTON. The question might arise, if the gentleman 
from North Carolina does not exhaust his 60 minutes by con
secutive assignments, whether he does not yield the floor. I 
would suggest that if the gentleman will yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LucE], then I will 
yield 10 minutes in recompense to the gentleman from North 
Carolina after the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LuCE] 
has spoken. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Then we will be able to get 
some time after some other gentleman has occupied the floor? 

Mr. BURTON. There will only be 10 minutes left after 
the gentleman froiiJ, North Carolina assigns that amount of time. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. But I understand some other 
gentleman is going to obtain an hour. 

Mr. BURTON. That I do not know. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquicy, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to submit this parliamentary 

question to the Chair: In the event the gentleman from North 
Carolina does not yield all of his time consecutively so as to 
consume the entire hour, would the gentleman thereby be 
deprived of yielding time later after the recognition of some 
other gentleman? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In view of the understanding 
that is apparent everywhere, the present occupant of tbe 
chair would recognize the gentleman from North Carolina at 
a later time. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio there are some gentlemen on this side who desire 
some time against all three measures. I refer to the gentle
man from Alabama [Mr. HuDDLESTON] and the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. DEAL]. They would like to have as much 
as 20 minutes each. I understood the gentleman from Massachu
setts was in the same attitude and also desired 20 minutes. I 
think if some gentleman will take recognition for one hour 
now and let us divide that time we will have all these matters 
settled. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Let me suggest that the· gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BURTON] propounded a unanimous-consent request 
to extend the time which he has and the request may go 
through, making his request for such time as the gentleman 
thinks will be needed. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That will be entirely agree
able to me. Whether consent will be given, of course, I can not 
say. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, in order to bring the matter 
to a head, I ask unanimous consent that the time for discus
sion on this resolution be extended 4() minutes, to be con
trolled by myself, with the understanding that I must give 
half of that time to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. TINCHER. Is that in addition to the time the gentle-
man already has? · 

Mr. BURTON. That is two hours. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio 

asks unanimous consent that his time of one hour be extended 
40 minutes. Is there objection? · 

Mr. LIN'l'HIOUM. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
ject, there has been no provision in the rule for those opposed 
to all this legislation, but if I am assured by colleague the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswELL] that in the general 
debate on this bill I will have 20 minutes, I shall not object; 
otherwise I shall be compelled to object. 

1\Ir. ASWELL. I have as many requests for time now as I 
will have time to yield. 

1\Ir. RAMSEYER. Is the gentleman from Maryland aware 
of the fact that in this debate on the rule nearly all the time 
has been taken up by those opposed to the McNary-IIaugen 
bill? 

1\lr. LINTHICUM. Why should I agree to this when there 
is no time provided for those opposed to this legislation? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I call the gentleman's attention to the 
fact that in the debate on the rule nearly all the time has been 
taken up by gentlemen opposed to the bill. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I object. 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a parliamentary 

inquiry of the Chair. If some one seeks the floor opposing 
both bills under the present parliamentary situation, would 
he be entitled to an hour? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupa:nt of the 
chair would so hold. The Chair will recognize anyone seeking 
recognition until the gentleman from Ohio moves the previous 
question. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. 1\lr. Speaker, I am opposed to the biil 
and ask for recognition. 

:Mr. L UCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for one hour in opposition 
to the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachu-
setts [l\Ir. LucE] is recognized for one hour. · 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that I still have 
control of 35 minutes and the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Pou], in cooperation with me, has 10 minutes, which will 
be available after the gentleman from Massachusetts is through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will so hold. 
Mr. BURTON. I trust that the gentleman from Massachu

setts will give a part of his hour to those who take the same 
stand which he takes in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? 
Inasmuch as the gentleman from Massachusetts will have con
trol of an hour and the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] 
and North Carolina [Mr. Pou] have been liberal in dividing 
the time to those opposed_ to the bill as well as those for the 
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bill, will the gentleman from Massachusetts show the same more acreage is brought under cultivation, its products can be 
libPrality and parcel out half of his time to those in favor of sold only abroad. If they are sold abroad, they can be sold 
the bill? only at a price which means a loss to the American farmer, 

Mr. LUCE. 1\lr. Speaker, I may say that those in favor of producer, or whoever is to bear the loss. It is proposed here 
the bills are about to have 12 hours. [Laughter.] that this loss shall be borne by the American consumer, and now 

Of course, I shall try to give such time as may be possible the train of my logic brings me to the rea::wn why we oppose 
to other gentlemen opposed to all the bills. They will have, I legislation of this sort. This process means that you are going 
think, more than half of the hour. Thus restricting myself, to make the cost of production to the foreign industrialist lower 
I find It impossible adequately to analyze the three measures, than to the American industrialist. 
and under the circumstances may, perhaps to the best advantage, Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
confine myself to explaining the attitude of the people of the Mr. LUCE. I regret that I can not yield. Otherwise, the 
region which I come from toward the legislation in general. gentleman might disturb the placid sequence of my logic. 

we are not lacking in sympathy with the plight of the Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman has omitted the southern 
farmers of the West. No reasonable man in the East will be· product. What effect will it have on that? If they sell 9,000,
grudge the western farmer a fair return for his labor. I 000 bales abroad cheaper than they do here, what effect will it 
would gladly cooperate in the pa::::sage of any measure that have on the cotton grower? 
would secure such result equitably. Mr. LUCE. To keep on the main track I must not at the mo-

l want to show why the pending proposals would not accom- ment go off on the side "line suggested by the question of my 
pUsh that purpose and therefore why they prevent. easter.n friend from South Carolina, attractive though it be. 
men from giving acceptance. These measures vary m the1r I have shown you that this bill can work only if it lowers 
quality and in their promise. One is distinctly objectionable, the price of food to the foreign industrialist and, therefore, only 
another is less objectionable, and the third if properly amended if it handicaps the American manufacturer. The effect of this · 
here, or in another branch, would, I think, meet with the bill will be to furnish more food more cheaply to the foreign 
approval of the men from the East. manufacturer by levying upon the American consumer. We 

Unable as I am to go into detail as to specific objections, contend that this method of solving the difficulties of the farmer 
I would strip the husk away and get down to the kernel of is unfair; that it is unrighteous; that it can but react to the 
the thing. I should like to dwell upon some of the details, damage of the whole country. 
for instance, upon the unconstitutionality of the provision that Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
compels the President to restrict his choice of a member of yield? 
this great board to one out of three nominees in any one Mr. LUCE. I can not. I want to show the gentleman how it 
district. will react to the damage of his own constituents. We have 

There are other things to which I would like to advert, but sympathy for the farmers of the West, not only, I hope, from 
with justice to other gentlemen who desire to argue the sub- I the common instinct of humanity, but also because it pays for 
ject, I must confine myself to the core of the question, to the us to have sympathy. The western farmer is our best customer, 
principle involved, to that thing without which all else will and we want him to prosper ; we want him to be able to buy 
fail-to the central problem. that which we make. It would be folly for us to come here 

What is at the heart of the present trouble? From what and share in the enactment of legislation that will injure our 
does it all spring? It springs from overproduction, from the customers and make them less able to buy the things that we 
fact that in certain years there is far too much of this or produce. This bill by stimulating production will do actual 
that agricultural commodity produced. In other years there harm to the great mass of the farmers of the West, and because 
is less, to be sure, but always in the case of great staples an of that we protest against its passage, from selfish motives as 
excess to the amount of all or some part of the product avail- well as from the more generous motives with which, we hope, we 
able for exportation. are also inspired. 

The first of these bills, the McNary-Haugen bill, so-called, It has been suggested that through manipulation of the 
does nothing to restrict production save in the way of suggest- equalization fee somehow this will be avoided. Let me put you 
ing advice. on your guard against muddling your brains with details. Get 

The second bill, the Aswell bill, so-called, likewise does back to first principles. Consider only the fact that if the 
nothing to hamper production except by way of advice. American consumer has to pay more somebody will receive more 

The third bill, the Curtis-Crisp bill, interposes an obstacle or somebody else will pay less. Who will receive more? The 
to the increase of production by saying that if the acreage is farmer, temporarily. Who will pay less? The foreign consumer. 
increased after a year of application of the law, then the law But it is insisted that the McNary-Haugen bill will restrain 
shall be suspended; so that the Crisp bill is the only one of production by increasing from time to time the equalization 
the three bills that makes a serious attempt to get at the cause fee. Perchance it will ; but, mind you, though every time you 
of the trouble. increase the equalization fee you will thereby lessen the tempta-

How does the cause of the trouble operate? I ask you to tion to overproduce, you nevertheless will leave some tempta
recall the days when you studied political economy, I ask tion existing, or else the bill will have brought the farmers no 
you to remember what is the basic proposition in all systems gain. If you leave but one penny of gain to the farmer on 
of political economy with which I am acquainted. What is the bushel, you will increase the amount of acreage brought 
it that is underneath wages, underneath prices, underneath under cultivation and, therefore, to that extent increase the 
rent-the very foundation of the economic structure? It is harm wrought by the situation when the process began. 
what is known as the marginal quantity. Now, I pointed out that the Crisp-Curtis bill attempts, and it 

If you are not familiar with that word "marginal," let me is the only pending bill that attempts, to get at and remove 
make it clear to you, or otherwise perhaps you may not under- the cause of the evil. It declares if the acreage is increased, 
stand the effect of the proposals in these bills. The marginal then the operation of the bill shall be suspended. I can see no 
land is that which is brought into or thrown out of cultivation, reason why that should not be carried further and made more 
according as prices rise or fall. It is what determines economic drastic by giving to somebody the power to say that suspension 
rent; it is what in the long run determines prices. shall follow unless production is diminished to a specified and 

To take this question out of a somewhat prejudiced atmos- reasonable extent. It may be practical to do that thing. The 
phere, let me show you how the law of marginal returns oper- example has been set in the Federated Malay States by the 
ates with a very few figures relating to the bituminous-coal working of the Stephenson plan in the matter of rubber. It 
industry. In 1923 the average spot price of bituminous coal, may not be beyond the power of human ingenuity to accom
f. o. b. mines, was $2.77, a drop from $3.64 in the preceding plish a like result here, and pos.sibly this Crisp-Curtis bill 
year. The result of this drop w-as that from 1923 to 1924 the could be amended to reach that end. 
nun;1ber of mines in operation fell from 9,331 to 7,586. The fall I want to iterate and reiterate and reiterate that, until you 
in prices closed those mines which were most poorly situated, devise some method to control and limit production, you will not 
which w-ere the least profitable. In the next year there was a have remedied the situation. 
further drop in the price of coal and again a drop in the num- Gentlemen who are friends of the Crisp-Curtis bill pointed 
ber of mines operated, from 7,586 to 7,144. In three years a out to me that its power to suspend operations may by itself 
drop in the price of coal to the extent of $1.58 a ton led to the alarm the farmer to the point of restrictive action. Let us 
closing of 2,155 mines. see. Suppose we start off with a normal production repre-

That law works in agriculture. If you raise the net price the sented by the number 100. By the time you put into operation 
farmer receives, more land will be cultivated. If you lower the this law, say the figure is 120. Suppose, then, the acreage in
price, less land will be cultivated. creases to, say, 121. Then the operation of the system Is to be 

The :McNary-Haugen bill can be of no value to the farmer discontinued. So far so good. But operation may be still k('pt 
unless it raises the net price that reaches him. If it raises the up if the acreage has dropped, say, to 119, 118, or 117. So by 
net price, more acreage will be brought under cultivation. If 1 permitting continued overproduction of important degree you 
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make it possible to pile up surplus after surplus in year after 
year until the system is overcome and overthrown. 

That is the great danger. 
I believe in storehouses and warehouses. I believe we may 

well bear in mind the dream of the seven fat and the seven lean 
years that Joseph interpreted and how he stored up the surplus 
food of Egypt. I believe in that kind of remedy. I want to 
help it. 

I want also to aid cooperation. Particularly would I aid 
cooperation because it attacks another prime difficulty of this 
whole situation, the spread between th'e producer and the con
sumer, but 1 do not want to give unsound help by the accept
ance of a system wrong in principle, founded upon the sands, 
sure to collapse, sure to do these cooperatiyes more harm than 
good. I honestly predict, confidently predict, anxiously predict, 
that in the case of the farmer relying on such a system the last 
state of that man will be worse than the first. 

Now 1 will gladly yield to somebody to reinforce my un-
answerable argument. [Laughte1· and appl!luse.] 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will th'e gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. LUCE. How much time? 
1\Ir. HUDDLESTON. May I say to the gentleman, I have 

no hope of being able to add any color to the rose, but I 
will ask to have some time. 

Mr. LUCE. How much time does the gentleman desire? 
1\Ir. HUDDLESTON. Twenty minutes. 
Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LUCE. I think the gentleman from Alabama can answer 

any question the gentleman may desire to ask. [Applause.] 
I reserve the remainder of my time. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to no one in sym

pathy for the farmer. I understand his troubles. I understand 
the causes of his troubles. If I felt that this measure would 
help the farmer to the extent that its advocates represent, per
haps my attitude would be different; but it is the conviction 
that under measures of this kind the last condition of the farmer 
will be worse than the first, which--forbids that I should sup
port a bill which is indefensible from the standpoint of prin
ciples. 

WHAT IS THE MATTER WITH THE FARMER? 

To remedy the farmer's distress we must understand what the 
causes for that distress are. It is the sheerest quackery to 
undertake to remedy the farmer's bad condition without reference 
to the causes which have put him in that condition. To treat 
the disease we must first find the causes and remove the causes. 

What is the matter with the farmer anyhow? The chief 
trouble with him i'5 that for generations he has been discrimi
nated against by law. He has been forced to buy what he 
needs in protected markets at an artificial price and to sell the 
products of his labor in competition with all the world. [Ap
plause.] The result is that through the generations the 
farmer's pockets have been milked and milked by selfish inter
ests of from somewhere between 5 to 15 per cent of his income. 
Of course he is prostrate. Of course agriculture is languishing 
to ruin as the result of such a system. 

That is one trouble with the farmer. If Representatives of 
rural constituencies want to do something for the farmer, give 
him the same kind of a market to buy in that he has to sell in, 
where the law of supply and demand operates. Give him to 
buy in a free and open market. 

May I say that in my opinion you men of New England 
who represent manufacturers who are enjoying the advantages 
of protective tariffs are utterly inconsistent when you demand 
for your constituents freedom from the laws of competition and 
yet vote to impose free-trade conditions upon those who are en
gaged in agriculture. [Applause.] In my judgment, it would 
be good political strategy on your part to give this-the 
Haugen bill-to the farmer, because when the farmer finds out 
that he is not going to get it or that it is impossible to put him 
on the level with the unjust plane upon which the manufac
turers stand-and you can not keep it from him forever, because 
the farmer has got just as much sense as anybody else-when 
the light does get to him he will rise and sweep away those 
special privileges which you enjoy. 

Of cotuse, I understand your philosophy. It is that to the 
degree that any oth& group is elevated toward your own unjust 
level, the special advantage which you enjoy is taken away. If 
every class and group could be raised to the same level by spe
cial favors of legislation, all would stand as though no special 
favor had been granted to any. All would be exactly where 
they ~tarted. And so you fight favors for others and thereby 
preserve the value of your own unjust advantage. [Applause.] 

wheat, corn, cotton, rice, tobacco, and swine. That benefit is 
to be given to those particular farmers by arbitrarily elevating 
the price of their product, by giving it a forced value, not a 
value fixed by the law of supply and demand, not a value fixed 
by economic laws. They purpose to elevate arbitrarily the 
price of that which he has to sell, a.nd to do it at the expense 
of the other 90 per cent of the people of the United States. 

That is all there is to this proposition. The purpose i not to 
help all the farmers but only those who produce these particu
lar crops. Only about 24 per cent of our population is engaged 
in agricultural pursuits of all kinds. Of those so engaged the 
producers of these crops include only about one-third. 

The effort to increase the prices of these crops, if it is suc
cessful, will increase the cost of living to every man, woman, 
and child in my district. If it is successful, it will increase 
the cost of living to every man, woman, and child in the 
whole United States. It will increase the cost of living not 
only to the 90 per cent who can receive no benefit from this 
measure but also to the 10 per cent who get the benefit of 
this measure. Farmers consume substantially one-third of their 
own products. This proposal is to increase the cost of that one
third as well as of the other two-thirds ; to arbitrarily increase 
the farm value of the one-third of the products of the farm that 
is consumed by the farmer himself. 

As the excuse for this iniquitous favoritism, for this con
fessed piece of class legislation, for this violation of every 
sound principle of economic , the pitiful plea is made: " Others 
have got it; let us get it for the farmers; others have special 
advantages given them by law. We must lift the farmer up to 
the level of those other classes that are receiving special advan
tages." No man has attel)lpted to defend this measure from the 
standpoint of principle; it can not be so defended. 

The only excuse and palliation for this measure is that it is 
an attempt to lift the farmer to the level of other groups who 
are the beneficiaries of class legislation and unjust Govern
mental favors. 

I tell you, from knowledge gained between the plow handles 
and in every-day contact with rm·al life, that farmers as a class 
are not to be dealt with in the same way as many other classes. 
You can jack up a piece of timber because it has solidarity. 
You can jack up a stone, because it sticks together. But you 
can not jack up dirt and sand, because they have no ad
hesiveness. You can elevate the manufacturers of this country 
because they stick together in a sort of plunderbund which has 
as its cardinal principle that each will permit the other to stick 
his hand in his pocket without outcry if only he is permitted 
to thrust his own hand into the pocket of the genefal public. 
You can raise the bankers because their interests are in 
the main identical. You can raise certain other gl'Oups because 
they are organized and· have class solidarity. But farmers in 
the nature of things can not be closely organized. Their in
terests are so complex, so varying, and on many points in 
actual conflict. You can not jack them up by any such means 
as this proposal. 

THE HAUGEN BILL IS UNWORKABLE 

The fundamental method of this and all similar agricultural 
relief methods is to benefit the growers of wheat, corn, cotton, 
and so forth, by stabilizing the farm sale price on a basis which 
will mak.e production profitable. These measures are intended to 
establish a stable price varying little from year to year, and 
it is intended that this price shall be high enough to yield a 
reasonable profit to the producer. 

The plan is in its essence unworkable and will break down 
in the end. Passing by all other objections, I point out that no 
line of agricultural production is free from doubts and uncer
tainties. Indeed, every occupation that man ever followed is 
surrounded by hazards which can not be avoided. If profits 
from wheat growing, and so forth, are made certain, farmers 
will leave other products and go to raising wheat. The present 
production of cotton is, say, 16,000,000 bales, but with an 
assured price of even 20 cents per pound production will be 
more than doubled within 10 years. More will be produced 
per acre, the acreage will be increased, men will work harder, 
and so on. If this bill should stabilize the growing of wheat, 
corn, and cotton on a certainly profitable basis, it would in time 
draw practically every· farmer to growing those products. In 
the end, with the tremendous increase in production, it would 
be found impossible to hold the price up. The result would be 
collapse and ruin of all farmers and of agriculture generally. 
Bad as the farmer's condition is now, his second situation 
would be worse than his first. 

A PIECE OF CLASS LEGISLATION HOW TO HELP THE FARMER 

This measure is admittedly a piece of class legislation. Its If you want to do something for the farmer, let me tell you 
champions admit that their purpose is to benefit only about so-called "friends of the farmer" two ways by which you can 
10 per cent of our population engage4 in the production of ~o ~t: Dissolye YOU! ll!!holy alliance with the great selfish in-
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terests that are enjoying special favors. Do not delude the 
farmer longer by telling him that you can lift him to the level 
of those others who enjoy special privile-ges. It can not be 
done. 

Dissolve that unholy alliance. Tell your constituents the 
truth. Tell the great intelligent rural population of the West 

. and the South and other parts of this country the truth, that 
there is no way for a whole people to be benefited in any coun-

. try or at any time except by a rigid adherence to that ancient 
Jeffersonian principle " Equal rights for all and special favors 
for none." [Applause.] Then take away these discriminatory 
laws. Strike them down. Tread them under foot. Let other 
classes and callings descend to the level with the farmer. Let 
every group stand or fall on its merits and on the social value 
of what it bas to give. Let all use their talents and exercise 
their activities in open, free, and fair competition with the 
world. [Applause.] Let those who have not strength enough 
in their own legs to stand on that sound basis quit their occu
pations and go into some calling that an honest man can afford 
to follow. [Applause.] 

Let me say another thing-! address the majority, because 
they have the power and ,the responsibility is theirs. Stop 
packing the Federal Trade Commission with the servants of 
the great exploiting interests who are despoiling the people. 

. Stop packing the Interstate Commerce Commission with men 
whose greatest distinction is that they are satisfactory to the 
railroads. Stop filling the Federal bench with judges who 
have learned what they know as lawyers while fighting the 
battles of great corporations. Stop filling public offices with the 
servile tools of powerful, selfish interests. Put none but those 
who love and serve the common good in positions of respon
sibility. 

WHY COTTON IS LOW, YET SHIRTS ARE ~GH 

Do you know that the spread between what the producer re
. ceives and what the consumer pays has been more than doubled 
within the last 10 years? That is one of the great troubles of 

· the farmer. He is suffering· more from the high prices that he 
is forced to pay for what he buys than from the low prices for 
what he sells. The price of cotton is low, but the cost of shirts 
is high. The price of wheat is low, but the price of broad soars 
upon the wing. It is because ruthless extortion is practiced, 
and our Government either lacks the ability or the courage and 
the honesty to enforce the laws so that we may have fair trade 
practices. 

Remedy these wrongs and then if you would have the Govern
ment to intervene in the situation let steps be taken to facilitate 
bringing the producers and consumers of this country face to 
face, thus eliminating the middlemen and unjust and unneces-
sary profits. . . 

I hold that middlemen, where they contnbute no service 
of value to the operation they carry on, are merely parasites. 
The man who has something to sell which he has produced 
in the sweat of his face is entitled to look into the eyes of 
the man who wants to consume it for himself. The producer 
should have the right to deal directly with the consumer. This 
is not always possible, but the Government might well take 
action to facilitate such intercourse. Men engaged in distribu
tion frequently give services of value, but purely parasitic 
classes which stand between the producer and the consumer 
have no moral right to existence. They ought to be wiped out. 

The Government can well do something which would facili
tate the bringing together of the men who grow the wheat and 
the men who eat the bread-the producers generally and the 
consumers at large. Could that be done in a comprehensive 
way the profits of the farmer could be doubled and the cost to 
the consu.n:ier would be cut probably one-third. 

It bas been demonstrated as to many of the products which 
the people consume that the existing spread between the con
sumer and the producer is as three to one-that is to say, the 
consumer pays three times what the producer receives, and the 
other two-thirds go to middlemen and profit takers, who may 
perform no useful function ·in connection with the transaction. 

Sound governmental policy, good common sense, and obedi
ence to economic laws would dictate that our Government 
should do something to cut out this tremendous spread. If it 
could only be done, the farmer's return would be doubled and 
the reduction in cost to the consumer would be at least one
third. Of course, a world of people would be put out of busi
ness and would ha,ve to go to doing something else. I agree 
with that-they ought to be doing something else. 

TOO MANY RIDING ON OTIIER MEN'S SHOULDERS 

Too large a percentage of the people in this country are 
riding upon somebody else's shoulders. Too few are engaged 
in the production of the necessaries of life. Too few are en
gaged in doing the t~ings that m_ust be dqne to !P,B;ke hum!l.!! 

existence possible ~n this world. Too many are fol1owing 
useless occupations; too many are merely burdens v,pon society. 
The strange thing a,bout it all is that those who do useful 
labor, those who do the bard, dirty, and disagreeable tasks 
that are essential to human existence and to the preservation of 
society, always get the worst of it, while those who follow th& 
least useful callings get the best of everything. 

You can almost always tell to which of the classes a man be
longs when you see him on the street or meet him on the high
ways. When you meet a man in a fine car and dressed in fine 
clothes you may know he does not belong to the producing 
class; that he is not a man who is neces ary to the existence 
of society; that be may be merely a parasite riding on some
body's shoulders and of no social worth in all the world. But if 
you meet a man in overalls, whose hands are stained, who is 
rattling along in a rusty flivver, or perhaps, worse still-for it is 
worse-is walking, you can very safely say there is a man who 
is producing wheat or corn or beating hot iron or drhring nails 
or doing something else which God Almighty intended man to 
do when He sent him into the world. 

WEAVING A TANGLED WEB 

Oh, go on with your systems of special legislation, your 
yielding to the demands of selfish groups, and your conferring 
of special favors. You Democrats who vote for this bill can 
never consistently vote against a protective tariff again. You 
will find this vote standing up in front of you and convicting 
you of insincerity. You can never hereafter stand on prin
ciple. Your future rule of action must be "How much is there 
in it for my district? " 

You Republicans who vote for this bill can never again refuse 
to concede to any group of people whatever they may demand in 
the way of special favors. You have granted special favors to 
the manufacturers; you have done it for the railroads; you 
have done it for the banks. And now you are going to do it for 
a. class of farmers, those who produce only about one-third in 
value of the total agricultural production. 

Along will come the other two-thirds of the farmers. They 
produce poultry or dairy products-they are tTuckers, raisers 
of sheep and cattle, or grow many other useful products. Theirs 
constitutes two-thirds of the total agricultural production of 
the United States. They come and say, "We also are in dis
tress; do something for us." You reply, "Oh, you have a domes
tic market; we can not do anything for you." They will say, 
"Yes, you can; you must give us a subsidy out of the Federal 
Treasury." And I want to tell you that in logic and good 
conscience you who vote for this measure can not honestly re
fuse to give what they ask. 

Then when you have taken care of all the farmers what 
about the millions of unclassified people? What about the pro
fessional classes? What about millions who have no regular 
occupations? What about those in distress and in need in every 
walk of life who are not included among these classes you have 
favored? When they come, what will you say to them? You 
may say, "We can not help you with a Haugen bill; we can not 
help you by a protective tariff; we can not help you with this, 
that, or the other systems through which we have granted 
special favors, and so we can not help you at all." "Oh, yes," 
they can say; "you can; you can give us pensions; put us on 
the Federal pay roll ; you owe us as much the duty to do some-
thing for us as you did anybody else." . 

That will be true, and you who vote for this grant of special 
favor and refuse to vote for old-age pensions and out-of-work 
doles or even for cold gifts to the needy will convict yourselves 
of simply doing this out of political fear and not out of convic
tion. [Applause.] 

As for the farmer, I bold to the deep conviction that the only 
way to remedy his ills is by securing for him "a fair field and 
no favor." If he can get that, he will take care of himself; 
give him that and he will be content. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Alabama bas expired. 

Mr. LUCE. :Mr. Speaker, if there is no further demand for 
time to support my argument, I will show my generosity by 
yielding three minutes to the gentleman from New Jersey [l\1r. 
FORT]. 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for time .from the 
gentleman from ·Massachusetts [Mr. LucE} because it seems to 
me improper that this debate should close without a statement 
from those of us on the Committee on Agriculture, who are 
opposed to the Haugen bill, of our very firm belief that Con
gress can and should pass remedial legislation for agriculture. 

The question that this House is to consider, under the rule, 
is, strictly speaking, a single proposal known as the Haugen 
bill. It seems to me unfortunate that under the form of the 
rule it is the only bill which is specifically up for discu~ion. 
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The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] has asked of the 

House to-day that opportunity be given for a vote upon his 
bill. Personally, I believe the House will be recreant in its 
duty to this great problem if it does not permit itself to have 
the opportunity to go on record on all projected proposals for 
farm relief. The problem exists. The problem is real. The 
problem is one for which we, as l\lembers of Congress, are 
charged with the duty to find a solution. 

I do not believe with the advocates of the Haugen bill
perhaps not in what they say on the floor, but in what they 
say back home--that it is possible for us to go to the length 
and the limit that that bill is told to the people back home as 
going. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New Jersey bas expired. 

Mr. FORT. May I have two minutes more? 
Mr. LUGE. I yield two minutes to t he gentleman. 
Mr. FORT. I do not believe it is possible for this Congress 

by legislation to accomplish what the proponents of the Haugen 
bill claim at home it will accomplish; but if we concede that 
there is a problem, then we are very delinquent in the per
formance of our duties if, having made the diagnosis that the 
problem exists and having made a diagnosis of the causes of 
the problem-which any man on this floor can make if he 
will study-we sit back supinely and refuse to apply all the 
brains in this House to its solution. There is a problem and 
where there is a problem you and I and every other Member 
owes it to himself and to the Nation as a whole. producer and 
consumer alike, to think, to study, and to vote along those 
lines which, so far as in our judgment the Government of the 
United States can go within its constitutional limitations, offer 
relief for that problem. Therefore I hope the House will join 
in the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], 
and I hope we will throw wide open this discussion and the 
subsequent action of the House in order that we may make 
every possible effort, in the performance of our sworn duty, to 
I'elieve the condition of agriculture. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New Jersey has again expired. 

Mr. LUCE. 1\fr. Speaker, with the high regard that :Massa
chusetts has always entertained for Virginia, it gives me pleas
ure to yield 12 minutes to the gentleman from that Common
wealth [Mr. DEAL]. [Applause_.] 

Mr. "DEAL. l\Ir. Speaker, I shall oppose all of the bills now 
under consideration by the House proposing relief for our agri
cultural interests. I am a farmer myself, the greater part of 
my life savings being invested ~ farm lands and agriculture. 
I produce four of the so-called basic products mentioned in these 
bills for price :fixing and stabilization. It would seem, therefore, 
that my personal interest would prompt me to support these 
measures. 

I am not here to promote my personal interest, pecuniary or 
political, but to represent the best interests, with the lights 
before me, of the people in my district, of the State of Vir
ginia, and finally to uphold and support the Constitution of the 
United States. 

My best judgment is that the proposed legislation is eco
nomically unsound and will not result in the great advantages 
which its proponents seem to think will accrue to the agricul
tural interests of our country. Not only do I believe it to be 
unsound, but it is wholly unconstitutional and antagonistic to 
the principles upon which our Government is founded. 

During the Cleveland administration Congress authorized an 
appropriation with which to purchase seeds for the farmers of 
a certain drought-stricken area in the State of Texas. This bill 
was promptly vetoed by the President, with the statement that 
he could find no warrant in the Constitution justifying the 
Government in taking money from one class of citizens and 
giving it to another. 

All of these bills proposing farm relief indicate a strained 
effort by a camouflage of words and phrases and language to 
get around a plain inhibition of the Constitution. The only pur
pose for which Congress is permitted to levy and collect taxes 
is to pay the debts and for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States. These bills propose to take 
$250,000,000 of the taxpayers' money to be used in the interest 
of a particular class. Certainly it can not be charged that the 
Government is in debt to the farmers for any value received, 
direct or indirect. We do not owe them as a class or as indi
viduals anything that we do not owe to every other American 
citizen. It is not a matter of common defense, in that the 
farmers are producing a surplus which must be sold on foreign 
markets ; nor can it be construed as for the generai welfare, in 
that it places an increased burden of indirect taxation upon 72 
per cent of the consuming public, who would receive no benefit 
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therefrom, in order to promote the interest of 28 per cent. 
There is absolutely no warrant in the Constitution, so far as I 
have been able to determine, for that which is clearly class 
legislation. 

It may not be improper that I call attention to a decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Craig v. 
Missouri (U. S. 29, 408), in which no less a person than Chief 
Justice Marsh~ll, speaking for the court, said, among other 
things, that the Constitution is not to be evaded by giving new 
names to old things, and that is just what we are attempting to 
do in the matter of this legislation. 

But I shall not attempt to furthe1: discuss this feature. 
Others more able than I have and will present it. I shall 
content myself with referring to certain other phases, because 
I can not help feeling a resentment at a proposal that may add 
to the burdens of the consumers of my district more than a 
million dollars annually of indirect taxes, which it is proposed 
to put into the pockets of a class of people in other communities. 

It might be well for the proponents of this legislation to 
consider that unjust and unwise taxation started the Roman 
Empire upon its decline, and that taxation of one class and 
exemption of another during the eighteenth century brought on 
the French Revolution, resulting in thousands of those who 
had been beneficiaries of the system being led to the guillotine, 
and precipitated wars lasting through nearly a century. There 
i~ nothing which so enrages a people as unjust and inequitable 
taxation. 

It is not my desire to be discourteous to or impugn the 
motives of any of my colleagues upon this floor, but when the 
interest" of those whom I represent is so vitally infringed I am 
constrained to remind my colleagues that these proposals for 
farm relief had their origin in the far Northwest among those 
who have received the greatest benefits from the Federal Gov
ernment. Their :first attempt w-as a price-fixing scheme upon 
wheat, corn, hogs, and cattle, the principal commodity products 
of this section of the country. Failing in this, cotton and dairy 
products were added in an attempt to secure votes. Failing 
again, tobacco and rice have now been added, and I believe in 
one proposal it is contemplated to cover the whole field of 
agriculture, but always wheat has been advanced most per
siste~tly in the price-fixing scheme. 

The argument advanced as an excuse for this legislation is 
that the Government bas protected and aided the bankers, 
manufacturers, transportation, and labor. My answer is that 
the Government has not done a thing in" aid of the banker, the 
manufacturer, transportation, or labor that it has not done fo~ 
the farmer, and in addition thereto much legislation bas been 
enacted in the interest of the farmer that has not been ac
corded to any other interest. Indeed, -there has been no legis
lation in aid of the banking interest. The Federal reserve bank 
was created in the interest of all of the people of this country 
in order that certain concentrated capital of the larger banks 
of the country might be prevented from withdrawing credits 
and depressing values for speculative purposes and then easing 
credits and boosting prices that they might realize. 

The banking interests in the country as a whole were antago
nistic to the Federal reserve system. Our laws inhibit the 
banking interests from charging usurious rates. The Govern
ment has never prohibited the farmer from charging any price 
that be might d_esire for his products. It bas prohibited the 
railroads fro~ combining and :fixing freight rates in the interest 
of the general public and of the farmer in particular. It has, 
it is true, provided for duties on imports, a specific grant by the 
Constitution, of which many manufacturers have talren advan
tage and profited, but it has done the ~arne for the 1armer. It 
has enacted an antitrust law to prevent combinationn of capital 
from fixing prices to the detriment of the consumer, but the 
farmer has been favored with an exemption as to its provisions. 
·we have exempted labor organizations from the provisions of 
the Sherman Antitrust Law and have permitted them to com
bine in restraint of trade, but we have done the same for agri
culture. If agriculture has failed to take advantage of the 
exemptions and protections afforded by the Government, it is 
due to the large number of small capitalists and noncapitalists 
engaged in that industry which has made it impossible to bring 
about a coordination of effort. 

I was for many years a member of an organization of lum
bermen controlling individually far more capital than is usually 
invested by the average farmer. Our members were relatively 
few as compared with the agricultural interest, and yet through 
a-period of 40 years these organizations ha>e never been able to 
bring together their membership in anything like a coordinate 
effort at limiting production or price fixing. It has been simply 
impossible; and if this be true with respect to a small number 
of larger capitalists, it is utterly out of the question to expect 
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the farmers to be able to form a combination for restriction of 
output and the fixing of prices. 

Permit me to point to some of the things that the Government 
has done in its effort to aid and improve agricultural conditions. 

Our public lands have been opened up to the homesteader, 
thus giving the farmer, especially in the Northwest, a worh.'ing 
capital, which has been accorded to no other class of citizens. 
He has demanded and received loans from the Government 
upon his lands at low rates of interest. He has demanded and 
received credit upon his products pending marketing. Money 
has been placed in a revolving fund to finance marketing 
agencies.. Government irrigation plants have been constructed 
for his benefit. Lumber, more than 30 years ago, was placed on 
the free list to aid him in building cheaper homes. Duties 
have been removed from agricultural implements in his interest. 
Money on more than one occasion has been loaned with which 
to purchase seed, and which in large measure has not been re
paid. In 1921 $2,000,000 were appropriated for this purpose 
and in 1922 $1,500,000. Of these amounts only 71.6 per cent 
have been repaid. Duties have been placed upon imports of 
competiti:ye wheat and corn for his benefit. We have spent, 
and are still spending, millions of dollars in waterway develop
ment to aid him in cheaper transportation. 

With all of this favoritism, pampering, and paternalism, not 
accorded to any other class of citizens, he has come to feel that 
he should be denied nothing, not even a subsidy to take care 
of his losses as a result of improvidence and exh·avagance. 

Nothing is great or small, rich or poor, except by comparison. 
Without intending to reflect upon the people of any _State or 
wound the sensibilities of those who represent them, I will 
point to seven States that produce one-third of all the wheat 
grown in the Union, namely, Idaho, Montana, North and South 
Dakota, Iowa, Nebraska, and Minnesota, and compare them 
with seven of our Southern States, from one of which I am 
here as a Representative, as an indication of public extrava
gance which might have something to do with the claim of de
pression and bankruptcy, namely, Virginia, North and South 
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, and Mississippi. 

The population of the seven Western States is 8,350,410; of 
the seven Southern States 14,555,131. In 1922 the aggregate 
public debt, including the subdivisions, of these Western States 
was $737,579,492, as compared with $636,077,938 for the seven 
Southern States. The revenues for ,state and subdivisions of 
the Western States aggregated $431,308,140, as against $272,-
201,041 for the Southern States. The farm-mortgage debt of 
the seven Western States is $1,100,000,000, estimated by the 
Bureau of the Census, was $2,778,322,000, as compared with 
$406,560,000. The number of automobiles in the aggregate of 
the seven Western States was one to 4.9 persons, as against 
one for 10.6 persons in the seven Southern States. The as
sessed values of the seven Western States was $11,559,677,868, 
as against $8,470,052,194. 

The amount of revE?.nue paid for the support of the Federal 
Government in the seven Western States was $67,911,191.93, 
or 2.4 per cent of the Federal revenues, as against $231,404,-
202.13, or 8.8 per cent of the entire Federal revenues. 

The population of the United States at the last census was 
approximately .105,000,000 people, 30,000,000, or 28 per cent, of 
whom are engaged in agriculture, but of those who are thus 
engaged it is probable that under half are pr-oducing the basic 
products mentioned in these bills. Is it possible that a ma
jority of the Members of this House are willing to tax indi
rectly 90,000,000 of the consumers for the nece sities of life in 
the interests of the remaining 15,000,000, using the strong arm of 
the law to force surrender of their hard-earned savings, which 
will cheapen the cost of living for Europeans, in order that 
15,000,000 of our people may produce a surplus at a profit? 
How can we go before our people and say that we have placed 
a bread tax of $600,000,000 annually upon the con tuner, plus a 
meat tax, a tobacco tax, and ·a clothing tax, which will place an 
annual burden of a billion and a half dollars upon the consum
ing public if the result of these bills will be as claimed by its 
proponents? 

These are staggering figures and indicate that the entire 
pecuniary distress of the northwest farmer is due, not so much 
to the low price of wheat as to the extravagance of their 
people in taxes laid, money borrowed by the States and sub
divisions, farm mortgages, and in the luxury of the automobile. 
I do not object to every person in each of the States enjoying 
the luxury of an automobile or any other luxury, provided 
that you do not take from my State-the people of which can 
afford only 1 automobile for every 10% persons-the money to 
support this luxury. Whenever we spend more money than 
we have; financial distress is inevitable. 

There may be other grounds, however, for the intense agita
tion for this legislation. Judging from the letters I have re-

ceived fl·om the western country, I should say that the bankers 
are even rnore interested than the farmers. It seems that they 
have departed from the ways of conservatism and rea onable 
b:roking methods as laid down by the experience of ages. The 
money of their stockholders has evidently been loaned upon in
suffici~nt security. These obligations, owing to heavy taxes, au
tomobiles, and other causes, have become frozen, and now the 
bankers are confronted with failure or help from some source 
to overcome the results of mismanagement, and are no doubt 
using the farmer to pull their chestnuts out of the fire. 

The proposed legislation is objectionable in that it involves 
the Government in a high-flying, kiting business adventure the 
end and results of which no person can foresee. It create~ un 
additional bureau with all of the expense incident thereto-a 
new building, perhaps, with an army of clerks and janitor·, 
and heat and lights and water. Its life is intended to be 
perpetual, a veritable barnacle upon the ship of state to slow 
down its progress, and eventually aid in its destruction. It 
would be better far, in my humble opinion, that the Govern
ment should pay a direct subsidy to the farmers of this 
country, through agencies already established, upon warehou ·e 
or railroad receipts, rather than to c. tab1ish the expensive 
bureau proposed, and thus create an additional and perpetual 
lobby, paid by the Government, with the use of Government 
printing offices and the franking privilege, to circularize the 
agricultural industry in an effort to brow-beat and drive our 
Representatives in a continued appropriation of the taxpayers' 
money to float an uneconomical, unscientific, and wasteful busi
ness operation. 

Granting, for the sake of argument, that the policy of our 
Government has resulted in class advantage in other lines of 
endeavor, it can scarcely be conceded that two wrong· make 
a right. Let us correct the sugge ted existing evil~, placing 
all of our people upon the same plane, and holding open the 
door of opportunity for all alike. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from .Massa
chusetts has three minutes remaining. 

.Mr. LUCE. l\Ir. Speaker, I will conclude this a pect of the 
case by summing up the reasons why a large number of men 
in this country, who would like to help agriculture, are unable 
to .support the McNary-Haugen bill or the Aswell bill, but will 
accept the Crisp bill if it can be modified to accomplish the 
purposes that we have in mind. 

The chief of these purposes is to lessen the cause of the evil 
of overproduction. We protest against the Haugen bill because 
it will increase the cost of living to the American consumer, 
while it will les en the cost of living to his foreign competitor; 
because it will bring into cultivation more acreage, and thus in 
a vicious circle pile up trouble until the system itself collap es. 

We object to it becau e in the working details of the system 
it will bring hardship to a great many farmers who are not 
within the scope of its hoped-for benefit . They will be har
assed and vexed by attempting to conform to the minutiae of 
a system which they do not understand and which can bring 
them no good. Yet, I think I speak the views of many men 
from the East when I say that we will ·upport any measure 
which will give the farmer fair play and at the same time work 
justice to all the people. 

1\Ir. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
from North Carolina desires to reserve, for the present, the use 
of his 10 minutes. I understand, also, that the yielding to other 
speakers '\\ill not deprive me of the control of the time and the 
floor. With that understanding, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have the honor 
of being a member of both the Committee on Agriculture that 
reported this bill to the House and also of the Committee on 
Rules that has brought in the rule for its present considera
tion. In the brief time that I have I will explain somewhat 
the motives that actuated the members of the two committees 
responsible for the bill and the pending rule. 

When this matter was being considered last year the gentle· 
man from New York [Mr. JACOBSTEIN] presented to the House 
a series of charts prepared by the Bureau of Economics in the 
Department of Agriculture showing the relative trend of prices 
for the period from 1910 to 1914 before the war and from 1919 
to 1925, as to the ratio of prices existing between agricultural 
and nonagricultural products. Gentlemen will rem{'mber the 
sensation which was created by the sad plight of agriculture 
as shown by the gentleman from New York in his charts at that 
time. It was shown by these charts that the farmer · of 
the Unite::l States from the period from 1919 to 1925 had 
received $13,000,000,000 les~ for their products than they would 
have received had the ratio price between agricultural auu 
nonagricultural products obtained during that time that olJ· 
tained during the fom-year period preceding the war. 
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No one will undertake to say that the price of agricultural 

products as compared with nonagricultural products was ex
cessive during the four-year period prior to the war. No one, 
as far as I know, has questioned or contradicted the absolute 
accuracy of the charts shown by the gentleman from New York. 
I submit to you, gentlemen of the House, that the facts shown 
by the gentleman from New York were astounding. They 
account for the great unrest throughout the agricultural sec
tions of the country and the almost universal distress of the 
farmers producing the basic agricultural products of America. 

Now, that simply means this: That the farmers of the 
country from 1919 to 1925, inclusive, received $13,000.000,000 
les for the products of their toil than they were entitled to 
receive under an equitable distribution of the creation of new 
wealth. That situation should not be permitted to continue in 
this country if it is possible by legislation in any proper way 

_ to rectify or cure it. I think we all agree to that. Both of 
the great political parties in this country in 1924 wrote into 
their platform promises of the most solemn character to the 
farmers of the United States for remedial legislation. The 
Republican platform adopted in Cleveland referred to the dis
tressed condition of agriculture and to the great hardships 
imposed upon agriculture, and promised the farmers of this 
country that if given a vote of confidence at the polls the 
Republican Party would enact legislation placing agriculture 
upon an equality with other industries. 

:Mr. Speaker, we have now reached the middle of the adminis
tration that was called to power by the American people, making 
its appeal for support on that platform. That plank in the 
Republican platform is yet unredeemed. 

The Committee on Agriculture o:f the House for more than 
three years has been giving most careful con ·ideration to this 
perplexing problem. and it is a great problem. We have heard 
in that time representatives and spoke8men of every respollSible 
farm organization in the United States. We have had men 
before our committee from almost every State in the Union. 
We have had the editors of the great farm journals of the 
country; we haYe had the presidents of the agricultural col
leges; we have had experts and economists who have given 
study to this question. 1\Iany plans have been suggested to the 
committee in that time ; but I say to you that out of all the 
plans submitted, all the theories advanced, all the bills intro
duced to soh·e this great problem, there has been but one mea -
ure that to any degree commanded the support of organized 
agriculture in America, and that is the McNary-Haugen bill. 
[Applause.] It may not be a perfect piece of legislation; it 
may be that it will have to be amended; it may not give the 
relief that its proponents hope it will, but after years of thought 
and study it is the one measure presented to the Committel~ on 
Agriculture that the farm organizations in the United States 
join in saying meets their approval and to which they ha-ve 
given their support. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LucE], who is opposed to all special privilege, said that it 
might be that the Crisp bill could be amended so that it would 
meet his support. I say to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
now that so far as I know, and I have been a member of this 
great committee for six years, not a single national farm 
organization in the United States to-day is for the Crisp bill. 
Every one is against it. They have repudiated it, and they say 
they would rather have no legislation than have the Crisp bill. 
It is not further extension of credit that they want, and if I 
am wrong in that statement I shall be glad to be corrected. 
~o far as I know, not a single representative farmer of this 
country who has given intelligent consideration to these prob
lems is giving his support to the principles in the Crisp bill. 
What could the Committee on Agriculture do? It reported out 
finally, by a majority vote, the measure that has the support 
of the great agricultural organizations, in the mnin if not all 
of them, that was indorsed by the American l!'ederation of 
Labor, that has the indorsement of the bankers' associations of 
many States-a measure that the legislatures of 8 or 10 of the 
great States of the Union have memorialized Congress to enact 
into law. We now present this measure to the House for 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes more to 
the gentleman from illinois. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, then the matter 
came before the Rules Committee, of which, as I said, I am 
also a member. What was the attitude of the Rules Commit
tee? It was manifestly the duty of that committee to make 
possible the consideration of this legislation and the solution 
of this problem in the House, and that is what the committee 
did. The rule presented for .;rour consideration and approval 

is not a gag rule; it simply makes in order the consideration 
of this bill and offers unlimited opportunities for amendment, 
for the substitution of any germane proposition to any section 
of the bill or to the whole bill. It is the usual, ordinary rule 
that is brought into this House by the Rules Committee making 
in order for consideration the worh ... of any of the committees 
of the House. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP ]-and 
I yield to no one on the floor of this House in my respect and 
admiration for him-has asked the House to do the unusual 
thing of voting down the previous question and refusing the 
consideration of this measure until the rule is amended giving 
him an opportunity to offer his bill that has not the support of 
a single national farm organization in the United States, on a 
motion to recommit. We have other measures before our com
mittee. ' There is one great farm organization of this country 
that has not joined with the other farm organizations in su]}
port of the Haugen bill. Their representative said that they 
were not fighting any particular l>ill, but they appro-ved an
other bill, and that is the Grange, the head of which lives in 
the State of the gentleman now presiding, the gentleman from 
Ohio [M1·. BEGo]. That bill is before the committee, the 

_debenture plan. A good many Members are in fayor of that. 
Some members of the Committee on Agriculture favor it. But 
where will we stop if we depart from the usual practice of the 
House and give the gentleman from Georgia an opportunity to 
present a proposition here that is not in order under the gen
eral rules of the House? Will we say that the other propo
sitions shall not be presented, but the one ad-vocated by the 
gentleman from Georgia will be given this exceptional status? 
When other committees in the House report on matters of im
portance in the future, we will have the precedent of allowing 
everybody who has a proposition of any kind to come in and 
have it submitted to the House through a motion to recommit. 
Our duty here, in my judgment, is plain. Agriculture is in 
distress. The condition is more acute to-day than on the day 
Mr. JA.COBSTEIN submitted those charts to which I have re
ferred. We were all elected on platforms pledging our con
stituents that we would enact adequate farm legislation. We 
may differ as to what plan is best, but it is the duty of this 
House to give consideration to the measure that has been re
ported out by the Committee on Agriculture and then to vote it 
either up or down and let the people know whether the Repre
sentatives of the great Democratic and Republican Parties in 
this Chamber will keep faith with the people and redeem the 
solemn promises written into the platforms on which they were 
elected. [Applause.] 

I am glad to say in this connection and in closing that every 
1\Iember of Congress from the great State of Illinois, and it is a 
great agricultural State and a great industrial State, outside 
of the city of Chicago, both Democrats and Republicans, are 
voting unitedly to redeem the promises made in the respective 
platforms of our parties and to enact into law the legislation 
that has the indorsement of practically all the great farm 
organizations of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. BURTON. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BRA.ND]. 

Mr. BR~'D of Ohio. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, I rise because my name was included in the remarks of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] this morning. He stateu 
that I had taken part in .a debate at Dayton, Ohio, at the State 
meeting of the grange. This is the first information that I 
have had that I was in a debate. I was asked by the master of 
the grange in Ohio in September to explain the McNary-Haugen 
bill at the State meeting, and two months after that the 
National Grange met and considered farm legislation and came 
to a conclusion, and I want to read that conclusion of the 
National Grange: 

Whereas our staple agricultural products are in world-wide competi-
tion with like products in other lands; and • 

Whereas .such surplus products are not receiving the benefits of the 
protective tariff : Be it 

Resolved, That the National Grange indorse an export debenture plan 
for farm products and recommend that legislation be enacted by the 
next session of Congress, making such plan operative beginning with 
the 1927 crop. 

Now, I am greatly obliged to the gentleman from Ohio for 
this opportunity to make the House acquainted with the fact 
that the grange has acted in favor of a bill almost identical with 
the McNary-Haugen bill. [Applause.] Last year it did not 
have any support from the grange, none whatever. They did 
not seem to know what they thought, but now they acknowledge 
that agriculture is in a state of depression, that by the efforts of 
the farmers alone they can not come out of that depression. 
that it will require national legislation, and they also say the 
tariff is not ~ffective upon surplus products. 
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Now that is almost all anybody can say as an advocate of 
the McNary-Haugen bill. I went before that grange and I 
never said a word against the debenture plan, not a word, so 
there could have been do debate on my part. It is true a man 
who followed me explained rather hysterically the difference 
between the McNary-Haugen bill and the debenture plan, after 
which I left for another meeting. Now about the Ohio Farm 
Bureau. I think it is fair to explain to the House the action 
of the Ohio Farm Bureau. We have a week at the Ohio State 
University every year which we call "Farmers' week," and 
during that week there are delegates selected by the Farm 
Bureau in each county to go to the meeting at Columbus. 
Monday and Tuesday of that week these delegates met and 
discussed this and that, and attended to business, but they left 
the resolutions until Tuesday night, engineered no doubt by 
some of the leaders. And what was that meeting Tuesday· 
night? Why, it was a meeting of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Columbus, Ohio, giving a banquet at the Neal House, and I 
presume it is fair to say that the Chamber of Commerce of 
Columbus is probably following the Chamber of Commerce of 
the United States in trying to kill this farm legislation. Now 
they bad those delegates there at that meeting, and after a good. 
meal and banquet they ushered 1\Ir. Jardine, United States 
Secretary of Agriculture, upon the platform and he spent some 
time in opposition to the McNary-Haugen bill . . Then to cap the 
climax they had there Professor Jordan, who represented the 
Indust1·ial Board of New York, the industries of the United 
States, to make the other speech, and then at the conclusion 
of this banquet and immediately following it, without anybody 
explaining and defending the McNary-Haugen bill, they asked 
those delegates to vote,· and they did, probably overawed by 
the atmosphere around them. Now, gentlemen of the House, 
the next morning after the conclusion of farmers' week in 
Ohio, the papers came out and said this. Here are the head
lines in a Columbus paper: 

Farmers confident relief coming soon. Visitors returning home 
to-night expect to see legislation in operation. 

Now that is really what the farmers of Ohio are expecting of 
this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
:Ur. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad if the gentle

man from Tennessee would use his 10 minutes. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, just at this time 

I shall confine my remarks to the rule itself. At a later date 
I hope opportunity will be afforded me to discuss the bills for 
a few moments. 

I wish now to speak of the rule itself and of the attitude of 
the Committee on Rules toward it in view of the remarks and 
the appeal made by my friend from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] for 
a double motion to recommit, and in view of the remarks made 
by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fo&T], in which he said 
that he thought the House would be recreant to its duty if it 
failed to vote down the previous question so that it could be 
amended to provide for the double recommittal motion. 

I have no personal feeling concerning this matter at all. All 
that I desire is that the House shall understand thoroughly the 
attitude of the Committee on Rules. Your Committee on Rules 
bas reported here simply the usual, ordinary rule which admits, 
because it must admit, a motion to recommit which contains 
germane matter. 

Reference bas been made to the fact that at the last session 
of Congress a very extraordinary rule was presented for con
sideration of agricultural legislation. That is true. We were 
confronted by a very extraordinary condition. There was a gen
eral desire to consider the subject matter of agricultural legis
lation, but the Committee on Agriculture found itself unable to 
agree by a majority upon any particular bill, and so that com
mittee technically reported, without their having a recommenda
tion of the majority, three bills to the House. And so the Com
mittee on Rules was confronted by that extraordinary situa
tion, and the committee brought in the only unusual rule that I 
recall having been brought in during my term of service on the 
Committee on Rules. But that rule did not provide for two 
motions to recommit. The Committee on Rules took the Haugen 
bill as the basis, and it, in the rule, did make two bills in the 
alternative in order to be offered without reference to the ques
tion of germaneness. The rest of the rule was just as is pro
vided in the resolution now before ns. 

In this case the Committee on Rules was not co-nfronted by 
the question of germaneness. The official parliamentarian of 
the House-and I violate no confidence in saying that-and 
many Members also who have given minute study to parlia
mental'Y law went into the situation and decided that both the 
.Aswell bill and the Tincher bill were germane ; and so there 
was no such question of germaneness as we had to deal with 

at the last session of Congress. Therefore, the Committee on 
Ruies brought in this special resolution in the usual form. · 

The high privilege of a motion to recommit, let me say 
to the House, was not always made mandatory by the rules 
of the House. Up until March 15, 1909, it was always possible 
for the Committee on Rules to bring in a rule which would 
prevent the motion to recommit ; any motion to recommit ; 
and if that rule were adopted, the House was shut off. But 
in the very famous rules revolution here in March, 1909, under 
the leadership of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fitz
gerald] there was inserted in the rule a provision that the 
Committee on Rules could not bring in a resolution which 
would take away the opportunity of offering one motion to 
recommit. The reason for it was to give the minority one 
opportunity to express itself upon a substantive proposition 
which it wished to offer as a substitution for the action of 
the majority. 

It is very hard, very embarrassing, to. refuse any request 
made by the gentleman from Georgia because of his delightful 
personality, his great ability, his character, and the respect 
in which he is held by the House. But I do not think that 
the gentleman from Georgia has been deprived of any parlia
mentary right of any particular value here. If this rule should 
be adopted his proposition is germane. When the Aswell 
proposition shall be offered as a substitute for the Haugen bill 
it will be immediately in order-that is in Committee of the 
Whole-to offer the Crisp proposition as a substitute for the 
Aswell proposition, or if the Aswell proposition be voted down, 
then the Crisp proposal will be in order. Its further parliamen
tary status will then depend upon the action of the Committee 
of the Whole. All the rights of the gentleman in the Com
mittee of the Whole are preserved fully under the general 
rules of the House. In the House itself, if the Crisp proposal 
fails in committee, the House by voting down the previous 
question on the Aswell motion to recommit, can if it choses, 
substitute the Crisp proposal. 

All I wish the House to know is that the Committee on 
Rules, notwithstanding its high regard for the gentleman 
from Georgia, felt that it ought not to set a precedent which 
might arise to plague us a hundred times in the future, and 
bring in a double-barreled motion to recommit. It i . not 
practicable to include all the propositions that gentleman 
would like to have opportunity to offer. I know three or four 
propositions for which I would like to vote here. 

That is the attitude of the Committee on Rules. There 
is nothing personal in regard to this matter ; I am making 
no personal appeal. I am simply saying to you that the Com
mittee on Rules acted in accordance with precedent, and moved 
along the usual lines in the consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Certainly. 
Mr. CRISP. I do not know whether the gentleman would 

feel at liberty to answer this question. If he does not he need 
not answer. Is it not a fact that the Committee on Rules by 
a vote of 6 to 5 refused to grant my motion to recommit? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not feel at liberty under 
the rules to state what transpired in the committee. The gen
tleman has been informed, I am sure, of what occurred. 

Mr. CRISP. That is my information. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. There was a vote in the com

mittee on the gentleman's proposition, and the majority of the 
committee moved along the line of ordinary procedure and did 
not grant the el..1:raordinary request of the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

That, Mr. Speaker, I believe is all I care to say about it. I 
wish to reiterate the statement that I have no personal feeling 
whatever in the matter. We have simply acted in an orderly 
way on an important matter of legislation. 

Mr. JONES. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 
Mr. JONES. Did the Committee on Rules consider a motion 

to recommit having in view the debenture plan? Because if 
the motion for the previous question is voted down I wi h to 
have the privilege of offering that motion. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The committee did not con
sider that proposition. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
McKEowN] has a bill pending now which some day will be dis
cussed with considerable care, I believe. It was not considered 
nor were others. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. What was the real objection 

to providing for two motions to recommit in the l'ule, if two 
motions would permit an intelligent judgment on the part of 
the House? 
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Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, if you have two you 

might have to include three or more, in order to give all the 
chance to express judgment, so far as expressing it on a roll 
call be concerned. The proposition of assuring in the rules a 
motion to recommit was inserted largely to protect political 
rights; that is, to in~ure the right of a political minority to an 
expression of its views. Certainly there is no dinsion here 
along party lines over thls question. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

1\Ir. BURTOX. :Mr. SJ)('aker, as I understand, I have 13 
minutes remaining. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. RAMSEYER]. 

Mr. RA~SEYER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I shall not undertake to discuss nud had not intended to discuss 
the merits of the farm r~lief legislation to-day. I had intended 
to say something about the rule. I did not know the gentleman 
from Tennessee was going to ~peak or that he was going to dis
cuss the rule. I had intended and do now intend to say some
thing along the line the gentleman emphasized in his usual able 
and lucid way as to why the Committee on Rules reported out 
this kind of rule and to call your attention to the difference be
tween the situation now and the situation which existed last 
May when the McNary-Haugen bill was then before the House 
of Repre~ntatives. In that rule we made it in order to offer 
two other bills as substitutes in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. The bills had been reported 
out by the Committee on Agriculture and what the Rules Com
mittee did, it did so at the request of the Committee on Agri
culture. The rule did not provide for more than one motion to 
recommit. Never since this rule for a motion to recommit has 
been in existence, so far as I know, and I am sure n~ver since 
I have ueen a Member of the House of Representatives, has 
there been a proposal for two motions to recommit in a special 
rule, as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] has requested 
and his request is reenforced by the gentleman from New Jer
sey [Mr. FoRT]. I have a very high regard for both of these 
gentlemen, but that is no reason why I or any other Member 
of this House should accede to this unusunl request. 

The gentleman from Georgia makes an appeal to the House 
and says, "Do you not want to give us a fair chance?" Now, 
has he not had a fair chnnce? His bill has had the same chance 
as any bill that has been introduced in this session or any other 
se~sion. He drops his bill in the hopper; it goes to the proper 
committee; it is considered by the proper committee, and his 
bill, like most bills, was not reported out. The Committee on 
Agriculture saw fit this session to report out one bill known as 
the Haugen bill. That is the only bill on farm relief reported 
out at this session by that committee. 

Now, as has been well said, if the proposal of Mr. CRISP 
should have special consideration there is no reason under the 
sun why three or four othet· proposals should not have like con
sideration. 

The proposal of Mr. CRISP not only does not have the com
mittee's indorsement but, as stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS], it does not have the indorsement of 
a single farm organization in the United States. There is one 
proposal that was before the Committee on Agriculture, to wit, 
the bill introduced by Mr~ ADKINS, which has the indorsement 
of a large and influential national farm organization, and cer
tainly if we make two motions to recommit in order, one of 
which for the special accommodation of the gentleman from 
Georgia, we ought to make three or four motions in order so 
as to accommodate all the fellows who have bills which they 
t·egard for the relief of agriculture. [Applause.] 

1\Ir. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. With pleasure. 
1\fr. CRISP. In the interest of accuracy, I de~ii·e to state 

that the Georgia Farm Union and the Georgia Cooperative Cot
ton Association have both indorsed my bill, and I may say 
further, I did not understand that the gentleman from Illinois 
[~Ir. ADKINS], who introduced the debenture bill, urged it; but, 
on the contrary, in his own committee voted against it in favor 
of the Haugen bill. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. That is true; but the Adkins bill has the 
indorsement of a national farm organization. I am glad the 
gentleman from Georgia has some support. I accepted as 
correct the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois [:Mr. 
WILLIAMS], who is on the Committee on Agriculture, and before 
which committee indorsements of the various bills are on file. 
There is no national farm organization supporting the Cl'isp 
bill, although there may be some local organizations support-
ing it. -

l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. R.AJ\:ISEYER. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Is the Adkins bill the one indorsed 

by the grange? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. I am so advised. 
Mr. ADKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
Mr. ADKINS. I voted not to report my bill out because I 

thought it was in about the same boat with 1\Ir. CRisP's bill, 
that it had no chance to pass; that if we got any legislation 
it would be through the Haugen bill, and I did not want to 
stand in the way of not getting legislation. [Applause.] 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I simply want to say in closing that as 
soon as I yield the floor, or very soon thereafter, the gentle
man from Ohio [l\fr. BURTON] will move the previous question. 
Ordinarily when a rule like this is presented the previous ques
tion is moved before debate, thus limiting .debate to 40 minutes 
on the rule, or it there is an extension of time desired the 
gentleman who calls up the resolution for a rule asks that a 
certain length of time be given for debate, and at the end of 
which time the previous question be considered as ordered. 
This was not done to-day, but the gentleman from Ohio assured 
us that the previous question would be moved by him. It will 
be moved and if carried, as it ought to be carried in this case, 
then, of course, the next question will be on the adoption of 
the rule. There is no serious opposition to this rule. Every
one here, whether he be for this plan or that plan, or for any 
plan, is in favor of considering this agricultural relief legis
lation. 

1\Ir. RCRTXESS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. For a question. 
1\Ir. BURTNESS. The gentleman suggests that Mr. CRisP 

has had his opportunity in the past with reference to his bill. 
Is it not also true that he will have his opportunity under this 
rule by being privileged to present his bill ns an ameudment to 
the Haugen bill when the reading of the bill is reached in the 
Committee of the Whole and get a vote on it there? 

1\lr. RAMSEYER. There is no question about that and, as 
has been st.:'lted, the parliamentary clerk gives it as his opin
ion that the Crisp bill is germane to the Haugen bill. I have 
compared the bills ; and while I do not claim to be an expert, 
I incline to the opinion that the Crisp bill, as well as the 
Aswell bill, will be held germane to the Haugen bill. So each 
of these bills will have a run for its money. The two bills will 
ha\e every chance in the world under the general rules of the 
House. These bills, if germane, not only can be offered as sub· 
stituteS', but they can be offered section by section to the Haugen 
bill during the reading under the :five-minute rule. If the 
Haugen bill survives the ordeal to which it will be subjected in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the op
ponents of the Haugen bill then have an opportunity to offer 
any germane motion to recommit. 

Under the rule the opponents of the Haugen bill, including 
the gentleman from Georgia, have the same fair chance that 
opponents of proposed legislation have always had heretofore 
under the general rules of the House. 

Mr. HILL of 1\Iaryland. Wil.l. the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

1\Ir. RAMSEYER. If it is on the rule. 
1\Ir. HILL of Maryland. Does the gentleman consider that 

the provisions of the Adkins bill would be germane and could 
be ·offered? 

1\Ir. RAMSEYER. That ic;; not a question on the rule. I 
have not studied the Adkins bill with that question in mind. 

The proposed rule is such a rule as we have reportefl time 
and again, and the Committee on Rules, which reported out this 
rule, asks that the House, for the sake of orderly procedure in 
the future, sustain the committee by adopting the rule we have 
reported here. The House, by its action to-day, should not 
grant a request that it would not be ready and willing to grant 
to other gentlemen in the future. The rule before you now is 
in the usual form. All. it does it makes the consideration of 
the farm relief bill reported out by the Committee on Agricul
ture in order. It can not be so considered without the rule. 
You will do the fair and sensible thing if you vote for the 
previous question and then adopt the rule. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 
1\fr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my 

time and move the previous question. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

CRISP) there were--yeas 145, noes 98. 
Mr. CRISP. 1\lr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and t.here were-yea 217, nays 147, 
not voting 69, as follows : 

Adkins 
Allen 
Andresen 
.Arentz 
Arnold 
.A swell 
AufderHeide 
Ayres 
Bachmann 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Beck 
Beers 
Black, N.Y. 
Rla ck, Tex. 
Bloom 
Boies 
Bowman 
Box 
Boylan 
Brand, Ohio 
Briggs 
Browne 
Browning 
Brumm 
Buchanan 
Burtness 
Burton 
Busby 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carew 
Carss 
Carter, Okla. 
Christopher on 
Clague 
Cole 
Collier 
Collins 
Colton 
Connan~ TeL 
Cooper, wis. 
Corning 
Cramton 
Crowther 
Crumpacker 
Cullen 
Dallinger 
Davis 
Denison 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Dickinson, Mo. 
Dickstein 

.Abernethy 

.Ackerman 
Aldrich 
Allgood 
Almon 
Andrew 
Bacharach 
Bacon 
Begg 
Bell 
Berger 
Bland 
Blanton 
Bowling 
Brand, Ga. 
Brigham 
Britten 
Bulwinkle 
Butler 
Crunpbell 
Carter, Calif. 
Chalmers 
Chapman 
Chindblom 
Cochran 
Connery 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cox 
Crisp 
Darrow 
Davenport 
Deal 
Dempsey 
Dough ton 
Douglass 
Doyle 
Drane 

Anthony 
Appleby 
Beedy 
Bixler 
Bowles 
Burdick 
Byrns 
Carpenter 
Celler 
Cleary 
Connolly, Pa. 

[Roll No. 26] 

YEA8-217 
Dominick 
Dowen 
Driver 
Dyer 
Elliott 
Englebright 
Eslick 
Esterly 
Evans 
Faust 
Fisher 
Fitzgerald, W. T. 
Frear 
trrench 
Fulmer 
Funk 
Furlow 
Garber 
Gardner, Ind. 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garret t, Tex. 
Gasque 
Goodwin 
Green, Fla. 
Green, Iowa 
Greenwood 
GrieJ t 
Griffin 
Hadley 
Hall, Ind. 
Hall, N.Dak. 
Hammer 
Hardy 
Hnstings 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hickey 
Hill, Wash. 
Hoch 
HoO'g 
Hofaday 
Howard 
Hull, Tenn. 
Hull, William E. 
I rwin 
Jacobstein 
James 
Jenkins 
Johnson, 111. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ky. 
J obnson, S. Da.k. 
Johnson, Tex. 
Kearns 
Keller 

Kendall Rayburn 
Kiefner Reece 
Kincheloe Reid, ill. 
Knutson Robinson, Iowa 
Kopp Robsion, Ky. 
Kunz Romjue 
Kvale Rowbottom 
Lanham Rubey 
Lazaro Saba th 
Lea, CaUL Sanders, TeL 
Leatherwood Schneider 
Leavitt Sears, Nebr. 
TJetts Shallenberger 
Lindsay Simmons 
Lineberger Sinclair 
Little Sinnott 
Lowrey Smith 
Lozier Somers, N.Y. 
Lyon Speaks 
.McFadden Sproul, Kans. 
McLaughlin, Nebr. Stalker 
McLeod Strong, Kans. 
Mcrteynolds Summers, Wash. 
.Magrady Swank 
Major Swartz 
Mansfield :Swing 
Martin, La. Thomas 
Mead Thompson 
Menges 'l'hurston 
Mi chaelson Tillman 
Miller Timberlake 
:MiHigan . Tydings 
Moore, Ky. Vestal 
Morehead Wefald 
Morgan Weller 
Morrow Welch, Calif. 
Murphy Wheeler 
Nelso-n, Mo. White, Kans. 
Nelson, Wis. White, Me. 
O'Connor, N.Y. Whittington 
Oldfield Williams, Ill. 
Oli>er, Ala. Williams, TeL 
Oliver, N. Y. · Williamson 
Parks Wilson, Miss. 
Peavey Winter 
Peery Wolverton 
Porter ·wood 
Pou W oodrutr 
Prall 1Yurzbach 
Purnell Wyant 
Quin Yates 
Ragon Zihlman 
Rainey 
Ramseyer 
Rathbone 

NAYS-147 
Drewry Lankford 
Eaton Larsen 
Edwards Lehlbach 
Ellis Linthicum 
Fairchild Luce 
Fenn McDuffie 
Fish McKeown 
Fitzgerald, Roy G. Mc~iillan 
!;'letcher McSwain 
Fort McSweeney 
Free MacGregor 
Frothingham Magee, N. Y. 
Gallivan Magee, Pa. 
Gambrill Mapes 
Gibson Martin. Mass. 
Gifford Michener 
Glynn Mooney 
Graham Moore, Va. 
Hale Nelson, Me. 
IIare Newton, Minn. 
Harrison O'Connell, R. I. 
Hersey O'Connor, La. 
Bill, Ala. Parker 
Hill, :Md. Patterson 
Ilooper Perkins 
Houston Perlman 
Huddleston Rankin 
Hull, Morton D. Ra.nsley 
Jeffers Reed, N.Y. 
Jones Rogers 
Kahn Rouse 
Kelly Rutherford 
Kemp Sanders .. N.Y. 
Kerr Sandlin 
Ketcham Scott 
Kiess Sears, Fla. 
LaGuardia Shr·eve 

NOT VOTING-69 
Coyle 
Crosser 
Curry 
Dayey 
Foss 
Fredericks 
Freeman 
Garner, Tex. 
Gilbert 
Golder 
Gold~borough 

GQrman 
Hayden 
Hudson 
Hudspeth 
Johnson, Wash. 
Kindred 
King 
Kirk 
Kurtz 
Lampert 
Lee, Ga. 

Smithwick 
Sosnowski 
Spearing 
Sproul, Ill. 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stevenson 
Stobbs 
Taber 
Taylor, N.J. 
Taylor, W. Va. 
Temllle 
Thatcher 
Tilson 
'l' incher 
Tinkham 
Tolley 
Treadway 
Tucker 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Upshaw 
Vincent, Mich. 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Wainwright 
Warren 
Wason 
Watres 
Watson 
Weaver 
Welsh. Pa. 
Whitehead 
Wilson, La. 
Woodrum 
Wrjght 

McClintic 
McLaughlin, Mich. 
Madden 
Manlove 
l\Ierritt 
1\lills 
Montague 
Montgomery 
Moore, Ohio 
Morin 
Newton, Mo. 

Norton S~g~r Sweet 
O'Connell, N.Y. Snell Swoope 
Phillips Stephens Taylor. Colo. 
Pratt Strong, Pa. Taylor, Tenn. 
Quayle Strother Updike 
Reed, Ark. Sullivan Vaile 
Schafer Sumners, Tex. Vare 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced : 
On the vote: 
Mr. Manlove (for) with Mr. Hudspeth (against.) 
Mr. Hudson (for) with Mr. Woodyal'd (agains t.) 

General pairs : 

Voigt 
Walters 
Wingo 
Woodyard 

Mr. Madden with Mr. Montague. 
llr. Connolly of Pennsylvania with Mr. Sumners of Texas. 
Mr. Anthony with Mr. Gilbert. 
Mr. Walters with Mr. Byrns. 
Mr. Lampert with Mr. Davey. 
Mr. Kurtz with Mr. Hayden. 
Mr. Moore of Ohio with Mr. Kindr~d. 
l\Ir. Strong of Pennsylvania with Mrs. Norton. 
Mr. Vare with Mr. Quayle. 
Mr. McLaughlin of Michigan with Mr. Crosser • 
Mr. Pratt with Mr. Cleary. 
Mr. Newton of Missouri with Mr. Lee of Georgia.. 
Mr. Snell with Mr. Reed of Arkansas. -
Mr. Curry with ::Ur. Wingo . 
l\Ir. King with ML·. Sullivan. 
Mr. Morin with 1\Ir. Taylor of Colorano. 
Mr. Swee t with Mr. O'Connell of New York. 
U~: ~~\Wsh~fth'1i~. ~~il~·~ldsborough. 
Mr. Bixler with Mr. Garner. 
1\Ir. Swoope with Mr. Schafer. 
Mr. Segar with Mr. Voigt. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. BURTOX Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 

resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. HAUGEN. l\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 

itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the farm relief bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. 1\I.APES in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 15474, of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill, as follows : 

.A blll (H. R. 15474) to establish a Federal !arm board to aid in the 
orderly marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of 
agricultural commodities. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HAUGEN. :Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

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

sumed the chair, Mr. MAPES, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 15474, the 
farm relief bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MEMORIAL BY STATE LFlliSLATURE OF MINNESOTA REG.ARDIKG FLOOD 
SITUATION IN ROSEAU .Al\"'1> KI'I."TSON COUNTIES 

1\Ir. WEFALD. :Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con~ent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 1\iinne ota asks unani
mous const-nt to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? ~ 

There was no objection. 
1\fr. WEFALD. Mr. Speaker, there exists in Ro eau and 

Kittson Counties in Minnesota, which counties are part of my 
congre sional district, a very serious situation fo1· many 
farmers-recurring from year to year--due to overflow of the 
Roseau River, the complete correction of which can only be 
accomplished by joint action of the United States and the 
Dominion of Canada. I have already, some time ago, taken 
this matter up with our State Department to start action look
ing toward a just solution. I herewith present for the RECORD 
and for the information of the House the following resolution 
by the Minnesota Legislature : 
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Concurrent Resolution 2, memoria.lizing the Congress of the United 

States to pass such legislation as may be appropriate and effectual, 
together with proper arrangements made with the Dominion of Can
ada, for the relief of certain territory in Roseau and Klttson Counties, 
Minn., from flood damage incident to the discharge of waters into 
said territory from the Dominion of Canada 

Whereas a condition exists destructive to the agricultural interests 
and lands in the counties of Roseau and Kittson, in the State of Min
nesota, because of the flood waters of certain streams having their 
sources partly in the Dominion of Canada, the same being therefore 
beyond the control of the State of Minnesota and the counties re
ferred to ; and 

Whereas said lands lie within the basin of the Roseau River, com
prising over 1,000 squ'lre miles, a part of said river being in the Do
minion of Canada, ru1d a great part of the water of said river coming 
from the Dominion of Canada and being discharged into the State of 
Minnesota ; and 

Whereas at the time of the settlement df the lands referred to large 
areas thereof were naturally arable and cultivated lands and were 
settled by good, intelligent, and industrious farmers, who developed 
valuable and productive farms and became prosperous citizens; and 
following the settlement of these farms there came the development 
of the meadow lands of said area, with additional prosperous farms and 
communities, until in the course of such development the run-off from 
said occupied lands was to the full capacity of said river; and 

Whereas after the development of said lands by the farmers referred 
to there were constructed certain judicial ditches, the discharge of the 
waters from said ditches causing great damage to said settlers and 
to all the districts so affe.cted ; and 

Whereas the State of ~!innesota at several times endeavored to 
remedy this trouble by dredging out the channel of said Roseau River 
to increase its capacity, but in spite of this work so done the flood 
waters so discharged have backed out of the Roseau River onto the 
lands of said settlers, rendering them of little value, and with the 
probability that many of the settlers will be compelled to abandon 
them with loss of their life savings; and 

Whereas the trouble and damage referred to has been materially 
increased by additional ditching of lands in the Dominion of Canada 
into the Roseau River, and for which said flood waters !rom said 
additional ditches there is no sufficient outlet; and 

Whereas it appears that the several Canadian sources of the 
Roseau River have large watersheds with rolling contours capable of 
facilitating quick discharge of flood waters into an already over
charged river; and 

Whereas in answer to an appeal from Canadian settlers in one of the 
watersheds referred to, the Canadian Government engineers are making 
a survey and estimate for ditching the district to discharge larger 
quantities of water into its branch of the Roseau River, while there is 
absolutely no provision for the disposition of these waters in the 
United States and in the counties referred to, and the said fiood waters 
will be discharged back onto the lands of the settlers of these coun
ties, without recourse by them, and that it is reasonably to be expected 
that this will be followed by similar projects for the benefit of the 
other parts of the Canadian watersheds until these United States lands 
are entirely ruined for the purposes for which they were developed; 
and 

Whereas the Roseau River has its regular and proper outlet wholly 
through its channel across the international bounda1·y into the Domin
ion of Canada, and such channel and outlet are insufficient to allow 
the proper discharge of these flood waters which are so to be dis
charged into this river, and the amount of the flood waters now so 
discharged is said to be so large as to injure the agriculture of Canadian 
lands adjacent to this outlet, and said Canadian Government surveyors 
are now at work in that district making an estimate in preparation 
for a system of dikes, whereby they may detain at about the inter
national boundary these flood waters, including what they may else
where discharge from this river into the United States until such time 
as they can run off through the regular channel, which is insufficient 
to dischru·ge these waters in proper time and manner; and if the 
Canadian plan for the making of such dikes is carried out it will 
result in the destruction of t'he fields of the farmers of Kittson and 
Roseau Counties, and without the intervention of Congress these farm
ers will be helpless to· prevent said destruction ; and 

Whereas the commissioner of drainage and waters of Minnesota has 
caused to be made a survey of Roseau River from the foot of Roseau 
Lake to a point about 16 miles below and across the Canadian boundary 
line, and finds it is practicable to dredge a new channel in the river 
to such point, with a fall of approximately 0.48 foot per mile, which 
will release the flood waters of said river in time to relieve the farmers 
on both sides of the international boundary line from most of the 
damage now being inflicted by said floods ; and . 

Whereas it is beyond the power of the owners of the affected lands 
or said counties or the State of Minnesota to deal directly with the 
Dominion of Canada in this matter, and it is altogether likely that tlle 
Canadian authorities would be willing to enter into an arrangement 
with the United States by which the two Governments would be able 

to do the dredging and other work jointly, with a proportlonate share 
of the expense to be apportioned to and borne by each ; and 

Whereas the expense of this undertaking would be a sum far be
yond the paying ability of the owners of the lands affected, and part of 
the lands covered by the basin of the Roseau River are government 
lands subject to homestead entry and which, if they were improved by 
thls proposed channel would become valuable lands and largely in
creased in value: Now therefore be it 

Resol~:ed by the Senate of the State of Minnesota (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That the Congress of the United States 
be, and it is hereby, memorialized to enact such legislation as may 
effectuate tlle purposes and ·relief hereinbefore set forth to the end that 
joint action may be taken by the Governments of the United States and 
the Dominion of Canada ; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution, duly authenticated by the 
proper officers of both houses, be transmitted to the President of the 
United States, the Secretary of War, the Presiding Officers of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, and to each Senator and Repre
sentative, from the State of Minnesota, in the Congress. 

W. I. NOLA.N, 
President of the Senate. 

JOH:N A. JOHNSON, 

Speaker of the House of Representati,ves. 
Passed the senate tbe 18th day o! January, 1927. 

GEO. W. PEACHEY, 

Sec1·etary of the Senate. 
Passed the house of representatives the 19th day of January, 1927. 

App1·oved January 20, 1927. 

Filed January 20, 1027. 

JOHN J. LEVI!'f, 

Chief Clet-k, House of Representative8. 

THEODORE CHRISTIANSO:N, 

Go~:enwr of the State of Minnesota. 

MIKE HOLM, 

Secretat·y of State. 

I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota, and 
keeper of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true 
and correct copy of the resolution filed in my office, January 20, 1927. 

[SEAL.] M.IXE HOLM, 

Secretary of State. 
AGRICULTURE 

l\lr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I am not a 

Daniel come to judgment. I do not believe that I know it all. 
I am going to vote against the bill popularly known as the 
1\IcKary-Haugen bill. Perhaps it would be better for me to 
say that it is generally known by that hyphenation. I think 
this proposed legislation has been discussed in every village, 
town, city, hamlet, and rural community in the United StJltes. 
Perhaps in these places the general attitude has been favo-rable 
for obvious reasons. 

The measure has, I think, aroused the opposition of the 
larger communities, known as big cities, because the people in 
these great centers feel that the consumer will have to absorb 
the tremendously added cost to the prevailing rates of the 
commodities on which they live. Many students of economics, 
regardless of their geographical situation, are opposed to the 
measure on the ground that it is fundamentally unsound, un
feasible, unworkable, and not in accordance with the govern
mental policy outlined in our Constitution. In the North East, 
South, and West are highly intellectual opponents of the bill 
though it is fair to admit that tt has proponents and advocate~ 
among the illuminati and cognoscenti even, while unquestionably 
it has innumerable champions who have no claim to so dignified 
and high-sounding a title. I am not going to attempt to pro
nounce an infallible judgment;. Long experience has convinced 
me that no man possesses the infallible touchstone of truth. 
Men equally honest and sincere will arrive at different conclu
sions from the facts on which they agree. I concede to others 
that which I know will be freely granted to myself-the l'ight 
to express an opinion of the legislation or proposed legislation 
which is under consideration without rancor or ill feeling. I 
am convinced if enacted into law it will add to the alreadv 
high cost of livl,ng, not only to the consuming masses of the 
great cities but to all of the people throughout the length and 
breadth of the land. In my judgment, it would be an absolute 
act of folly for southern l\!embers to vote for this bill_ The 
South pays for feedstuff and foodstuff now $1,500,000,000 
a,nnually. This bill w~ll enlarge and increl!se this va~t expendi-
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ture by cotton farmers and the people of the South, who ean 
not reasonably hope for any compensation, in view of the fact 
that more than 60 per cent of their grea.t staple is shipped 
abroad and its value determined by the world price. I think 
that the majority of our farmers and planters are opposed to 
the proTisions of the McNary-Haugen bill. They are learning 
that it is the invention of a rel.atively few who, with the fervor 
of those imbued with the spil'it of parenU!,l pride, cling as 
tenaciously to the!!; plan as ever mother clung to a distorted 
child. 

That mysterious, uncontrollable, and irresistible attachment 
is one of the freakish tendencies of human nature which has 
always excited the curiosity {)f philosophers and the vehement 
denunciation of less tranquil natures. The fanatical fury of 
the extreme prohibitioni t is only another evidence of this in
eradicable tendency of many natures to hold to that which 
has sprung from their brain. The classical attaehment of Jove 
to .Minerva, who sprang armed cap-a-pie from his brain, is a 
classical illustration of what has been deemed to be a morbid 
affection through the generations of the past since the begin
ning of man's romantic and tragic career upon this terrestrial 
ball that has been spinning around on its axis and whirling 
around the sun from the time when it sprang into existence as 
the result of a compression of gases in the long eons ago. 
That tendency will continue to operate until old mother earth 
stumbles out of her path and goes rambling into unknown space, 
which,, of course, means good night for the human race, even 
if men and women should continue in this world of change tQ 
play out the grand drama of life until that spectacular event 
comes to pass. Even when convinced that a modification of 
their plan would bring about a realization of what should be 
their hopes to a larger and greater advantage do extremists 
hold with a greater fury to the original plan. When radicalism 
is rampant the voice of liberalism is hushed or it can not be 
heard above the uproar and din created by the army who shout 
for a change on the theory it can not be any worse than that 
which they claim we pre ·ently suffer. 

My opposition to this bill is not based upon antagonism to 
farmers. I believe that it is agreed that no one wishes to see 
agriculture suffer. The amount carried by the bill, $250,000,000, 
is but a fraction of what the Nation would gladly vote for 
farm relief if the people could be sure that the mon~y would 
be devoted to actual farm relief and accomplish the purpose 
desired. It is because the :McNacy-Haugen bill sets up a bu
reaucracy in Washington to boost the cost of living to all in 
-order that a relatively ' few might benefit that it is opposed. 
The measure, if enacted, would not be merely a temporary evil. 
It would be a burning sore, a cancer spot, arraying one class 
of Americans against another class and stirring up hate and 
reprisal. It would t€nd to transform this Government by plac
ing it upon the false foundation of class favoritism instead of a 
square deal for all. 

Two kinds of Americans would be created by this bill, one 
kind paying tribute to the other. Absolute control of the 
people's bread and meat would be placed in the hands of a 
bureau in Washington to manipulate a the bureau saw fit. 
This bureau would not be the Government, but a supergovern
ment, not amenable to the President or Congress. It could 
gamble in wheat, cotton, hogs, tobacco, rice, and any other crop 
that it might declarre to be staple. It violates the Constitution 
in essenc-e and in spirit and1 in my judgment, wouid be declared 
by the courts illegal, null, and void. 

I repeat that I am fo1· the farmer. It is almost trite to say 
that agriculture is the basis of our ciruization. I want to help 
it if I can and sustain it as the foundation on which a mighty 
ci¥ilization has been erected as a wonderful and glittering 
superstructure. I think I ha\e the key, the magical key, that 
will unlock the door of hope and prosperity and keep it open 
permanently. If enacted into law, the bill which I have intro
duced in the Hou e (H. R. 5025), the counterpart of which 
wa introduced in the Senate by Senator CAMERON, would 
pro•e the open sesame to a prosperity so great as to deservedly 
secure the appellation of a land flowing with milk and honey. 
It is the old Newlands bill polished and brought up to date. ' 
Thou. ands of our citizens are hurrying to its · support. Its 
friends will press for its enactment in the next Congress. If 
the parliamentary situation permitted it would be a blessing 
to sub titute it for the McNary-Haugen bill. Such a substitu
tion would prove "good tidings of a great joy" to those who 
understand the blessings that would flow from a 'beneficial 
n e of the waters of the United States. Nothing in Ovid's 
"Metamorphoses" would equal the change of a great liability 
that threatens the counb.·y in many places with overflow and 
disaster into an agency that would be the Nation's greatest 
asset, for it would mean the de\elopment of power, the control 
of floods, the navigation of om· p_-vers and inland st!e~, the 

f 

reclamation of swamp lands, the irrigation of arid lands, so 
that the desert will rejoice and blossom as the rose. For, my 
friends, reclaiQation in its largest significance is a national 
problem. 

Reclamation in the South is just as important to our ulti
mate development as it was in the West, taking the West as a 
whole, bnt it must be approached from a different angle. 

Irrigation in the West was in many places an indispensable 
necessity f{)r the production of crops. Without it, plant or tree 
growth for food or fruits, was impossible. The country, in its 
natural condition was uninhabitable. Reclamation had to go 
before home-making on the land. "Necessity is the mother of 
invention." Necessity forced reclamation. 

The smaller projects were within reach of private enterprise. 
The la1·ger proj~cts required aid from the Federal Govern-

ment. · 
In the West, there was not enough water. 
In the South there is too much water. 
Swamp areas requiring d1·ainage are of en{)rmous extent. 
Even greater areas are under the menace of devastating 

floods. 
In many localities seasonal or occasional overflow ruin the 

crops and prevents the prosperity of the farmers. 
What we peed in the South is not so much the artificial appli

cation of water to produce crops, as the regulation and control 
of the water resources so there will be no damage from over
flow or lack of proper drainage to prevent cultivation and 
production. 

Yet the fact doubtless exists that in many sections where 
the physical conditions are adapted to it, the applicdtion of 
water artificially may save .a crop from injury or destruction 
by drought or may so stimulate plant growth as to more than 
compensate for the expense of the artificial application of 
water for plant growth. 

In my own State of Louisiana there have been years when 
the farmers in some parts of the St-ate found pumping for 
irrigation of crops usually raised without it to be equivalent 
to crop insurance. . 

Water is indispensable for irrigation in the rice fields. 
The enlargement of our supplies for that region is one of the 

pressing agricultural problems of Louisiana. 
What Louisiana, and in fact the whole South, needs is the 

complete control of our water resources for all beneficial uses 
to which they can be devoted and all damage from floods 
obviated. We must accomplish this great public need or om· 
development and prosperity will be greatly hampered and 
diminished. 

We must put an end to floods by using the water beneficially 
anq. under control before it forms a flood. 

In my State the necessity for Federal cooperation and aid 
through a nation-wide policy for redamation has been strongly 
urged for a number of years. In evidence of this I will ask 
you to bear with me while I read a resolution adopted by the 
New Orleans Association of Commerce, which is as follows: 
Resolution of the Board of Directors of the New Orleans A. sociation 

of Commerce, adopted August 10, 1921, indorsing the Bankhead bill. 
H. R. 6048, Sixty-seventh Congress, first sm;sion 

Whereas the aid and cooperation given by the National Gove?nment 
in the great work of reclaiming the arid lands in the western half of 
the United States has created hom.e markets f~r American meTchants 
and .manufacturers (ln a vast seale, and has resulted in widespread 
prosperity in .all Bections of the West where works for reclamation 
have been built by the National Government under the Newlands 
Reclamation Act, and bas largely contributed to the commercial and 
industrial prosperity of the country at large ; and 

Whereas the people of the 'Yest are now unitedly working for an 
enlargement (lf this great prosperity-promoting policy and for the pas
sage by Congress of a law adequate to that end which will finance 
reclamation congtruction on a large enough scale to prove of imme
diate advantage to all commercial and manufacturing intere·ts in the 
United States ; and · 

Whereas the extension of this national policy (lf governmental aid 
and cooperation in the reclamation and settlement of lands that are 
now waste and unproductive will bring to the South the same great 
sti_mulus to prosperity that was conferred on tl1e West by the passage 
of the Newlands Reclamation Act in 1902, and should have the same 
united and vigorous support from the South tb.at it has from the West, 
and the policy should be extended in its operations to the entire United 
States; and 

Whereas the State of Louisiana embraces a larger area of lands 
eventually susceptible of reclamation than is now. reelaimed in all the 
West, an area larger than the reclaimable area in any other one State ; 
and the State of Louisiana, and all its agriculhual, commercial, and 
industrial interests will benefit more than any other State from this 
desired enlargement of the policy of national aid and cooperation for 
the reclamation and settlement of waste lands: Now th~fore be it 
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Rcsoh•ed "by the Association of Oommerce of the City of New Ot·leans, 

That the passage of the Bankhead bill, which extends the policy of 
national aid and cooperation for reclamation to the entire United 
States, provides for the settlement of the reclaimed lands by ex-service 
men, as well as other settlers, and approi?riates an adequate amount 
for the construction of works for reclamation and operations under 
the act, be, and is hereby, urged upon the President and the Congress 
of the United States, and that the support of the commercial and 
industrial interests of the United States should be actively extended 
to this bill, which has for its purpose the extension of internal trade 
and the creation of home markets, that will never be affected by 
foreign complications ; and that the Senators and Congressmen from 
Louisiana be most earnestly urged to use every effort to secure the 
passage of said Bankhead bill with as little delay as possible. 

The Bankhead bill was a wise and well-considered measure 
which its advocates theh believed, and still belie>e, would cure 
the defects in the national reclamation act, which has gone on 
the rock largely because of its inadequate provisions for com
munity responsibility. 

But I am convinced, and in that view I am not alone, that 
if we are to secure a policy of "reclamation for the South," 
that it must be a nation-wide policy and must begin, not with 
reclamation, primarily, but with the control of flood waters at 
their sources, the prevention of the formation of floods, and the 
protection of all lands devoted to agriculture from floods or 
drou~ht, either annual or periodical. 

A map of Louisiana shows at a glance, when the overflow 
area is indicated on it, as it is on the map I hold in my hand, 
how essential to the problem of water control and use is flood 
control. At least 10,000 square miles was overflowed in the 
great flood of 1912, and the damage to farms and plantations 
cried to heaven for some permanent guaranty against its 
repetition. 

It has been esUmated that in the entire State of Louisiana 
there are 10,000,000 acres, now waste and uninhabited, that · 
would be the most fertile and densely populated region of the 
country if the problem were solved of controlling floods and 
feeding the water to plant growth as needed instead of too 
much or too little so much of the time as under present unregu
lated conditions. 

The magnitude of this problem may be appreciated when the 
comparison is made between Louisiana and one of the most 
productive areas of the world's surface and most densely popu
lated. 

LOOK AT A MAP OF LOUISIANA 

DENMARK 

Draw a line across Louisiana straight west from Natchez. 
Above that line lies a territory within Louisiana larger than 
Denmark. Then read H. Rider Haggard's book, Rural Den-· 
mark, and you will realize what might be developed in that 
section of northern Louisiana. 

BELGIUM 

Draw a parallel line across Louisiana through Baton Rouge. 
Between that line and the Natchez line lies a territory larger 
than Belgium. Why not build another Belgium in that section 
of Louisiana? 

HOLLA~J> 

It would then constitute a foundation on which to operate 
with safety under the Bankhead bill, which would greatly 
strengthen the movement for that most beneficial measure. 

In my remarks in the House of Representatives in behalf of 
this pending measure, now known as the O'Connor-Cameron
Newlands bills, H. R. 5025 and S. 4710, I have, as opportunity 
offered, undertaken to present the facts establighing its neces
sity to that body. In brief, it creates an administrative coor
dinating commission to bring into close harmony and coopera
tion all the services and bureaus of the Federal Government 
with each other and with all State and local agencies in the 
making of comprehensive plans on each watershed, treating 
each as a unit, which will evolve the h !ghest possible beneficial 
uses of the now wasted flood waters, and in that way not only 
provide for their use beneficially but ·also provide by such use 
for covering the cost of flood prevention plans which would 
otherwise be impossible because of their prohibitive cost. 

I can not too strongly urge the most careful study of this 
plan on all who are present on this occasion. I believe it is the 
basic foundation upon which we must proceed before we can 
get "reclamation for the South " or any adequate Federal aid 
for such a policy. 

We must not overlook the fact that this measure does not 
run into any of the defective provisions or agricultural opposi
tion, which has made any present extension of Federal aid to 
reclamation in the West exceedingly difficult, if not impossible. 

What we want in the South is not that areas of lands now 
unproductive shall be rescued from the desert and made to 
blossom as the rose. What we want, primarily, is to have the 
menace of destructive overflows lifted from our present farmers 
o>er a vast area. We want the ~ro. ion of our farm lands 
stopped. We want our farmers made more prosperous by a 
better utilization of their water asset. We want that asset 
brought within their reach. 

In other words, we want to help the farmer who is now farm
ing land to do so more profitably and successfully, and in build
ing from that foundation the creation of new farmers or new 
communities we do not plan the doing of that with any such 
1·apidity as might awaken the hostility of the agricultural in
tet·ests for fear of increased competition from increased agricul
tural areas. 

ARTICLE BY REAR ADMIRAL M'GOWA.N 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing a brief article 
prepared by Rear Admiral McGowan. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD in the 
manner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\Ir. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, under permission granted by 

unanimous consent to extend my remarks, I submit the follow
ing to be printed as a part thereof, having been prepared by 
Rear Admiral Samuel McGowan, United States Navy, retired: 

THE WAY TO WORLD PEACE 

Amend the Constitution of the United States now so as to require 
that, before war can be declared or participated in-except only in 
the event of attack or invasion-there must be a referendum ; that, 
if the majority of the votes cast are for peace, there the matter 

Between the Baton Rouge line and the Gulf of Mexico ·ues a ends; that, if the majority be for war, every able-bodied citizen 
territory one-third larger than Holland, and with larger natural between the ages of 18 and 50 shall be drafted for service, either 
resources. Like Holland, large areas of it must be reclaimed, military or industrial, wherever he or she can be of the most use 
but if Holland can reclaim the Zuyder Zee, shall the United and that all profits in excess of 5 per cent receiv.ed by any person, 
States of America surrender south Louisiana to the uninhabited firm or corporation from the day war is declared until peace is finally 
wastes or shall it transform the marshes into rich and fertile concluded shall be turned over to the Government. 
meadows as densely populated as those of Holland? Our best contribution toward world peace ought to consist in making 

The people of the South, and :r;>articularly the merchants and it most difficult for us to become involved in war; and, with public 
manufacturers of the State, if they would put into a great opinion consulted in advance and with plans already worked out and 
war against the devastating and waste-making forces of nature well understood for effectually controlling both labor and capital and 
the same energy that they put forth in the World War, could thereby eliminating the element of sordid self-interest by putting 
put as large a population in Louisiana within 20 years as the profiteering out of everybody's reach, the possibility of the United 
17,000,000 who now inhabit Denmark, Belgium, and Holland, States engaging in another war should attain the irreducible minimum 
and could develop it from year to year with incredible rapidity, consistent with national honor. 
and enlarge the population of the whole South in the same Ours is a popular form of government-of the people, by the 
proportion. people, for the people--and the majority is supposed to rule. 

In my judgment, we may make great progress with our plans If the Nation be at any time in actual danger, its citizens can 
for "Reclrun~tion in the South" if we will begin at the right safely be trusted to rally to its defense; but equally surely may they 
end. be relied on not to be suddenly stampeded by- ill-considered war 

I believe the right end to be the control of the floods at enthusiasm. 
their sources and the regulation of the flow of the rivers, so By amending its own Constitution as outlined and thus setting 
that floods will cease to menace the farmers in the lower a practical example which every other nation could-and many, if 
reaches of the rivers. not all, might-follow, the United States would be taking its place 

That whole plan, for many years kn0'\"\'11 as the Newlands I and doing its share toward preserving world peace. 
plan, is one of the best matured legislative measures that ever FARM RELIFE 
awaited the fi:nal appro~al of Congress to be inaugurated and Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
put into practical operatiOn. all lUembers of the House be permitted to extend their remarks 
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on the 1\lc~ary-Haugen bill now under consideration for five 
legislati\e days, beginning at the conclusion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani
mous consent that all Members of the House may be permitted 
to extend remarks in the RECORD on the McNary-Haugen bill 
for five legislative days after the conclusion of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

There waR no objection. 
Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, under general leave to extend 

remarks I am offering to be printed, first, a concunent resolu
tion by the General Assembly of South Carolina, memorializing 
the Members of Congress from South Carolina, to seek to have 
passed legislation providing for the establishment of a E'ederal 
farm board to control the marketing of surplus crops, and stat
ing that the inclusion of an equalization fee, with proper safe
guards to prevent the same from becoming excessive, would not 
be objectionable. 

Mr. Speaker, I ha\e been greatly impressed with the analogy 
with the situation now confronting Congress with reference to 
the control of surplus farm p'roducts and that confronting Con
gress in 1913 respecting the control of the reserve funds belong
ing to the banks of the United States. I am therefore print
ing, as a part of my remarks, certain remarks made by such 
distinguished Senators as Senator Root, of New York, Senator 
BURTON, of Ohio, Senator McCumber, of North Dakota, Senator 
Smith, of Michigan, Senator NORRIS, of Nebraska, Senator 
BoRAH, of Idaho, Senator Cummins, of Iowa, Senator SMooT, 
of Utah, and others, expressing their very pronounced objec
tions to various aspects of the Federal reserve banking system, 
then under consideration. I seriously doubt if a single one of 
the distinguished Senators- then prophesying dire calamities 
from the enactment of the national reserve banking law ever 
subsequently introduced a bill to repeal the same. At any rate 
the approval of said act is now practically universal; bankers 
and business men, lawyers and doctors, preac~ers and teachers, 
farmers and foresters, miners and mechanics, laborers and long
shoremen, Democrats and Republicans, all unitedly agree that 
the establishment of the Federal reserve system in banking was 
the greatest forward movement ever inaugurated in the fiscal 
system of our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, I am wondering and hoping that some such 
beneficent result may come out of the tremendous struggle now 
going on with regard to the establishment of a Federal farm 
reserve system. The surplus crops of one year should be held 
in reserve for the shoitages of the next year and American 
bumper crops should be so distributed to the domestic market 
and to the world as to stabilize the price by making uniform 
the supply, and thus stabilizing all business conditions, and 
bringing blessings to bankers, merchants, professional men, as 
well as farmers, both east and west, both north and south. 

A concurrent resolution 
Whereas the agricultural prosperity of our country depends upon the 

effective control of surplus crop production ; and 
Whereas ·this problem is of such magnitude as to be national in its 

scope; and 
Whereas the condition of the farmers throughout the Nation affects 

the very foundations of our social structure: Now therefore be it 
Resolved by the house of t·epresentatives (the senate concurring), 

That our United States Senators and Representatives in Congress be, 
and they hereby are, memorialized to use their influence for the prompt 
passage of such national legislation as will provide for the creation of 
a Federal farm board composed of farmers, which will put agriculture 
on a par with industry and can effectively control the marketing of 
surplus crops, and that the incorporation of an equalization fee in 
such legislation, with proper safeguards to prevent it from becoming 
excessive, would not be objectionable ; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the United States 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from South Carolina. 

I hereby certify that the above is a true copy of a concurrent _resolu
tion adopted by the bouse of representatives and concurred in by the 
senate. 

[SEAL.] J . WILSON GIBLEES, 
Clerk, HOU8e of Ref)1·ese-n.tatives, South Cat·olina. 

FEBRUARY 11, 1927. 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 
Legislative Reference Service. 

[Extracts from Co~GRESSIONAL RECORD (October 9, 1913, to December 
3, 1913) gtving predictions by certain Senators of unfavorable results 
of Federal Reserve Act.] 
Mr. McLEA~. Under the biU as it passed the House, 12 or more 

banks, controlled by the bankers and owned by the bankers, would, 

In my opinion, bring but little if any improvement over the present 
system. If an attempt to locate these banks did not bring on civil 
war owing to local jealousies and political complications, all sorts of 
sectional rivalries and political deals would be possible. The regional 
banks will, to be sure, be nominally under the supervision of a central 
board of control, but if the immediate banking operations are left to 
the bankers and we ever have periods of depression, almost any
thing may happen. (COXGRESSI~AL RECORD, December 9, 1913, p. 
497.) 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. On the other hand, if you have 8 or 10 or 12 
reserve banks you make each bank subject to the conditions of the 
territory in which it operates, and being subject to those influences, 
it will be compelled to charge its member banks a higher rate of 
discount because of the scarcity of the funds in the territory where it 
exists. You will have the same condition which exists now-high 
rates of interest in the sparsely settled parts of the country, in the 
South and West, and low rates of interest in tile districts of the older 
and more s-ettled East. (CONGRESSlO~AL RECORD, December 11, 1913, 
p. 612.) 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Wily sbouJd the Government sny to the banks, "You 
and you alone shall be required to do it?" Upon what theory does 
that principal rest and why should such a power as that be exerted 
to compel the banks to take this stock? Suppose the banks yield, 
as I presume they will, to that coercive feature of the bill and take 
this stock; then you will have forced an exclusive privilege upon the 
subscribing banks, whether they so consider it or not, because, as 
stockholders, you have confined the ownership to a class; you have 
given them the exclusive right to purchase and own that stock. I 
want to ask my friends on the other side of the Chamber, do they 
really consider ~at that is democratic? (CO:-<GUESSIONAL RECORD, De
cember 11, 1913, p. 654.) 

It is no idle complaint that comes from these country banks. They 
began protesting against this discrimination the first time they had an 
opportunity to examine the bill. They have been protesting against it 
ever since. 

The other day my colleague, Mr. Sterling, put letter after letter 
into the RECORD from bankers in the State which we have the honor 
to represent in which that was their principal objection. They are 
not to have any benefit. This bill denies to them the benefit which 
those who favor the legislation maintain is its principal purpose; that 
is, to have a system that will readily extend relief to the banks of 
the country at a time when relief is imperative. That is the very 
time and the only time these people will want to use these banks. 
And when that time comes you have so restricted the class of paper 
that shall be recogniz~d that they will be denied any benefit from it. 
(CO~GRESSIO:NAL RECORD, December 17, 1913, p. 1067.) 

Mr. RoOT. You will perceive that that provision contaim In its terms 
no limit whatever upon the quantity of notes that may be issued : 

Federal reserve notes, to be issued at the discretion of the Federal 
Resenre Board for the purpose of making advances to Federal reserve 
banks. • • • 

The ~aid notes shall be obligations of the United States. 
That, sir, is to my view a plain, simple enlargement of the national 

currency of the United States. It is authority for the increase, prac
tically, of what we call greenbacks. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 
13, 1913, p. 812.) 

Now,- let me turn more directly to the consequences of the inflation 
which seems to me to be inevitable if we pass this bill as it is. I have 
said that a crash inevitably comes from the ldnd of process which easy 
money produces. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 13, 1913, p. 816.) 

Of course, those notes, taking them in the aggregate, constitute an 
element of danger, because they come pretty near being demand obliga
tions, and if before they come due doubt is created, if before they be
come due an unfavorable judgment about the financial policy of the 
United States is created abroad, then look out. They will have to be 
paid. If they . are not paid, what will happen? The destruction of 
credit, not alone of the railroads issuing them, not alone of the banks 
holding them, but of the multitude of people who are carrying on their 
business and securing capital upon the securities, the stocks and bonds, 
of the corporations which have issued the short-term notes. (CONGRES· 
sroNAL RllCOBD, December 13, 1913, p. 817.) 

If this bill passes as it stands, America stands to lose all we saved 
when Grant vetoed the. inflation bill, all we saved when we elected 
McKinley, all the Republicans, all the gold Democrats saved when 
they helped in the repudiation of the vital principle which bas been 
put into this bill. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Dec. 13, 1913, p. 819.) 

I think I never saw anything more preposterous than this proposi
tion since Mr. Micawber discharged his pecuniary obligations by giving 
his personal note of hand. I never saw anything so absurd as to 
authorize ba.nks to secure their debts by a· reserve conststing of a part 
of their debts. It seems to me, Mr. President, that our friends on 
the other side, having introduced into the bill a m~>asure of protection 
against inflation, however unsatisfactory and inau~uate it may be, 
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are bound to keep the bill filled with other provisions which will make ' 
that protection entirely nugatory. (CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, December · 
19, 1913, p. 1229.) 

Mr. BunTON. Has the Senator from Indiana read the section which 
contains a prohibition· against dealing with nonmember banks, which 
would build up a monopoly in banking instead of stabilizing the bank· 
ing system of the country-a provision which bas awakened protest 
all over the country? My attention was called to it yesterday by the 
Senator from Iowa in a letter written from that State-a provision 
which would exclude thousands of banks, hundreds in many States, 
from continuing their business. (CO:-I"GRESSIONAL RECORD, December 17, 
1913, p. 1049.) 

Consider, then, what you would include here under this bill-whether it 
pertains to the whole United States, or whether it relates to 4 or 8 
or 12 different districts. Different banks would charge different rates 
of interest on loans, and they would allow different rates of interest 
on deposits. Those who bad funds could deposit them in any one 
of these banks, whether at Lome or in some remote place, whether at a 
high or low rate of interest, wit!l an equal degree of certainty or 
security. The inevitable effect would be that capital which belonged to 
one community would emigrate to others where it did not belong, be
cause through speculation or injudicious investments higher rates of 
interest were charged to borrowers and promised to lenders. (CO!(
ORESSIONAL RECORD, December 17, 1913, p. 1057.) 

It has been repeatedly denied here and elsewhere that t.bis measure 
would be used in any way for political purposes. It has been repeat
edly said by the friends and proponents of this bill that the men who 
would be appointed to this Federal board would be of the same high 
standing and command the same confidence as the members of the 
Supreme Court. Its success depends upon the confidence of the people, 
and it depends upon the de-gree in which the members will be able 
to ignore political considerations and recognize their unprecedented 
responsibility. Here, however, we have offered a provision to exclude 
their subordinates from the protection afforded by the civil service law. 

A very vigorous protest was raised here when legislation to this 
same effect was adopted in regard to deputy marshals and deputy 
internal-revenue collectors; but, to use the vernacular, I think this is 
the limit. This means that you are going to bring this entire system 
into politics instead of keeping it out. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Decem
ber 18, 1913, p. 1144.) 

You are proposing to establish a great system of finance, but not one 
that is fair to the whole country, not one that gives to the young man 
who has graduated from the grammar school of from some other educa
tional institution an equal opportunity with the favorite of the members 
of this board, for you say, "Throw aside the civil-service law; ignore 
its provisions.'' (CO~GRESSIONAL RECORD, December 18, 1913, p. 1151.) 

Dangers of inflation lurk in this to a degree that is unthinkable. 
After a bank might have used all its gold, all the greenbacks, all the 
forms of money which are now in vogue for reserves, it might go still 
further and proceed indefinitely to issue these notes, pyramiding the 
reserves, basing loans on false credit, until there would be a degree ()f 
expansion not only dangerous to the country but, I insist, even ruinous. 
(CO:-<GRESSION.A.L RECORD, December 19, 1913, p. 1228.) 

It is possible that by the process of evolution this bank may become 
so similar t() a central bank that most ()f the benefit of one unified 
institution may be secured. It is my bumble opinion, however, that the 
chances are against such a possibility and that in due time we shall 
become convinced that we must follow the example of every other ad
vanced nation of the globe and have a central bank. (COXGRESSIOXAL 
RECORD, December 19, 1913, p. 1233.) 

l\1r. MCCUM"BER. Mr. President, the trouble with both of these bills is 
that they seek only to meet the contingency of o>ercredit by issuing a 
new currency to obviate the necessity of calling on the Government to 
supply the demand. The Federal reserve bank takes the place of the 
Government. Neither bill goes to the root of the evil-the prevention of 
undue speculation. But worse than this, both of them invite extrava
gance and speculation by making what you call easy credit for the time 
being. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 17, 1913, p. 1052.) 

Nor is this assut·ed inflation, this assured debasement of our money, 
with its wrongs to the industries, the only vice of the:;;e measures. 
Both of them send us a long way into the realm of ultimate pater
nalism. The Government forces a partnership with every national ·bank 
in the country. • • • 

With all due respect to the divers authors of these substitutes, I 
insist that this is an act of astounding governmental tyranny. • • 

Under their provisions the disease of intlation will become and re
main a chronic condition. • • • 

In these bills you open these gates wide, and SOOJ!.er or later you will 
pay a dire penalty for that indiscretion, a penalty that will far out
weigh the temporary benefit which you may hope to accomplish by 
diluting and debasing the people's money. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
December 17, 1913, p. 1053.) , 

You have made it easy to inflate for the purpose or speculation tn 
the great cities of the country, but you have dt·awn the lines. You 
say: "While we can and will inflate the currency of the country, while 

we allow this to be done throughout the great cities and for the pur
poses of speculation in those cities, we draw the line against the country
section, which has practically nothing but the paper which matures in 
six months and longer." In other words, you subject those sections of 
the country to all the evils of your inflation, with the higher prices 
that result from it, in your great cities; but you give them none of the 
benefits which are supposed to flow from all evils, because all of them 
are supposed to have some element of benefit. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
December 17, 1913, p. 1073.) 

In simple, plain English the purpose of this bill has been, and the 
operation of this law will be, an inflation of our currency as a tonic to 
revive us temporarily from the assured depression following our rec:ent. 
tariff legislation. (CO~GRESSIONAL RECORD, December 18, 1913, p. 1160.) 

Mr. GRO~N.A.. We find the majority party apparently determined on 
the passage o! a measure which will legalize money trusts and credit 
trusts in the different sections of the country-not more than 12 uor 
less than 8. The 8 ot· 12 regional banks established will have a monop
oly of the rediscounting of commercial paper in their respective dis
tricts and will have a monopoly on the receiving of the reserves of the 
banks in their respective districts, and combined these 8 or 12 banks will 
have a similar monopoly extending all over the country. • • 
And there is nothing to prevent these eight regional banks from com
bining into one great system, and when they do you have just as 
effective control over the business or the country by this combination of 
banks as you would have if there were one great privately controlled 
central bank. 

• • The pending bill provides for a concentration of the con-
trol of money and credit within the eight districts provided for and 
bands this concentrated control over to the bankers of that district. 
If the interests of the banks of that district and the interests of the 
people and business in that district conflict, does anyone doubt what 
interests the reserve banks so controlled will take care of? Or if a 
condition should arise when men would durer as to the proper course 
to pursue and the view of a person as to the better course would 
depend upon his training and association, does anyone maintain that a 
reserve bank controlled by the bankers of the district would not be 
likely to adopt the course most favorable to the bankers? 

• • If there bas been possible a dangerous concentration of 
control of money and credit under our present system, what is going 
to happen under a system where such concentration of control is 
encouraged by law? (CONORESSIO~.A.L RECORD, December 17, 1913, 
p . 1054.) 

Currency can be issued to the extent of $5,100,000,000. I believe it 
must be admitted that this would be an undue inflation of the cur
rency. And with an inflation of the currency follows an inflation of 
credit. For every inflated dollar there may be from six to eight dollars 
of inflated credit, as the reserve requirements are from 12 to 18 per 
cent. It is not to be expected that this inflation will all be brought 
about at once. It is the natural course, however, for inflation to de
mand more inflation. As the currency is increased beyond the rightful 
demands of business, money becomes more plentiful, prices rise, specu
lation is encouraged, business is extended, tbe demand for currency 
increases, both because the rising prices necessitate more money in 
order to carry on the same amount of business as formerly and be
cause of the demands for credit made by new and extended enterprises 
resulting from a seeming prosperity, more currency is issued, and the 
cycle is repeated until the inevitable crash comes. (CO:-<GRESSIONAL 
RECORD, December 17, 1913, p. 10:>5.) 

Mr. SMITH of 1\ficbigan. I do not think State banks will care to 
enter into tbis arrangement at all. They deal in mortgages and a 
vastly different form of credit from the form of credit contemplated by 
this bill. In fact, I think many national banks will enter the other 
field. If they do, and the number of banks that go into this regional 
reserve system is cut down very materially, it will not be a difficult 
thing for them to have a definite understanding with one another, 
which will make the so-called money trust, against which you inveigh, 
look like a rope of sand, for while they " bold the bag " the people 
of the United States, through the Federal Treasury, will fill it for 
their favorites without charge. No! I am very suspiC'ious of your 
remedy-very suspicious of it. If I bad not heard you advocate so 
often political principles that have turned out to be utterly fallacious, 
I might have more faith in it. I read in every one of your faces 
chagrin and mortification over some of the nonsensical things you have 
championed in the past; and you will fly from this banking remedy 
to some other less effective cure-all just as soon as you discover your 
mistake. (CO~GRESSIONAL RECORD, December 18, 1913, p. 1133.) 

Yes; but I .am inclined to the belief that when the bill that is now 
before the Senate shall have ripened into law and the banks of the 
country and the stockholders thereof understand the serious situation 
into which they have been precipitated the changes will be from 
National to State charters rather than from State to National. (CoN
ORESSIOXAL RECORD, December 18, 1912, p. 1142.) 

Mr. BRISTOW. It probably is not only to relieve the financial dis
turbance that is Imminent as a re!)ult of the unrest that bas l$een 
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created by this adm.inistration and the legislation that has been 
passed and proposed to be passed, but also to satisfy the horde of 
hungry office seekers that have been besieging the Capital for the last 
10 months. It is now proposed to unload some of them upon this 
great banking establishment that is to be created. {CoNGRESSIONAL 
RIICORD, December 18, 1913, p. 1145.) 

I shall not cast my vote for any bill that organizes, under the form& 
of law, banking trusts that can control credit and that will be more 
powerful than any control of credit that has been heretofore organ
ized. As I said upon another occasion, this bill may become a benevo
lent monopoly, but there are seeds of evil sown in it which I think 
are dangerolli!. I believe 1t will lead to infia tion. 

It has been said-and the statement has been criticized-that it 
will not only inflate but that it will also contract. The first influence 
will be a contraction ; the second influence. to follow the contraction, 
will be, in my opinion. infiation. I predict-and it is dangerous to 
predict, I know-that this bill will be amended time and again before 
it has been in operation a year, in order to save the country from 
calamity and misfortune. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 19, 1913, 
p. 1252.) 

It is one of the astounding things that this measure, which we were 
told some two months ago was not to be political in any sense of the 
word, should have developed into a strictly partisan political institu
tion, its organization to be perfected by the political party that holds 
Andrew .Jackson as one of its patron saints. (CoNGRESSIONAL R:&CORD, 
Dec. 23, 1913, p. 1490.) 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Please notice that the very first reason given for 
failure is "politics." And yet with this experience of Oklahoma in 
the operation of the banking law in that State it is now proposed by 
the advocates of this bill to write into a law for the Nation the 
inexcusable mistake of political control. It can result in no good. It 
may, it probably will, result in disaster. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD~ 

Dec. 18, 1913, p. 1146.) 
And yet at this time, when the claim is made that things are too 

high, thereby showing by the same rule that there is a redundancy of 
money, it is proposed to pass a law for political purposes which will 
make money more plentiful, without regard to its quality. Under 
existing conditions if such a result follows it will be a mistake. Such 
a law can not be passed and the country still maintain that stable 
prosperity, that sure progress which it has enjoyed and ought to 
continue to enjoy. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 23, 1913, p. 
1500.) 

I think that this bill creates a political machin~ne of the greatest 
political machines that has ever been created by legislation. Mr. 
President. the modern cry has been against political machines, and yet 
under the sanction of law it is proposed to create one whose possible 
baneful effects may control the finances of our country. (CONGRES· 
BIONAL RECOIID, December 23, 1913, p, 1500.) 

So, Mr. President, believing, as I do, that this bill is not carefully 
framed, believing that it is possible under it-nay, probable under it
to infiate the currency to such an extent as to bring disaster to the 
country, believing that it is framed upon partisan lines for political 
purposes and that a currency bill should not be a partisan measure, 
believing that instead of restoring order it will add to existing con
fusion, I have felt it my duty to vote against this conference report. 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 23, 1913, p. 1500.) 

Mr. NORRIS. When the system provided for in this measure gets 
into politics we will have a political machine that will reach into 
every village where a bank is located. Its influence will extend to 
and be felt by every man who has to patronize a bank, either to 
borrow money or to deposit money. It will be almost limitless. It 
may be several years before its power will be fully gained ; that is 
true of every political machine ; but you will be sowing the seed, if 
you pass this amendment, that will eventually disgrace and bring into 
disrepute the very system that we are trying to adopt. (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, December 18, 1913, p. 1147.) 

Mr. BoRAH. We ought to write into this law, without hesitation 
and without division in this body, in plain and unmistakable terms 
that that which the Government puts out as money or to serve the 
purposes of money shall have all the functions and equalities of money 
which a sovereign Government can give it. Unless we do this, this 
measure will go out to the world wearing the brand, which so many 
measures touching the currency have worn before, of special privilege, 
the taint of cowardice, the shu.ID.ing pretense ot what was promised 
to be a clean, broad measure in the interests of the whole people. 

Mr. President. the last 20 years have been portentiolli! years in the 
history of this Republic. One hundred more of the same drift, and 
whatever else we may have we will not have a representati>e Republic. 
Centralization of indlli!try, centralization of commerce, centralization 
of banking, centralization of credits, and all in private hands, and the 
Government yielding to them little by little from time to time its sov
ereign powers and duties. 

• • • This Government should assert its power and exert its pre
rogatives, and nowhere is it more essential and vital that it do so than 
in the complete regulation and control of the money and currency of 
its people. Everything that performs the functions of money, whether 
technically money or not, should come under this control. This is the 
first and indispensable step toward the attainment of that power on 
the part of the Go~ernment which will enable it to deal with the great 
financial and industrial combinations which now exist. Unless we take 
this step all efforts to regulate and control other matters will prove 
futile. We should begin now. Every dollar of currency and money 
should be coined and provided for and controlled exclusively by the 
Government and then leave to private institutions and individuals to 
establish credit upon their own responsibilities. (CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD,. December 18, 1913, p, 1211.) 

1\Ir. CUMMINS. I regret very much-it is impossible for me to say 
adequately bow much I do regret-that we have departed from the 
almost uni~ersal sentiment of the country, which, I think, requires that 
the Federal reserve banks should be controlled by the Government of 
the United cltates for two reasons : First, in order that they might dis
tribute the reserves so as best to serve or promote the general welfare ; 
second, to counteract what might be called and what has been called 
the conspiracy of wealth. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 19, 1913, 
p. 1221.) 

Mr. WEEKS. There are a half a dozen provisions in this bill which 
make me hesitate about supporting it. I am fearful that they may 
bring results which all Senators and the country will greatly regret. 
{CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 19, 1913, p. 1251.) 

I submit to the Senate that the adoption of this method of organiz
ing the board is going to throw a suspicion of political influence around 
the most important part ot the whole system we are establishing. 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 23, 1913, p. 1507.) 

Mr. GALLINGER. That the bill contains a provision that will inflate 
the currency, possibly to the extent of real danger, has not been 
denied, but, on the other hand, has been frankly admitted. (CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD, December 19, 1913, p. 1252.) 

It is now contended that the pending legislation will relieve the 
existing industrial disturbance and restore to work the men who have 
recently lost employment in consequence of a lack of orders on the 
part of manufacturers. I sincerely wish that that result might fol
low, but my judgment is that this prediction, like those so· confidently 
made during the discussion of the tariff bill, will fail of fulilllment, 
and that permanent relief will only come through another revision 9f 
the tarift' along the lines of adequate protection to the industries and 
labor of the United States. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 19, 
1913, p. 1252.) 

Mr. NEWLAND&. We can never stop that increase In prices unless we 
conclude in some way to limit this vast inflation of money ; and the 
way to do it now is not to create new units, new promises to pay, in 
order to meet emergencies, without also putting in the bill provision 
for the retirement of those units of money when the emergency is over. 
I do not believe that this bill is securely guarded in that particular. 
(CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, December 19, 1913, p. 1253.) 

Mr. SMOOT. This bill, I believe, is but temporary. There are provi
sions in the bill that I would like to support. but, Mr. President, I can 
not vote for the bill in ·its present form. I would not be doing justice 
to my conscience or to my judgment if I did. I hope the result of the 
passage of the bill will be all that its friends anticipate for it. I 
think, Mr. President, that the result will be an inflation of our cur
rency. That may afford temporary relief and tide over onr present 
business depression, but it can only be temporary. I am afraid that it 
will fail to accomplish in the end what i:t is contemplated to a ccom
plish. • • I wish that I could vote for the bill, but I can not. 
I shall cast my vote against the bill. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Decem
ber 19, 1913, p. 1254.) 

Mr. BRAI\"DEGEE. The present bill proposes, as the Senator from Kan
sas [Mr. Bristow] has said, a complicated, top-heavy, widespread, 
loosely joined structure, framed entirely without any previous experi
ence as a guide, and it is proposed to impose it upon the country, 
which, as other Senators have said, could easily have. gotten along for 
a few years with a very few simple amendments to the existing system 
under which we have prospered so long. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, De
cember 19, 1913, p. 1254.) 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would take of the deposits from New York City 
and trom the country banks and the reserve cities outside in the State 
of New York a total of more than $64,000,000, making a total transfer 
in the State of New York alone of nearly $85,000,000; and all this 
aggregation of banking resources, when collected in these regional banks, 
would be absolutely subject to the arbitrary power of the Federal 



1927 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 3389 
Reserve Board without a limitation a.s to a time . of emergency. The undue waste aml at reasonable costs, to perform the serYices 
time in \\hlch it could be exercised would be unlimited. It would run demanded under proper business supervision to give producer 
12 months in the year and be subject to the same course of distribution and consumer alike a square deal. 
shown in the $-!6,500,000. Whether any favoritism be shown or not, We are told that the propo ·ed bill is fundamentally unsound; 
the truth remains that in distribution it goes to the country and fur- that it ~eeks to put the Government in business ; that it is 
nishes the banking resources to areas that produce a minimum of crops unconstitutional ; that it is price fixing. From my observation, 
and money. This is the first net result of the "new freedom" in busi- I find that there is not a single industry in the United States 
ness. (CoxanESSIO~AL REcoao, De<'ember 19, 1013, p. 1292.) with which the Government does not interfere-sometimes to 

Mr. HALL of Korth Dakota. Mr. Speaker, to say more on build up, sometimes to destroy. 
the agricultural question than has ah·eady been said here The powers of the proposed farm board over agriculture do 
would seem almost ridiculous. It is well established and the not approach even the powers of the Federal Reserve Board 
fact that agriculture is in sad straits has been known for years and it:s various agencies over business a.nd commerce; and they 
past. Those who haYe written the platforms of each political are im:igllificant as compared with the authority of the Inter
party acknowledge it, anll thus tllere can be no political dis- state Commerce Commission over rail h·ansportation. We are 
sension about any measur2 to giye relief to tlle agriculturalist. maiutaining a Shipping Board and an Emergency Fleet Corpora
There can be nothing political in the McNary-Haugen bill. I tion whieh, in their effect upou privately owned ships, fa.r 
hold that the policy as set out in the preamble is con:-;truetiYe transcend the powers conferred upon the farm board. We have 
and I am pleased to belieYc that each Member of this House a F€deral Farm Loan Bureau, wllich was created for the very 
i honest and earnest in his attitude on the mea:sure. purpo.·e of competing with private enterprise. Fully half a 

I think the Congress. the ExecutiYe, and all department~ I dozen other instances could be noted. 
of the Nation should seek to stimulate a constructive policy ~~he purpo e of the equalization fee, as I understand it, is to 
for agriculture as it has for certain industries a.nd finance. make up an operating fund whereby all producers of a surplus 
It bas been said on the floor of this House that in 1927, when commodity upon which an operating period is fixed by tlle farm 
a good many farmers haYe cea:::ed to expeet relief of this kind board are required to pay a sum which in the· total will pay the 
and are spending little time nskiug for it, that there i:'l a. great , losses sustained by the agencies set up by the farm board to 
increa.'e in the ranks of those contending for it, as they hope buy and sell or store the surplus production in order that it 
to make it a factor in a political engagement a year from now. may not destroy domestic prices or prevent orderly and effectiYe 
How true that assumption is I can not say. There may be marketing. You may call this a.n equalization fee, an operating 
some who, for reasons be:st known to themselYt>:s, would like to charge. an expense item pro rated among the producers, or a 
make a political issue of it, but I ean not see anything volitical tax. It amounts to the same thing. ·The flllld created must 
in the proposition. bear the cost of transportation, storage, accounting, inspection, 

Not often jn this hi:;:tory of agriculture bas the index number and grading. and it represents ea.ch producer's investment in 
of wholesale prices in this country exceerted or equaled the the year's carry over of the stu1>lus. The sy tern is in general 
index number of all commodities. From 1890 to 18\J6 the vogue in the busine:-;s world everywhere. 
average prices did exceed other:-; aLont 10 points. This was the As to whether any proYision of the act is unconstitutional 
period of many troubles and great indu'"'·trial distres~ . It was or not. the courts will decide these questions when occasion 
the time of Coxey·s army and when the unemployed wa$ known demands it. As to whether the plan will work or not, we can 
as a " hobo." l>est determine by starting it going. The automobile was not 

I would refer :rou to the tables· submitted by the gentleman developed wholly in the machine shop. The actual working 
from New York [:Mr. J ACOBSTEIN], which shows the index number of the machinery in its operation on the road disclosed its 
of fac·tory labor at 210 while the index of agricultural prouucts weaknesses, and suggested changes to overcome them. 
are 127. From 1897 to 1899 the excess still averaged 9 po-ints The farmers of the country are anxiously awaiting the ac
a year; from 1900 to 1908 the annual average excess of all- tion of this Congress. It will mean success or failure to many 
commodities index over the farm-products index was 6 points: of them. Renewed ~mbition and hope if it passes and become 
from 1900 to 1913 only twice did the index of farm produet::: a law; disappointment, heartaches, and despair if it fails. 
exceed the all-commodities index. In other words, in the 24 Some of thoRe who sugge:::t that they are qualified to Rpeak, 
years from 1890 to 1913, inclusiYe, only in 1910 and 1912 did hint that if the bill is passed by the Congress that the Presi
wholesale price· of farm products on the ayerage exceed the dent will not sign it; that he will veto it; that the passage 
all-commodities price, and then only 2 points in each year. of the bill would embarras the administration, and so forth. 

During the World War a reversal occurred. For the six-year I do not beJieye that sort of talk. I do not believe the Presi
period from 1914 to 1919 the average annual excess of farm dent would be embarrassed in the least; but. on the other hand, 
products over all commodities was 11 pointr-:. Only in 1916 did would heaye a sigh of relief to know that Congress after 
all commodities exceed farm products, and then by 4 points . straining at the job for the past six yem·s, had at least en
Thi exception was due no doubt in good part to the injury acted something worth while: had redeemed the pledges made 
wrought by the German submarine C'ampaign. to the people by his political party and that the membership 

During the postwar defi.ationary period of four years all com- could now turn their attention to other important matters of 
modities averaged 15 points higher than farm products. In leg-islation. I r-:ay in all earnestness that I think the President 
other words, in the total period of 34 years there were only 7 will Rign the bill. That while there may be some parts of it 
during which farm product enjoyed an advantage over all not jm~t as he would like them. his heart and sympathy goes 
commodities. During 27 years the advantage. lay heanly with out to the men, womE>n, and children on American farms and 
all commodities, of whkh farm products con~titute less than 27 he is not going to quibble over detail:::. Difficulties will be 
per cent. ovE>rcome and adjusted as they are <liRcovered. 

In this connection it is important to remember two thin~" : Agriculture ha~ contributed more to America's industry and 
First, that the all-commodities index number includes farm greatness than any other single factor. We approached a point 
products, and that if they were eliminated the disadvantageous some years ago when the growth and momentum of factory 
relation of farm products often would be more pronounced; aml and industrial deYelopments were so great as to leave agricul
second, the index numbers under di ::;cu!"l:::ion are based on ture nt a great disadvantage in the economic structure, and 
wholesale prices and include transportation and other char~e:::. this disadvantage has continued to increase until we find the 

A third point to he remembered is that even when farm prod- American farmer a mere serf upon the land and the Nation 
ucts indices show an improvt>d situation in agl'iculture it may mul"t r-:tep in and give substantial aid in the way of such legis
be due to high prices in a few farm indu:-:tries, and the im- lation as is proposed nuder this McNary-Haugen bill, just as 
provements may not affect farming in general. from 1789 to this day agriculture has contributed to and 

1\Iany of those who oppose the 1\IcNary-Ha ugen bill elaim nurtured industry. Definite, constructive policies, ably ad
that it would increase the cost of linng. 'l'he brokerage ~ys- mini ·tered. looking a long way ahead into the future, must be 
tern, the middleman, and distributing ~y:'tem is not what it set up by the GoYernment if agriculture is to be sayed and the 
should be. It should not be put out of bu.~ines or scrapped, men, women, and children on our farms are to prosper to 
but Congress should give some attention to the practict' now in enjoy the fruits of their labors and the standard of American 
vogue in the distribution of farm products. home life be maintained. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [l\fr. l<'t'LMER] told u~ I am in full accord with the provisions of this means. The 
the other day of sweet potatoes being sold by his tenant~ at LegislatiYe Assembly of North Dakota passed a concurrent 
75 cents a bushel, and those same potatoes sold to the con- resolution indorsing the 1\lcNary-Haugen bill, and the North 
sumer in New York City at about $8 a bushel. Dakota P1·ess Association and many other associations repre-

A system that will permit of this ~ort of thing should be senting farmers. newspaper men, bankers, and civic organiza.
inquired into. It should be revamped and required, without tions generally favor the enactment of some ::!llCh legislation. 



3390 CONGRESS! ON AL RECORD-HOUSE FEBRUARY 9· 

AGMCULTURE 
Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD by inserting a speech made 
by myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is· there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Vennont? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BRIGIIAl\1. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 

remarks in the RECORD I include the following address made by 
me before the Association of Commis ioners of Agriculture at 
Chicago on November 30, 1926 : 

SURPLUSES : A PROBLEM OF ADJUSTMENT OF SUPPLY TO DE:MA~D 

1\fr. BRIGHAM. The agricultural situation of the crop year Hl25-26 
is made clear in the statement recently issued by the National Industrial 
Conference Board. According to this analysis, the average return for 
labor and management applied to farms by their operators amoUJ1ted 
to $670 per operator for the year. In this amount credit is given the 
farm for the food, fuel, and shelter which is supplied. In the case 
of farm owners, after allowing a return of ri1,6 per cent on their invest
ment, the remaining income for labor and management was but $440 
per farm owner. This, the board states, is les · than a third of the 
average annual earnings per worker of other occu11Utional groups. 

This condition ef the agricultural industry has existed now for 
seT"eral years, until it has become the concern of all classes of people, 
because, apart from all considerations of sympathy, it is now generally 
recognized that a high standard of living for all the people is not only 
desirable but is of fundamental importance to the business prosperity 
of the country. 

What is the cause of this situation? What is the remedy? These 
are questions of such ntal importance to our general welfare that they 
have caused almost endless debate in the meeti ngs of farmers, in the 
gatherings of business men, and in the Congre~. of the United States. 
where the opinions of every section of the country are reflected. 

Many of the remedies suggested are concerned with what the Govern
ment ought to do to relieve agriculture of burdensome surpluses. I 
come to you as one who believes that the troubles of the agricultural 
Industry are based upon fundamental economic causes which can best be 
corrected by farmers themselves with the guidance rather than the 
financial help of governmental agencies. 

PROGRESS OF AGRICUDTURm 

In making an inquiry into the cause of the present troubles of the 
farming industry let us consider, brie1ly, some changes which have 
occurred. In 1790 the First Census of the United States was taken. 
It showed a population of less than 4,000,000 persons. It is estimated 
that 95 per cent of them were engaged in the pursuit of agriculture. 
Even when allowance is made for the exports of those days, it is 
evident that the farmer of that early time produced largely to supply 
the needs of his own 1amily. McMaster, in his history of the people 
of the United States, quotes the following statement from a farmer 
in 1787: 

"At this time my farm gave me and my whole family a good living 
on the produce of it, and left me, one yea1· with another, one hundred 
and fifty silver dollars, for I never spent more than $10 a year, 
which was for salt, nails, and the like." 

The census of 1920, the Fourteenth Census, shows that in round num
bers 11,000,000 persons were engaged in agriculture, or only 26 per 
cent of the gainfully employed persons in the United States. These 
11,000,000 workers in agriculture were not only producing most of the 
foodstuffs and clothing material for 105,000,000 people here at home, 
but exports sufficient to feed more than 20,000,000 people abroad. 
Therefore, in a period of 13 decades agriculture had advanced from 
a position where nearly all the workers of the Nation were employed 
raising crops and animals to feed and clothe themselves and families 
to a point where a worker in agriculture was feeding himself and 10 
others. This period not only shows a remarkable progress in the agri
cultural production per worker, but it also marks great progress in the 
transition of agriculture from the primitive stage of producing for the 
family to the commercial stage of producing for the market, which 
transition has brought many benefits but has also opened a veritable 
Pandora's box of troubles which the primitive farmer of 1790 knew 
not of. 

In the commercial stage of agriculture we must apply to the farm 
the same standards of measurement that we apply to other indus
tries and we must judge the farmer's well-being, not by the abundance 
of supplies he has in his possession but by the money which these 
supplies can command in exchange. The National Industrial Confer
ence Board's report from which I have quoted deals with agriculture 
from this point of view and shows that measured from the standard 
of return on invested capital and reward for time employed in 
labor, agriculture is not a good business-that progress on the business 
side of agriculture has not kept pace with the remarkable prog:~.·ess on 
the production side. 

The farm family to-day needs and will not be satisfied without an 
income eq·ual to that enjoyed by other classes of people. The farm 

family demands a tlnanclal condition wh.tch will enable it to obtain 
those investions, the telephone, the automobile, the radio, etc., which 
have done so much to relieve the isolation of rural life. The farm 
family will not be denied its right to those improvements in living 
conditions which are freely accorded by society to all classes. But 
taking precedence of the farm family's demand for comfort and even 
decencies of life, freely accorded other classes, is the tax levy which 
has increased enormously in the last 10 years and must be met by 
cash payments. When such a situation as this confronts over one
fourth of our working population have we not reached the point where 
agriculture must be helped to become a good business as judged by 
the standards of the business world? 

WHAT CAN Blil DO~E TO MAKE AGRICULTURE A GOOD BUSI);E S S? 

It is a fundamental concept of economics that utility and scarcity 
are the factors which give value to a thing. The air we breathe has 
utility, but it is so plentiful that we do not have to put forth any 
effort or labor to obtain what we need. On the other hand, bread is 
not only a utility but it is relatively scarce. Therefore we have to 
devote time and labor to the production of breadstu.trs, labor and machin
ery to the transportation and preparation of these breadstuffs from 
the fields where they are produced to our tables, and we must give 
something valuable in exchange for the capital and labor employed in 
this production. Suppose the owners and controllers of lands through
out the world should increase their acreage in wheat to the limit of 
possibility; suppose milling and baking facilities should be correspond
ingly increased, and as a result twice as many loaves of bread should 
be offered in our markets. Bread would then become so plentiful that 
it would be deprived of its element of scarcity, and its exchange value-
its ability to command other commodities-would fall to almost nothing. 
Low price, meaning low exchange value, is but the inevitable economic 
penalty paid by an industry for failure to ,properly proportion supply 
to needs. It is the natural process by which there is brought about 
that adjustment in the employment of the world's labor and capital 
which will best supply the world's needs. · 

If we study any industry which is successful in the business sense 
we find that that industry has first of all so adjusted its production 
to the demand for its goods that the price or exchange value of its 
product is maintained at a level which will enable that industry to pay 
the costs of production and a profit. 

Effort is now being made by many industrial interests to avoid the 
dislocation incident to the ups and downs, the alternating booms and 
depressions, of the business cycle by keeping in such close touch with 
production and consumption that business will not overextend itself 
and suffer a violent depression but will bave a constant tlow of moder
ate prosperity. This same adjustment, more difficult of attainment for 
agriculture, is nevertheless an indispensable condition of business sue· 
cess in agriculture. The farmer who produced for his own use was 
one of the most independent of men in that he had to consider only 
the desires and needs of his own family while the modern farmer, who 
would achieve business success, must not only turn out a product such 
as meets the requirements of the consumer but must also work in con
junction with his fellow farmers to the end that the combined product 
shall neither permanently nor for long periods exceed a consumer de
mand for that product which will yield a profitable return. The 
farmer's ability to create exchange-value wealth depends absolutely 
upon such adjustment of supply to demand. 

POLICIES :t.1CED REVISION 

Our conception of agriculture, which is responsible for our policies; 
needs revision if agri{!ulture is to be made a good business. When 
the farm family was a self-sufficient unit it became a fixed idea that 
we could not have too many farms or too many farmers, and our Fed
eral Government encouraged the rapid settlement of our public domain 
first by sale to settlers at a low price and later by gift to those who 
would become cultivators. This policy led to a rapid extension of our 
farm area. In the years from 1870-1880 we added to our cultivated 
area 297,000 square miles, a territory equal in extent to Great Britain 
and France combined. 

The result was the disturbance of the farming industry in the older 
section of the United States and in the whole world. The present de
pression is less severe than that suffered by eastern farmers from 1870 
to 1900. Still believing that there could not be too many farms or too 
many farmers, agriculture was not given time to recover from the 
effects of free land clistribution before the Federal Government began 
a program of reclamation of waste lands by irrcgation. According to 
a statement furnished me by the Secretary of the Interior, as of June 
30, 1926, the Federal Government had under irdgation on its various 
projects 1,320,300 acres of land, while preparations are already made 
to supply water for nearly 500,000 acres additional. The Government 
has expended in reclaiming this land a total of nearly $162,000,000, or 
$87.50 per acre. According to the 1923 Yearbook of the United States 
Department of Agriculture the exemption of settlers from interest on 
construction costs has been estimated at approximately $70,000,000, 
which is referred to in the Yearbook article as an indirect subsidy to 
settlers on these projects. The first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress 
remitted over $14,000,000 of charges on irrigation projects. 
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Following the same policies as the Federal Government, the States 

llave entered into land-settlement activities of a similar nature. Many 
States have immigration departments for the purpose of encouraging 
the movement of settlers to new and cut-over lands. The Federal and 
State activities have in turn been supplemented by the work of. cham
bers of commerce, bankers, real-estate operators, and other private 
agencie interested in the development of particular regions. As a 
resurt of such policies agriculture is a highly competitive industry, pro
duction is beyond consumer needs, and in consequence small return is 
received. 

For more than half a century our Federal and State Governments 
have maintained experiment stations to investigate the problems of 
plant and animal growth and colleges to inst.-uct the youth of the 
land in the science and art of agriculhue. The Federal Government 
has maintained a great Department of Agriculture, the greatest De
partment of Agriculture iu the world, and the several States have 
also their departments for the promotion of agriculture. Until very 
recently the work of th(>Se various agencies centered almost entirely 
upon the problems of greater production without relation to tb,e busi
ness prolJlems of the farm. A few years ago the United States De
partment of Agriculture published a bulletin entitled "An Example 
of Model Farming." The farm in question consisted of 15 acres 
of land which had been developed to the point of raising the roughage 
for 30 bead of stock, 17 of which were cows in milk. A near-by insti
tution purchased all the milk at 611i cents per quart. Under the cir
cumstances the enterprise was a financial success. At the time this 
bulletin was issued I figurt>d over the production costs of this so-called 
model farm and found that if I bad done the very same thing in the 
market a>ailable to me, which at the time paid 3 cents per quart, 
bankruptcy would soon have followed. To-day if such a bulletin were 
issued I should expect the Bureau of Agricultural Economics to have 
a hand in its preparation and to point out that while this farm was a 
model from the point of view of great production on a small area, 
its business succoos was made possible only by the market which 
paid twice the price available to the ordinary dairyman. 

The opening of new lands, il-rigation of waste lands, tb.e work of all 
the agencies solving the problems of production have bet>n good work, 
but a. conditions change our policies must be changed. Solution of 
the' business problems of agriculhue now need our closest attention. 
These problems demand not only · educational work which will lead 
to a more efficient and lower cost production but also educational work 
which will lead to a more efficient and more economical system of 
marketing and recognition of the fact that in the future lands should 
be devl.'loped only as needs require. 

EFF)':CT OF THE WORT,D WAR 

The World War introduced into agriculture, just as it did into 
nearly all industries, many disturbing elements. '.rhe outbreak of the 
war found us in a period of declining exports of · farm products. 
However, conditions in Europe soon created a demand which absorbed 
the production of our farms at prices greatly in excess of the normal. 
These prices were so ·high that the ownl'rs of the better farms had 
left after paying the expenses of production a large surplus of cash 
return. Farmers and business men mistook what was an abnormal 
condition growing out of the war for a permanent condition of agri
cultural prosperity, and there resulted in many sections of our country 
a g-reat land boom. For instance, the average value of land and 
buildings per acre of Iowa farms increased from $06 per acre in 
1910 to $229.09 per acre in 1920. This difference of $133.09 per acre 
largely added by the war boom to Iowa land means the addition of more 
than four and a quarter billions of dollars to the capitalization of 
the lands of the State, and it also means on the basis of a 5Jh per 
cent on this capitalization the addition of approximately 20 cents per 
bushel to the cost of growing corn in that State. Land booms in 
agriculture, like booms in other classes of real estate, bring calamitous 
con ·equences if they overreach themselves, aud while our sympathy 
must go out to those who purchased Corn Belt land at high prices, to 
tho ' e who loaned them the money with which to buy, and to those 
who once inventoried their acres at the increased figure, yet there is 
np feasible remedy for the losses and uefiations which have come 
upon them except to take their losses or get a direct national subsidy 
in such form that it will not stimulate greater production. Agri
culture will never be a good business in any region on the basis of 
inflated land values. 

War demand finally came to an end. It has been estimated that 
the Wmld War cost a total o! $3::>0,000,000,000, a sum equal to the 
total wealth o! this country. Such a gigantic drain of the world's 
capital must sooner or later reflect upon the consuming power of the 
world's population. The year 1920 marked the beginning of the decline 
in the prices of farm products. 

Four years after the armistice a British food expert, in making a 
summary of European food conditions, said : 

" This bare summary of the position of the most important foodstuffs 
shows clearly enough that the standard of living in the cities of Europe 
is ·till appreciab1.3' below the pre-war figure." 

Yet, in the face of the impoverished . condition of. our customers, our 
acreage in"Jolved in farm products for export even increased over that 

employed for the war-time demand. Our total output of the cereal 
grains was greater in 1925 than for any of the war years except 1015. 
The President in bis speech here in Chicago two years ago said: "The 
sound remedy is to reduce production." Can anyone say, in view of. the 
real situation, that his advice was not sound? 

PROSPERITY THROUGH CONGRESSIONAL ACTIO~ 

Yet there is in many sections of the United States an insistent de
mand that the Congress of the United States enact a law calculated to 
make agriculture a good business by storing and exporting surpl~ses 
of farm products and thereby relieving the domestic market of their 
burden. Some favor doing this at the expense of the Treasury of the 
United States-that is, at the expense of all the people ; othet·s would 
make a levy upon farm products to reimbmse the Treasury and thereby 
throw the expense upon the farmers themselves. 

The proposals made really mean that demand is made upon the Con· 
gress of the United States to pass a law which will exempt agricul
ture rrom the economic penalties of overproducing. If agriculture ls 
overproducing at present prices, what will happen if Congress does 
enter upon a policy of raising prices. Thirty-seven million acres de
voted to cotton in 1923, with a moderate crop, produced in round 
numbers 10,000,000 bales of cotton, which brought farmers an average 
price of 31 cents per pound, and stocks on hand were worked off. 
From 1923 on we had a progressive increase in our cotton acreage 
and lat·ger yields. Our 1925 acreage was larger than that of 1923 by 
nearly 9,000,000 acres. Prices were practically cut in two and over 
5,000,000 bales were carried over to compete with this crop. In 1926 
we again added over a million acres to our cotton acreage. The price 
is now ruinously low to producers, and there is prospect of a carry 
over of 7,500,000 bales to conflict with the crop of 1927. Cotton can 
be carried for many years and our production can be greatly extended 
if the uovernment can make cotton growing profitable for everybody 
who wants to go into the business of growing it. But is it policy to 
employ capital and labor in growing cotton and in storing a supply of 
it far beyond the world's needs for years to come? We might just as 
well face now the problem of adjusting our supply of cotton to the 
llemand as to walt until we have overhanging the industry several 
years' supply in storage. 

The legislation proposed would increase rather than lessen the evil of. 
overproduction. Furthermore, it is based upon the fallacious notion 
that somewhere in the world there exists a demand for any surpluses of 
agricultural products we may create. Such is far from being the fact. 
The surplus of most farm products is now world-wide. Other nations 
are just as anxious as we are to place their agriculture upon a 
prosperous basis, and it is too much for us to expect that they will 
submit to having their own producers subjected to the dumping o! our 
surpluses upon theit· markets, particularly if this is done through 
direct Government intervention. 

Before making the prosperity of their business contin~ent upon the 
uncertainties of political action, should not farmers themselves pause 
and consider what this would mean. Conditions are right now for a 
wave of sympathetic interest in agriculture on the part of all classes 
of people. We are in a period of industrial prosperity which bas 
brought about general employment of labor at high prices. The farmer 
as the under dog to-day, let us assume, can receive sufficient considera
tion from Congress so that one of the export plans can be passed and 
become a law. Let us assume that the plan works and results in 
higher pricE's being paid by the .American consumer for his food than 
is paid fvr that same food sold in other markets. Let us assume that 
in a short time we have an industrial depression with consequent 
unemployment. Let u remember that representation in Congress in 
the lower House is in proportion to population and the President and 
the Senators are elected by POJ?Ular vote. Let us remember, also, that 
only 26 per cent of the gainfully E'mployed persons are engaged in agri
culture. Can we conclude, in view of this situation, that the prospect 
for farm relief through political action has anything to recommend it 
from the standpoint of stability or permanency? 

Do farmers themselves want fastened upon the agriculture of this 
country a policy of governmental price control which, if it works to 
raise prices in the interest of producers, may at some fuh1re time oper
ate to lower prices in the interest of consumers? The Yearbook of 
the United States Department of Agriculture for 1923 estimated the 
average area from 1914-1922 devoted to crops for Jlirect and indirect 
export involved a total of 61,000,000 acres of crop land. The estimate 
is made also that if this area were devoted to production for our own 
use, we could maintain an increase of population of 21,000,000 persons. 
Our own population is increasing at the rate of 1,500,000 persons a 
year. Then in 14 years on the present basis of increase in population 
our cultivated land area held at its present acreage, and without fur
ther artificial stimulation of production, will be needed to supply our 
own people. When that time comes, and it will come before 14 years, 
because we shall always continue to export commodities in the p.roduc
tion of which -we have a special advantage, such as cotton and hog 
proiiucts, what will happen if American agriculture bas fastened upon 
itself a policy of Government price control which may Sb. easily be 
made to work to the disadvantage of the producer? 



3392 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE FEBRUARY 9 
It is urged that Go>ernmPnt action to raise the price of farm prod

ucts of which we bave an exportable surplus would only be doing 
ju:'ltice in making the tariff effective for agriculture. Our Government 
from its very beginning has from time to time for one reason or 
anotbE.>r levied duties on certain articles. The avowed purpose has 
generally been to protect commodities produced within the country 
from the competition of similar commodities of foreign production. 
The idea that t11e Government should take action to raise the domestic 
price above the worlU price by the amount of the duty is a new 
departure in tariff legislation. Common justice would demand that 
the Government, if it is to embark upon this new policy, should not 
confine it to a few farm products, but should extend it to all farm 
products. Agriculture is to-day so interdE.>pendent that the products 
which the farmers of one region sell in the market become the articles 
of purchase and the raw materials of the farmers of other regions. 
If the Government is to take action to raise the price of bread and 
mPat and grains which the dairymen, the poultry raisers, the potato 
growers, and gE>.neral farmers of the East must buy, then action must 
also be taken to raise the prices of their products. If the tariff is to 
be made effective for agriculture, must it not in all fairness be made 

·effective for manufactured products as well? 
In view of all the e considerations, I am confident time will reveal 

that the real friends of American agriculture are those who in this 
crisis resisted a price-fixing pQlicy on the part of the Government. 

The Government of the United States should, in my opinion, con
cern itself with policies which will lead to the prosperity and well
being of all its people. Farmers comprise a very substantial propor
tion of the Nation's workers. The products which they turn into the 
channels of trade comprise not only a large part of the Nation's 
commerce but supply the food which is a vital necessity for all the 
people.. It is essential from the standpoint of national well-being 
and national self-sufficiency that the farming industry should be on a 
sound and enduring basis. All those who are studying the problems 
of agriculture are in accord upon this. All are sincerely endeavoring 
to bring about tho e changes which are for its permanent betterment. 
But the desired end can not be obta.ined by adopting remedies which 
may relieve the distre s of the moment only to bring in their wake 
evils which will do permanent harm. Better economic leadership from 
the Department of Agriculture, both State and national, and from 
the institutions of learning ; better organizations of farmers for the 
purpose of applying more efficient business methods to the industry: 
favorable laws for the regulation of trade practices and the provision 
of credit facilities to meet the needs of agriculture ; these are not 
temporary but permanent reforms, which will place the farming indus
try upon a profitable basis. 

.ADDRESS OF FORMER GOVERNOR ALF TAYLOR, OF TENNESSEEJ 

Mr. REECE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objectiol!. 
Mr. REECE. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 

remarks in the RECORD, I include the following address· of 
Ex-Governor Alf Taylor, before the Tennessee Society of St. 
Louis, January 8, 1927, Jackson Day: 

write one ~ord at the top of the shePt of paper you hold in your hn nn 
and you may write the rest of the agreement." Mr. Stephens inquired 
as to the word he had in mind ; Mr. Lincoln replied that the word was 
"Union." Mr. St(>phens <leclined the proposition on the ground that to 
sign such an agreement would be transcending his authority. There
upon the conference ended, and then 1t was that the low_ering clou<ls 
of war let loose afresh their thunderbolts of destruction and death. I 
saw Mr. Lincoln on three occasions at the closing and after the clo e 
of the struggle. As a boy in my early teens, in company with a Con
gressman, I saw him in the White House aftN·wards. I heard him 
speak at Philadelphia, and a short time subsequently I saw him dead, 
when his body was lying in state in old Independence Hall. I never 
have forgotten, nor will I e>er forget, a statement I beard him make 
in the conversation at the White House. The Congressman asked for 
the release of a Confederate brigadier general, a prisoner of war at 
Fortress Monroe, who had saved his life during the Civil War. Without 
the return of a word Mr. Lincoln w1·ote an order to the Secretary of 
War for the release of the general, and as he bande<l it to the Con
gressman be said : " Some of us may ne>er be able to forget, but all of 
us must forgive and return to the pe.aceful walks of life and build up 
the waste places." 

When he fell a victim of the assassin's bullet the Nation was be
reft of an ideal President, and the South lost its best friend at a time 
it most needed a friend. If he had lived, I undertake to say that 
complete reconciliation would have taken place between the sections 
before the expiration of his second term, and the country would have 
escaped the untol<l bitterness and prejudice engendered during the 
prolonged period of reconstruction. Reconciliation, rehabilitation, the 
return of good will and friendly intercourse among the people of all 
sections was the burden of his great soul. 

His life and career is, ought. to be, and doubtless will be a source 
of inspiration to the coming generations of men everywhere. His life 
is an example illustrative of the fact that under our system the road 
that leads to eminence and success is open and free to everyone. 
There are no toll gates and poverty is no bar! Character, capacity, 
faithfulness-the Jeffersonian standard-constitute the only passport, 
and opportunities are ever present. 

It seems that most men and women, like diamonds in the rough or 
precious metal in the quartz, must be ground and polished on the 
hard, sharp grit of evil fortune or crushed to powder under its 
merciless pestles and fused in its white-hot fires before they may 
shine with the jewels' ray or the serene lustre of the virgin gold. 
Most of the gems that adorn human cbaracte1• are crystallized in the 
fiery crucibles of adversity ! Our Wstory is full of examples. For 
instance, Andrew Jackson was a poor boy, self-dependent, self-educated, 
and entirely self-made. Benjamin Franklin was once a typesetter in 
Boston and subsequently in the city of Philadelphia. ratrick Henry 
was a day laborer in Hanover County, Va. James A. Garfield was 
once a mule driver on the towpath of a canal. Andt·ew Johnson was 
a poor orphan boy, bound out to a tailor by trade and never having 
gone to a school a single day in his life, learned his "letters between 
stitches while at work on the tailor's bench. llis wife taught him 
to read. He filled every position known to our political sy tE.>m, from 
town councilman to President of the United States, and died a Tinited 
States Senator. 

Abraham Lincoln was poorest of them all, and had smaller advantages 
than any of them. Born as lowly as the Babe of Bethlehem in a log 

GREATNESS AND THE WORLD's GREAT JUE.J.'i hut in Kentucky, reared to manhood in it and similar huts in Indiana 
I have seen every President of the United States from Abraham and Illinois, inured to every hardship known to squalid poverty ; having 

Lincoln to Calvin Coolidge; have had the privilege of knowing some to perform evet·y character of drudgery and bar<l work incident to life 
of them personally, namely: Andrew Johnson, Rutherford B. Hayes, in the wilderness, clearing ground for the cultivation of crops and 
James A. Garfield, Benjamin Harrison, Grover Cleveland, William splitting the rails to fence it; working as a farm hand in farming time 
McKinley, Theodore Roosevelt, and Warren G. Harding. These were and as a boat hand at odd times; handling heavy freights on the San
all great, good men; each upheld the right as be was given to see the gamon and Mississippi Rivers; finally securing a job as a sort of handy 
right; each performed his task with fidelity and honor, and if they man and clerk in a village store, doing all tbe drudgery, weighing up 
could be with us in the tlesh this evening they would, with one voice, 11nd storing away every kind of produce given in exchange for goods; 
coincide with me in my estimate of the first illustrious President on at the same time reading and studying borrowed books, as he had 
the list I have mentioned. If you were to ask me to point out to been doing theretofore, in the evenings by the moonlight or by pine
you the greatest man I ever saw, without a moment's hesitation I torch light in midnight darkness; at length entering the community 
would point to Abraham Lincoln as the greatest man I ever looked debating society and never failing to attend its meeting and to pa\·
in the face. His was the largest task of any of them. God raised ticipate in its debates, he, at last, found himself! He d velopeo rapidly 
him up to fit it and endowed him with wisdom to perform it. Henry into the clearest-headed, best-informed, and most forceful debater of the 
Watterson, of the Courier-Journal, said he was "inspired of God." organization, attracting immediate local attention, and becoming the 
Woodrow Wilson, accepting the place of his birth as a national shrine, most popular figure about New Salem. lle went through these early 
said : " Lincoln and Washington were typical Americans in the use they struggles without a word of complaint, and came out of them all a 
made of their genius; but there will be few such men at best, and physical and intellectual giant, and, above all, " the noblest work of 
we will not look into the mystery of how and why they come. We will God, an honest man." Thus, self-supported, self-educated, and enter
only keep the door open for them, always, and hearty welcome-after ing young manhood with nothing but brain and muscle to back him be 
we have recognized them." These words from the lips of illustrious finally concluded to be a lawyer. Training himself for that profe:-sion 
political opponents, are eulogies- within themselves, equal to any eulogy by means of borrowed law books, be succeeded In procuring license and 
ever pronounced by th~ most ardent political friend. entered the practice, and continued to practice successfully for a quar-

He loved peace and hated war. He tried with all his might to avert ter of a century. Popular clamor drew him into politics and he entered 
the fraternal conflict. lie negotiated a conference between himself and that field, serving four terms in the Legislature of Illinois and one term 
the Confederate authorities at Hampton Roads and, according to those in Congress, becoming thereafter a candidate for United States Senator 
who kept in touch with inside events at the time, he went so far as to against Stephen A. Douglas. His masterly handling of the issues in 
aa.y to Alexander H. Stephens, representing the Confederacy, " Let me i his joint debates with Douglas attracted attention nation-wide and 
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made him so exceedingly popular in Illinois that at the election he 
received a majority of the popular vote of 4,000. But the legislature 
nt that time elected Senators, and Mr. Douglas was elected. 

Upon the assembling of the convention of the new party Mr. Lin
coln was nominated for President, and was elected In the year of Our 
Lord 1860. He was overwhelmingly reelected in 1864 and was inaugu

.rat!'d for a second term. 
There are two historic figures that measure up to my highest ideal 

of greatness as applied to men. One of them is Abraham Lincoln and 
the other is Andrew Jackson. They were alike, at least, in one su
pli'mely important respect-they were alike in their devotion to the 
.American Union! Jackson put a quietus upon the nullification move
ment in his day when he swore "By the Eternal, the Union must and 
shall be preserved." It fell to the lot of Lincoln to preserve it in 
his day, thus settling_ the question for all time! 

We can not look upward from the foot of a towering peak and see 
its summit or receive a just impression of its grandeur; no more can 
we stand under the sbudow of greatness and behold its pinnacle or be 
awed by it majesty. But, as in the one case, we must contemplate the 
mountain from a distance of . pace and determine its class by com
parison with its fellows in the runge; so, in the other, we must view 
and estimate great men and their actions in a perspective projected by 
distance of time. In order to form a just judgment, we must view 
them against the background of a calm, historic horizon, clarified of 
aU prejudice and the fogs and mists of contro'lersy, contrasting them 
with othei.· altitudes in the mountain chain of human greatness. To-day 
we look backward, in the ca e of A.ndn:-w Jack on, through a perspec
tive of a _century, a.nd, in the case of Abraham Lincoln, through a 
perspecti'\e of three-score years, and we see no summit which over
shadows their fame--and few which rise to its le>el; and the lengthen
ing of the perspectives through long stretches of the coming centuries 
will only add luster to their achie-.emcnts and glory to their im
mortal names. 

IMPORTATION Olt, MILK AND CREAM I TO THE UNITED STATES 

l\Ir. HAUGEN. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speak(:'r's table the bill (ll. R. 11768) to regulate 
the importation of milk and cream into the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to take from the SpeJJ.ker's table the bill H. R. 11768. 
I there objection? 

)fr. BLACK of New York. I object. 
THE PUBLIO-BUILDING SITUATION 

Mr. BOX. 1\Ir. SpeakE:'r, l ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remark. in the RECORD in reference to public buildings. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the REconn on public build
ings. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOX. :Mr. Speaker, because I know that many of my 

constituents are interested in the efforts whi<:h have been made 
to procure the erection of Federal post-office buildings at each 
of several needy points within the · di trict, and because it is 
my duty to a,dvise the people I represent about my own action, 
the ituation and prospects, I make this statement. 

I first came to Congress in 1919. From 1913, six years before 
I came, until 1926, se\en years after I came, no bill or plan for 
supplying the needed post-office buildings throughout the coun
try was adopted. 

Beginning with the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, 
the first to which I was elected, with the introduction of bills, 
urging action on them by the committee having jurisdiction of 
them, and by every other proper procedure known to me, I 
diligently sought relief for the most needy points within the 
uish·ict. 

In 192(), la t year. Congre.~s virtually took from it elf the 
power to say what tm-vns should have public buildings and 
pas:·e<-1 that power to a committee composed of representatives 
of the Treasury and Post Office Departments. That was a 
thoroughly unsound inno\ation, taking this function from the 
uuthority which had exercised it since the esta!Jlisbment of the 
Government and placing it in the executive department and 
more or less beyond the control of the elected Representatives 
and Senators. I opposed and \oted against that measure so 
Ioug as it was open and until the law was pas ed and approved 
by the President. 

By that ad this commission was directed to make a suney of 
the c-ountry and report where public buildings should be erected 
and the amounts to be expended. Of the town in the United 
State' ha-.ing no Federal po ·t-oflice buildings, there were and 
are 858 town. h~ving annual postal receipts of over $20,000, 
anu about 1,500 town.' haling annual postal receipts of between 
~10,000 and $20.000, mnking about 2,358 towns in these classes 
with uo post-office building!'!. In addition there are se\eral 
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hundred larger citie~ and towns which have so outgrown their 
Federal buildings as to make them seriously inadequate. 

This survey resulted in a report recommending the improve
ment or erection of about 200 buildings during the next six 
years out of more than 2,350 towns covered by the suney. A 
further report added other towns. 

The first report of this survey recommends some additional 
buildings, or enlargements or impro,ement of buildings, in eight 
Texas cities and tw-o new buildings for Texas towns having 
none. The additional report, made later, covered other points, 
a few of which are in Texas. The public-building needs of 
several Texas congressional districts, and probably as many 
as 100 congres ional districts th"roughout the Nation, were 
left without mention or the promise of public-building I'elief by 
both the oiiginal and supplemental reports mentioned, leaving 
these several Texas districts and some 100 districts throughout 
the Nation with no prospect for a building under this plan, 
which is supposed to operate dming the next fi>e or six years. 
Our congressional district is one of those listed as probably 
early beneficiaries under this building plan. 

The existing Federal building at Beaumont, which bas the 
United States court and attendant officers, a customs office, 
prohibition-enforcement forces, a post office for a growing city of 
abo\e 50,000 people, and other official Federal activities, was found 

-to contain only about one-fourth of the space it needs for these 
activities and was listed to receive a minimum of $220,000 for 
enlargements during this building period, which amount is 
said to be not nearly sufficient for its needs. Beaumont's needs 
will be at least partially provided for under this program. I 
regret that this will not be done this year, but not every point 
could be first on the program. The failure of the Senate to 
pass the bill appropriating the money intended for use in start
ing tills program leaves all points without even the promise of 
a beginning this year, so far as can be ascertained at this 
closing moment of the session of Congress. 

Beaumont, Lufkin, Jacksonville, and Center have been pre
sented by me, by bills regularly introduced and otherwise, as 
points within our congressional district in present need of 
:F'ederal buildings. The one situation at Beaumont, mentioned 
abo,e, is the only one in our district which has the prospect of 
securing relief under this plan. For 1925 Beaumont's post-office 
receipts were $222,154, Lufkin's post-office receipts were $30,926, 
the receipts of the Jacksonville post office for 1925 were $29,503, 
and Center's postal receipts for the same year were $12,086. 

Why is Beaumont listed for an insufficient amount? Wby is 
nothing to be done for Beaumont during the next fiscal year, 
and why have Lufkin, Jackson\ille, and Center been so far listed 
for nothing? Intelligent citizens are entitled to an answer to 
these questions :fl·om one to w-hose hands they have committed 
their interests. To talk about a situation or a problem w~thout 
knowing the facts is not intelligent. 1\Iost of the people of the 
four great communities mentioned are both intelligent and fair. 
They do not wish to speak foolishly nor to judge unfai.L'ly. I 
ubmit the following facts as an answer to the legitimate ques

tions stated : 
The actual public intE:'rests of these communities bn. ve not 

been to any extent neglected by me. No chance to get their 
needs considered by any one who had power to act has been 
ignored. 

The results which we have obtained in getting our district 
listed for a substantial amount places it among th(~ districts 
w-hich get the promise of a measure of early relief. Ours is .:>ne 
of the fortunate districts, w-hile there are many others entirely 
left out of the prospect of receiving a building or an addition to 
one, so far as is shawn by the reports of this survey. 

The chief difficulty grow out of the fact that there are more 
than 2,300 requests for building!:! or enlargements, while the 
administration and Congress do not feel justified in spending 
the $400,000,000 to $GOO,OOO,OOO for new buildings outside the 
District of Columbia which are demanded. Many cities in 
other States and in Texas, which have a very much larger vol
ume of postal business than either Lufkin, Jacksonville, or 
Center, have no buildings. Some of them have ten times as 
much postal business as the largest of these three towns of 
Lufkin, Jacksonville, and Center. 

In this connection I use the receipts of 1925 because the late 
sur\ey and reports were based on them. 

The cities having no buildings which have more than ten 
times the annual post receipts of the largest of our point-: hav
ing none are: Jamaica, N. Y.; Flushing, N. Y.; Long Beach, 
Calif., and 'Varren Pa. Each of these cities has annual postal 
receipts of over $400,000 and has no public building. 

All of the towns in the above list ha\e annual postal receipts 
something like twice as great as Beaumont, yet none of the 
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towns in this llst have Fecleral buildings. Beaumont has an 
insufficient one and is in line to get an enlargement under this 
building plan. 

Besides the above there are some 11 cities which have no 
Federal buildings which have annual postal receipts of more 
than five times the receipts of our largest town having none. 
They are Garden City, N. Y.; Passaic, N. J.; Staten Island, 
N. Y.; Tyrone, Pa.; Salem, Mass.; Glendale, Calif.; Endicott, 
N.Y.; Union City, N.J.; Bloomfield, N.J.; Dunellen, N.J.; and 
Framingham, Mass. 

Each of these has annual receipts of from $200,000 to $400,000 
and has no Federal building. 

In addition to the group of cities first above mentioned, each 
of which had postal receipts in 1925 of over $400,000 and had 
no post-office building, all of the 11 cities named in the last 
above given list are in the same class with Beaumont; that is, 
they have annual post-office receipts ranging from $200,000 to 
$400,000 per year. They have no Federal buildings at all. 
Beaumont, whose postal ~eceipts place it among the smaller 
of this latter class of cities, has an inadequate building and is 
listed for its much-needed enlargement. 

Besides the above there are some 19 cities having no Federal 
buildings which have annual post-office receipts some three to 
six times the receipts of our largest town having none. They 
are l\Iount 1\lorris, Ill.; Dearborn, Mich.; Rutherford, N. J.; 
White Plains, N. Y. ; Santa Monica, Calif. ; Spencer, Ind. ; Santa 
Anna, Calif.; Uniontown, Pa.; West New York, N. J.; Far 
R{lckaway, N.Y.; Daytona Beach, Fla.; San Bernardino, Calif.; 
National Stock Yards, Ill.; New Kensington, Pa.; South Nor
walk, Coun.; Arlington, N. J.; Marshall, Mich.; Huntington 
Park, Calif. ; and Troy, Ohio. · 

Each of these towns has annual postal receipts of from 
$100,000 to $200,000 and has no building. 

Besides the above I name nine of the many cities having no 
Federal buildings which have annual postal receipts of more 
than twice those of our largest town having none. They are 
Clearfield, Pa.; St. Joseph, Mich.; Princeton, N. J.; Barberton, 
Ohio; Dansville, N. Y.; Modesto, Calif.; Port Chester, N. Y.; 
Newton, Iowa ; and Paradise, Pa. 

Each of these has annual postal receipts of from $90,000 to 
$100,000 and has no public building. 

In addition to the above, I name 11 other cities without public 
buildings which haye annual postal receipts at least twice as 
large as the receipts of our largest city having none. They are 
Ardmore, Pa. ; Greenville, Pa. ; Gardner, Mass. ; Sturgis, Mich. ; 
Palmer, Mass.; Monticello, Ill.; Red Bank, N.J.; South Orange, 
N. J.; Tonawanda, N. Y.; Adams, N. Y.; and Painsville, Ohio. 

Each of these cities has annual postal receipts of from 
$80,000 to $90,000, and bas no public building. 

Still staying within the class of cities which have no Federal 
buildings and have annual postal receipts at least twice as 
great us those of our largest city having no building, I name 
22 other. , which are South St. Paul, Minn.; Pukwana, S. Dak.; 
Norwalk, Conn.; Alhambra, Calif.; Saginaw West Side, Mich.; 
Ponca City, Okla. ; Summit, N. J.; Bristol, Va. ; Galion, Ohio; I 
Palo Alto, Calif.; Pomona, Calif.; Leroy, N. Y.; Jeannette, Pa.; 
Phlllip:sburg, N. J.; Sarasota, Fla.; Kent, Ohio; Vallejo, Calif.; 
Woodsboro, Md.; Wildwood, N.J.; Hempstead, N.Y.; Petaluma, 
Calif. ; and Oneida, N. Y. 

Each of these cities has annual postal receipts of from 
$70,000 to $80,000, and has no public building. 

Continuing to name cities which have no Federal buildings 
but which have annual post-office receipts vastly in excess of 
the largest of our cities ha-ving no Federal l)uilding, I designate 
20 additional ones, which are Whittier, Calif.; Fort Lauderdale, 
Fla.; Rahway, N. J. ; Dunkirk, N. Y.; Tarrytown, N. Y.; Fort 
Myers, Fla.; Ocean City, N. J.; Englewood, N. J.; Iron Moun
tain, Mich.; Canajoharie, N. Y.; llion, N. Y. ; Ridgewood, N. J.; 
Ossining, N. Y. ; Palmyra, N. Y.; Norwich, N. Y. ; Olearwater, 
Fla.; Richmond, Calif.; Redlands, Calif.; Brandenton, Fla.; 
and Andover, Mass. 

Each of these cities has annual postal receipts of $60,000 to 
$70,000 and has no public building. 

Continuing to deal with cities which have no Federal build
ings and have annual postal 1·eceipts enormously larger than 
the largest of our cities having none, there are 47 towns in 
the United States, each having postal receipts of $50,000 to 
$60,000 annually, haYing no Federal buildings. I will furnish 
a list of them to any citizen requesting it. 

In order that cttizens of Lufkin, Jacksonville, and Center 
may know whether or not either of them is in the class of the 
cities of the largest postal receipts with no Federal buildings, 
I respectfully advise that in addition to all the long list mentioned 
above there are 88 towus in the United States having annual 
postal receipts of $40,00() to $50,000 which have no public 
buildings. -

Among those having receipts of more than $40,000 which have 
no public buildings and get no present relief are four Texas 
towns, namely, Mexia, with postal receipts for 1925 of $46 610 
and for 1926 of $47,812 ; Plainview, with postal receipts for l92G 
of $45,281, and for 192G of $51,539; Sweet Water with postal 
receipts for 1925 of $45,098, and for 1926 of $50 414 · and 
Breckenridge, with postal receipts for 1925 of $42,557 a~d for 
1926 of $50,165. Mexia and Sweet Water a1·e listed in the 
present six-:rear builtling plan for relief sometime durin<>' the 
period. All of the towns referred to in the preceding para
graphs have a larger postal business than any of the three 
towns of our district which r eceiye no relief. I will send the 
list of these 88 towns to anr citizen who wants it. 

Besides the hundreds of cities which haYe no Federal lmilfl
ings and which have annual post-office receipts larger than the 
largest of our cities having no building. with great respect I 
advise my interested constituents that there are 153 towns in 
the United States which have no public buildings having in 
1925 annual postal receipts of from $30,000 to $40,000. Among 
these are four Texas towns, namely, Ranger, Lufkin, Taylor, and 
Electra. Taylor has larger receipts than the largest of our 
towns which have no Federal building and is listed for relief 
during the next six years. It will be noted that after cornin.-r 
down the list, past hundreds of places of much larger post;l 
receipts during 1925 which have no Federal building~:: we now 
reach Lufhi.n. I will gladly furnish a list of these 153 'towns of 
this class to any interested citizen. 

'!'h~re are ;1:25 ~owns !n the United States having no public 
bmldmgs wh1ch m 192o had annual postal receipts of from 
$20,000 to $30,000, which get no recommendations under this 
plan. Among them are the following Texas towns : Harlingen, 
Quanah, Childress, Eastland, Jacksonville, Cisco, San Benito 
Kingsville, Lamesa, Kerrville, Big Springs, McAllen and Cole: 
man. Jacksonville and perhaps other towns named 'in this li ·t 
joined the class of those having postal receipts of more than 
$30,000 during 1926. 

Let no citizen of Lufkin, .Jacksonville, or Center say that all 
towns of the size of his have been provided for. I haYe just 
named many scores of such towns, each larger than any of 
these, which have not been proYhied for. Several of them are 
in the State of Texas. 

There were 425 American towns in the same class with Jack
sonville-that is, having receipts during 1925 of more than 
$20,000 and less than $30,000-which have no public buildings 
and are not listed in this report for present relief. 

There are above 1,000 towns in the same class with Center : 
that is, they have postal receipts of more than $10,000 and les · 
than $20,000 and have no public buildings, and are not listed 
for one in this report. 

In view of these facts, every one of which is supported by 
the official record, I hope no citizen will hereafter think or say 
that his town is the only one, or the largest one of its class 
which has no public building and no immediate prospect of any: 

Crockett, a neighboring, friendly city in an adjoining district, 
has no Federal building and is not yet listed to receive one 
under the present plan. 

In the new Federal six-rear buildings law mentioned above 
under which the Government is now operating, it is provided 
that at least two new buildings for points having none shall be 
provided for each State. The two Texas towns which are in 
line to obtain these two buildings under the present program 
are Lubbock and Huntsville. I quote from the report of Secre
tary Mellon and Postmaster General New as to why these two 
points were recommended by them : 

Lubbock: The population in 1920, according to the last census, was 
9,687. 1-'he population is estimated at the present time to be 15,000, 
and the population serveu 22,000. Posta l receipts for the fiscal year 
1922 were $30,051.54, and for 1926, $81,574.63. 

The principal indu3tries, in the order of their importance, are stock 
farming, wholesale groceries, and retailing. The post office pays $2,100 
for its rented quarters. The building is a one-sto1·y brick structure, 
heated by coal stoves, with a roof that leaks and was broken down 
twice. The rapid growth of this city· is due to farming replacing the 
cattle-raising business. All large stock ranches have been cut into 
farms. The land is prod-qctive and the prospects are that the city will 
continue to have a substantial growth. 

It is recommended that Lubbock be considered as a site for a new 
Federal building. The Government does not own a site at this place, 
but the town exceeds all others in population, population served, and 
postal receipts. 

Huntsville: • • • There is a State penitentiary located here, two 
banks, one college, with attendance from 2,200 to 2,500, and one negro 
preparatory school. • • • 

We recommend that lluntsville be given consideration as tbe second 
city in the State entitled to a new Federal building, owing to its being 
an educational center and having a Government-owned site. 
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Immediately after the final passage of this law in 1926, 

hoping to get Lufkin in this part of the first year·s plan, I 
again took up the matter with the offices of the Secretaries who 
were to make the survey, select the towns to receive public 
buildings, and make this r.eport. Mr. Hall, the secretary of the 
.Chamber of Commerce of Lufkin, will recall my request made 
of him in June of 1926 for further data to support my effort. 
Mr. Hall's office should show a considerable correspondence 
between me and. him about it at that time. Postmaster Evans's 
files should show that in cooperating with Mr. Hall he pre
pared a statement of the -post-office situation at Lufkin showing 
the facts e1·eating the necessity for a building, which either 
1\lr. Evans or Mr. Hall forwarded to me and which, with other 
<lata, I presented to the departments, urging that provision be 
made for Lufkin in this connection. My presentations in be
half of needy points within our district were by personal ap
pearance . and by written statemeQts. In ~esponse to one of 
these appeals First Assistant Postmaster General John H. 
Bartlett wrote me as follows : 

JULY 9, 1926. 

Hon. JonN C. Box, 
Hortse ot Representatives. 

MY DEAR llR. Box: I have yours of the 7th instant, forwarding a 
copy of a report in regard to the postal situation at Lufkin, Tex. 

The requirements of the service at Lufkin will receive our careful 
consideration in connection with other similar projects under the 
recently enacted public buildings act. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN H. BARTLEri, 

Fint Assitimt Post·n~'aste-t· General. 

• The Supervising A:rchitect in the Treasury Department, whose 
office handles this business for the Secretary of the Treasury, 
answering a. commtmication similar to the one addressed to the 
Post Office Department mentioned above, wrote me a letter, 
which I quote: 

lion. JOHN C. Box, 

TREASURY DEPA.nTMENT, 
OFFICE OF SUPERVISI~G ARCHITECT, 

Washington, D. 0., Jtl-lY 16, 1926, 

House of Representatl-r:eJf, United States. 
MY DEAR CoNGRESSM.L'< : Referring to your letter of July 7 in the 

interest of the citizens of Lufkin, Tex., and the need of that town, for 
a Federal building under the recent legislation, permit me to advise 
you that the department will give full consideration to the facts set 
forth by you in this connection. 

The interest you take in the matter is appreciated, and the depart
ment realizes the anxlety of the various communities throughout the 
countt·y to have their claims given early conffideration. • • • 

By direction of the Secretary. 
Very truly yours, 

JAMES A. WETMORE, 
Acting St'fJer'ViSj,ng Architect. 

Continuing these efforts in behalf of Lufkin and other points 
from the date I came here until the present, I recently made 
urgent representations to the departments inte,r~sted. In re
sponse to one of these, under date of February 17, 1927, . Hon. 
John H. Bartlett, First Assistant Postmaster Gener8.1, wrote me 
as follows: 

Hon. JOHN C. Box, 

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
FIRST AsSISTANT POSTMASTER GE...'\Ell.A:L~ 

WasMngton, February 17, PJZ7. 

House of Representatives. 
MY DEAR MR. Box: I have yours of the 15th instant, concerning the 

erection <if a Government-owned building at Lufkin, Tex. 
8hould Con_gress appropriate sufficient additional money to permit us 

to take op places where conditions are similar to those at Lufkin, the 
claims of that city will have every possible consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN H. BARTLETT, 

Fit·st Assistant Postmaster Geneml. 

And the TreasUl'y Department advised as follows : 
CO>STE?tiPLATED BUILDINGS, LUFKIN, TEX. 

Hon. JOHN C. Box, 

TREASURY DEPA.RTllENT, 
Washington, February 19, 19!1. 

House of Rezwesentatit•es, Washington, D. 0. 
l\1'¥ DEAR CONGRESSMAN : The .Treasury has your joint letter {)f Febru

ary 15 with respect to the matter of constructing a post-office building 
at Lufkin, Tex., and setting forth needs of Lufkin for a Government
owned building. 

Your interest in this matter is greatly appreciated, and in ascertain
ing the e,x:tent t_o . which the Treasut·y will be -aple to undertake con-

struction in case Congress establi::~hes an additional authorization of 
$100,000,000 further coru!ideration will be giv.en to the needs of Lufkin 
for a building. 

Very truly yours, CARL T. SCHUNEMAN, 
Assista·M Secretat·y of the Trea~wry. 

I give these facts pertaining to Lufkin because they are perti
nent to Lufkin's sUuation and my efforts in that behalf. 

These efforts, which have been continued steadily since my 
first service here nearly eight years ago, will be continued. I 
have continued to urge upon the departments handling this 
business the needy situation at Beaumont, Lufkin, and other 
points. Sooner or later I expect to succeed in my efforts to 
meet the necessities of these towns. I have ne>er made any 
extravagant promises, ·because I have known this situation and 
had no inclination to deceive tlte people. When the Govern
ment gets down to cities having no sites and substantially the 
s~me postal receipts as those having the largest receipts within 
~:mr district I expect to get further favorable action. If some 
one else· succeeds me before that is accomplished he will find 
fa<;!ts and urgings in behalf of the needs ·of our district in the 
minds of officials and in the files of the departments dealing with 
the subject. The anxiety of the good people of these cities who 
are interested in this needed development is felt and appreciated 
by me. The situation of our people is the result of and a part 
of the nation-wide situation which I have pointed out above, 
and ~ulting from no lack of service on my part. No criticism 
of me based on lack of information will in any manner lel'lsen 
my efforts. Such criticism could not increase my efforts, becau ·e 
I have been diligent to the utmost. I know that the over
whelming majoxity of the people of. these eomrimnities are 
intelligent and. fair. Even if they were not, my 1·ecognition of 
my duty to serve them faithfully and impartially would 
continue. 

It is highly probable that the towns having the largest postal 
receipts and being without public buildings will be reached 
~rst, not because of any favoritism of mine, but because that 
will probably be the policy of the Government, which I can 
not attack or change .. To help the most needy poit;~ts first -seems 
to be my duty. At the same time it helps to open the way for 
re:Uef for less urgent situations. 

Supplementing and evidencing my many personal visits, _ pres
entations, and appeals, my fil~s are bulging with records of my 
efforts in behalf of all of the four points for whose relief I 
have introduced bills -and otherwise interested myself. . 

The proposed authorization, which is by no means an appro
priation, for the expenditure of an additional $100,000,000 for 
buildings outside the District of Columbia during the next six 
years ·had my active support and was passed by the Hou::;e 
during the session just closed. It failed to· pass the Senate 
because of the efforts of certain Senators-usually called a fili
buster_:_to prevent a further investigation of election con·up-
tion in certain States. · 

Under· the present law $25,000,000 per year is all that can be 
expended on this building program. If the act which failed in 
the Senate had passed, that sum would have been increased to 
$35,000,000 per year. · 

The House passed an appropriation of $19,879,700 for use dur
ing the approaching year in starting this program. That 
amount was insufficient and did not reach the $25,000,000 
authorized under present law, much less the $35,000,000 limit 
which we tried to write into the law. But e""en that meager 
appropriation for huildin~s during the approaching fiscal year 
failed because of the legislative situation in the Senate already 
referred to. . 

In passing on the work of his public ser-vant the citizen has 
a right to know the facts. To· talk without knowing is foolish. 
Intelligent citizens want to know the facts in order to be fair. 
The people of the second congressional district and the people 
of the four cities mentioned have been generous with me and I 
have been faithful to them. With this statement, to which I 
could add much, I lea""e the facts with them. 

A.DDEl~DA 

The following are some of the Texas cities having no Federal 
buildings and having no provision yet made for tbem, with their 
postal re~eipts_ for 1925 and 1926 : 

City 

M:~Ie-w-~=========================~:::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Sweetwater __ -------------------------------~-----------------Breckenridge _____________ ----- ________ ----------------------_ 
Taylor ___ ~~- __________ ---------- __ ------ ____ ------------- _____ _ 
Lubbock ____ ---_~-------------~--------~-----------------------
Cisco _________ -------_____________ -------_--------------------
LUfkin ____ ------------------------------------------------:._---
J acksonvffie _____ •• ---_ ------------ -------- ___ -~ ---------------
Center __ ------------------ ______ ;-_------------~~--------------

Receipts Receipts 
1925 1926 

$46.610 
45;281 
45,098 
42,557 
34,173 
76, 128 
29,183 
30,026 
29,503 
12,086 

$47,812 
51. 539 
50, 414 
50,165 
34,881 
81, 122 
40,184 
34, 529 
33, 073 
13,337 
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There are throughout the Nation many hundreds of cities 

lar..,.er than the largest of ours having no public buildings and 
O're~t numbers of others having wholly inadequate facilities 
~hich have business and receipts many times a s great as the 
greates t of ours having no buildings; all of which is pointed 
out in the main body of these remarks. 

As stated, the appropriation bill carrying an utterly inade
quate amount but intended to start relief measures at many 
places, including four in Texas, during the approac~i~g fiscal 
year, failed of pai>sage in the Senate, so that the bmldmg pro
gram stands still for another year, unless the departments can 
adopt some expedient to avoid the failure of the Senate to pass 
that appropriation. 

SPECIAL ASSISTANTS, BOARD OF TAX APPEALS 
1\Ir. GREEN of Iowa, from the Committee on Ways and 

Mean:, I'eported the bill (H. R. 16910) to provide for the em
ployment of special assistants by the Board of Ta~ Appeals, 
wllieh was referred to the Union Calendar, and, w1th the ac
companying report, ordered printed. 

COj\'FERENCE REPORT--URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. ·wooD. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report on 

the bill (H. R. 16462) making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30 1927, and prior fiscal years, and to provide urgent sup
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1927, and for other purposes, for printing under the rule. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SE...~ATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal 

clerk announced that the Senate insists upon its amendments . 
to the bill (H. R. 16249) entitled "An act making appropria
tions for the militax·y and nonmilitary activities of the War 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for 
other purposes," disagreed to by the· House of Representativ~s, 
and agrees to the conference asked by the House on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
as conferees on the part of tile Senate Mr. WADS WORTH, Mr. 
JoNES of ·washington, Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Mr. FLETCHER-, 
and 1\Ir. H.AR.RIS. 
HOU E BILLS A -o HOUSE JOD.~T RESOLUTIO~ PRESENTED TO 'I'HE 

PRESIDENT 

1\lr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they presented to the President of the 
United States, for Ws approval, the following bills: 
· H. R. 585. An act for the relief of Frederick Marshall; 

H. R. 1105. An act for the relief of the Kelly Springfield 
1\Iotor Truck Co. of California ; 

H. R. 1330. An act for the relief of Helene M. Hubrich ; 
H. R. 1464. An act for the relief of Charles C. Hughes; 
H. R. 2184. An act for the relief of James Gaynor; 
H. R. 2491. An act for the relief of Gordan A. Dennis ; 
H. R. 4376. An act to allow and credit the accounts of Joseph 

R. Hebblethwaite, formerly captain, Quartermaster Corps, 
United States Army, the sum of $237.90 disallowed by the 
Comptroller General of the United States; 

H. R. 4719. An act for the relief of the New Braunfels Brew
ing Co.; 

H. R. 5866. An act for th~ relief of the Lehigh Coal & Navi
gation Co.; 

H. R. 5991. An act authorizing the adjustment of the boun
daries of the Black Hills and Harney Forests, and for other 
pur})OSeS; 

H. R. 6586. An act for the relief of Russell W. Simpson; 
H. R. 6806. An act authorizing the payment of a claim to 

Alexander J. Thompson ; · 
H. R. 7156. An act for the relief of 1\Iaurice E. Kin ey ; 
H. R. 7617. An act to authorize payment to the Pennsylvania 

Railroad Co., a corporation, for damage to its rolling stock at 
Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, N.J., on August 16, 1922; · 

II. R. 7921. An act to authorize the Commissioner of the Gen
eral Land Office to dispose by sale of certain public land in 
the State of Arkansas; 

II. R. 8345. An act for the relief of Crane Co. ; 
H. R. 8685. An act for the relief of Henry S. Ro~·ce; 
II. R. 9045. An act to establish a national military park at and 

near Frederick ·burg, Ya., and to mark and preserve his torical 
points connected with the battles of Frederick~bnrg, Spotsyl
vania Court House, " rilderness, and Chancellorsville, including 
Salem Church, Va.; 

H. R. 9287. An act for the relief of Albert G. Tuxhorn; 
H. R. 9667. An act for the relief of Columbus P. Pierce; 
H. R. 9912. An act approving the transaction of the adjutant 

general of the State of Oregon in issuing property to sufferers 

from a fire in Astolia, Oreg., and relieving the United State;;; 
property and disbursing officer of the State of Oregon and the 
State of Oregon from accountability therefor; 

H. R. 10076. An act for the relief of the estate of William C. 
Perry, late of Cross Creek Town ·hip, Washington County, Pa.; 

H. R. 10130. An act authorizing the Secretat·y of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the president of the Rotary Club, 
of Cra·wfordsville, Montgomery Cotmty, Ind., a bell of a battle
ship that is now, or may be, in his custody; 

H. R. 10725. A.n act for the relief of Capt. C. R. Insley; 
H. R. 11325. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to pro

vide compensation for employees of the United States suffering 
injuries while in the performance of their dutie ·, and for other 
purpo:'les," approved September 7, 1916, and acts in amendment 
thereof; · 

H. R. 11762. An act to provide for the sale of uniforms to 
individuals separated from the military or naval forces of 
the United States; 

H. R. 12064. An act providing for a grant of land to the 
county of San Juan, in the State of w·ashington, for recrea
tional and public-park purposes; 

H. R.12212. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
dispose of obsolete aeronautical equipment to accredited school:->, 
colleges, and universities; 

H. R.12309. An act for the relief of the Bell Telepllone Co., 
of Philadelphia, Pa., and the Illinois Bell Telephone Co. ; 

H. R. 12852. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
accept on behalf of the United States title in fee simple to a 
certain strip of land and the construction of a bridge across 
Archers Creek in South Carolina; 

H. R.12889. An act to relinquish the title of the United States 
to the land in the claim of Moses Steadham, situate in the 
county of Baldwin, State of Alabama ; 

B. :a.. 12931. An act to provide for maintaining, promoting. 
and advertising the International Trade Exhibition; 

H. R.13-181. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to accept title for post-office site at Olyphant, Pa., with mineral 
reservations; 

H. R. H248. An act to amend the provision contained in the 
act approved March 3, 1915, providing thaf the Chief of Naval 
Operations, during the temporary absence of the Secretary and 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy, shall be next in succe sion to 
act as Secretary of the Navy; 

H. R. 15537. An act to amend section 476 and section 4934 of 
the Revi ·ed Statutes; 

H. R. 15604. An act for the promotion of rifle practice through
out the United States; 

H. R. 15651. An act to encourage breeding of riding hor. ·es 
for Army purposes ; 

H. R. 15653. An act to furnish public quarters. fuel, and light 
to certain civilian instructors in the United States Military 
..Academy; 

H. R.15821. An act to revise the boundary of the Hawaii Na
tional Park on the island of l\Iaui in the Territory of Hawaii; 

H. R. 15959. An act making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, eoru- • 
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, 
and for other purposes ; and 

H. J. Res. 233. House joint resolution authorizing the Secre
tary of War to loan certain French guns which belong to the 
United States and are now in the city park at Walla "~alia, 
Wash., to the city of Walla Walla, and for other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the H ouse do now 

adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o"clock and 

3-1 minutes p. m.) the Hou e adjourned until to-morrow, 'l'hur ·
day, February 10, 1927, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list· of com
mittee hearings scheduled for Thursday, February 10. 19"27, 
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several com
mittees: 

OMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIO~S 

(10.30 a. m.) 

Second deficiency bill. 
COMMITTF...E ON BA..~KING A~D CURRE~CY 

(10.30 a. m.) 

To amend the Federal farm loa n act (H. R. 15540). 
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COMMITTEE ON INDIAN .AFF .AIRS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To adjust the payment of the balances. due by purchases of 

coal and asphalt deposits in the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations in Oklahoma (H. R 16689). 

COMMITTEE ON PATENTS 

(10 a. m.) . 
To amend sections 27, 42, and 44 of the act entitled "An act 

to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright," ap
~roved March 4, 1909 (H. R. 16808). 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
Authorizing the acceptance by the Navy Department of a 

site for an aviation training field in the vici,nity of Pensacola, 
Fla., and for other purposes (H. R. 16994). 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 

were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
953. A communication from the President of the United 

States, transmitting supplemental· estimates of appropriations 
for the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1926, and supplemental estimates of appropriations for the 
fiscal years ending June 30, 1927, and June 30, 1928, together 
with certain audited claims and final judgments against the 
District of Columbia, amounting in · all to $1,205,863.01 ; also 
six items of proposed legislation affecting existing legislation 
(H. Doc. No. 697) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and· 
ordered to be printed. 

954. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropriations 
for the legislative establishment under the Architect of the 
Capitol, for the fiscal years 1920 and 1921, in the sum of 
$1,067.80 ·(H. Doc. No. 698) ; to the Committee on Appropria
tions and ordered to be printed. 

955. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
list of leases granted by the _ S~r~tary of War under auth.ol'ity 
of said act during the calender year 1926; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the War Department. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. BARKLEY: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com

merce. H. R. 16888. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the Paducah Board of Trade (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its 
successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Ohio River; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2018). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SWING: Committee· on the Public Lands. H. R. 16555. 
A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue patent 
to the county of Del Norte, State of California, to Whaler 
Island, in Crescent City Bay, Del Norte County, Calif., for 
purposes of a public wharf; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2019). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. / 

Mr. SINNOTT: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 3963. 
An act to provide for the protection, development, and utiliza
tion of the public lands in Alaska by establishing an adequate 
system for grazing livestock thereon; with amendment (Rept. 
.No. 2020). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
tl1e state of the Union. 

Mr. PORTER: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
350. A joint resolution to provide for the payment of claims 
of certain German nationals against the United States; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 2024). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ABERNETHY: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 
14881. A bill to relinquish to its equitable owners the title of 
the United States to the land in the claims of A. Moro and of 
Anthony Campbell in Jackson County, Miss.; without amend~ 
ment ( Rept. No. 2025). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COLE: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 351. 
A joint resolution to provide for the expenses of the participa
tion of the United States in the work Of the econorqic confer
ence to be held at Geneva, Switzerland; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2026). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VESTAL: Committee on Patents. H. R 16548. A bill 
to amend sections 57 and 61 of the act entitled "An act to 
amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright," approved 
March 4, 1909; with amendment _(Rept. No. 2027). Refe!'red 

to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. H. R. 3840. A bill to amend the act of February 
28, 1925, fixing the compensation of employees in post offices; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2028). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. · S. J. Res. 152. A joint resolution to 
amend subdivisions (b) and (e) of section 11 of the immigra
tion act of 1924, as amended; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2029). Referred to the House Calendar. 

l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa: Committee on Ways and Means. H. R. 
16910. A bill to provide for the employment of special as~ 
sistants by the Board of Tax Appeals ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2030). 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 XIII, 
Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Claims. S. 2348. An 

act for the relief of Nick Masonich ; with amendment ( Rept. 
No. 2021) . . Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. · 

Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affair.s. H. R. 844~. 
A bill for the relief of James E. Moyer; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2022). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. · 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 1~708. 
A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to place the name of 
Joseph F. Ritchardson on the rolls of Company 0, One hundred 
and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
issu~ him an honorable discharge; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2023). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. DICKSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 17035) to provide for 

the deportation of any alien who fails to maintain his wife or 
minor child living abroad; to the . Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 17036) to amend the 
immigration law so as to permit persons engaged in agricul
ture to enter the United States in excess of the quota fixed by 
the statute; to · the Committee on Immigration and Natural
ization. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 17037) granting certain 
public lands to the town of Florence, Ariz., for municipal, park, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PARKS: A bill (H. R. 17038) to amend section 71 
of the Judicial Code, as amended; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 17039) to amend the World 
War veterans' act, 1924, as amended; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By 1\fr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 17040) to conserve the rev
enues from medicinal spirits and provide for the effective 
Government control of such spirits, to prevent the evasion of 
taxes, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 17041) to repeal section 9 
of the act entitled. "An act to provide for stock-raising home
steads, and for other purposes," approved December 29, 1916 ; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17042)' providing for reimbursement of the 
Ponca Indian tribal fund for sums expended by the . Ponca 
Indian Agency at Ponca City, Okla., and prohibiting further 
expenditures without the consent of the tribe; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 17043) classifying 
and fixing salaries of United States commissioners in Alaska; 
to the Committee on the Judic~ary. ____/ 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17044) to 
provide funds for the upkeep of the Puyallup Indian cemetery 
at Tacoma, Wash.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ZIHLlVl.AN: A bill (H. R. 17045) to amend section 
115a of an act entitled "An act to establish a code of law for 
the District of Columbia," as amended; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. · 

By Mr. FISH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 352) to provide 
for the expenses of the participation of the United States . in 
the work of a preparatory commission to consider questions 
of reduction and limitation of armaments; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. PORTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 353) for the 

relief of the consulate general at Yokohama, Japan; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 

referred as follows : 
Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon, urging 

favorable action upon Senate bill 4627, providing for the devel
opment of the Umatilla Rapids power and irrigation project on 
the Columbia River ; to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla
mation. 

By Mr. ROWBOTTOl\1: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Indiana, to abolish Federal estate tax; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Iowa, favoring the improvement of the Mississippi 
River and the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence waterway; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Ha.rbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of South Dakota, regarding a treaty between the United 
States and the Dominion of Canada for the development of the 
Great Lakes-St. Lawrence ship canal; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GARBER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Oregon, requesting an investigation of the reports and facts 
of the contracts entered into between the United States and 
Fred Herrick for the sale of lumber in 1\Ialheur National For
est; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. JOHNSON of Indiana: Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Indiana, urging the enactment of sound agricul
tural legislation; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Indiana, urg
ing the appropriating of funds for a United States Veterans' 
Bureau general hospital; to the Committee on World War Vet
erans' Legislation. 

By Mr. THURSTON: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Iowa, m·ging the necessary appropriation for the con
structio!} of the St. Lawrence waterway and for the improve
ment of the Mi~sissippi waterway; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 17046) for the relief of 

Will J. Allen ; to the Committee of Claims. 
By Mr. ANDRESEN: A bill (H. R. 17047) granting a pen

sion to Agnes Hughes Carnes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17048) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Johnson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17049) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria Smith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 17050) granting an in
crease of pension to George Williams; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 17051) granting an in
crease of pension to Lucinda M. Melson ; to the Committee on 
Pension~. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 17052) granting a pension 
to Martha M. Luttrell; to the Committea on Invalid Pensions. 

By Ur. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 17053) granting a pension 
to Annie McCarthy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17054) granting a pension to Jennie B. 
Southwick ; to the Committee on Pe:Q.sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17055) granting a pension to Mary Ger
trude Hickey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Bv Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 17056) granting an 
increase of pension to Rosetta Cleveland; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 17057) granting an an
nuity to Dr. Robert P. Cooke; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. · 

By Mr. KIESS: .A. bill (H. R. 17058) for the relief of Walter 
E. Switzer ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINDRED: .A. bill (H. R. 17059) for the relief of 
Hariklea Coundourianes for the payment of claims for pay, 
personal injuries, loss of property, and other purposes incident 
to the blasting of Hell Gate Channel ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17060) for the relief of Yasilios M. 
Coundourianes for the payment of claims for pay, personal 
injuries, loss of property, and other purposes incident to the 
blasting of Hell Gate Channel ; to the Committee on Clai!ns. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 17061) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary J. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHAFER: A bill (H. R. 17062) granting an in
crease of pension to Flora Kaufer; to the Committee on Pen-
sions. · 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 17063) for the relief of 
C. G. Duganne and A. N. Ross; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

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

6326. Petition of city council of the city of Chicago, indorsing 
legislation to authorize loans by the United States Veterans' 
Bureau on adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

6327. By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., in favor of House bill 10311 for the District of Co· 
lumbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6328. Also, petition of citizens of Shawnee County, State of 
Kansas, for acknowledgment of ·the authority of Christ and 
the law of God in the United States Constitution; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

6329. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of Mrs. Rose E. Biggs, 
Robinson, ill., favoring the enactment of the Civil War pen-
sion bill into Jaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

6330. Also, petition from citizens of Sumner, Ill., urging the 
passage of the Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6331. By Mr. ARENTZ: Petition of citizens of Battle Moun
tain, Nev., urging that the Congress take immediate steps to 
bring about a vote on a Civil War pension bill affording relief 
to needy and suffering veterans and widows of veterans; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6332. By Mr. BARKLEY : Petition of numerous voters of 
Graves County, Ky., favoring an increase in Civil War pensions; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6333. Also, petition of numerous voters of Graves County, Ky., 
in favor of an increase in Civil War pensions ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

6334. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of New York City Federation 
of Women';; Clubs, protesting against the failure of Congress to 
proTide the funds to maintain the Navy in accord with the 
5--&---3 ratio and the refusal of the House of Representatives to 
pro-vide funds to lay down at least the three cruisers authorized, 
and urging the maintenance of the Army of the United States 
in accord with the provisions of the national defense act of 
1920; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

6335. Also, petition of Government Club (Inc.), protesting 
against the failure of Congress to provide the funds to maintain 
the Navy in accord with the 5-5-3 ratio and the refusal of the 
House of Representatives to provide funds to lay down at least 
the three cruisers authorized, and urging the maintenance of 
the Army of the United States in accord ''ith the provisions 
of the national defense act of 1920, and further mging upon 
Congress that it appraise the opposition of defeatist organiza
tions and their irresponsibility in the premises ; to the Com
mittee on Appropriations. 

6336. By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition from 224 voters of 1\Iineral, 
Tucker, 1\fonongalia, and other counties in the second district 
of West Virginia, urging action by Congress in providing further 
relief for Civil ·war veterans and their dependents; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensiuns. 

6337. Also, petition of 355 voters of the second congressional · 
district of West Virginia, urging immediate action by the House 
on legislation providing for higher pension rates to Civil War 
widows : to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6338. ·By l\Ir. BRIGGS: Petition of number of citizens of 
Liberty County, Tex., with regard to Civil War pensions; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6339. By Mr. BROWNE: Petition of citizens of Amherst, 
Wood County, Wis., urging that immediate steps be taken to 
bring to a vote the Civil War pension bill; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

6340. By Mr. BURTNESS: Petition of 37 I'esidents of Cayuga, 
N. Dale, urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting an 
increased pension to Chil War veterans and the widows of 
Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6341. By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Mifllin 
Township, Allegheny County, Pa., urging the passage of a bill 
increasing the pensions of Civil War veterans and widows of 
veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6342. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of Isophine Ward and 63 
other residents of Dearborn County, Ind., urging the passage of 
legislation for i!lcreasing the pensions of Civil War soldiers 
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and widows of Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6343. By Mr. CANNON: Petition of J. S. Park and 61 other 
citizens of Foley, Mo., indorsing enactment of pension-increase 
legislation ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6344. Also, petition of Mrs. Josephine Ellison and 116 other 
citizens of Sullivan, Mo., indorsing enactment of pension
increase legislation ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6345. By Mr. CARSS: Petition of auxiliary of the Howard 
Bennett Post, No~ 246, .American Legion, in opposition to Welsh 
bill, to abolish military training in certain of our land-grant 
colleges; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

6346. By 1\lr. CHALMERS : Petition signed. by 27 residents 
of Lucas County, Ohio, urging that immediate action be 
taken to increase the pensions of all Civil War veterans and 
widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6347. By Mr. CONNERY: Resolution of the citizens of Lynn, 
reque. ting action on the Civil War pension bill; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

6348. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of certain resi• 
dents of Lake Geneva, Wis., urging passage of bill to increase 
pensions of Civil War veterans and widows of vete1·ans; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6349. Also, petition of certain residents of Racine, Wis., 
urging passage of House bill 10311, Sunday rest bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6350. Also, petition of certain residents of Darien, Walworth 
County, Wis., urging passage of bill to increase pensions of Civil 
War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on 
J:nvalid Pensions. 

6351. Also, petition of certain residents of Racine County, 
Wis., protesting against pas age of House bill 10311, Sunday 
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6352. By Mr. CULLEN : Resolution passed by the Board of 
Aldermen of the City of New York on January 25, 1927, me
morializing Congress to pass bill helping veterans to get loans 
on soldiers' bonus certificates; to the Committee on World War 
Legislation. 

6353. By Mr. DAVENPORT : Petition of residents of Rome, 
N. Y., favoring the enactment of pending legislation to increase 
the pen ions of Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6354. By Mr. DAVIS : Petition of citizens of Coffee County, 
Tenn., urging passage of Civil War pension bill; to th'e Com
mittee· on Invalid Pensions. 

6355. Also, petition of citizens of Bedford County, Tenn., urg
ing passage of civil W-ar pension bill; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

6356. By Mr. DENISON: Petition of certain citizens of 
Thebes, Ill., Ul'ging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a 
vote a Civil War pension bill carrying the rates proposed by 
the National Tribune in order that relief may be accorded to 
needy and suffering veterans and widows of veterans; to the. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

6357. By Mr. DOUGLASS: Petition of Frank R. Shepard, 
vice president of the General Baking Co., 62 Bunker Hill Street, 
Charlestown, Boston, Mass., urging defeat of the so-called 
McNary-Haugen farm relief bill, now pending in the Congress, 
stating that the passage of this measul'e would increase the 
price of flour about $2 per barrel, and would result in the price 
of bread and other products all over the country to increase, 
and at the same time cause consumption to fall off; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

6358. By Mr. EATON: Petition of 1\Irs. 1\I. E. Fletcher, 221 
Church Street, Bound Brook, N. J., and 90 other residents of 
Bound Brook, urging that immediate steps be taken to bring 
Civil War pension bill to vote, and asking support by Members 
of Congress; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6359. By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD: Petition of Wayne 
County Council of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, of Detroit, 
1\Iich., praying for a special rule for immediate consideration of 
House bill 4548 for retirement of disabled emergency Army 
officers of the World War; to the Committee on Rules. 

6360. Also, petition of the City Interpost Council of the 
American Legion of Los Angeles, asking Congress to pass House 
bill 4548, for retirement of disabled emergency officers of the 
World War; to the Committee on Rules. 

6361. Also, petition of Post No. 1, Disabled American Veterans 
of the World War, per .John R. Quinn, president, for Congress 
to pass Fitzgerald bill (H. R. 4548) for retirement of disabled 
emergency Army office~s of the World War; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

6362. Also, petition of Post No. 177, American Legion, Ocean 
Park, Calif., unanimously indorsing House bill 4548, for the 

"retirement of disabled emergency officers of the World_ Wa,r, 

and urging that a vote by House be bad upon the bill ; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

6363. By Mr. GALLIV A...~: Petition of James R. Gormley, 
post-office box :J.-58, Ormond Beach, Fla., urging early and 
favorable consideration of Resolution 315, which would make 
the columbine the national flower of the United States of 
America; to the Committee on the Library. 

6364. By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana : Petition of Mary E. 
Dean and Joseph M. Dean, of Pekin, Ind., urging that im
mediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension 
bill in order that relief may be accorded to needy and suffering 
veterans and widows of veterans, and further urging that the 
most hearty support on the part of our Senators and Repr~sen
tatives in Congress be accorded this legislation; to the Com· 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

6365. By Mr. HOOPER : Petition of Mrs. Ida Guntin and 78 
other residents of Battle Creek, Mich., in favor of pending 
legislation to increase the present rates of pensions of Civil 
War veterans, their widows, and dependents; to the Cornmittea 
on Invalid Pensions. 

6366. By Ml'. JACOBSTEIN: Petition signed by citizens of 
Rochester. N. Y., urging passage of the Civil War pension bill 
for the relief of needy yeterans and widows of that war ; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6367 .. Also, petition signed by citizens of Rochester, N. Y., 
urging passage of the Civil War pension bill for the relief of 
needy veterans and widows of that war; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6368. By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of six citizens 
of Vigo County, Ind., urging the passage of legislation for tl1e 
relief of Civil War veterans and widows of veterans ; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6369. By Mr. KEARNS : Petition of citizens of Portsmouth, 
Ohio, urging passage of Civil · War pension bill; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions. · 

6370. By Mr. KIEFNER: Petition from patrons of St. 
Francois County, 1\Io., Ul'ging Congress to pass legislation for 
the relief of needy and suffering Civil War veterans and 
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6371. Also, petition from the citizens of St. Francois County, 
Mo., urging the passage of legislation for the relief of needy 
and suffering Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6372. Also, petition of citizens of Springdale, Pa., favoring 
increased pensions for Civil War veterans and widows of 
veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6373. By i\Ir. KIESS : Petition from citizens of Tioga County, 
Pa., favoring the passage of the Elliott pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6374. By Mr. KIRK: Petition of citi.zens of StuTgeon, Owsley 
County, Ky., in support of Civil War pension bill; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

6375. By Mr. LEA of California : Petition of 82 residents 
of Sonoma County, Calif., urging passage of Civil War pension 
bill ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6376. Also, petition of 115 residents of Rohnerville, Calif., 
favoring passage of Civil War pension legislation; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6377. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of 1\frs. Catherine E. B1;1-ne 
and Mrs. Mary 1\f. Green, of North Liberty, Iowa, urging the 
passage of the Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6378. By Mr. LITTLE: Petition signed by 71 residents of 
Ottawa, Kans., urging that immediate steps be taken to bring 
to a vote a Civil War pension bill; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6379. Also, petitions signed by 20 voters of Kansas City, 
Kans., and 64 voters of Humboldt, Kans., urging that immediate 
steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6380. By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Petition of 46 citi
zens of Muskegon, Muskegon County, Mich., for a liberalization 
of the Civil War pension laws; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6381. By 1\Ir. McREYNOLDS : Petition from the voters of 
Tellico Plains, Monroe County,_ Tenn., urging that immediate 
steps be taken to bring to a vote the bill for the relief of needy 
and suffering veterans and widows of the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6382. Also, petition from the voters of Cleveland, Bradley 
County, Tenn., urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to 
a vote the bill for the relief of needy and suffering veterans and 
widows of the Civil War;. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6383. By Mr. McSWEENEY: Petition of citizens of Alliance, 
Ohio, asking further relief for vet&ans of the Civil ·war and 
widows of veterans·; to the Com!ll~ttee on Invalid Pensions. 
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6384. By Mr. MANLOVE: Petition of G. W. Dogie. W. G. 

Faigan. and 50 others, of Jasper County, . Mo., against Sunday 
legislation; to the Committee on .the District of Columbia. 

G385. By l\Ir. MORROW: Petition of citizen.s of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., indorsing legislation for Civil War veterans and widows 
of yeterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6386. Bv l\Ir. O'CON~'"'ELL of New York: Petition of the New 
York Institute for the Education of the Blind urging legislation 
to regulate the importation of woven goods so that blind weavers 
may not be put out of business; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

6387. Also, petition of F. Jarka Co. (Inc.), of New York City, 
favoring the passage of Senate bill 3170, known as the Cum
mins Act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

6388. By Mr. RAMSEYER: Petition of residents of Grinnell, 
Iowa. urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote 
a Civil War pension bill in order that relief may be accorded to 
needy and suffering veterans and widows; to the Committee on 
Invrrlid Pensions. 

6389. By Mr. ROWBOTTOl\I: Petition of H. R. Nevins and 
others that the McNary-Haugen bill be enacted into law at 
this session of Congress ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

6390. By 1\lr. SINNOTT: Petition of certain citizens of Long 
Creek and Ritter, Oreg., with reference to further increase in 
pensions for veterans of the Civil War and widows of veterans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6391. By 1\lr. S0-:\.1ERS of New York: Petition of citizens of 
the sixth congressional district, New York, in favor of Civil 
War pension legislation; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6392. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by 
John A. Wyers and others, of White Salmon, Wash., protesting 
against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legis
lation; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6393. Also, petition signed by Mark Overbaugh and others, of 
Portland, Oreg., protesting against the enactment of compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

6394. Also, petition signed by Mrs. J. R. Hunt and others, of 
Bingen, Wash., protesting against the enactment of compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

6395. -Also, petition signed by R. A. Randall and others, of 
Husum, Wash., protesting against the enactment of compulsory 
Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

6396. Also, petition signed by J. M. Buce and others, of 
Trout Lake, Wash.. protesting against the enactment of com
pulsory Sunday observance legislation ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

6397. By Mr. SWARTZ: Petition of Abraham Lincoln Post, 
No. 4, Grand Army of the Republic of Colorado and Wyoming, 
favoring new legislation for increased pensions for veterans of 
the Civil War and widows of veterans; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6398. Also, petition of Affiliated Orders of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Colorado and Wyoming, favor
ing new -pension legislation providing for increases for Civil 
War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6399. Also, petition of W. A. Pope and others, of Harrisburg, 
Pa., favoring new pension legislation for Civil War veterans 
and widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6400. By :Mr. SWING: Petition of certain residents of Fuller
ton, Calif., urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting 
increased pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of 
Civil War veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6401. Also, petition of certain residents of Orange, Calif., urg
ing the passage by Congress of a bill providing for increased 
pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War 
veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6402. Also, petition of certain residents of Santa Ana, Calif., 
urging the passage by Congress of a bill granting increased pen
sions to Civil War veterans and the widows of Civil War vet
erans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6--103. Also, petition of certain residents of San Diego, Calif., 
protesting against the passage by Congress of House bills 7179, 
7822, 10123, and 10311, or any other " religious " measure ; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6404. Also, petition of certain residents of Arlington, Calif., 
protesting against the passage by Congress of House bill 10311 
or any other bill for the compulsory observance of Sunday; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6405. Also, petition of certain residents of National City, 
Calif., protesting against the passage by Congress of House bills 

7179, 7822, 10123, and 10311, or any other " religious " measure ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6406. Also, petition of certain residents of California, pro
testing against the passage by Congress of Hou:se bill 10311 
or any other bill for !he compulsory observance of Sunday ; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6407. Also, petition of certain residents of California, pro
testing against the passage by Congress of House bill 10311 or 
any other bill for the compulsory observance of Sunday; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

6408. By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of divers citizens of 
Putnam County, Ohio, urging passage of more liberal pension 
legislation for veterans of the Civil War and widows of vet
erans ; to the dommittee on Invalid Pension . 

6409. By 1\lr. THURSTON : Petition of citizens of Chariton, 
Iowa, and vicinity, urging an increased compensation for Civil 
'Var veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

6410. Also, _petition of citizenR of Shambaugh, Iowa, and 
. vicinity, urging an increased compensation for Civil War vet
erans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6411. Also, petition of citizens - of Shambaugh~ Iowa, and 
vicinity, urging an increased compensation for Civil War vet
erans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

6412. By 1\Ir. WASON: Petition of i\Iargaret A. Day, Bert· 
well E. Root, and Carl Day, tllree citizens of Berlin, N. H., 
urging that immediate action be taken to bring to a vote a 
Civil War pension bill in order tllat relief may be accorded to 
needy and suffering veterans and widows of veterans ; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6413. Also, petition of Stephen M. Thomton and 43 other citi
zens of Cornish Flat, N. II.,- urging that immediate steps be 
taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill in order that 
relief may be accorded to needy and suffering veterans and 
widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6414. Also, petition of Oliver P. 1\Iurdick and 13 other resi
dents of Keene, N. H., urging that immediate action be taken 
to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill in order that relief 
may be accorded to needy and suffering veteran.<,; and widows of 
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .. 

6415. Also, petition of William B. Graham and eight other 
residents of Greenville, N. H., urging that immediate action be 
taken to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill in order that 
relief may be accorded to needy and suffering veterans and 
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6416. Also, petition of l\Iary A. Traxler and 63 other residents 
of Bennington, N. H., urging that immediate action be taken 
to bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill in order that relief 
may be accorded to needy and suffering veterans and widows of 
veteran ·; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6417. By Mr. WOLVERTON: Petition of l\Ir . 0. M. Ward 
and other residents of Upshur County, W. Va., urging the pas
sage of the bill now pending in Congress for the relief of Civil 
War widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

6418. Also, petition of Lucretia Gum and other re idents of 
Harrison County, W. Va., asking that the bill now pending in 
Congress for the relief of Civil War widows be passed; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, Februa-ry 10,1927 

(Leui-sla-tive day of Wedne.sd.ay, Febrnary 9, 19.'21) 

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira
tion of tile recess. 

~~he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. · 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A m~ssage from the House of Representati-ves, by Mr. Chaffe-e, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 16888) granting the consent of Congre s to the Paducah 
Board of Trade (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and 
assigns, -to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Ohio River, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to -the following em·olled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 5197. An act to authorize an appropriation for reconnais-
sance work in conjunction with the middle Rio Grande con-
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