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SENATE 

SATURDAY, J anua'l'Y 18, 1930 
(Legislative day of Monday, January 6, 1930) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen Frazier La Follette 
Ashurst George McCulloch 
Burkley Gillett McKellilr 
Bingham Glenn McMaster 
Blaine Goff McNary 
mease Goldsbo.rough Metcalf 
Bor-ah Gould Moses 
Bratton Greene Norris 
Brock Harris Nye 
Brookhart Harrison Oddie 
Capper Hayden Overman 
('araway Hebert Patterson 
Connally Heflin Pine 
Couzens Howell Ransdell 
Dale Johnson Robinsont....Ind. 
Deneen Jones Robsion, Ky. 
Dill Kendrick Schull 
Fess Keyes Sheppard 
Fletcher King Shortridge 

Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenterg 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
WatsOil 
Wheeler 

Mr. TOWNSEl\"D. I desire to announce that the senior Sena
tor from Delaware [Mr. HAsTINGs] is detained from the Senate 
on account of illness. I ask that this announcement may stand 
for the day. 

l\Ir. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. PrTrMAN] is detained from the Senate beca.u...qe of 
the unfortunate circumstance that his residence was destroyed 
by fire early this morning. 

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

PETITIONS AND MEMOBIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate resolutions 
adopted by the Municipal Council of Porac, Province of Pam
panga, P. I., felicitating the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. 
KING] for the deep interest he has taken in the question of 
Philippine independence and thanking him and Senators BING
HAM, ROBINSON of Indiana, BORAH, JoHNSON, and other Sena
tors for the attention given by them to the Philippine cause, 
and also favoring Philippine independence, which were referred 
to the Committee on Territories and Insular Affairs. 

Mr. McCULLOCH presented resolutions adopted by the board 
of trustees of the Akron and Summit County Federation of 
Women's Clubs, and the board of management of the Norwood 
branch of the Cincinnati Young Women's Christian Associatio~ 
favoring the prompt ratification by the Senate of the proposed 
'\Vorld Court protocol, which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a convention of 
120 teachers of Vinton County, Ohio, favoring the passage of 
legislation to create a Federal department of education, which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented. a resolution adopted by Allen County Klan, 
No. 55, Realm of Ohio, Knights of the Ku-Klux Klan, favoring 
the pas age of the s<K!alled Capper-Robslon bill, to create a 
Federal department of education, which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Canton, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Smoot bill, being 
the bill (S. 1468) to amend the food and drugs act of June 30, 
1906, by extending its provisions to tobacco and tobacco prod
ucts, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also pre ented petitions numerously signed by sundry 
citizens of Cleveland, Sandusky, Painesville, Willard, Cincin
nati, Lakeville, Findlay, Newark, Jeffersonville, and of Greene 
and Montgomery Cormties, all in the State of Ohio, praying for 
the passage of legislation granting increased pensions to 
Spanish War veterans, which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the councils of the 
city of Toledo and of the village of Covington, in the State of 
Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation granting increa ed 
pensions to Spanish War veterans, which were referred to the 
Oommittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAPPER presented petitions_ of sundry citizens of Gar
nett ·and Topeka, in the State of Kansas, praying for the pas
sage of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War 
veterans, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented re olutions adopted by the Washington 
Section of the National Council of Jewish Women, the Council 
of Jewish Junior , and the La.dies Auxiliary of the Hebrew 
Home for the Aged, all of Washington, D. C., favoring the 
prompt ratification by the Senate of the proposed World Court 
protocol, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He al o presented resolutions adopted by the Federation of 
Women's Clubs, Eighth Dirtrict, by 62 branches of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, and by 12 branches of the Busi
ness and Professional Women's Club, all in the State of Kansa • 
favoring the prompt ratification by the Senate of the proposed 
World Court protocol, which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BLAil\.TE pre ented ~ petition of sundry citizens of 
Janesville, Wis., praying for the passage of legislation grant
ing increased pensions to Spanish War veterans, which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILL presented petitions numerously signed by sundry 
citizens of the State of Washington, praying for the pas age of 
legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War vet
eran , which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH p-resented petitions of sundry citi
zens of the city and county of Baltimore, Md., praying for ilie 
pa age of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish 
War veterans, which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Mecklenburg County, N. C., praying for the passage of tegisla
tion granting increased pensions to Spanish War veteranS, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Watonga, Okla., praying for the passage of legisla
tion granting increased pensions to Spanish War veteran~ 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. 'V ALSH of Massachusetts presented petitions numerously 
signed by sundry citizens of the State of Massachusetts, pray
ing for the passage of legislation granting increased pens~ons 
to Spanish War veterans, which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF THE COMMERCE CO:llMITTEE 

Mr. JO:NES, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 3167) to provide for the coordination of 
the public-health activit!es of the Government, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment and submitted a re
port (No. 101) thereon. 

Mr. RANSDELL, from the CQmmittee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1171) to establish ancl operate a 
Ilational institute of health, to create a system of fellowships in 
said institute, and to authorize the Government to accept dona
tions for use in ascertaining the cause, prevention, and cure of 
disease affecting human beings, and for other purposes, re
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
102) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

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

By Mr. JONES : . 
A bill (S. 3180) relating to the qualifications of civil Com

missioners for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McNARY: 
A bill (S. 3181) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 

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

By Mr. JOHNSON: 
A bill (S. 3182) for the relief of John Sanford Tillotson; to 

the Committee on Finance. 
A bill (S. 3183) for the relief of certain retired Coast Guard 

officers; to the Committee on Commerce. 
A bill ( S. 3184) to permit the county of Solano in the State 

of California to lay, con truct, install, and maintain sewer out
lets over and across the Navy Longitudinal Dike and accretions 
thereto, in l\fare Island Strait, Calif. ; 

A bill (S. 3185) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
dispo e of material no longer needed by the Navy; 

A bill (S. 3186) authorizing replacement of the causeway 
over Mare Island Strait, Calif.; 

A bill ( S. 3187) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
proceed with the construction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes · and 

A bill (S. 3188) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to pro
ceed with the construction of certain public works, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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AUENDMENT TO TABIFF BTIL-MOLASSES AND SUGAB SIRUPS 

Mr. BROOKHART submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill, 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

AMENDME~TS TO THE A.OB.IOULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. HAYDEN submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for range inYestigations from $85,000 to 
$105,000, intended to be proposed by him to House bill 7491, 
the Agricultural Department appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to bo 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for soil-erosion investigations from $185,000 to 
$235,000 and to add as a proyiso thereto, " Provid:ed., That at 
least $50,000 of this amount shall be expended for investigat
ing in Arizona, California, and New Mexico the extent to which 
fore t, chapparal, and other vegetati-ve cover on mountainous 
or other nonarable lands influence the regularity of stream 
flow and pre-vent erosion and for developing forestry prac
tices or range management to regulate stream flow and 
pre-rent soil erosion in order to conserve water for irriga
tion and to aid agriculture," intended to be proposed by 
him to House bill 7491, the Agricultural Department Appro
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to House bill 7491, on page 36, line 26, after the words 
" shall be immediately available," to ineert the following: 
" for false-bios om studies, $10,000; and for date-growing in
vestigations, $5,000," which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

COLLEGE AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION WORK 

l\Ir. SMOOT obtained the floor. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 

yield to me for just one moment? . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 
Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask unanimous consent for the imme

diate consideration of a bill which will require no debate; 
otherwise, I should not ask that it be considered. Under the 
term of the Capper-Ketcham Act the legislatures of the State 
had to accept the terms of that law before the agricultural 
colleges could get the benefit of it. The State of Wyoming 
and the State of Georgia failed to act until recently, when their 
Jegislatures met and took appropriate action. Senate bill 3030 
proposes to extend the time in which the State legislatures 
may act and consent to the act of Congress, which is necessary 
in order that they may get the benefit of the funds provided 
therein for agricultural extension work. There is no appropria
tion involved, and there is no change proposed in the law except 
an extension of time. I ask unanimous consent for the imme
diate consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill ( S. 3030) to amend an act entitled 
"An act to provide for the further development of agricultural 
extension work between the agricultural colleges in the several 
State receiving the benefits of the act entitled 'An act donat
ing public lands to the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,' approved July 2, 1862, and all acts supplementary thereto, 
and the United States Department of Agriculture," approved 
May 22, 1928. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration o~ the bill? 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. If there is to be no discu sion upon the bill, 
and it may be pa sed without delay, I shall have no objection 
to its consideration. 

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

Be it enaotea, eto., That the provisions for payment of the install
ments of the appropriation authorized by the act entitled "An act to 
provide for the further development of agricultural extension work 
between the agricultural colleges in the several States receiving the 
benefits of the act entitled 'An act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts,' approved July 2, 1862, and all acts 
supplementary thereto, and the United States Department of Agricul
ture," approved May 22, 1928 (45 Stat. L. 711), be made upon the 
assent of the governors of the several States, duly certified to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, is hereby extended until January 1, 1932. 

The bill was reported to the Semite without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
ATI'ITUDE OF NORTHWESTERN F ARMER8 TOW .ARD THE TARIFF-RADIO 

ADDRD3S BY E. H. EVERSO ... 

1\fr. McMASTER and Mr. JONES addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield ; 

and if so, to whom? 
Mr. S)100T. I yield first to the Senator from South Dakota. 
1\lr. Mc~1ASTER. 1\lr. President, just prior to the Christmas 

recess a controTersy arose on the floor of the Senate in reference 
to an advertisement which appeared in Washington newspapers 
purporting to have been signed by some 300 newspaper pub
lishers of the States of Minnesota, South Dakota, and North 
Dallota. They claim in that ad\ertisement that they represented 
the farmers of that section. 1\lr. E. H. Everson, who is presi
deut of the South Dakota Fanners' Union, an organization with 
many thousands of members, in a radio address in South Da
kota on December 23, 1929, claims that those newspapers did 
not represent the farmers. He protests against that advertise
ment. His address on that occasion speaks for itself, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be published in the Co~GJID:I
SIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be pub
lished in the RECoRD, as follows : 
RADIO ADDRESS BY E. H. EVERSON, PRESIDEXT FARMERS' UNION OF SOU'QI 

DAKOTA 

Ladies and gentlemen of the radio audience, I am going to talk to 
you to-day about some of the things that have been going on in Wash
ington recently. I want to show you how a group of newspapers here 
in the West, while pretending to be for the farmer, are misrepresenting 
you. The lobby investigating committee appointed by Senator NoRRIS, 
chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee, made some startling expo
sures of the methods and means used by the Manufacturers' Association 
to influence the Finance Committee to increase the rates on manufac
tur€d schedules in the proposed tariff bill. That they even succeeded 
in getting a paid representative of the Manufacturers' Association as 
clerk to attend the secret meetings of the Finance Committee, one who 
receives $10,000 per year from the Manufacturers' Association, that 
they might influence the committee in rewriting the schedules for man
ufactured articles, and an this unbeknown to members of the committee. 
Senator Brxoi:IA:u and his lobby associates, including Mr. GRUNDY, 
whom, it is said, has been appointed to take Vare's seat, whom, as you 
no doubt know, was denied a seat because of the expenditure of approxi
mately $785,000 in his behalf in securing his election to the United 
States Senate, were very largely responsible for trying to secure the 
writing of this bill in this way. 

The Senate condemned the action of Senator BI:KGHAM by a vote ot 
54 to 22. It should have been 76 to 0. Now since this lobby investi
gating committee has made these startling exposures, many of these 
lobbyists have left Washington and a new plan has been inaugurated 
to influence the immediate passage of the tariff law without the lower
ing of the industrial schMules. A group of newspapers pretending to 
represent the wishes of the people in Minnesota, North an·d South 
Dakota and Iowa have had a page advertisement placed in the Wash
ington Post urging the Senate to pass this law without slashing the 
industrial rates. This advertisement appeared simultaneously with an 
appeal addressed to Congress to pass this bill with its splendid new 
farm rates and not to hold it up in attempts to cut industrial rates 
below the present law. Among these papers are listed the Lake Mills 
(Iowa) Graphic, the Fargo (N. Dak.) Forum, Minot (N. Dak.) News, 
Huron (S. Dale) Huronite, Brookings (S. Dak.) Register, Rapid City 
(S. Dak.) Journal, and the Yankton (S. Dak.) Press and Dakotan, also 
a vast number of perhaps more than a hundred papers in Minnesota. 
The ad-rertisement referred to begins with the following statement : 

" From personal acquaintance and contact with our farmer readers 
it is our opinion that they want the tarifi' bill passed with as little 
delay as possible." They further stated that they wanted industrial 
labor to be prosperous and that the business structure of the country is 
based largely on tariff protection, that this structure has been in process 
of building for many years, and that business is adjusted to it. Now, 
I want to say to you new papers who are a party to this advertisement 
in the Washington Post that you are misrepresenting the vast majority 
of our people, and that you have placed yourselves squarely on tbe side 
of GRUNDY, BINGHAM, Vare, and the corrupt industTial lobbyist gang 
and squarely against the interests of the Middle West that bas been so 
ably represented in this fight by the Senators of Minnesota, North and 
South Dakota, Nebraska, Iowa, Wisconsin, Montana, and Idaho. 

Both political parties promised agriculture equality with labor and 
industry and the Senators of the States before mentioned have been try
ing to help the Republican Party to redeem their pledges and they 
should be congratulated for the splendid work they have done instead 
of trying to embarrass them by such misrepresentation of the wishes of 
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the people in the Middle West. By such misrepresentation you are 
betraying our own people. You went to Congress with the hands of 
Esau and the voice of Jacob. 

Right here let me state what our National Farmers Union conven
tion, held at Omaha recently, said about this tariff legislation. Their 
statement is as follows, and it passed without a dissenting vote: 

"We denounce log-rolling tariff methods and the use of subtle lobby
ing to secure unfair advantages. We very greatly appreciate the efforts 
of the group of the United States Senators who are so successfully 
seeking to give to agriculture the same measure of protection that in
dustry has long enjoyed." 

I am pleased to note that the vast majority of our newspapers in 
South Dakota refused to become a party to this misrepresentation, and 
I congratulate you. I know some of you were solicited. I have in my 
possession a letter from an editor who was solicited, and he refused to 
be a party to it. I want to name those papers in South Dakota again 
who were a party to this misrepresentation. I want you farmers to 
know what the papers it is that are the mouthpiece for these special 
interests in South Da.kota and how they are paying for a page advertise
ment in the Washington Post to tell Congress that they believe you 
want this bill passed without delay and that you do not want reductions 
in the industrial rates. Lef me ask you farmers how many ·of you 
farmers have authorized these papers to act as your spokesmen in tariff 
legislation? 

The farm population, comprising about one-fourth of the population 
of the Nation, receives less than one-tenth of the national income, and 
it is to remove this inequality that a special session of Congress was 
called, and our Senators from the agricultural West have been trying 
to remove that inequality for which this Congress was called, and you 
newspapers, before mentioned, are making obstructionists of yourselves, 
but you are not going to get anywhere with it except to place yourselves 
in poor light with our people. We have your number now and will 
know how to classify you hereafter. For the benefit of any of the 
listeners who would like to read the full text of the advertisement re
ferred to and who, perhaps, might wish to see the complete list of news
papers contributing to this advertisement, I might say you will find it 
on pages 343 and 344 of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD of the date of 
December 10. 

Mr. JosEPH GRUNDY, king of high-tariff lobbyists, testified before the 
Lobby Investigating Committee, and the following are some of the state
ments he made : 

" It is unfortunate that the Constitution grants to all States equal 
representation in the Senate." "A sense of propriety, if nqt law, should 
silence the Senators from backward States, such as the Dakotas, Idaho, 
Arizona, Mississippi, Arkansas, Montana, and Wisconsin, when a tariff 
bill is being frame~." "These backward States might have been per
mitted to have their say on junior Red Cross work and outdoor relief 
but should be required to hold their peace on matters affecting industry 
and the material welfare of our country." He further stated that the 
West should talk "darned low." This is the type of citizen the Gov
ernor of Pennsylvania appoints to take the place of Vare, who was 
rejected from the Senate on account of the expenditure of such a vast 
amount of money to buy a seat in that body for him. This is the type 
of citizen these papers prefer to aid in their nefarious work rather than 
as'Sist our own people in their struggle for equality. Senator NoRRIS, 
of Nebraska, is demanding an investigation of the activities of these 
papers that are furnishing this advertisement, and I hope the investi
gation is made. 

Our people are entitled to know what is going on in South Dakota to 
promote this inequality between agriculture and industry. It may be 
found that these same interests that are spending so much money to 
elect Senators from Pennsylvania may be spending some money through 
the-e newspapers to defeat certain Senators here in the West and to 
elect some one who would do their bidding. 

It is now generally pretty well known that the tariff on ronny agri
cultural commodities, of which we produce a surplus such as wheat, is 
not effective a.nd that the representatives of the industrial sections have 
bitterly opposed every effort on the part of our Representatives in Con
gress to make them effective, also that many of the industrial rates are 
so high as to almost constitute an embargo and give certain millionaire 
manufacturers a monopoly of the American market. This condition 
should be remedied, and our Senators from this agricultural West 
should be congratulated for seeking to remedy this condition, and I am 
sure the vast majority of our people appreciate the work they have done 
and that they will resent this interference on the part of these papers 
referred to • • • 

~'ow, friends, I do not want you to misunderstand me. This is not 
a contest between sections of our country for possession of the material 
things of life. It is a contest between the principles of justice and 
equity on the one hand and ihe principles of exploitation on the other. 
It is a contest between the power of wealth and money on the one 
hand and the rights of man on the other. It is a contest to determine 
whether the laborer is worthy of his hire. It is a contest to determine 
whether our Nation shall render unto Cresar the things which are 
Cresar's. It is a contest to determine whether this Nation shall con
tinue to be a government of, by, and for the people or whether we 

shall become a nation ruled by wealth and gold ; and upon these ques
tions, ladies and gentlemen, there can be no compromise. I appeal to 
you to organize to promote the principles of justice and equity. A study 
of the history of the world will convince you that every attempt at 
government by wealth and gold has been a failure. Many civilizations 
have been thus destroyed. Your sense of patriotism should arouse you 
to your duties and responsibilities. Through organization you can make 
your voice heard and your influence felt. 

Let us resolve at this Christmas time and at the beginning of a 
new year that we will join our hands and hearts in common cause to 
uphold the rights of man in order that we may have peace on earth and 
good will toward men. 

ARTIOLE BY SENATOR HATFIELD ON WEST VIRGINIA AND THE NATION 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECOIID an article on West Virginia in the National 
Republic, by my distinguished colleague, the Hon. HENRY D. 
HATFIELD. This very interesting and scholarly review of the 
past and present history of my State and its industl'ies is as 
illuminating as it is informative. It is historical in its con
tents, intimate and attractive in its descriptions, and brilliant 
in its accuracy of conditions as they are in State and Nation. 
It is deserving the studious attention of all lovers of the pioneer 
and the formative periods of American life. All West Virginians 
will read it with pride and refer to it with ever-increasi11g 
admiration. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows : 
WEST VIRGINIA AND THE NATION-ALTHOUGH Tms COMMONWEALTH DID 

NOT BECOME A STATE UNTIL 1863, IT IIAD Lo~G BEFORE PLAYED AN 

IMPORTANT PART IN Oun HISTORY 

By HENRY D. HA.TEIED~ United States Senator from West Virginia 

West Virginia, a child of the Civil War, became a Commonwealth on 
June 20, 1863. The separation of West Virginia from the Old Dominion 
marks the only change made in the map of the United States by the civil 
conflict. The struggle between the North and South was not altogether 
the cause but afforded the opportunity for the separation. ThiB cause is 
found further back than that. 

The feeling of independence and self-reliance of the pioneers of 
western Virginia caused them to petition the Crown of England in 177~ 
to establish a separate Province. The dispute with Pennsylvania in 
1775 over the boundary lines caused another effort to be made, and a 
year later the Continental Congress heard the same plea for a separate 
State. Many factors-political, commercial, and economic, or social
kept the spirit alive until 1861, when Virginia seceded from the Union. 
The people in the western counties refused to follow the example of 
eastern Virginia. Conventions were called, and after much delay Con
gi'ess officially recognized the new State December 8, 1862. On Decem
ber 31 Lincoln signed the measure, and on April 20, 1863, issued a 
proclamation which provided for the admission of West Virginia as a 
separate State June 20 of that year. 

From whatever angle we look at West Virginia there is evident the 
important part that West Virginia and West Virginians have played in 
the history of the Nation. Many colonial leaders, such as Washington 
himself, were active in the development of this region, since the un
usual richness of its natural resources was early recognized. Some of 
the most daring and resourceful leaders in American life, both in the 
days of the thirteen Colonies and after independence was achieved, came 
ft·om this same section west of the mountains. That Washington real
ized the caliber of these mountaineers i!'! indicated by his reply when 
asked what he would have done had failure met the Revolutionary Army. 
He said : " With but a banner left and the means to reach West Augusta 
[now West Virginia], I would have rallied around me the men who 
would li!t their bleeding country from the dust and set her free." 

It was the hope of getting possession of the vast empire, of incal
culable riches, west of the mountains that induced the early explorers of 
the French and English nations to visit what is now West Virginia and 
leave th~ir signatures there. Kanawha Falls, east of Charleston, was 
first reached September 17, 1761, by Thomas Barts and Robert Fallam, 
who with Thomas Woods bad been sent out by the King of England to 
take pos es ion of the Mississippi Valley. Woods died on the way. 
Batts and Fallam carried out instructions, and on the claims made by 
them England held the valley until force of arms brought recognition to 
these claims. But this was so rich a prize that France did not relin
quish her rights without a bitter struggle. France used the Ohio River 
as the highway for such daring spirits as De Celeron in carrying on 
explorations. De Celeron industriously planted lead plates along the 
Ohio on West Virginia soil and elsewhere, claiming the valley for France 
in terms just as enthusiastic as those of Batts and Fallam, but France 
failed to back her claims with as many men or as heavy cannon as 
England. 

The early explorations of the valleys of the Ohio and ihe Kanawha, 
as well as the valleys of the Greenbrier and the Potomac which were 
more accessible to the settlements of the Atlantic coas£ led to the 
discovery of rich salt brines. The salt springs brought the more daring 
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spirits among the frontiersmen into these valleys under constant danger I 
of Indian attack and led to early settlement. For years the salt indus
try was highly important. The settlers found that native blue grass 
sprang up wherever the great forests were cleared away and that the 
soil was highly fertile, so the farmers with their cattle, their plows, 
and their hoes moved in. The value of the forests that covered the 
State was not realized, and the coal that was discovered in these 
valleys nearly 200 years ago was without a means of development. 

The constant menace of the Indians to these pioneer men and women 
brought about a realization of the need of places of safety, so at many 
points there were built forts or blockhouses of logs. Around these 
blockhouses have been written some of the most interesting frontier 
history, and these forts have formed the foundation of many West 
Virginia towns and cities. 

Charleston, the State. capital, grew up around Fort Lee, l.ater Fort 
Clendenin, now marked only by a bowlder on Kanawha Street, over
looking the Kanawha River. Daniel Boone, Tice Van Bibber, and other 
famous frontier characters were active in the early days of this post. 
Tradition immortalizes "Mad Anne" Bailey, frontier scout and widow 
of a Revolutionary soldier, for her heroism during an Indian attack upon 
the fort. When powder ran low, Anne volunteered to ride through the 
Indian lines to Lewisburg, a trip of 100 miles through the wilderness, 
and bring back a supply of ammunition. Anne brought back the powder 
and with her own rifle joined in making the contest with powder and 
balls so interesting for the Indians they soon gave up the siege. 

Wheeling was settled in 1769 and named Zanesburg, for its founder, 
Col. Ebenezer Zane. The most important thing about the "burg" was 
Fort Henry, the blockhouse on a little knoll above the Ohio River at 
that point. This was the safety zone for a large region. An attack 
on this fort by Indians under white leadership, supposedly British, has 
been called the last battle of the American Revolution. During this 
fight Betty Zane, sister of the founder, according to tradition, heroically 
carried powder from a near-by cabin to the fort when defenders found 
their ammunition supply running low. During an Indian siege at an 
earlier date Maj. Sam McColloch also wrote his name in history by 
forcing his horse over a 125-foot precipice when he was cut off from 
the fort by a band of Indians, thereby making his escape. 

All through the South Branch and Tygart Valleys were similar stout 
log forts which were refuges against marauding Indians. Ashby's Fort, 
built in 1753, in Mineral County, near Keyser, is representative of many 
of these frontier defenses and is so well preserved to-day that it serves 
asan~~~~ . 

Marlinton, in Pocahontas County, the oldest recorded settlement west 
of the Alleghenies, was founded in 1749. Fort Greenbrier stood where 
the county seat is now located. Here, too, is the Lewis Oak, marked 
by General Lewis in 1751 and honored among the American Hall of 
Fame trees as the oldest line tree west of the mountains. 

In the Greenbrier Valley at Lewisburg in 1774, Gen. Andrew Lewis 
established Camp Union as a mustering place for the men of the western 
Virginia counties when it was decided to send an expedition against the 
Indians in the Ohio country. Here was built Fort Savannah with Fort 
Spring and Fort Donnelly not far away. From Camp Union, Lewis led 
his men to the Ohio River at Point Pleasant, where he was disappointed 
by not meeting reinforcements from Fort Pitt. 

Here the Virginians were attacked by a strong band of Indians under 
Chief Cornstalk, and there followed one of the few pitched battles be
tween whites and Indians. Fort Randolph was built at tbe junction of 
the Ohio and Kanawha Rivers and Point Pleasant grew up around it. 
Many historians claim this battle to be the first for national inde
pendence. 

In the Ohio River at Parkersburg is Blennerhasset Island, on which 
once stood the mansion of Harmon Blennerha~sett. It was as a guest 
of Blennerhassett and his charming wife that Aaron Burr laid the bold 
plans which brought about his arrest on the charge of treason and 
brought grief both to their private fortunes and their citizenship in the 
new Republic. 

As early as 1748 Berkeley Springs was visited by George Washington, 
who in his diary refers to this spot as "the famed warm spring." A 
great elm, popularly called the Washington Elm, shades the spnngs 
to-day. Washington had a cottage there, and the springs achieved such 
popularity that Lord Fairfax, who owned the site, deeded it to the 
Colony of Virginia. The State of West Virginia later became heir to 
the property and maintains it as a State park. During the Revolution a 
hospital was maintained there by the colonists for ~ck and wounded 
soldiers. White Sulphur, Old Sweet, and other mineral springs are of 
similar importance historically and as health resorts. At Berkeley 
Springs James Rumsey had a mill where, in his spare moments between 
" grists " of grain, he invented the steamboat. On the outskirts of 
Shepherdstown a tall shaft in a little State park ovcr·Iooks the Potomac 
River at the point where Rumsey successfully demonstrated his inven
tion a score of years before Robert Fulton harnessed steam. 

At Harpers Ferry, where the Potomac and Shenandoah unite, is the 
lowest spot in the State, and one of the loveliest in the opinion of such 
persons as Thomas Jefferson, who marveled at the panorama spread 
before him as he stood on the hill above the quaint little town. Gen· 
eral Washington sponsored the establishment of a Federal arsenal at 

this point. Also, John Brown and his fellow abolitionists made their 
ill-fated effort to arm and free the slaves. The little brick building, 
"John Brown's Fort," in which they made a stubborn defense until over
powered by superior forces, was moved to the World's Fair at Chicago 
in 1893, but has been reerected on the crunpus of Storer College on 
Bolivar Heights above the town. Storer College itself holds interest as 
one of the first schools for freemen. · 

At Charles Town is the old courthouse in which Brown was convicted 
of treason. Numerous fine old mansions grace this section. Claymont 
Court, where once lived Frank Stockton, the novelist, was built by 
Busbrod Washington, and with Harewood is among the historic homes 
of the Washington family. To Harewood, 1\Irs. Dolly Payne Todd, 
sister of Mrs. Samuel Washington, came from Phila,delphia to marry 
James Madi on, later twice elected Pre ident. The home of Gen. Horatio 
Gates, Tr~veler's Re t, dates back to 1763. There is also Mordington, 
the home of Charles Washington, at Charle Town, and the home of 
General Lee, at Leetown, in this famous county of hi tory and romance. 

The earliest settlers carried their Bibles along with their axes and 
guns. So in 1783 Presbyterians organized at Lewisburg the first church 
body west of the Alleghenies. The old stone church built by them in 
1796 serves as a place of worship to-day just as it did then. Near 
Union the Rehoboth Church, built of logs in 1786, was dedicated by 
Bishop Francis Asbury, the first Methodist bishop in America, as the first 
Methodist church across the mountains. At Bethany Alexander Camp· 
bell laid the foundations of the Christian Church and established 
Bethany College, from which institution some of America's greatest 
statesmen and professional men received their training in arts and 
sciences. 

The discovery of the salt brines in the valleys of the Kanawha and 
Ohio brought about the early settlement of this region in the heart of 
the wilderness, so did the discovery of oil and gas in West Virginia, 
combined with the development of the coal and lumber industries of the. 
State, bring about the commercial development of the State as a 
whole. From the viewpoint of interest to the visitor West Virginia has 
offered a remarkable combination of scenic and historic interest, com
bined with the keenest industrial interest. 

For 40 :rears West Virginia led all States in natural gas production, 
and to-day retains fourth place. For many years West Virginia was 
the second largest producer of oil. To-day she is the greatest producer 
of soft coal in the Nation. For years West Vit·ginla led all the States 
in the production of hardwood lumber and still is one of the most 
important centers of hardwood production. 

Yet during this period the fact became evident that West Virginia 
had been more largely a raw-material State than a manufacturing State. 
This Commonwealth shipped oil, gas, coal, and lumber to other States. 
Lumber was made into furniture in New York, Ohio, and Michigan:
Coal, oil, and gas from West Virginia fed the fires of industry through
out the Nation and in some parts of Europe and other countries or was 
broken up into by-products elsewhere. 

West Virginia during these years grew amazingly along manufacturing 
lines. Glass, pottery, steel, and diverse manufactures were successfully 
operated. But the fact remains that mo t of the raw material from the 
bills of West Virginia brought their largest returns not to West Vir
ginians but to those in more distant places who utilized these resources 
to turn out a finished product. 

There are many natural resources that have remained almost un
touched. In bygone days a few small furnaces smelted some West 
Virginia iron ore, but vast stores of iron ore largely remain untouched. 
Clays and shales, limestones, and dolomite suitable for making cement, 
chemicals, glass sands and other sands, and a vast number of similar 
gifts of nature await development. 

West Virginia coals are recognized as being among the finest coking 
coals in the world, and experiments have further demonstrated the 
-almost limitless possibilities of this coal for by-product use. Several 
of the largest manufacturing interests, dominating the by-product mar
kets, have extended their interests into the coal districts of West Vir· 
ginia where coking and by-product coals are found in unlimited quan· 
titles-. Coal gas, coal tar, sulphate of ammonia, and motor benzol ere 
amoqg the by-products obtained. 

The refining of oil and gas is largely among industries belng de
veloped in proportion to its possibilities. There is a large production 
of gasoline from oil, and recently the production of gasoline from 
natural gas is being successfully produced in great quantities in West 
Virginia. 

The lumber industry annually produces more than 300 board-feet ot 
lumber per capita, yet it turns out as a finished product only one-third 
of this amount. However, West Virginia has not yet taken her place 
as a manufacturer of furniture and other wood products. 

The electric power produced in West Virginia is a foi"tietb of that 
produced in the entire United States-the hydroelectric po sibilities 
are hardly realized. More than a million horsepower is offered by 
West Virginia streams, and with a favorable water power act now in 
effect the de>elopmcnt of these streams is as ured. The new water 
power act makes an attractive bid to capital. In combinntion with 
steam electric plants, West Virginia is in the most favorable position 
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of any State tn the Nation from the viewpoint of potential electric 
power. 

There is now under way a project that will bring about on the New 
and Kanawha Rivers one of the greatest water-power developments tn 
northeastern America. This project, which is estimated to require the 
expenditure of close to a hundred million dollars, will eventually pro
duce nearly 1,000,000 horsepower, and will be another step in assuring 
adequate power to take care of any possible demand of industry in 
West Virginia and adjoining territory. 

West Virginia is rapidly being accepted as the chemical center of the 
Nation, with the use of the brines that once produced salt only, and 
industries are being built throughout the western half of the State, 
particularly in th.e Kanawha Valley extending from the New River 
northwest to the Ohio River and on the Ohio northward toward Wheel
ing and southward towa.rd Huntington. 

The largest chlorine production in the world is being carried on at a 
plant in the Great Kanawha Valley, also the largest pottery plant in 
the world is located at Newell, Hancock County. Chlorine is also used 
in producing tetrachloride and 6.IIlyl alcohol. Another large plant has 
started manufacturing ethylene, acetone, solvents for rubber, dye, var· 
Dish products, and new products such as ethylene glycol, blycoldi· 
acetate, and ethylene dichloride. Among the hydrocarbon bases pro· 
duced are commercial propane and ethylene. 

Experiments in the commercial manufacture of ethyl alcohol from a 
mixture of ethylene gas and sulphuric acid have been concluded at one 
of the plants in the State. The same plant made the methane gas 
used in the great dirigible, the Graf Zeppelin. 

At Huntington, ultramarine blues, dyes, and bases for printing inks 
are among varied chemical. products. 

Charles C. Concannon, of the United States Chamber of Commerce, 
predicts the next big advance in organic chemistry will be in West 
Virginia since he says "there seems to be no other location where so 
many natural advantages are found in such close proximity and pro
fusion." 

The chemical industry is the best example West Virginia has fur
nished of bringing the t;>lant to the door of the raw materials. It is 
natural that the chemical industry should come to this State, but it is 
equally important that other industries should do likewise if they are 
seeking to bring about more profitable production. Business has never 
been able to divorce production from selling and production can nowhere 
be made more profitable than in West Virginia. 

From the viewpoint of markets, fuel, power, transportation, raw mate
rials, labor, and climate West Virginia merits the closest study by 
business executives and industrial engineers. 

Much has been said by travelers of wide experience of the marvelous 
scenery found throughout West Virginia. Yet few people realize its 
possibilities until they have visited many beauty spots, recently opened 
up to the world by an improved road system. Nowhere in the world 
in so limlted an area is there the wealth of scenery, mountain and 
valley, forest, stream, and field such as that which awaits the tourist 
within but a few hours of the Nation's Capital. 

West Virginia is inviting the world "to com.e and see." The tourist 
who wishes to spend but a day finds in every corner of West Virginia 
scenic, historic, and industrial interest of the most fascinating sort. 
The traveler who seeks a home where there is an unequalled climate and 
well-nigh perfect living conditions turns to West Virginia. And the 
keen business man, interested in profitable investment as well as in the 
development of the communities in which he has interests, will realize 
in West Virginia similar attraction and opportunity. 

While one of the youngest Stutes of the Union, its inhabitants par
ticipated in all the epoch-making periods of our country's history from 
the War of Independence up to the recent World War. The record is a 
source of gratification that West Virginians have always been loyal to 
the flag and patriotic, contributing liberally of their treasures and man 
power from the beginning of the Nation. 

In 1875 the population of West Virginia was 450,000 people. This 
has increased to more than a million and a half. 

The State from a geographical viewpoint is the most irregular of any 
of the Union, and has an area of 24,715 square miles, of which 135 are 
represented by water. It is twenty times larger than Rhode Isl~nd; 

twelve times larger than Delaware ; five times larger than Connecticut ; 
three times larger than Mas achusetts; and twice the size of Maryland. 
The longest distance aero s, beginning east of Harpers Ferry, on the 
Blue Ridge summit, to the mouth of the Big Sandy River at Kenova, is 
27414 miles. The breadth from the extreme northern limits of Hancock 
County to the divide between West Virginia and Virginia at the southern 
boundary of McDowell County is 245 miles. 

The plateau region is composed of the counties of McDowell, Mingo, 
Raleigh, and Wyoming, and is a continuation of the Cumberland Plateau. 
Mountains divide the State, and on the ea.st are the counties of Berke
ley, Morgan, Jeil'e1·son, Hampshire, Hardy, Grant, Mineral, and Pendle. 
ton. From the watersheds of the mountain counties of Pocahontas, 
Randolph, and Pendleton flow the beautifu.l streams that drain that part 
of West Virginia into Chesapeake Bay, and from the same source come 
the streams of the western part of the State, six in number, five of 

which drain the principal part of the State; three go forward singing 
their grand anthems into the Mississippi Basin to mingle their waters 
with the Gulf of Mexico ; two find their way to the Atlantic by the 
Chesapeake; and the other by the way of the historic James. 

More bluegrass is found in West Virginia than in the State of Ken
tucky ; a higher grade of beef cattle than that of any other State of 
the Union is produced and sells at a higher price ; more coal of a higher 
quality is found, which has revolutionized the steel industry of the 
world; the highest grade of natural gas, which if it had been properly 
conserved in the beginning would have lasted almost to the end of time, 
has been found in West Virginia ; oil of the highest grade and timber 
unsurvassed are also prOducts of this State. 

Here in this hardy domain more American history has been written 
than in any other section of the country and more patriotism has 
rallied to the flag in times of national needs than in any other section 
of the Uui.on; a State pictu.resque as to beauty, a State productive as 
to soil; a State that has an unlimJted water-power possibility. A 
State with an altitude on the Mississippi Basin side at the extreme 
southern border of 510 feet ; on the eastern side of the mountains 
above Chesapeake Bay, 279 feet with a mountain peak known as Spruce 
Knob of Pendleton County 4,860 feet, with the pQssibilities of a water
fall by connecting up the Gauley, that flows on the plateau paralleling 
the Elk, connecting the two in Webster County by a comparatively short 
tunnel, giving a waterfall of a thousand feet. 

West Virginia's extreme northern parallel is north of Philadelphia; 
its extreme eastern parallel is east of Rochester, N. Y.; its extreme 
southern parallel is south of Roanoke, Va.; and its most westerly 
parallel is west of Canton Ohio. It abounds with health resorts, with 
waters of medicinal character; with schools and colleges on a parity 
with any other in the world. It is being criss-<!ro sed with roads 
that will find and develop the most remote nooks and corners. 

West Virginia is a State where formerly the wild beasts roamed 
and flourished, where the red man had his playground, where the 
mountaineers blazed the path and fought the battles for progress 
surrounded by the serenity of nature, independence, and freedom. It 
has left its trace, and upon tbe minds of the sturdy mountaineers 
is impressed that wonderful axiom that " No tyrant here can wield 
the accursed rod," where all breathe the pure atmosphere of God. 

This goodly land by nature's immutable decree was preordained a 
land of liberty. Such is the inspiration and such is the feeling of men 
who fill the mountains to-day in the industrial world, the harvest field, 
at the forge, and in the many diversified industries that make up 
West Virginia. 

THE MEDITER.R.ANEA.N FRUIT FLY 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask to have inserted in the 
RECORD certain editorials from Florida newspapers in reference 
to the Mediterranean fruit fly. 

Mr. SMOOT. We had better make the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD 
a daily newspaper, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the editorials 
referred to by the Senator from Florida will be printed in the 
REcoRD. 

There being no objection, the editorials were ordered to be 
printed in the RJOOORD, as follows: 

[From the Florida Times-Union, January 16, 1930) 

FRUI~FLY FIGHT NOT FLORIDA'S ALONE 

Florida is not the only State in the Union. that is a1Ilicted and that is 
confronted with further lo:ses, due to the Mediterranean fruit-fly 
invasion. Practically every other State shares, to some degree at least, 
in losses occasioned by the fruit-fly pest, which not only attacks certain 
fruits but vegetables as well. Permit the fruit fly to continue its 
ravages and see what suffering will be brought on people everywhere, 
not only on the growers of fruits and vegetables but on the consumers 
also. Deprive the people Of fresh fruit and vegetables and see what 
will be the result in impaired health and vitality and in innumerable 
deaths of human beings because of not being able to get fruits and 
vegetables in quantities sufficient to supply their daily needs for giving 
them health and strength and life. 

Such a condition as has been indicated in the foregoing is not 
imaginary ; it is real, easily to be made so with the work of fruit-fly 
eradication, complete and final, interrupted through denial of necessary 
funds for cal'fying on the vastly important work, the nece ity and 
the efficiency of which so clearly has been demonstrated through what 
actually and beneficially has been accomplished in this State. Refusal 
by the Federal Government to appropriate sufficient funus with wbich 
to carry on the work of fruit-fly eradication presents a menace so 
fraught with serious conscqu.cnces to all the people of this country 
as to call for most ca1·eful consideration and wise action. 

The seriousness of this present menace does not appeal only to the 
people of Florida but the people of the entire United States. The call 
for funds with which to remove this menace, therefore, should come 
from all the people and not only from those of this State. Further
more, the call should be heard by the Senators and Representatives in 
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Congress from every State in the Union, and so wlll come when once 
there is full comprehension and appreciaion of the danger of financial 
losses, and the greater losses due to being deprived of health-giving 
fruits and vegetables, because of the destructiveness of the fruit fly 
and the consequent reduction of fruit and vegetable supplies. 

This, then, is not Florida's fight alone. It is not the concern of 
Florida only. It is the concern and the fight of every State, and 
must be so recognized or there is no telling to what distressful extent 
this fruit-fly menace will go, afflicting other States as well as Florida. 
It will not do to say that there has been waste and extravagance 'in 
use of funds already supplied by the Federal Government. How could 
it be possible to undertake a work so new and so extensive as was forced 
on this State, the first to be seriously afllicted by the fruit-fly scourge, 
and not to make some mistakes? 

The work that had to be undertaken called for the instant employ
ment of thousands of men, compartively few of them trained in doing 
what was required of them. Even the growers of fmits and of 
vegetables attacked by the fruit fly did not know what to do to save 
their maturing crops from destruction and thus avert financial losses 
for themselves and, at the same time, involuntarily deprive millions 
of people of the fruit and vegetables they should have in their daily 
diets in order to maintain physical strength and good health. 

Later, when the work of fruit-fly eradication that urgently was . 
necessary was quite generally understood, efficient service was rendered, 
not only by those engaged therein, and paid out of the Government 
funds, but by fruit and vegetable growers, and by the general public, 
also, all cooperating as never before for subduing this insect pest that, 
in uncountable numbers, was doing such great damage and so seriously 
menacing the very lives of the people throughout this country. 

This is no time for making charges, such as are being made, or 
for withholding of money that so urgently is required to complete the 
fruit-fly extermination work that now is fully understood, and that 
can not be continued without sufficient funds being made available. 

Again let it be said that this is not Florida's fight alone; it is the 
fight that Florida is waging for the good and for the benefit of every 
other State, at one and the same time and under conditions that are 
here and that are not to be denied or ignored unless still greater 
damage is to be permttted to be done and the suflerings of the people 
made more acute. 

[From the Tampa Daily Times, January 10, 1930] 
BLIND, OR SILLY? 

Manning S. Yeomans, State geologist of Georgia, has strongly urged 
the early appropriation by Congress of the $15,381,000 asked by Presi
dent Hoover and the Federal Department of Agriculture for the continu
ance of control and eradication work in connection with the Mediterra
nean fruit fly in Florida. In announcing this Mr. Yeomans said that 
unles the national authorities continue this wot·k or give positive assur
ance that Florida is fly free, Georgia will put on the " most drastic 
quarantine possible " against Florida fruits and vegetables that are fly 
hosts. 

It is safe to say that other States would do precisely the same under 
those circumstances. Then, if we may borrow a word from Editor 
Benjamin, of the Dunnellon Sun, Florida would indeed be in one 
" helluva " fix. 

But should Congress not appropriate money for fighting the fiy and 
should the United States Department of Agriculture not officially and 
emphatically declare that there is no danger from the pest, it would not 
be necessary for Georgia, or any ·other State, to quarantine against 
Florida products. uncle Sam himself has a perfectly good, absolute 
embargo already declared against them. This has been modified 1rom 
time to time, thanks to the satisfactory progress of' control and eradi
cation efforts, but would in that case immediately be declared of full 
force and effect-with all the disastrous results that may follow such a 
procedure. This is made clear in a letter from S. A. Rohwer, acting 
chief of administration of the United States Department of Agrkulture 
plant quarantine and control administration, to Senator DUNCAN U. 
FLE'1.'CHER, which follows : 

"I have your letter, transmitting one from a constituent at Daytona 
Beach, Fla., relative to conditions existing iii the State of Florida with 
reference to the fruit-fly eradication campaign. Much of the letter is 
based on hearsay, secondhand information, or lack of knowledge as to 
the situation in Florida. 

" One vecy slight infestation of the fruit fly was discovered near 
Orlando on November 16 and your constituent's intimation that it was 
planted by the State plant board is too absurd to warrant a denial. 

"We have no information to indicate that any of the fruit-fly 
employees have used clubs to beat off the fruit and the plans for fruit 
removal which were approved in Washington most certainly did not 
provide for any such procedure. 

" While the spray which has been used has caused some damage to 
citrus fruit, there is absolutely no indication that any trees will die 
because of such spray. 

" It is admitted that the stopping and inspection of automobiles 
causes some delay and annoyance to tourists, but I think you will 

appreciate the necessity of making certain that no host fruits or vege
tables are taken from the State by such tourists. 

" With respect to the statement, ' I have yet to meet any person who 
favors a continuance of existing conditions,' I may state that it is but 
natural for people to resent any restrictions which may interfere with 
practices which they have followed in the past. However, I think that 
those citizens of Florida who object to the present quarantine require
ments would change their viewpoint if they realized that a withdrawal 
of the present r estrictions would necessitate the placing of an absolute 
embargo on Florida under which no host material would be permitted 
to leave the State until such time as conclusive evidence could be sub
mitted to prove that the fruit fly had been completely exterminated." 

'.rhe foregoing letter has been published in full in order that Floridians 
may see precisely bow foolish are some of the things that have been said 
and done by some Floridians in this matter. The important part-the 
inexpressibly important part-of what Mr. Rohwer has said is in the 
last sentence of his letter. It is so important that it is being repro
duced: 

" However, I think that those citizens of Florida who object to the 
present quarantine requirements would change their viewpoint if they 
realized that a withdrawal of the present restrictions would necessitate 
the placing of an absolute embargo on Florida under which no bost 
material would be permitted to leave the State until such time as con
clusive evidence could be submitted to prove that the fly had bee111 
completely exterminated." 

There are but three things that can possibly be done under the cir
cumstances: (1) Florida must be officially declared fiy free--something 
the United States Department of Agriculture is not yet willing to do; 
(2) control and eradication work must be continued, and Congress must 
provide all the money necessary for its continuance; or (3} Florida 
fruits and vegetables will be the subject of an absolute embargo. 

Are some Floridians so selfishly blind that they can not see this, or 
are they so superlatively silly that they refuse to see it? 

[From the Tampa Daily Times, January 7, 1930] 

SPIKING UXTRUTHS 
Never, perhaps, has there been so many charges, insinuations, rumors, 

whisperings, regarding any one thing in Florida as there bas concern
ing the Mediterranean fruit fly and the work in connection with its 
control and eradication. Some of these have been serious, some of 
them plain silly. In a letter made public by Senator DUNCAN U. 
FLETCHER the most common of them have been taken up and replied 
to by Dr. Wilmon Newell, State plant commissioner. 

What Doctor Newell bas said is so important that it is being repro
duced here, notwithstanding its previous presentation in the news 
columns: 

"In the fruit-fly eradication work the State plant board of Florida 
has expended State funds and the United States Department of Agri
culture has expended Federal funds appropriated by Congress. Up to 
November 30, 1929, the State board had expended from State appro
priation $115,598.30. The Department of Agriculture had expended, up 
to the same date, for quarantine and eradication work, $3,542,864.75, 
and for research work $198,179.71. 

"Not a single dollar of Federal appropriations has ever been turned 
over to the State plant board or expended by the State plant board of 
Florida. * • * Any charge that the State plant board of Florida 
has used or wanted any Government money is absolutely false. 

" One of the most frequent statements circulated is that the Mediter
ranean fruit fly • has always been in Florida,' or that it has been in 
Florida for many years. There is no ground for such a belief. A pest 
so destructive that it could put whole crops of ripe grapefruit on the 
ground within a few weeks' time--as it did in numerous groves in the 
vicinity of Orlando last spring-could not have for years escaped the 
notice of both growers and entomologists. 

"Inspectors of the State plant board of Florida have been watching 
for this and other fruit flies in the groves of Florida since 1915, and it 
was one of the plant-board force, Mr. J. C. Godwin, who discovered the 
fly in Florida on April 6, though it should be said that his discovery 
was accidental (by eating an infested grapefruit) rather than the result 
of a systematic search. 

"Any charge that the inspectors are distributing, or planting fiies, is 
exactly in the same category with a charge that reputable physicians 
are spreading smallpox and tuberculosis in order to keep their jobs 
going, or that lawyers are promoting murders and bank robberies in 
order to keep their practice continually profitable. 

"The story bas been circulated that th~ Republican Party ma nu
factured the fruit fly to order and, using it as a pretext, proceeded to 
spend enormous sums of money in Florida as a reward to the people of 
the State for having voted for Mr. Hoover in the last presidential 
election. 

"Another story is that the Democrats of Florida invented the fruit 
fly and used it to put over a gigantic hoax on the Washington officials. 
inducing them and Congress to turn over large sums of money to the 
plant board of Florida to keep the latter in office. 
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" If either story were true, would it not be passing strange that a 

Re~ublican administration in Washington has worked hand in hand with 
a Democratie administration in Florida, striving desperately to curb 
this situation and eliminn.te it? 

"It has been reported that California had the fly introduced into 
Florida in order to eliminate Florida as a trade competitor. There is 
as much sense to this as there would be to a man setting fire to his 
neighbor's house. The presence of the fly in Florida is a menace to 
Caillornia. If not eradicated in Florida, it will eventually find its way, 
through channels of commerce and travel, to California. The latter 
State has for years expended thousands of dollars to keep the fly from 
reaching it from Hawaii and the Philippines. California's interests, 
even if devoid of all sympathy, would demand that the fly be eradicated 
in Florida, and quickly." 

Undoubtedly, Doctor Newell has stated the exact facts of this business. 
How we all need to know the facts of it and stick steadfastly to 
them when talking about it. 

The fruit fly and the situation it has brought in Florida are far too 
se1ious to be joked about. Certainly, no right-thinking person, or no 
true friend of Florida, will be willing to propagate falsehood in regard 
to it. 

This season's fruit and vegetable crops are being marketed under quite 
favorable conditions, everything considered. Unless the State can be 
officially proclaimed free of the fly before that time very much more. 
difficulty may attend the marketing of next season's crops. Such as 
will top and ponder this for a minute can not help eeing how im
mensely important the utmost cooperation toward eradication is. 

B.ADIO ADDR:mB ON SUG.A.R BY SEN ATOlt HARRISON, OF MISSISSIPPI 

Mr. McKELLAR. 1\fr. President, on January 9 last the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. H.AlmrsoN] delivered an 
address on the subject of sugar under the auspices of the Wash
ington Evening Star National Forum in this city, the address 
being broadcast over a nation-w~de hook-up. It is a very 
illuminating address, and I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be inserted in the RECORD. 

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

upon the consuming public. This practice hD..s been a stenc'h in our 
history of tariff legislation. The coalition proposed and the Senate 
adopted an amendment designert to eliminate this character of tariff 
making. In effect, the legislative flexible tari.II provision, as adopted 
by the Senate, intends that hereafter increases or decreases in tariff 
rates shall only be adopted by the Congress after a thorough investi
gation by a commission of experts, proceeding under definite rules, 
to ascertain the competitive difference in production here and abl'Oad. 
One of the main reasons why there has been so much dissension and 
difference of opinion between members of the Tariff Commission in 
the past in arriving at the competitive difference here and abroad has 
been the lack of specific instructions to the Tariff Commission upon 
which their conclusions as to competitive conditions might be a cer
tained. If this amendment should be adopted, little excuse can be 
found in the future for difference and dissension, because we will 
bave given them, in this Senate amendment, a yru·dstlck which they 
must apply in measuring and a.scertnining those differences in com
petitive conditions. That amendment intends further to provide that 
when the Tariff Comm.ission shall report to Congress a change in duty 
upon the particular product or article investigated, it shall be deter
mined by the Congress free from the consideration of the tariff on 
other articles. Such an amendment, if adopted, will put a stop to log
rolling, insure prompt consideration upon the part of the Congress, 
and prevent in the future any one man from increasing taxes upon the 
American people by ignoring the honest recommemdations of a tariff 
commission. 

Uninteresting to the public as is the tariff question generally, I shall 
try to-night to sweeten it by taking sugar as my subject. I want 
to take you into my confidence and speak to the firesides and hearth· 
stones of the land of what is attempted to be done through the proposed 
increased tariff on sugar, the consideration of which item began to-day 
in the United States Senate. I feel sure if the facts as they exist can 
be made known to you and to the people of America that not only will 
the course of tho e of us who are battling against this increase meet 
with your commendation, bot a universal protest, pointed in character, 
will find its way to Washington. 

In the past tariff duties have been imposed on sugar coming into the 
United States largely because of the need of obtaining revenue to t·un 

The tariff bill has been before the Senate for more than 15 weeks. In the Government. Before the enactment of the income tax law our great· 
all probability the di~cussion wil1 be concluded and a final vote taken I est source af revenue was from customs duties levied at the customhou~es, 
in the Senate early in February. But the length of time spent on the and at that time it was believed that the duty on sugar was a fisLal 
bill does not mean that time bas been wasted. Quite the contrary; it necessity. But the conditions that prevailed before the enactment of 
means only that due attention has been given to many details and prob- the income tax law have changed. Taxation by the Government on 
lems connected with tariff legislation-problems that aflect the prosper- corporate and individual incomes have almost eliminated the revenue 
ity of farm and factory, the well-being of American labor, and the con- features of levying duties at the customhouse. Sugar is one of the few 
tentment of the American consumer. There are literally thousands of agricultural products in the United States upon which a duty is 
articles upon which tariff rates are fixed, and each one bas to be given effective; that is, upon which a duty increases the price paid by the 
careful and deliberate consideration, that equal justice, as nearly as American consumer. 
possible, may be extended to all. It has always been, and will ever be, necessary to import the greater 

Much has been written with reference to the so-called coalition in part of our sugar into the United States from foreign lands. Except 
the Senate, the coalition that for tfie most part controlled the rate fixing those that are imported from our insolat· possessions, such as Porto 
and assumed in most instances the control of the bill. This coalition, Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines, more than 90 per cent of the sugar 
composed of the Democratic organization and so-called Progressive imported to the United States comes from the island of Cuba. None 
group of the Republican Party, has been prompted by no desire to in- will contend that sugar is not a necessity of life. It is used by every· 
jure legitimate busines . On the other hand, it has cooperated to re- one--the rich and the poor, the capitalist and the laborer, the old and 
move tho e obstructions, which, in the form of excessive tariff rates, the young. It enters into every delicacy--from soft drinks to candy, 
close the channels of our commerce and stop the easy flow of our sur- from pastry to coffee. The value of the many things which it nece sarily 
plus goods and products to the markets of the world. Truly, it might enters amounts to billions of dollars annually, and the price to you and 
be called the consumers' coalition-a coalition to safeguard the interests the American public of these innumerable drinks and delicacies in 
of the consumers, and also to promote the welfare of American labor which ogar enters is influenced by the price at which sugar is sold. 
and honest business. If proof is needed that such is the purpose of our Last year we consumed in the United States twelve and one-hall 
action, it is only necessary to point out that we have taken as the billion dollars' worth of sugar. Twenty years ago our consumption was 
basis of our action the rates of the present taritl' law, which at the time about 60 per cent of that amount. More sugar per capita is consumed 
of its passage received the benediction of business and satisfied the by the people of the United States than by tho e of any other country, 
avaricious appetites of the greediest special interests. So up until this and our increase in consumption of sugar has been phenomenal. Indeed, 
good hour the tariff battle has waged over increases rather than over the quantity of sugar consumed in the United States bas increased 
reductions in the present law. And it is only in those instances where proportionately much greater than has been our increase in population. 
the proposed increases were conscienceless and unjustified by the facts With this background of the many and necessary uses of sugar and 
that we ·have opposed and accomplished their defeat. Those careless its large and increasing consumption, let us see what the tariff on sugar 
critics who from rostrum and through the press have found fault with has and will cost the American people. 
the work of those of us who have tried to fashion the tariff law based In 1928, the last year for which complete figures are available, the 
upon the difference in the competitive conditions here and abroad and tariff on sugar cost the American consumers more than 219,000,000. 
to some extent equalize the advantages of agriculture with that of other Under the present tarur act, to the end of .1928, it had co t them 
industries, have either deliberately attempted to deceive the public or more than . 1,400,000,000. During the last 20 years it fias cost them, 
were grossly uninformed as to the facts. We have looked at the swollen in round figure , nearly $3,000,000,000, and of that enormous tax only 
profits of pampered and favored pets of tariJf legislation and to the about $500,000,000 went to the producers of sugar in continental 
efficient and economical conditions under which those industries op· United States, and of that five hundred millions a large per cent went 
erated, as the best and surest guide for our course of action. to the sugar-mill operators and a very small per cent to those engaged 

The fixing of rate11 in a tariff law naturally requires intensive in- in the actual production of sugarcane or sugar beets. And during that 
ve ligation and provokes long discussions. One of the worst influences time the producers of sugar in the insular possessions of the United 
in the framing of tariff laws has been the manner in which the rates States-namely, the Philippines, Hawaii, and Porto Rico-realized 
too frequently have been fixed. The old method of trading and barter· approximately $700,000,000 as a result of the tariff. 
ing of votes is well known. By it rates were increased upon products With all these additional costs piled upon the American people because 
in which the constituents of a particular Representative or Senator of these sugar rates, what has been the result? Last year 2,344,000,000 
mlght be interested, independent of the justification for such increases pounds were produced in continental United States. This did not ap
and without consideration of their effects upon the whole industry or proach our consumption; it was only about one-fifth. In 1909 we pro-
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duced 1,681,000,000 pounds, which was little more than one-fourth of 
our consumptive needs. In other words, while the consumption of sugar 
has increased slightly over 70 per cent, since 1909, production in con
tinental United States has increased less than 40 per cent. Thus, the 
proportion of consumption supplied by the domestic production has 
actually declined. · 

The result, then, of 20 years protection for suga.r and of 6 years of 
the highest protection ever granted, is a relatively small increase in our 
domestic production, an increase which in no sense has kept pace with 
the increase in consumption. There is no industry in America that has 
received higher subsidies, more favored treatment, and greater assistance 
from the Government than has the sugar industry. And certainly none 
has responded so weakly in development and real progress. It is to-day, 
after depressing the home with heavy burdens for more than two cen-· 
turies, still an overgrown infant, petted and pampered and crying for 
more favors. 

No one who has studied the subject can possibly seriously argue that 
continental United States will ever be able to supply anywhere near all 
of its consumption of sugar . . Expert after expert, interested in the large 
sugar enterprises of the United States, in testifying before the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House, and the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, have stated that the United States can never produce sufficient 
sugar to take care of the consumptive needs of the country. Indeed, 
one of the strongest arguments presented for the annexation of Hawaii, 
the acquisition of Porto Rico and the Philippines, and our benevolent 
interest in Cuba was the benefits that would necessarily accrue to us 
in having ready at all times and to meet every emergency, whether in 
war or in peace, an adequate supply of sugar. 

In the face of the situation, despite the failure of the present rates of 
duty to stimulate production of sugar ln continental United States, we 
are now asked for a further increased duty on sugar. The American 
consumers are asked to dig down in their pockets and put up more 
money to aid this long subsidized industry. 

In 1928 the cost of the duty to the American consumer was about 
11 cents a pound for every pound of sugar produced in continental 
United States. For the last 20 years the cost of duty to the American 
consumer was nearly 7 cents, and during the life of the present tariff 
law nearly 10 cents for every pound of sugar produced in continental 
United States. 

A resume of the rates of sugar under the past few tariff acts will 
a!Iord a background for consideration of the proposed increases. In 
1909, when the Payne-Aldrich law was enacted under Republican lead
ership, the duty against Cuban sugar was placed at 1.35 cents per 
pound; in 1922, under the same party leadership, that duty was in
creased to 1.76 cents per pound. In the tariff bill now pending, the 
rate on Cuban sugar was placed by the House at 2.40 cents a pound. 
The Senate Finance Committee, under the chairmanship of Senator 
SMOOT, has recommended an increase to 2.20 cents per pound. 

Wb.at will be the effect upon the consuming masses of the proposed 
increa. es? Based upon the consumption of sugar in 1928, the cost to 
the American consumer of the duty of 1.35 cents p~r pound, as carried 
in the act of 1V09, would have been $167,000,000; of the duty carried in 
the present law, the cost to him would have been $219,000,000. If the 
Senate committee increase is adopted, the cost will be approximately 
$273,000,000, and if the increase adopted by-the House is adopted by the 
Senate, the cost annually to the American consumer will be $350,000,000. 
In other words, the increase in 1922 of the duty above the rate carried 
in the act of 1909 cost the American consumer $52,000,000 per annum, 
and if the Senate recommendation for an increase is carried out it 
will be a further annual increase of $54,000,000, and if the action of 
the House is approved by the Senate it will add further $131,000,000. 

Let me bring my illusti"ation closer home. There is one · State in 
this Union that uses approximately 1,250,000,000 pounds of sugar 
annually. If the Senate Finance Committee recommendation is 
adopted, increasing the present duty on Cuban sugar to 2.20 cents a 
pound, then the people of that one State will have to pay annually 
five and one-half million dollars more than they now pay, and they 
now pay $15,300,000 annually, by reason o:r the sugar tariff. Why tax 
all the people--of more than 90 per cent of the States in this Union
in order to increase the protection on sugar and give rather doubtful 
benefits to a few people in less than 10 per cent of the States of this 
Union? 

Much has been said by those who propose the increase on the pres
ent price of sugar and the spotted depression in the sugar industry. 
It is said that there are sugar companies that have lost money, and 
they allege that the industry to-day is depressed. The present price 
of sugar is due to an abnormally large world production. It is the 
natural sequence to the overproduction of any crop. What bas hap
pened to sugar production during the last year has been happening 
many years to other agricultural crops. This world overproduction in 
sugar has been influenced, particularly in Cuba, through the removal of 
the limitations on production and the abnormally large sugar content 
in the sugarcane in that country, due to long drought and scarcity of 
rainfall. Every expert who bas studied the world overproduction of 
sugar believes that the present situation will change and that influences 

underway, together with natural conditions attendant to the crop, will 
naturally force the price of sugar up. 

But the facts do not reveal that the economically operated and well
located sugar companies are losing money. Of course, when those 
concerns invest their capital in localities the conditions of which are 
not adapted to the growing of sugar beets or the raising of sugar
cane in competition with other crops more profitable, the industry will 
assuredly lag and become depressed. And the history of many of our 
sugar conrpanies reveals the fact that they have not prospered for these 
very reasons. But take the sugar industry as a whole, those com· 
panies in continental United States that have been economically oper· 
ated and the location of their plants wisely determined, have shown 
enormous earnings. The only sane way in which to determine the 
difference in cost of production of a product here and abroad is to 
take a product or article produced or manufactured economically and 
under efficient operation. To do otherwise would only add unjustified 
burdens upon the American people and assure too great profits to those 
competitors, the business of which is operated economically and efficiently. 

In 1923 an aroused and indignant public, when forced to pay more 
than 12 cents a pound for sugar, and that under the present tariff rate, 
caused President Harding to direct a thorough investigation by the 
Tariff Commission, so as to ascertain the difference in cost of produc· 
tion here and abroad and determine any change from existing rates. 
Following that investigation this commission made a report in which 
they recommended 1.23 cents per pound as a fair rate on Cuban sugar. 
In view of that report and the facts disclosed by it, there is no justifica· 
tion for an increase over the present rate of 1.76 cents per pound, but 
there is every argument for reducing it to the rates found adequate and 
recommended by the Tariff Commission. 

But what about the poverty that it is alleged bas been visited upon 
these sugar companies in our country? Companies representing over 
half of the sugar production in Hawaii have earned on the averag~ 
per share as high as 30 per cent in one year and, in the lowest, 15 
per cent. Over half of the Porto Rican production shows a profit paid 
of over 11 per cent, with earnings ranging as high as 28 per cent. 
Over three-fourths of the beet-sugar production show earnings, after 
depreciation and taxes, per share of between 6~ and 34 per cent 

Recently the Great Western Sugar Co., an American concern located 
in the Rocky Mountain section, a concern that produces nearly 48 per 
cent of the beet sugar produced in the United States, paid profits at 
the rate of 40 per cent on the original investment. This concern, the 
business of which is well managed and whose factories are economically 
located, has earned in the last 10 years more than $75,000,000. It has 
paid out in that time in dividends more than $50,000,000. Its assets 
to-day are worth many times more than when it began business in 
1905. Few concerns in this country have made such enormous profits 
and evidenced such a high degree of prosperity as this, the largest of 
all sugar-beet companies. 

The Holly Sugar Corporation, which produced nearly 10 per cent 
of the beet sugar produced in this country last year, according to its 
own statement, showed a year's . profit of over one and one-half 
million dollars from a sale of only two-thirds of its output. 

The Dahlberg Corporation, engaged in the business of producing 
sugar from sugarcane--an organization which controls six subsidiary 
companies-in a statement by its president two months ago, stated 
that the total capital employed by his companies was in excess of 
$50,000,000, and that the affairs of all his companies were in excellent 
shape and the outlook for each most favorable. 

Then, what justification is there for adding to the swollen profits of 
these prosperous corporations by imposing heavier burdens in higher 
taxes upon the breakfast table of every household in this land? Th~ 

press of this country has spoken in no uncertain terms condemning 
such a step. Labor has lifted its voice through its prrsident, Willialli 
Green, against such action. He says : 

" In my opinion the increase in the sugar schedule is unjustifiable 
and indefensible. If passed in its present form, it would levy an unfair 
tax on millions of workers whom I have the honor to represent for the 
purpose of protecting an industry which, the facts show, employs women, 
children, and Mexican labor at indecent wages and under intolerable 
conditions of employment. The great masses of om· working people in 
the United States are unwilling to be taxed for the purpose of protecting 
an industry which resorts to such uncivilized practices. I register my 
protest against the proposed increase in the sugar schedule in behalf 
of the men and women affiliated with the American Federation f'f 
Labor." 

This matter is now before the Senate. Speeches were made in that 
body to-day in support of the proposal. The lines are being drawn and 
the only reinforcement that those of us who are now in the trenches 
fighting against this increase have is the articulate sentiment of th~ 
millions of people, especially the housewives, who, back in their homes, 
are not conversant with what is being attempted to be put over on 
them in this indefensible and selfish movement. I do not venture to 
prophesy its defeat, but I do say to you, in closing, thut it will not 
be put over until and after a most determined battle shall have been 
waged to prevent it. 
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DUTY 0~ :MAPLE SUGAR 

Mr. BORAH. I ask to have inserted in the RECORD a tele
gram from the J ohn G. Paton Co., who are interested in the duty 
on maple sugar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without abjection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho 

[Mr. BoRA.H] just asked to have placed in the Rg;o&D a telegram 
from the John G. Paton Co. I ask that the telegram may be 
read, because it }J of interest to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the Secre
tary wUI read, as requested. The Chair hears none. 

The telegram was read and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 

NEW YoRK, N. Y., January 17, 1980. 
WILLIAM E. BORAH, 

United States Senate Office B-"ilaing, Washington, D. 0.: 
New York papers to-day quote action of Senate in passing amendment 

to tariff bill providing for duty of 8 cents per pound on maple sugar 
and 5¥.! cents per pound on maple sirup, tating this action taken be
cau e Canadian Government is said to be paying bounty of 4% cents 
pound to pt·oduc rs. This is absolutely fals and gross mi representa
tion, and we are prepared to submit proofs that no bounty is being or 
bas been paid to Canadian producers by Canadian or provincial Govern~ 
ments. Please wire at our expense for any information that you 
require or suggest we furniJ3h. 

THE JOHN G. PATON Co. (INC.). 

Mr. HA.RRISON. Mr. President, as I understand, the state
ment of the Senator from Utah the other day as to the Canadian 
bounty was based on information he received from the Tariff 
Commission. I understand the Senator is still following up his 
lead as to that to ascertain whether or not the Tariff Commis
sion is correct. 

Mr. SMOOT. I would not say the information was furnished 
by the Tariff Commission, but by a representative of the Tariff 
Commission. 

Mr. HARRISON. Well, a representative of the Tariff Com
mission. 

CHAPLAIN'S RESIDENCE, NATIONAL LEPER HOME, CARVILLE, L.A.. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Out of order, from the Committee on Com
merce I report favoraUly without amendment the bill ( S. 1487) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Trea ury to pennit the erec
tion of a building for use as a i·esidence for the Protestant 
chaplain at the National Leper Home at Carville, La., and for 
other purposes, and I submit a report (No. 100) .thereon. I 
ask unanimoos consent for the immediate consideration of the 
bill. It will not call for any debate, anq it is necessary that the 
bill should promptly be passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor
mation of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
Mr. RANSDELL. I hope tlie Senator from Utah will not 

object to the immediate consideration of the measure. 
1\1r. SMOOT. I do not know what it is. 
Mr. RANSDELL. It is merely to authorize-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Let tbe bill be read for the benefit 

of the Senate. · 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and empowered to permit the erection of a building 
for use as a residence toT the Protestant chaplain at the National Leper 
Home nt Carville, La., and at his discretion to permit the erection of 
other buildings which may in the future be donated to promote tbe wel
fare of patients and personnel: Provided, That such buildings shall be 
located wb.i!re designated by the SurEeon General of the Public Health 
Service and without ex:pense to tb~ United Stat.es, and tbat the plans 
and specifications therefor shall be subject to the approval of the .Super
vising Architect of the Treasury D~partment: Provided f-urther, That 
such buildings when completed sball be the property of the United 
States. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator if the report on the bill 
was unanimous? 

Mr. RANSDELL. The bill was reported unanimously, and it 
will not cost the Government a cent. 

lVIr. SMOOT. I have no objection at all. I merely wanted to 
ask the Senator the question. 

.Mr. RANSDELL. I thank the Senator. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the btll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or

dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

REVISIO~ OF THE TARIFF 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regulate 

commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indu tries of 
the United States, to protect American labor, and for other pur-
-poses. · 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. Mr. President, if possible I should like nowto 
take up the items which have been passed over for further con
sideration. The fir. t one I should like to have consid~red is the 
aiiiendment as to American valuation under the chemical sched
ule. I wish to ask the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] 
if he is prepared to take up that question at this time'? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, owing to illness I am not prepared 
to discu it at this time. I had supposed we would go on with 
the paper schedule this morning. 

Mr. SMOOT. There are quite a number of Senators ab ent 
who are interested in the paper schedule. I wanted to call the 
attention of the Senate to the items which we have passed over. 
I should like to take those items up and get the bill cleaned up 
to the paper scbe<lule, where we expected to begin to-day. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I say to the Senator from Utah that my 
impres ion is that the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA. 
FoLLETI'E] has <>ffered an amendment to paragraph 27 and 28 
of the chemical schedule? 

Mr. SMOOT. May I a k the senior Senator from Wisconsin 
is he ready to take up the question of American valuation under 
Sclledule 11 

Mr. LA'"'FOLLETTE. I am not prepared to take it up right 
away. I could be prepared to take it up later in the day, if the 
Senator desire:" that to be done. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish the Senator would try to. do that. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I h:ad not supposed it was coming up 

to-day and I have not my material with me. 
Mr. S:.UOOT. I recognize that fact: If the Senator could be 

prepared I should like to take it up later in the day. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Very well. 
Mt'. LA FOLLETTE ubseq.uently said: Mr. President, some 

time ago the enior Senator from Utah [Mr. SMoor] sugge. ted 
that it might be possible later to-day to take up the American 
valuation plan embraced in the bill. I have made inquiry, and I 
find that several Senators who are interested in the question 
are not able to be here to-day. Therefore I suggest to the Sena
tor from Utah that perhaps it would be well to have a longer 
notice given of the time when that proposition shall be taken 
up, and that it would be better not to take it up to-day. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. HAwES] is 
deeply interested in the subject of American valuation, and I 
promised him that I would not bring it up in his absence. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from Missomi was one of 
the Senators I had in mind. 

Mr. SMOOT. Since I made the uggestion I have learned 
that the Senator from Missouri will not be here to-day. There
fore I shall be very glad to withdraw the suggestion I previously 
made, and when the enator from Missouri shall be here on 
Monday I will try to arrange a time when we can take up the 
subject of American valuation. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That will be satisfactory to me. 
Mr. SMOOT. The next item passed over which I should liko 

to have taken up is on page 178 of the bill, covering hat bodie , 
hoods, forms, shape , and so forth. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, paragraph 1115 (b) was pa :-;:-.ed 
over when we reached it, and paragraph 1115 (a) was agre,,-<1 
to tentatively, because of the absence of the enior Senator fr1 1m 
Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. 

:Mr. SMOOT. I under"tand the Senator from Kentucky has 
not any particular interest in section 1115 (b). I wa so totd 
by my secretary, who asked the Senator from Kentucky if he 
was ready to proceed with it, and the report that my secretary 
gave me was that the Senator from Kentucky said that he was 
not particularly interestetl in it 

Mr. GEORGE. I spoke to the Senator from Kentucky and 
advised him that section (b) of paragraph 1115 had been pa ed 
over at his request. I see the Senator from Kentucky is now on 
the floor and he may speak for himself as to this particular 
paragr aph. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
if he is prepared now, or does he desire, to take up paragraph 
1115 (b), covering bodies, hoods, forms, and shape for hats. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I am not interested in sub· 
section (b) . 

Ur. SMOOT. Thal -is what I learned. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The paragraph which I asked to go over 

was subsection (a). 
Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Utah will recall that sub· 

section (a) was tentatively agreed to, with the understanding 
the Senator from Kentucky wished to discuss it. There will be 
no objection to a reconsideration if the Senator from Kentucky 
desires. --
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Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator from Kentucky desires to dis

cuss that subsection now, I am perfectly willing that lle should 
do so. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I had not expected to take it up to-day, be
cause I supposed we would probably go through the bill before 
we came back to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to clean up everything in the bill 
so that we may know just where we are. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The original amendment which I propose to 
offer changing the language does not affect any amendment 
which is in the subsection now, and, under the arrangement, I 
supposed that we would only deal with Senate committee amend
ments. 

1\ir. SMOOT. If that is the case, of course, the amendment of 
the Senator would not now be in order. So we could take it 
up when individual amendments shall be reached. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If I had been here, I will say to the Sena
tor, at the time it was reached, I had expected to ask unani
mous consent to offer my amendment at that time, but it is an 
independent amendment and does not affect the _committee 
amendments. As the subsection has gone over~ I really would 
prefer that it take the regular course ; but I want to say that 
it is subsection (a) in which I am interested and not sub
section (b) . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FEss in the chair). What 
is the desire of the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will inquire if there is any objection to taking 
up paragraph 1115 (b)? 

~fr. GEORGE. There will be no objection to taking up that 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF Cl.ERK. On page 178, in paragraph 1115 (b), line 

12, after the word "in," it is proposed to strike out "part" and 
insert "in chief value," so as to read: 

(b) Bodies, hoods, forms, and shapes, for hats, bonnets, caps, berets, 
, and similar articles manufactured wholly or in chief value of wool felt. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, there is no objection to that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend
. ment is agreed to. 

The next amendment wa , in the same paragraph, on page 178, 
line 12, after the word "felt," strike out " 40 cents " and insert 
u 30 cents." 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I move to amend the committee 
amendment by striking out " 30 cents " and inserting "33 cents," 
so as to provide a proper compensatory duty in view of the in
crea e in the duty on wool. 

Mr. WALSH of Ma sachusetts. Will the Senator repeat his 
request? 

Mr. SMOOT. The rate I have ·suggested is to provide a 
proper compensatory duty on account of the increase in the duty 
on wool which has been agTeed to by the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not understand the Senator. 
Mr. SMOOT. I move to amend the committee amendment by 

striking out " 30 cents " and inserting " 33 cents." We have 
taken similar action in connection with all the compensatory 
duties under this schedule on account of the increased duty on 
wool. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In other words, the Senator 
is perfecting the committee amendment · 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all there is to it 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have oppo ed all of these 

increases in the specific duty; but we have had two or three or 
· more votes upon this question. I call the attention of the Senate 
to that fact. So far as I am concerned, I shall not enter into 
any further discus ion of the matter, nor ask for any record 
vote on it. Thi ~ is the specific duty ; and I understand the 
Senator to propose 33 cents in lieu of 30 cents per pound. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is correct. 
Mr. GEORGE. That is in accordance with the action taken 

by the Senate in othel' paragraphs of this sebedule. 
Mr. SMOOT. In all of the paragraphs under the wool 

schedule. 
Mr. GEORGE. I wish to be recorded as in opposition to it; 

but, at the arne time, I see no rea:wn f01· a vote upon the 
specific duties in this paragraph. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. But it would be unfair to allow the others to 
go in and deny it on this particular item. 

I a sk that m y motion be put. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah moves 

to amend the committee nmendment by striking out "30" and 
inserting "33." 

The amendment to the mnendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

LXXIT-117 

The next amendment was, on page 178, line 13, to strike out 
" 75 per cent" and insert " 50 per cent." 

l\lr. SMOOT. Mr. President, there is a great difference of 
opinion in regard to this amendment, not only in the Senate 
but outside of the Senate; and I think there is something in 
the claim that the House provision is the proper one. Our 
imports demonstrate that, I think, beyond a question of a 
doubt; and yet, having reported the bill, I do not feel free at 
this particular time to ask that the committee amendment be 
rejected. 

I desire to read a statement that was furnished us by the 
Tariff Commission, and then I am going to leave the matter to 
the Senate itself. I want to say frankly that the condition of 
the industry itself, if we are to measure the rate of duty by 
the importations, is such that the Senate committee made a mis
take; and yet I feel that I must obey the instructions of the 
comm1 ttee. _ 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not quite understand the Senator. I 
am trying to follow him. I ask for order in the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will please be in 
order. 

Mr. SMOOT. The memorandum on -wool felt hats reads as 
follows: 

Rates asked for and proposed on this commodity have occasioned 
sharp differences of opinion. This situation bas resulted in part from 
a misunderstanding of certain elements in the situation, and partly 
because certain parties in interest have taken counsel of their fears and 
overlooked important facts. 

This i. what one of the employees of the Tariff Commission 
wrote me, and I desire to present it to the Senate: 

The following outline presents what seem to be the facts: (1) A 
demand for greatly increased protection has come from manufacturers 
of women's wool felt hat bodies and finished wool hats. There has 
been no insistence on increased protection on men's wool felt hats. 

And that we do not undertake to change. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I did not 

understand the last statement. 
Mr. SMOOT. That there was no insistence upon an increase 

in the duty on men's wool hats . 
.Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is the request for an increase 

on women's wool hats? 
Mr. S:\fOOT. Yes. 
1\Ir. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator if 

this increa e will not affect men's hats to the same extent that 
it will affect women's hats? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; it will, but I wanted to be perfectly 
frank with the Senate, and state just exactly what the situ
ation is. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. President, I have correspondence saying 
that men's hats are very seriously affected. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I know is that so far I have merely read 
the statement that was furnished me by one of the employees of 
the Tariff Commission. 

For instance, the quantity of hats and hat bodies of wool felt 
imported in the year 1927 was 1,421,754 pounds, valued at 
$2,529,486. The duty collected was $1,427,979, and the value 
per unit was $1. 77. The equivalent ad valorem rate was 56.4 
per cent, and the equivalent peci:fic rate was $1 and a fraction 
per pound. 

Wool wearing apparel, not knit, exclusive of wool hats aud 
bodies, shows hardly any increase at all. The Tariff Summa.J.·y 
makes this statement: 

Women's hat l>odies make up the bulk of the imports of felt hats and 
hat bodies. These hn.t bodies come principally from Italy, and most of 
them have been valued at less than $2 per pound, dutiable at 24 cents 
per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem. The 4,760,747 pounds of wool
felt hats and hat bodies imported during 1928 amounted in number to 
29,957,340, of which 27,352,116 were hat bodies. 

Mr. President, I thought I had a sample to show the quality 
of the women's hat bodies that are coming in here. They are 
very small in size. They are close-fitting over the head. It 
takes about between seven and eight of them to make a pound; 
and, of course, coming into the country as they did, with the 
increase since the report was made to the Senate, the manu
facturers s.imply state that if a reduction is made from 75 per 
cent to 50 per cent ad valorem, they might just as well give up 
the business in the United States. There is something to it, be
cause of the importations. 

If there is any other evidence that Senators have received 
from any source that will show that these increases have not 
taken place, and why this duty should be 50 in tead of 75 per 
cent, I should like to hear from them; but I want to be perfectly 
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frank with the Senate, and say that I believe, with the case the 
manufacturers have presented since this bill was reported, that 
they are entitled to more than 50 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, the House provided a 
rate of 75 per cent. Upon the showing submitted to the Finance 
Committee, that committee, as we see, reduced the rate to 50 
per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. There has been additional evidence sub

mitted, and perhaps additional arguments have been presented. 
I wish to ask the chairman of the committee whether he favors 
the committee report, or whether he wishes to reject it and agree 
to the House rate? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say that if I had had 
the evidence that has been presented to me since the action of 
the Senate committee, I am inclined to think that I should have 
voted for the. 75 per cent rate. ' 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Then let us take that position now and 
submit it to the Senate. 
. 1\!r. SMOOT. I think somebody else ought to say something 
about it before a vote is taken. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That may be so. 
Mr. SMOOT. But I should hate to cripple the industry. 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 

Utah the reason for this enormous increase in the price of all 
woolen products. This is a matter of ·uch serious interest to 
the American people that it seems to me we ought to be given 
the facts relative thereto. 

The woolen goods that we ordinarily purchase from tailors 
are now about 200 per cent higher than they were prior to the 
war. Even the ready-made goods are from 75 to 100 per cent 
higher. All woolen fabrics used, from the lowest form of manu
facture to the highest, are pyramided. If there is any real 
natural cause for this, of cour ewe shall have to submit; but if 
it is the result of legislation, either here or abroad, thnt is ar
tificial in its nature, we have been intrusted by the people of 
America with the duty of ascertaining the facts and giving them 
the benefit of our action in the light of those facts. 

I have gotten no such information, however. A suit of clothes 
made by a tailor-and some people patronize tailors-is, as I 
have said, 200 per cent higher than before the war. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to put a question to him? 

Mr. SMITH. Yes. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course if we want cheap hats, if we 

want cheap clothes, if we want any article of wearing apparel 
cheap, there is a very easy way to get them. Remove the tariff 
entirely; wipe it off, and buy from Japan, buy from China, buy 
from Italy, buy from Spain, buy from France, buy from Ger
many. If we want "cheap goods," let us wipe off the tariff 
entirely. 

Mr. SMITH. I want an honest deal for the people who pay 
for them. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And I want high wages paid to Ameri
can labor, whether it be a tailor or a lawyer. 

Mr. SMITH. Yes; and if the American laborer and the 
American producer got the increase, I might not feel so antago
nistic toward this infamous high protection. They do not get 
it, however, and the Senator from California knows they do not 
get it. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I think the American laborer and the 
American producer do get the benefit of a protective tariff; I 
know they do, and I object to the word "infamous." 

Mr. SMITH. The Senator will have to content himself with 
his objection, for it is nothing short of infamous. 

Here we have a 200 per cent incr·ease in the price of woolen 
good as compared with that prior to the war. Do the wool 
producers get any such increase? Do those employed around 
the mills in the manufacture of woolen goods get any such in
crease? And if they do, have the American people who consume 
the product an opportunity to increase their purchasing power 
200 per cent? 

Here is a group of laborers around a woolen mill that want 
200 per cent increase. Here are the growers of the wool, who 
want 200 per cent increase. When I come to consider that 
que ·tion in a legislative capacity, am I justified in imposing 
that increase for the benefit of the sheep grower and the laborer 
when those who are to consume these articles have no oppor
tunity in the world to increase their purchasing power in order 
to avail themselves of an adequate amount of clothing and 
woolens in the forms in which organized society uses them? 
The Senator and I can not justify the imposition of any kind 
of a tariff rate, even though that tariff rate does benefit the 
producer of the material and th'e laborers engaged in fabri
cating it, if it is entirely out of line with the ability of the 

public to whom they cater adequately to supply them: elves at 
that advance. The Senator and I are not here to look after the 
woolgrowers or the cotton growers, except in correlation with 
the interests of the American public. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will per
mit me to suggest, we can not adequately or wisely discuss the 
tariff question if we focus our minds upon one industry. We 
must contemplate all the industries of the United State . 

For example, I favor and I am asking for a tariff of 7 cents 
a pound on long-staple cotton, raised in the Senator's State to 
some extent, certainly raised in Mississippi, in Texas, in Ari
zona, and in California. It might be argued : Why ask a tariff 
on cotton? You are not justified in asking a tariff on long
staple cotton because, forsooth, there are only a few people, rela
tively, engaged in rai ing cotton, whereas there are millions who 
use the manufactured products of cotton in various form . 

Again, another Senator asks for a tariff on wool. Of course, 
the number of our people who are engaged in sheep raising is 
small compared with those who use the products of wool. 

Another Senator asks for a tariff on manganese ore, produced 
in Montana and certain other of the Northwestern and Western 
States. There is only -a limited number of our people, com
paratively, engaged in the mining of manganes·e ore, whereas 
the product is, directly or indirectly, used by millions of people. 
Now, in the industries mentioned the consumers far outnumber 
the producers of the given product, but is that reason for with
holding protection for that industry? 

We can not intelligently discuss or wisely enact a general 
tariff law without contemplating the multitudinous industries of 
the country. Therefore, if I may address my friend from South 
Carolina, who speaks with force and great earnestness, when 
we are thinking of a tariff bill, we must contemplate all the 
people of all the States and their multitudinous industries, 
manufacturing, agricultural, mining, and the millions of people 
engaged in transforming, handling, transporting, the products 
of those industries. Now, if we protect and develop each and 
all of these many industries we have an employed and pros
perous people. 

Mr. SlUITH. Yes ; Mr. President--
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Just a moment, if the Senator will per

mit, and then I shall be very glad to have him elaborate his 
own views. 

Therefore, in considering this tariff bill I do not think merely 
of California ; I do not think merely of Nebra ka ; but, I hasten 
to add, let any Senator from Nebraska point out to me that 
there is an industry in that State peculiar to that State, limited 
to that State, the products of which are brought into competition 
with those of a cheap labor country, and I will favor a tariff 
to protect that American industry, not merely because it is an 
industry of Nebraska, made up of good American citizens, but 
for the further reason that by the development of that indus
try, immediately helpful to that State and those directly inter
ested in that indu try, our action will indirectly be beneficial to 
every other State in the Union. That may be a poor way of 
briefly expressing my view as to the tariff legislation. 

.Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, the Senator is simply reiterat
ing what I have heard ever since I have been a Member of 
this body. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It is sound doctrine. 
Mr. SMITH. From the standpoint of the man who is doing 

the goring, not from the standpoint of the ox which is gored. 
I put this down as a fact which we as legislators can not escape 
and should not attempt to escape. If the importation of a 
tariff is so high as to result in a certain wage schedule, a cer
tain return for the raw material, imposes a burden upon those 
who consume the product out of all proportion to the ability of 
the consuming public to purchase, we have done an iniquitous 
thing. 

To illustrate, 120,000,000 people use woolen goods. If, in 
order to protect the industry adequately, as the advocates of 
protection describe it, we have to raise the rate to such a point 
as to get it out of all parity with the purchasing power of the 
public, who ought to have woolen clothing, are we justified in 
straining the tariff and the price to the last ounce regardless 
of the condition of the mas es who are dependent on wool for 
adequate warm clothing? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President--
Mr. SMITH. I am not going to yield just now. Does my 

patriotism call upon me to favor a little group engaged in the 
production and manufacture of a universally necessary article, 
and have regard to what is adequate to that group of producers 
of the raw material, those engaged in fabrication 83ld those who 
have invested their capital? Am I justified in cutting out the 
importation of all foreign goods, on the ground that if those 
goods come in, this little group that caters to 120,000,000 Aruer-
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ican people can not maintain a certain splendid standard of 
living when 120,000,000 American consumers have had afforded 
them no such advantage through an equal advance in their 
purchasing power? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Now will the Senator permit a question? 
Mr. SMITH. No; not now, because I want to develop this 

thought. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Just a question. 
Mr. SMITH. No; I do not want any question. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Very well. 
Mr. SMITH. It became so notorious that the producers of 

the raw material were handicapped and ruined by this very 
process that the President called an extraordinary session of 
Congress. To do what? To bring up to an equality the con
dition of those engaged as laborers--for that is all those engaged 
in producing the raw materials in this country are-those whose 
condition could not, by the very nature of the case, be jacked up 
artificially by the passage of a law. 

The policy of protection as applied to organized industrY 
could not be adapted to unorganized agriculture. It would not 

.work. Those engaged in nature's business are subject to nature's 
laws. The manufacturer is not. He can produce his crop to 
the ounce and to the pound, he can control his production both 
as to quantity and quality and, with his organization, can 
control the price, if the world is shut out, while he who pro
duces the raw material has no control over quantity, no control 
over quality, and no control over price. 

The vast army of men engaged in production in the fields and 
subject to nature's laws are absolutely at the mercy of us here 
in· the Senate, not at the mercy of the manufacturer. The cry 
has gone up all over the country of the robber barons, and the 
thie-ves, and the rapacious predatory interests. What is respon
sible? Thls very thing we are discussing now. We are respon
sible by the legislation we enact. 

Mr. President, the chairman of the Finance Committee admits 
that if this 75 per cent, or some great percentage, both specific 
and ad valorem, is not granted these manufacturers, the Ameri
can people will have the benefit of lower-priced woolen stuffs. 
Who is the robber-the manufacturers, or you and I, who are 
aiding and abetting them in creating a condition which makes 
it necessary for the President to call an extraordinary session 
of Congress, and at least make a gesture-! do not know that it 
amounts to much-toward equalizing conditions for which the 
Senate and the House are alone responsible? 

Mr. President, the consuming public and the producer of the 
raw material have not had one scintilla of recognition here ex
cept in toil What in this bill, outside of the debenture, holds out 
even a scintilla of help to the great masses of producers of the 
major of our raw materials? What is there written in this bill? 

You know and I know that the principle may be the same in 
refE-rence to any two classes, but the difference of the financial 
and organizing capacity of one as compared with the other will 
force you, if you are honest and just, to change the policy as to 
one as compared with the policy as to the other. 

Take the matter of the tremen'dous tariff placed on crockery 
ware; to do what? To help the householders of the United 
States with their scanty income, growing scantie'r every day be
cause of the absorption of individual effort by great aggregations 
of capital and combinations? Have you had due regard for those 
who. would make a home and furnish it with the ordinary crock
ery ware that is necessary? 

In order to protect certain mine owners and certain manufac
turers, to get a certain return for them and those engaged in 
that specific work, have you measured the increase you propose 
to give them with the increased purchasing power of those who 
must get those articles? Have we told the manufacturers we are 
sorry, but if we put this price and this duty on any one of the 
products to which the Senator from California refers, we are 
making it impossible for American homes in general to have a 
standard of living to which the organized world can cater effi
ciently, but we are denying them that privilege. 

Mr. President, I want to make this statement in closing: Let 
us grant, for the sake of the argument, that protection is the 
proper principle. Mark the word "principle." If you and I find 
in its application that it can not be of like benefit to all the 
American people, if it enriches one and impoverishes others, are 
we justified in applying it? 

Have we considered those who need woolen goods? No. We 
want to foster the industry. To what extent? It has been said 
here that certain importations come i-n. We are not governed by 
importations. We want to know the average income of the 
American household, and to what extent this diminishes their 
power to have the ordinary comforts and conveniences of an 
American home. 

We are not so much interested in the protection of a given 
industry as we are in the comforts and happiness- of the Ameri-

can home, a thing we have not heard discussed here at all. All 
I have heard the chairman of the Finance Committee and those 
-about him present has been a wail from some manufacturer. 
The great consuming public is voiceless here. It has no way 
that it can make itself felt, as does the subtle and invisible 
power of capital. Here we are asked to give a rate of 40 cents 
specific duty and 75 per cent ad valorem. Some one has dis
covered a princip~e by which to apply to the producers of these 
goods such a basis as tha{ their rate may be raised to 40 cents 
specific and 75 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. President, I recall that the mo t eloquent, the most 
powerful speech I ever heard on the floor of the Senate was 
delivered by the late Senator Dolliver on Schedule K. So 
powerful was his argument, so clear cut, and so American, that 
he had consternation and fear in the hearts of everyone who 
was advocating that schedule at the time in the Payne-Aldrich 
bill. I believe that peech laid the foundation for the subse-
quent growth of such di atisfaction amongst the advocates of 
high protection as to lead to the election and the prominence 
of certa:n individuals who, though Republicans, do not believe 
in mulcting the American public solely for the benefit of those 
engaged in fabricating any article in the manufacturing proc
esses of America. What regard have we had here for the con
sumers aside from the protests of a few on each side of the 
Chamber? What have we heard specifically and directly look
ing toward keeping a parity between the power of the public 
to purchase and the power of the manufacturer to demand his 
price? 

Mr. Pre ident, I have not had time, as I have had in some 
other years, to study the tariff bill in its specific details. The 
Senator from California [Mr. SHORTRIDGE] referred a moment 
ago to the question of long-staple cotton. It was very adroitly 
put in, he knowing that I have had something to say from time 
to time in the Senate about cotton. But does the Senator froin 
California think for one minute that I would impose a tariff 
on cotton if the imposition of that tariff would redound solely 
and alone to the benefit of the growers of long-staple cotton 
and the manufactures thereof, and that I would consent and 
be a party to the imposition of an unjustifiable burden upon 
those who buy the products reO'ardless of their ability to buy? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, if the question is put 
directly to me I answer by inquiring, does the Senator believe, 
for e:x:amp:e, in placing a tariff on long-staple cotton? I think 
such a tariff will directly benefit those engaged in the cultiva
tion of that type of cotton, and I do not think it will impose 
an unjust or any burden upon anybody in the United States. 
Does the Senator favor that or not? · 

Mr. SMITH. No; I do not. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I regret exc~ngly to hear that the 

Senator is against that proposed protection on long-staple 
cotton. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not favor the imposition of a tariff for 
the artificial protection and bolstering up of any industry when 
the product of that industry is a universal necessity-and much 
less would I advocate such a thing. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Just to continue this Socratic discus
sion and to pursue the subject a moment further--

Mr. SMITH. I am glad the Senator denominated it as So-
cratic, because it certainly is not democratic. . 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My recollection is that Socrates was 
a fairly thoughtful man. 

Mr. SMITH. Ye_s; according to history. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Of course, he had to commit suicide. 
Mr. SMITH. If he lived now he would too. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Perhaps he would. If he looked in cer

tain directions for thoughtful men he would look in -vain. 
Mr. NORRIS. Does that mean that all of us who do not 

commit suicide are not thoughtful? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Perhaps many should, but hesitate. 
Mr. SMITH. If- only those who are thoughtful committed 

suicide we would not miss them. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I am sure the Senator from South 

Carolina would not commit suicide because he thinks. Let me 
ask him if he would favor, for example, a tariff on pineapples 
or -on grapefruit raised in Florida? Gr~pefruit is not raised in 
Maine or in New York. Grapefruit is not raised in Rhode 
Island, whose great Senator [Mr. HEBERT] smiles as I refer to 
his territorially small ·but intellectually and commercially great 
State. Does the Senator from South Carolina think that \Ve 
should withhold, for example, tariff protection on grapefruit 
which is raised to any large extent practically only in the fine 
State of Florida? I could multiply these questions by pointing 
out that there are any number of agricultural industries or
branches of agriculture which are limited to certain territory 
or certain parts of our Union. If the argument ()f my learned 
friend is sound, then we should not grant any protection to 
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Florida because only a limited number of people there are 
engaged in the cultivation and raising of grapefruit. 

1\Ir. SMITH. I can satisfy the Senator by answering no, no! 
I would not put any duty on the grapefruit of Florida or the 
citrus fruit of Florida or of California. What right has the 
Senator to protect the grapefruit of California and of Florida 
and put a high protective duty on it when the wheat growers, 
who feed the masses of the American people with the indis
pen able thing called bread, need protection and can not get it, 
when those who not only feed the masses, but I, who represent 
a section of the country that clothes the world, have had no 
protection? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. On what article? 
Mr. SMITH. On cotton. or any article. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My theory would give the Senator pro

tection on cotton. 
Mr. SMITH. Yes; but the Senator gave wheat 30 cent':l per 

bushel protection--
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH. And the next day wheat went down 40 cents 

a bushel. 
Mi·. SHORTRIDGE. I would gladly give a duty of a dollar 

per bushel to protect the American farmer. Now, if the Sena
tor will permit me further--

Mr. SMITH. No; I am not going on with this colloquy, for 
the reason that it is too absurd on its face to argue that when 
we granted to the American wheat growers, under a special call 
of the Congress, a protective duty of 30 cents a bushel, we 
had done something beneficial to them. I believe it was abso
lute folly because the wheat farmer had no organization, he 
had no po~er to demand it. The one i!lcidental benefit he might 
obtain under such a proposal would be in curtailing the impor
tation at the time when some one was short on the market and 
did not have the wheat and had to offer a little premium. So 
long as the man who buys wheat, both for domestic consumption 
and for export, has the power of fixing the price he can laugh 
your tariff to ridicule. So long as the men who buy cotton 
have the power to fix the price, both for export and for domestic 
consumption, what does it avail the disorganized and ~or
ganizable element interested in cotton raising to have a tariff? 

With a little group down in the extreme tropical end of 
Florida, where conditions readily lend themselves to organiza
tion and the industry is very easily organized, and it takes very 
little to supervise it, · the situation is very different. The same 
is true of California citrus fruits. But what about the masses 
of wheat producers, cattle producers, corn producers, and cotton 
producers of the country, as vast as the continent, inv?lving 
everybody? Are we justified in taking these little orgamzable 
groups and imposing an unjust relation between them and the 
great masses not only of the American producers of raw mate
rial but the consum~rs themselves? Our duty is not always to 
act for those who are fortunate enough to own an orange 
grove or a woolen mill or a cotton mill, or who comprise a group 
of manufacturers of cotton goods. I do not mean those who 
spin the goods, but the fabricators who get together, as we h!lve 
seen done in the case of the men who manufacture the clothing, 
and who come in and say, " Unless you do so-and-so and raise 
the tariff duty, my labor can not -get a .certain wage and I can 
not get a certain profit, and the American people are not likely 
to get clothing at a rate which is cheaper than we otherwise 
feel justified in letting them have it for in justice to our em
ployees and ourselves." 

No Mr. President, until the principle of protection can be 
appli~d to every man, woman, and child in America in propor
tion as the tariff is raised or lowered to affect them all auto
matically whether beneficially or disastrously, I for one shall 
never vote for it. When we can print on one page the actual 
beneficiaries, the primary beneficiaries, in the United States of 
the tariff law as enacted by the Republican Party, and when 
we would have to have a census of all the American people to 
enable us to enumerate the victims of it, I am not called upon 
as a representative in part of the American people to carry out 
the immemorial doctrine of Alexand-er Hamilton that the affairs 
of the country should be in the hands of the rich and the prop
erty owners and that legislation should deal with them and for 
them. 

Mr. President, I have sat here from day to day, as I have 
said without the opportunity to study the schedules specifically 
and 'in detail. There seems to be an understanding that the 
rates are to be left exactly as they have been or that we are to 
have a still higher basis, because the cost of living has gone 
up-and gone up by reason of what? By reason of the vicious 
circle we ourselves have created. The tariff has been increased, 
whe:r-eby we have raised the prices of manufactured goods, and 
thus we have increased the cost of living. In order to meet 
that increasa~i cost of living the. tariff has been raised ~ore, 

and again the cost of living goes up in consequence. The vicious 
circle has gone on and on until in 1929 the result was so na
tion-wide and so scandalous that a Republican President called 
an extraordinary session of Congress to rectify what he recog
nized and what the whole United States had recognized as an 
impending disaster. 

These are but the symptoms that we see manifested about 
us. The real condition is beyond the imagination of man to de
scribe. The American Government can not survive with one
half or two-thirds or three-fourths of its citizens paying unjust, 
unholy, and intolerable tribute to the protected few. Step by 
step and year by year this has gone on until, Mr. President, 80 
per cent of all the farms in America are mortgaged. Gentle
men of the Senate, I have seen the landowners of the South 
strip their splendid and incalculably valuable forests for the 
local lumber mills, to be sawed into crossties for the railroads, 
because, when the time of harvest came the return for their 
crops did not yield them sufficient on which to live and afford 
a .Prospect for continuing theil.· operations another year. The 
forests of the South are gone, the invaluable timber which is 
known as yellow pine is gone ; the natural resources of my sec
tion of the country have gone. Then, in turn, mortgages have 
been placed upon the farms. Now those mortgages are being 
foreclo ed. In one State the president of one of the banks, 
which are known as Federal Jand banks, told me on the day 
before Christmas that he had sold under execution more than 
a million dollars worth of land on account of defaulted inter
est on the mortgages which had been given to secure amounts 
borrowed. 

There is desolation and ruin throughout all the producing 
sections of America, unemployment and subnormal standard of 
living on the part of those who are dependent upon their daily 
wage and salary. In view of that condition, which ought to 
have made every American hang his head in shame, the Presi
dent called an extraordinary session of Congress to attempt 
to alleviate the disb.-ess of 40,000,000 of American citizens, while 
at the same time we heard many industrial leaders and others 
ringing the changes on universal prosperity. 

Yes, Mr. President, Congress in both branches and the pur
veyors of our news and those who only view the industrial 
aspect of the country have the mistaken idea of universal pros
perity. Just how long these inequalities can exist, just how 
long the great backbone and hope of America can be menaced 
and jeopardized as it is now God only knows. When this country 
is in danger and foreign forces beleaguer us, it is the yeomanry 
of the country upon whom we depend for its defense. No more 
patriotic men live in America to-day than the farmers who till 
the soil and feed and clothe this Nation; but we have disre
garded them; we are disregarding them now. We are proposing 
to pass a bill here which will mean an added burden of incal
culable millions upon this voiceless mass. Just how long they 
will be voiceless, Q{}d only knows. Schoolhouses, modern edu
cation good roads, and the automobiles have eliminated the 
backw~ds. Thank God, there is no backwoods any more. The 
speed with which all citizens may pass with our modern con
veyances over our modern roads has made the man in the woods 
as cosmopolitan as is the man who walks city streets, and though 
at one time, perhaps, the farmers of this country could be hood
winked deceived, and beguiled, the educated generation that is 
coming' on will demand an accounting of the situation as it 
affects them. 

I wish I had had the opportunity to have studied more pro
foundly the terms of the pending bill ; I wish that I had had 
the time to have calculated the average purchasing power in the 
form of salaries and per diem wages earned as compared with 
the increased prices which will result from the enactment of 
the pending bill, so that I might advise those who hear and read 
what I say as to the added imposition. 

It was a very sad spectacle in the eyes of some when two 
days ago we refused to certain interests the privilege of obtain
ing fifty-four or fifty-five million dollars at the expense of those 
who are dependent upon sugar. We come now to the question 
of wool ; but we are simply confining ourselves to the condition 
of the wool manufacturer and his employees. 

Mr President I feel to-day that I am more of a Jeffersonian 
DemOcr-at than ~ver before in my life. The logical sequence of 
the Hamiltonian doctrine is manifest now in America. I think 
M.r. Hamilton himself, if he could be resurrected, if he ~o~d 
come back and see the result of his doctrine, would be Willing 
either to modify it or to repudiate it in toto. 

Mr. GILLETT obtained the floor. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
Mr. GILLETT. For what purpose? 
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Mr. TYDINGS. I shall occupy only two minutes if the Sena

tor will yield. 
Mr. GILLETT. I yield. 

KILLINGS RESULTING FROM PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, the attention of the country 
has lately been drawn to the number of persons who have b_een 
killed ~ in the course of enforcing the prohibition amendment. 
The Hearst newspapers have summarized these killings, giving 
names, dates, and circumstances separately for every State and 
county in the Union. The deaths total 1,360. 

Now that the Law Enforcement Commission is making an in
quiry into this object, I think it would be a good idea to pre
serve this summary of the killings, and I ask unanimous consent 
to have it printed in the Rmonn and to express the hope that it 
may receive the attention of the commission so that life may 
still have some value in the United States of America. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. :.:•resident--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary

land yield to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. Do the statistics give the number of offi.-

cers who have been killed by bootleggers? 
Mr. TYDINGS. The ummary gives that information. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. I think those figures ought to be given. 
Mr. TYDINGS. It also gives the number of people who were 

not bootleggers who were shot by officers who investigated the 
situation after they had killed the citizens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator ask that all 
the material he has compiled be printed in the RECORD or merely 
the numbers? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the material 
which I send to the desk may be printed in the CoNGREBSION.AL 
RECORD. 

Mr. SMOOT. Poor old CoNGRESSIONAL RIOC:OBD! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re

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

The matter referred to is as follows: 
[From the Washington (D. C.) Herald of Sunday, December 1, 1929] 

DRY E~""FORCEMENT CosTs 1,360 LIVEs-AsTOUNDING DEA.TH ToLL OF 
PROHilJITION SHOWN BY WAS-HINGTON HERALD--HEARST NEWSPAPERS 
SURVEY THROUGHOUT NATIOY UNCOVERS GHASTLY RECORD OF KILLINGS 
DIRECTLY DUE TO ATTEliPTS TO ENFORCE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT 

(To-day the Washington Herald publishes the first of a series of ar-
ticles summarizing the results of a nation-wide survey -made by the 
Herald, a Hearst newspaper, into prohibition enforcement fatalities 
throughout the United States during the 10 years of national prohibition. 
The survey, which has revealed many startling facts heretofore unpub
lished, has been conducted for the Herald by Cole E. Morgan, for many 
years a member of the Herald staff and an accredited Washington corre
spondent for the Hearst newspapers. Five and one-half months have 
been devoted to this exhaustive research that has undertaken to go into 
every county and city in the United States. The second article of this 
series will appear in the Herald next Sunday.) 

By Cole E. Morgan 

Thirteen hundred and sixty men, women, and children in their graves! 
That is not the total of a foreign massacre but a record of lives lost 

in attempts to force the eighteenth amendment on the people of the 
United States. It covers the period of almost 10 years, since national 
prohibition became a law on January 16, 1920. 

These figures do not include the countless deaths resulting from gang 
wars, hijacking encounters, drink--crazed citizens, and intoxicated driv
ers-the sanguinary spawn of the dry law. Nor do they include perhaps 
hundreds of other deaths in which agents of the dry law may have 
been involved but which have not been ferreted out. 

OFFICERS INVOLVED IN EVERY DEATH 
These 1,360 deaths have been recorded definitely by the Washington 

Herald as those in which it is known that prohibition enforcement was 
directly at issue. In every case one or more sworn officers of the law 
or their agents were involved as principals, either as the killers or the 
killed. 

This is the story of " shotgun prohibition.'; It is shotgun coercion 
with a vengeance! 

The Washington Herald has gathered these figures solely upon its 
own initiative. For five and a half months it canvassed the Nation for 
facts. It sent out more than 10,000 letters and questionnaires to State, 
county, and city officials in every single · county in the land. It got 
replies from coroners, county clerks, sheriffs, prosecuting attorneys, 
medical examiners, city executives, and chiefs of police. It secured 
facts from official Federal Government records, from the files of news
papen., !r6m daily news dispatches of nation-wide press services, and 
othei' sources of indisputable reliability. 

SURVEY MADE IN CAREFUL IMPARTIALITY 

Not one cent was paid to any officials for their reports. The con· 
eluding paragraph in the Herald's letter to each stated : 

"This canvass is not inspired by any organization or group on either 
side of this question." 

The officials interrogated replied voluntarily. The simple facts they 
attested to were startling in their cold, blunt frankness, and would fill 
many pages of a newspaper. 

They can be boiled down to one line, significant and damning in 
itself : " Thirteen hundred and sixty me~, women, and children lost 
their lives through official attempts to enforce the dry law with the 
shotgun." 

This figure is nearly seven times the number recorded by the Federal 
Prohibition Bureau, the latest compilation of which was made public 
by Commissioner Doran last month. It is more than five times the 
number read into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD last June by Representa
tive KAHN, of California, and Representative LAGUARDIA, of New York. 

ALL STATES IN IT 

Every one of the 48 States, as well as the District of Columbia, is 
represented in the signed reports gathered by the Washington Herald, 
which have come from 92 per cent of the 3,075 counties of tlie country. 

In many instances officials answered the questionnaires and impressed 
the seal of their office thereon, attesting to their authenticity. 

A number replied that "the records of dry law enforcement fatalities 
were not complete in their respective localities. 

The Washington Herald began its canvass on June 16, four days 
before Attorney General Mitch('ll announced that the Department of 

-Justice would make a nation-wide investigation into dry-law killings. 
On August 10 Attorney General Mitchell announced that the department 
had abandoned its eft'ort as an impossible task. 

SPEAKS FOR ITSELF 

The Washington Herald, however, was convinced that its own survey 
to obtain the truth about dry-law killings could be carried through to 
a reasonable degree of completeness. The results of its painstaking 
research .are presented herewith. 

The list of fatalities-1,360 of them-which begins in this issue and 
will be continued in later Sunday issues, speaks for itself. 

Back of these figures, in addition to the 200 cases o.1' record in the 
Federal Prohibition Bureau, and the fifty-odd additional cases recorded 
in the CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD, are official records of the United States 
Customs Bureau, Coast Guard, Bureau of Immigration, and Bureau o! 
Indian Aft'airs, the District of Columbia. police department, and 3,943 
individual reports from local officials in 2, 735 counties and 587 cities 
besides accounts taken from newspapers and other authoritative sources 
of another 103 counties. Only 237 of the 3,075 counties in the country 
are not of record in some form. 

The reports from county and city officials in all but a few c.ases bear 
the written signatures of these officials. Attached to each is the en
velope in which it was received, showing the cancellation stamp of the 
post office where and when mailed. 

Dry-law enforcement deaths have been recorded from 668 counties. 
This is 21.7 per cent of the entire country and 23.5 per cent of the 
counties of r-ecord. 

In its questionnaires to county and city officials answers to these 12 
questions were sought where there was a death to be reported : 

Date o.f death, person killed, address, occupation ; slayer, aduress, 
occupation; manner of death; place of encounter; inquest verdict: 
grand-jury action; other court action. In addition, a brief explanatory 
review of the case was reque ted. 

The Herald received 1,080 reports from coroners ; 973 from county 
clerks; 365 from prosecuting attorneys; 355 from county attorneys; 347 
from sherift's ; 103 from superior, circuit, and district court clerks ; 33 
from county and city judges; 35 from justices of the peace ; 45 from 
medical examiners and health officers; 15 from mayors, city managers, 
.and city commissioners: 222 from city clerks and auditors; and 370 
from chiefs of police. 

NAMES OF THOSE WHO LOST LIVES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ALABAMA, 
ABKANSAS, CA..Lll'OBNIA~ CoLORADO, A..'l'D OTHER STATES 

The Washington Herald to-day publishes the first installment of its 
tabulation of 1,360 persons known to have lost their lives through en
forcement or attempted enforcement of the eighteenth amendment and 
supporting Federal, State, and local dry laws during the almost 10 yeat-s 
of national prohibition. . 

To-day's installment includes the District of Columbia and the States 
ot Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Connecticut, Dela
ware, Florida, and Georgia. 

The list, arranged alphabetically by States and counties, follows: 
DlSTBICT OF COLUJil.BIA 

J. F. McAulitie, policeman, killed by Samuel Jenkins, alleged boot
legger, January 21, 1928. 

John F. Luitich, occupation unknown, killed by automobile operated 
by Robert B. Dixon, negro, in liquor chase January 4, 1929. 
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Sister Cephus Becker, Providence Hospital, killed by automobile oper

ated by Clifton Young, negro, being pursued in liquor chase by Policemen 
H. E. Ogle and Fred A. Schenck June 23, 1925. 

Samuel L. Gallahan, lieutenant, fire department, killed in collision 
with fire truck by automobile operated by James S. O'Donnell, pursued 
in liquor chase by Sergt. George M. Little and other policemen July 23, 
1927. 

Ottmer H. Fleming, alleged rum runner, killed by C. 0. Rouse, police
man, April 24, 1929. 

Lewis Burton, alleged rum runner, killed by R. F. Langdon, policeman, 
March 21, 1929. 

Frank Dement, occupation unknown, killed in liquor chase by officers, 
including Sergt. George M. Little, T. 0. Montgomery, and W. 0. Shotter, 
policemen, and W. H. Schultz, revenue officer, April 13, 1927. 

Total District of Columbia, 7. 

ALABAMA 

Autauga Counfy (Prattville, coun,ty seat) 

Frank McGowan, farmer, killed by S. E. Trainum, deputy State 
enforcement officer, November, 1925. 

Total Autauga County, 1. 

Baldwin County (Bav Minette, county seat) 

Luman Nettles, negro, laborer, killed by 1\L H. Wilkins, deputy sherill', 
February 17, 1927. 

Henry Haider, farmer, killed by B. 0. Wiggins, deputy sherifl', Septem
ber 24, 1928. 

Monroe Foster, laborer, killed by B. 0. Wiggins, deputy sherill', April, 
1929. 

Jake Kellar, farmer, killed by Louis D. Henderson, deputy sherifl'; 
September 2, 1929. 

Total Baldwin County, 4. 

Chambers Count11 (Lafayette, county seat) 

Lon Copeland, negro, farmer, killed by W. G. Wallace, deputy State 
enforcement officer, April 3, 1928. 

Total Chambers County, 1. 

marke County (Grove Hill, county seat) 

One or two killings reported by county clerk ; no details. 
Total Clarke County, 1. 

may Ootmty (Asluana, county seat) 

James B. Ramsey, enforcement officer, killed by Northern Lakey, 
farmer, July, 1920. 

One death in still raid reported by county clerk; no details; 1923. 
Clarence Bailey, 18-year-old high-school boy, killed by Cecil Guthrie, 

deputy sheriff, September 8, 1929. 
Total Clay County, 3. 

Cleburne C01mty (Heflin, county seat) 

Jess Coffee, farmer, killed by B. H. Crumpton, Federal officer, March 
28, 1923. 

Chalmers McAlphlne, farmer, killed by R. P. Ferguson, Federal officer, 
October 13, 1921. 

Will Burton, deputy sberifl', killed by Ed. Burrow, police officer, 1926. 
Total Cleburne County, 3. 

Colbert County (Tuscumbia, 001mty seat) 

Don ~tephenson, hardware clerk and revenue officer, killed by Hamp
ton Kirby, alleged moonshiner, January 22, 1921. 

Deputy Sheriff Thm·man, killed by Tom Stanford, alleged moonshiner, 
fall of 1927. 

Tom Stanford, alleged moonshiner, killed by Deputy Sherifl' Thurman, 
fall of 1927. 

Total Colbert County, 3. 

Conecuh County (Evergreen, county seat) 

J. W. Kelley, alias Pet Kelley, farmer, killed by R. G. Kendall, sherill', 
February, 1921. 

Total Conecub County, 1. 

Ct·enshato County (Luverne, county seat) 

Osca.r Brooks, farmer, killed by John Lord, town marshal, and a 
deputy sheriff, January 5, 1927. 

Total Crenshaw County, 1. 

Dale County (Ozark, co.unty seat) 

W. E. McGowan, deputy sheriff, killed by Perry N. Bell, alleged boot
legger, May 13, 1924. 

Marvin Williams, deputy sheriff, killed by Columbus Spooney, negro 
laborer, October 13, 1928. 

Adas Windham, deputy sheriff, killed by Ben Smith and Huey Wald
ing, farmers, September 18, 1927. 

Arthur Kelly, deputy sheriff, killed by Ben Smith and Huey Walding, 
farmers, September 18, 1927. 

Total Dale County, 4. 

Elm-ore Count11 (Wetumpl.a, count11 seat) 

Lee Taunton, alleged bootlegger, killed by officers (names unknown), 
September, 1921. 

James Thomas Hall, alleged bootlegger, killed by raiding party, in· 
. eluding Prohibition Agent W. H. Gillespie, Sheriff W. C. Holbrook, Chief 

Deputy Sheriff A. V. Varner, and State Officer H. L. Nelson, May 5, 
1927. 

John Williams, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by W. E. Lewis, dep-
uty sherifl', September, 1927. 

Isaiah Washington, alleged bootlegger, drowned fleeing from officer 
(name unknown), September 5, 1928. 

Total Elmore County, 4. 

Etotoah, County ( Gad.sden, county seat) 

John W. O'Bryan, deputy sheriff, killed by Ed. Ileaton, September 2, 
1929. 

Total Etowah County, 1. 

Fayette Ootlnty (Fayette, c01mty seat) 

W. Pose Maddox, farmer, killed by J. T. Stancil, prohibition agent, 
October 4, 1922. 

Total Fayette County, 1. 

Geneva County (Geneva, county seat) 

Will Rogers, negro, turpentine laborer, killed by J. E. Harris and 
John E. Martin, deputy sheriffs, August 25, 1925. 

Total Geneva County, 1. 

Jefferson 001mt11 (Birm~ngham, county seat) 

Thirteen persons killed, alleged moonshiners, rum runners, and boot
leggers, names unknown, estimated from coroner's report. 

Kirk Lewis, alias Curtis Tidmore, killed by Thomas C. Dews, prohibl· 
tion agent, and other officers, names unknown, September 28, 1921. 

Five officers killed, no details, reported by coroner. 
Total Jefferson County, 19. 

Limestone County (Athe-ns, county seat) 

Charles E. Howell, prohibition agent, killed by four unknown, OCCU· 

pation unknown, July 17, 1921. 
Total Limestone County, 1. 

Lowndes Oounty (H~y-neville, county seat) 

---Davis, farmer, killed by P. C. Herbert, sheriff, about 1921. 
Total Lowndes County, 1. 

Macon County (Tuskegee, county soot) 

Pomp Williams, negro, alleged moonshiner, killed by W. C. Daniel, 
sherlfl', and M. H. Spratlin, deputy sheriff, April or May, 1920. 

Total Macon County, 1. 

Madison County (Huntsville, coun.ty seat) 

Two killings by deputy sherifl's reported by county attorney; no 
details. 

R. H. Craft, farmer and former prohibition agent, killed by persons 
unknown, thought to be moonshiners, June 12, 1929. 

Total Madison County, 3. 

Marion County (Hamilton, county seat) 

Willie Knight, blacksmith, killed by Will Dill, policeman, December, 
1921. 

Total Marion County, 1. 

Mobile County (Mobile, county seat) 

Mack Turner, alleged bootlegger, killed by raiding party including 
Prohibition Agents P. T. Graves and Harvey T. Hughes, Deputy Sherifl' 
Felix Lee and Chief of Police Gus Dixon, of Pritchard, April 28, 1927. 

Wade Hampton, negro, killed by A. G. Sutterfield, prohibition agent, 
September 25, 1926. 

W. F. Murphy, traffic officer, killed by alleged bootleggers, names 
unknown, October 11, 1929. 

Total Mobile County, 3. 

Morgan Coutlty (Decatur, county seat) 
Morris French, alleged bootlegger, killed by J. C. Rogers, chief of 

police, March 10, 1925. 
Burns Alderman, deputy sheriff, killed by J. R. Jackson, alleged moon

shiner, September, 1927. 
J. R. Jackso:q, alleged lllOonshlner, killed by Will Willoughby, deputy 

sheriff, September, 1927. 
Total Morgan County, 3. 

Randolph Oounty (Wedowee, county seat) 

Negro, name unknown, farmer, killed by G. N. Cofield, sheriff, about 
1921. 

Negro, name unknown, killed by person unknown, supposed to have 
been officer, about 1927. 

Total Randolph County, 2. 
Russell Oountv (Beale, county seat) 

J. Albert Edmonds, store clerk, killed by Grady Cobb, prohibition 
agent, June 9, 1929. 

Total Russell County, 1. 
8helb11 Oounty (Columbtana, county seat) 

Louise Monteabaro, alleged rnm runner, killed by II. F. Beake, chief 
of police, and W. B. Farmer, traffic officer, November 14, 1927. 

Total Shelby ~ltfity, 1. 
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St. (]lair Oounty (Pell City, county seat) 

Remus W. Buckner, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown at 
still, May 12, 1926. 

Richard Griffin, prohibition agent, killed by persons unknown, alleged 
mooushiners, December 6, 1920. 

Total St. Clair County, 2. 

Walker County (Jasper, count11 seat) 

Six persons killed, according to report by chief deputy sheriff ; no 
details. 

Total Walker County, 6. 

Washington County (Chatom, county seat) 

Amos Crane, farmer , killed by S. G. Tucker, sheriff, and J. W. Henson, 
deputy sheriff, 1925. 

Total Washington County, 1. 
Total Alabama, 75. 

ARlZONA 
Cochise County (Tombstone, county seat) 

E. 0. Osborn, alleged bootlegger, killed by William J. Bennett, deputy 
sheriff, January 22, 1922. 

U:ln Parker, border immigration patrolman, killed by persons un
known, alleged rum runners, July 25, 1926. 

Mexican, name unknown, alleged rum runner, killed by Lon Parker, 
border immigration patrolman, July 25, 1926. 

Total Cochise County, 3. 
Pima County (Tucson, county seat) 

William W. McKee, border patrol officer, killed by Antonio Padila 
and Alfredo Grijalva, Mexican, alleged rum runners, April 23, 1926. 

Total Pima County, 1. 

Santa Cruz OlFunty (Nogales, county seat) 

Claude Butler , soldier, killed by P. B. Doolitte, customs inspector, 
March 31, 1928. 

Damion Marquez, laborer, killed by Carson Morrow, border patrol 
inspector, January 1, 1929. · 

Mexican, name unknown, occupation unknown, killed by customs in
spectors, date unknown. 
--- Lyons, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, name 

unknown, November 20, 1922. 
Ventura Reyna, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, name 

unknown, May 15, U)25. 
Total Santa Cruz County, 5. 
Total Arizona, 9. 

ARKANSAS 

A.1·kan8as County (DeWitt, county seat) 

Cecil LaCotts, alleged moonshiner, killed by John H. Hooper, prohi
bition agent, and Roy Stegall, informer, October 23, 1920. 

P . 0. Capps, alleged moonshiner, killed by John H. Hooper, prohi
bition agent, and Roy Stegall, informer, October 23, 1920. 

Total Arkansas County, 2. 

Ashley County (Hamburg, clFUnty seat) 

F. R. Newson, sawmill foreman, killed by officers, names unknown, 
November, 1924. 

Scott Struker, city marshal, killed by Aaron Harris, farmer, March, 
192~ . 

Aaron Harris, farmer, electrocuted for killing Scott Struker, 1925. 
Total Ashley County, 3. 

Ba:eter County (Mounta1~ Horne, county seat) 

Homer Gifford, no detans, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Baxter County, 1. 

Craighead County (Jonesbat·o, county seat) 

J. H. Jenkins, deputy sheriff, killed by person unknown, occupation 
unknown, December 11, 1928. 

L. E. Storey, alleged bootlegger, killed by Marion C. Burns, prohibi
tion agent, and State officers, names unknown, December 21, 1924. 

Total Craighead County, 2. 

Crittenden County (Mar-ion, county seat) 

Lee Prudman, negro, alleged moonshiner, killed by Charles F. Cooley 
and R. N. Wilson, prohibition agents, about January 9, 1928. 

Total Crittenden County, 1. 

Garland ClFUnty (Hot Springs, oounty seat) 

Clarence Jones, alleged moonshiner, killed by J. H. Hooper, prohibi
tion agent, August 25, 1924. 

Silas .EJ. Wilson, alleged moonshiner, killed by John H. Hooper, prohi
bition agent, January 11, 1924. 

Total Garland County, 2. 

Hempstead County (Washingtm~ county seat) 

W. H. Got!', deputy sheritr', killed by Oscar Robison, service-station 
operator, November 5, 1926. 

Total Hempstead County, ~ 

Independence County (Bates-vale, county seat) 

Andy Minard, alleged rum runner, killed by N. F. Harris, deputy 
sheriff, May 18, 1926. 

Total Independence County, 1. 

Jackson Cownty (Newport, county seat) 

Glenn Quay, occupation unknown, killed by George Johnson, deputy 
sheriff, June 17, 1929. 

Total Jackson County, 1. 

Little River County (AshdownJ county seat) 

Roy Selmers, officer, killed by Charlie Frazier, alleged bootlegger, 
June 19, 1928. 

Willie Herrin, alleged moonshiner, killed by Burl Keenan, officer, 
1924. 

Total Little River County, 2. 

Miller County (Te:xarkana, county seat) 

--- Ferris, farmer, killed by Prohibition Agent Cooley, 1923. 
Total Miller County, 1. 

Missisffippi County (Blytheville, county seat) 

• 

Joe W. Carter, alleged moonshiner, killed by party of prohibition 
agents, including S. M. Gurley, Theodore E. Burnes, Ben L. Goode, and 
Austin G. Sutterfield, February 7, 1925. 

Total Mississippi County, 1. 

Monroe Coun~ (OlarendonJ county seat) 

Eugene R. Thompson, farmer, killed by eounty officers, names un
known, May 29, 1925. 

Charles Woods, alleged bootlegger, killed by H. J. Cowell, officer, 
April 27, 1929. 

Total Monroe County, 2. 

Montgomery County (Mount Ida, county seat) 

--- Edwards, boy, killed by sherilf's posse, names unknown, 1927. 
Jerry Smith, farmer, killed by constable, name unknown, and party 

of farmers and officers, 1925. 
Total Montgomery County, 2. 

Nevada County (Prescott, county seat) 

Fred E. Murrah, city marshal, killed by persons unknown in still raid, 
date unknown. 

Total Nevada County, 1. 

Newton County (Jasper, oounty seat) 

Teddy Cox, alleged moonshiner, killed by raiding party of Federal and 
county officers led by Newton M. Cloringer and Otis B. Knapp, pro
hibition agents, March 16, 1922. 

Total Newton County, 1. 

Ouacluta CiFUnty (Camden, county seat) 

Paul Stanley, no details, recorded in CoNGllESSIONAL RECORD. 
Zac Horton, deputy sheriff, no details, recorded in CoNGRESSIONAL 

RECORD. 
Total Ouachita County, 2. 

Phillip~ County (Helena, county seat) 

Jack Dempsey, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by J. H. Perry, police
man, February 13, 1927. 

Dan Hill, killed, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Phillips C<lunty, 2. 

Pope County (Russellv ille, county seat) 

Jetr Bullock, deputy sheritr, killed by Arley Gregory, farmer, January, 
1928. 

Total Pope County, 1. 

Pulaski County (Little Rock, county seat) 

Wood McArthur, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Pulaski County, 1. 

St. Ji'rcmcis County (Forrest City, county seat) 

James M. Scott, alleged moonshiner, killed by raiding party, fn· 
clnding Prohibition Agents Marion C. Burns and Theo ID. Burns, Sheritf 
Sanders, and several deputy sheritrs, July 13, 1924. 

Will Smith, farmer, killed by Otis McConnell, deputy sheriff, May, 
1927. 

Total St. Francis County, 2. 
Saline ClFUitty (Benton, cov,nty seat) 

Jesse R. Johnson, prohibition agent, killed by Orin Ray, alleged 
bootlegger, November 21, 1921. 

Total Saline County, 1. 

Union {)()unty (El Dorado, co1tnty seat) 

Unidentified man killed. no details, recorded in CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Total Union County, 1. 
OlFunty unidentified 

Kinsey settlement, uniden tilled negro killed, no details, recorded. 1n 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Total county unidentified, 1. · 
Total Arkansas, 35. 
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CALIFORNIA 

A.lameda county (Oakland, count;y 1eat) 

George Hamilton Wentworth, prohibition agent, killed by Burrill 
Churchill :Morris, alleged bootlegger, died November 24, 1926. 

Burrill Churchill Morris, alleged bootlegger, killed by George Ham
ilton Wentworth, prohibition agent, November 23, 1926. 

Total Alameda County, 2. 

Contra Costa County (Martinez, county seed) 

Joseph S. Mamola, operator in district attorney's office, killed by Joe 
Agrella, occupation unknown, April 13, 1927. 

Total Contra Costa County, 1. 
Fresno County (FreJJno, county seat) 

Frank Aiello, laborer, kllled by I. B. Chalmers, deputy sheriff, and 
Alvin Cole, constable, May 25, 1928. 

• .rotal Fresno County, 1. 

Humboldt Cotmty (Eureka, county seat) 

II. Stewart, occupation unknown, killed by Deputy Sheriff Taylor, 
1022. 

Total Humboldt County, 1. 

ImperiaZ County (El Centro, count11 seat) 

Paul Robinson, policeman, killed by R. Mendoza, occupation unknown, 
June 12, 1926. 

Total Imperial CountyJ 1. 

Inyo County (Independence, county seat) 

L. A. Hazzard, deputy sheriff, killed by Charles Jackson, Indian, 
January 11, 1925. 

Total Inyo County, 1. 

Kern County (Bakersfield, county seat) 

W. W. Wiles, constable, killed by Lewis M. Lowe, alleged bootlegger, 
December 19, 1924. 

Charles Chulla, alll'ged moon hiner, killed by Jack Ormsby, Pl'Ohibi
tion agent, and Harry Chenowith, occupation unknown, summer of 
1929. 

Total Kern County, 2. 
Lassen County' (Susanville, county seat) 

Clarence W. La Flower, lumberman, killed by Neil Merrill, deputy 
constable, April 23, 1927. 

Total Lassen County, 1. 
Los Angeles County (Los AngeZeJJ, cotmty seat) 

John F. Brinnegar, policeman, killed by W. F. Beard, alleged boot
legger, September 29, 1928. 

W. F. Beard, alleged bootlegger, killed by John F. Brinnegar, polic~
man, September 29, 1928. 
, Leslie Adams, alleged rum runner, killed by E. J. Ellis, United States 
Coast Guard, October 6, 1928. 

E. P. Ingmire, oil company official, killed in collision with car of 
raiding party headed by Prohibition Agent George H. Hudson, April 7. 
1927. 

A. H. Hendricks, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, name 
unknown, January 8, 1923. 

Sam Faulkner, negro youth, killed by M. B. Shetlleld, negro police
man, April 24, 1927. 

James W. Doran, negro chauffeur, killed by policemen, names un
known, July 3, 1928. 

Total Los Angeles County, 7. 
Merced County (Merced, co11nty seat) 

Dalots Ortes, farmer, killed by C. J. Gorby, policeman, February 10, 
1926. 

Total Merced County, 1. 

Monterey Cotmty (Salinas, cou-nty seat) 

N. H. Rader, secondhand dealer, at times special police officer, killed 
by persons unknown, alleged rum runners, July 6, 1925. 

Total Monterey County, 1. 
Riverside Oounty (Rit•erside, county seat) 

Owen McCormick, alleged bootlegger, killed by C. A. Sweeters, shl'riff, 
April 14, 1026. 

Total Riverside County, 1. 

Sa.n Bernardino Oounty (Sa-n Bernardino, oounty seat) 

Albert .Myers, occupation unknown, killed by James F. Dukes, county 
prohibition officer, Mat'ch 11, 1927. 

Total San Bernardino County, 1. 

San Francisco Cou·nty (San Franoisco, county seat) 

Baoil Artnfi'o, cement contractor, kUled by Thomas Warren, prohibi
tion agent, June 15, 1923. 

Ariel C. Eggers, alleged hijacker, killed by John Donnelly, United 
States deputy marshal, January 28, 1925. 

Low Jew, aged Chinese, killed himself when officers raided his room, 
November 2, 1929. · 

John O'Toole, prohibition agent, killed by fall ft·om automobile in 
liquor chase, Ft!'bruary 7, 1922. 

James W. Horton, policeman, killed by person unknown, September 
19, 1920. 

Total San Francisco County, 5. 

San Luis Obispo County (San Ltti8 Obi.spoJ cotmty seat) 

Jose Villegas, alleged bootlegger, killed by Robert L. Knight, prohibi
tion agent, July 14, 1928. 

Total San Luis Obispo County, 1. 

Shasta County (Redding, county seat) 

James S. White, game warden, killed by John Vall, prohibition agent, 
October 17, 1923. 

Total Shasta County, 1. 

Tulare County (Visalia, county seat) 

T. C. Wrinkle, rancher, killed by Paul Shannon, prohibition agent, 
January 17, 1928. 

Total Tulare County, 1. 
Total California, 29. 

COLORADO 

Boulder Ccnmty (Boulder, county seat) 

Person unknown, occupation unknown, killed by State ranger, name 
unknown, about 1921, reported by sheriff. 

Total Boulder County, 1. 

Denver County (Denver, county seat) 

Norman Gould, laborer, posing as sherilf, killed by Mrs. Mike Rossi, 
housewife, December 28, 1921. 

Charles L. Ohler, alleged bootlegger, killed by person unknown, ·An
gust, 1923, reported by city clerk. 

Riche Rose, policeman, killed by person unknown, occupation un
known, October, 1922. 

Julius Perkins, negro laborer, killed by Roy Robinson, policeman, 
March 18, 1924. 

Dan Edwards, occupation unknown, killed by Patrolman Foster, 
March 18, 1925. 

Harry K. Ohle, policeman, killed by Eddie Ives, laborer, November, 
1928. 

Mrs. Louvenia Reese, housewife, killed by Eddie Ives, laborer, No
vember, 1928. 

Robert K. Evans, policeman, killed by Eddie Ives, laborer, November, 
1928. 

Total Denver County, 8. 

Huer(ano County (Walsenburg, county seat) 

H. G. Robert, prohibition agent, killed by Louis Donati, occupation 
unknown, January 18, 1924. 

Louis Donati, occupation unknown, killed himself, January, 1924. 
Total Huerfano County, 2. 

Jefferson Cmm.ty (Golden, county seat) 

Joseph Clark, farmer, killed by person unknown, May 10, 1929, re
ported by Denver City Club. 

Total Jefferson County, 1. 

LGs Anima.!! County (T1'inidaa, coutlt1/ seat) 

James Moore, special officer, killed by Mrs. Mary Gembrin or Oresto 
Flor, alleged bootleggers, March 19, 1922. 

Total Las Animas County, 1. 

Logan County (Sterllng, county seat) 

B. J. Wilson, investigator for sherifl's office, killed by Guy Bray, 
barber, May 22, 1922. 

Total Logan County, 1. 

Mesa Co-unt-y (Grand Junction, county seat) 

Frank Talarica, farmer, killed by Frank DuCray, sheriff, September, 
1921. 

Manuel Cordova, occupation unknown, killed by police, names un
known, March, 1926. 

Total Mesa County, 2. 

Otero County (La Junta, county seat) 

E. W. LaBertew, traveling salesman, killed by deputy sheriff, name 
unknown, April 11, 1924. 

Total Otero Cow1ty, 1. 

Pueblo Coun~ty (P1H3bl()J county seat) 

.Mike Levicchi, soft-drink stand proprietor, killed by R. M. Fouch, po
liceman, F ebruary 8, 1922. 

Total Pueblo County, 1. 

Rio Blanco County (Meeker, county s-eat) 

Mrs. Della Miller, housewife, killed by Earl Cooke, deputy sherifl', 
April 16, 1926. 

Total Rio Blanco County, 1. 

Bi.o Grande Count11 (Del Norte, county seat) 

Clyde McDonald, night marshal, killed by, J. W. _Kenworthy, oc-eupa• 
tion unknown, December 15, 1921. 

Total Rio Grande County, 1. 
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T.~Uer County ( Orlpple Creelt, county seat) 

William Risk, cattleman, killed by Fred Fonaton, prohibition agent, 
summer of 1925. 

Tully Longwell, laborer, killed by C:- R. Robertson, m~hanic posing as 
Federal officer, September 4, 1927. 

Total '.reller County, 2. 
Weld Oounty (Greeley, county seat) 

Innocruza Riggerto, occupation unknown, killed by Federal or county 
officers, names unknown, June 23, 1921. 

Total Weld County, 1. 
Total Colorado, 23. 

CONNI!lCTICUT 

Neto Haven Oounty 'New Haven, county seat) 

Simone Rianna, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONA-L RECORD, 
John M. Bonin, detective sergeant, killed by persons unknown, alleged 

Jiquor viola.tors, June 12, 1922. 
'I'otal New Haven County, 2. 

Ne10 London County (New London, county seat) 

Karl Gustafson, chief boatswain's mate, United States Coast Guard, 
killed by persons unknown, alleged rum runners, April 2, 1925. 

Total New London County, 1. 
Total Connecticut, . 3. 

DELA.WARJD 

New Oastle County (Wilmington, county seat) 

Tedaldo Di Sabatino, alleged bootlegger, killed by Lee Washburn and 
Joseph P. Herman, prohibition agents, June 29, 1924. 

Total New Castle County, 1. 
Total Delaware, 1. 

FLORIDA 

Br0100-rd. Cou"IY (Fort Laud.eraaZe, county seal) 

Sidney Sanderlin, boatswain, United States Coast Guard, killed by 
Horace Alderman, alleged rum runner, April 7, 1927. 

Victor Lawley, motor machinist mate, United States Coast Guard, 
killed by Horace Alderman, alleged rum runner, April 7, 1927. 

Robert K. Webster, United State Secret Service operative, killed by 
Horace Alderman, alleged rum runner, April 7, 1V27. ~ 

Horace Alderman, alleged rum runner. hanged for killing Sanderlin, 
Lawley, and Webster, August 17, 1929. 

'I'otal Broward County, 4. 
Calhoun County (Blountstotcn, county seat) 

B. A. Hampton, policeman, killed by person unknown, occupation un
known, September 6, 1928. 

Total Calhoun County, 1. 

Dade County (Miami, county seat) 

Harry Booth, alleged rum runner, killed by customs officers (names 
unknown), August 13, 1927. 

D. C. (Red) Shannon, alleged rum runner, killed by P. E. Shaw, 
ensign, United States Coast Guard, February 24, 1926. 

Ermon H. Jones, suspected as rum runner, killed by H. P. Parry, 
boatswain, United States Coast Guard, March 14, 1927. 

Charles Waite, alleged rum ~unner, killed by members of Coast Guard 
crew, April 7, 1927. 

"George," negro, alleged rum runner, killed by Charles Waite, alleged 
rum runner, April 7, 1927. 

Clyde Parrish, occupation unknown, killed by W. M. Simmons, C. F. 
Standau, A. C. Givhan, and J. H. Shirley, prohibition agents, August 
5, 1926. 

M. P. Merritt, occupation unknown, killed by W. M. Simmona, C. F. 
S_~dau, A. C. Givhan, and J. ~ Shirley, prohibition agents, August 5, 
1926. 

J. A. Brinson, occupation unknown, killed by W. M. Simmons, C. F. 
Standau, A. C. Givhan, and J. H. Shirley, prohibition agents, August 5, 
1926. 

Bernard E. Davis, occupation unknown, killed by W. D. Ha1loway, 
policeman, September 14, 1929. 

Total Dade County, 9. 
Duval Oounty (Jacksonvflle, oowtiJJJ seat) 

Joe Haywood, deputy she.riff, killed by person unknown, occupation 
unknown, March, 1929. 

Everett Howard Jones, United States Coast Guard, killed by W. T. 
Britt, road-bouse proprietor, January 16, 1927. 

Jacob Carter, alleged bootlegger, killed by J. S. Epley, prohibition 
agent, April 5, 1926. 

Homer Studivant, alleged bootlegger, killed by J. S. Epley and 
--- Ryals, prohibition agents, February 16, 1926. 

John Hysler, alleged rum runner, killed by Hope King, prohibition 
agent, September 26, 1928. 

Louis Anderson, negro, occupation unknown. killed by Jesse Joyner, 
honorary deputy sheriff, August 28, 1929. 

Total Duval County, 6. 

Esoombia Oounty (Peuacous, county seat) 

Thomas Johnson, laborer, drowned fleeing from Eugene Forsythe, 
prohibition agent, March 3, 1927. 

Monroe Foster, farmer, killed by Barney Wiggins, deputy sheriff, 
March 8, 1929. 

Total Escambia County, 2. 

Flagler Oounty (BnmnelZ, county •eat) 

Perry Han, sheriff, killed by Jim Smith, negro, turpentine laborer, 
August 20, 1927. 

Sonny Durrance, deputy sheriff, killed by Jim Smith's nephew, night 
watchman at negro post office, August 24, 1927. 

Jim Smith, negro, turpentine laborer, killed by posse in Georgia, 
two weeks after killing of Sheriff Perry Hall, September, 1927. 

Total Flagler County, 3. 

HiUsborough Oounty (Tampa, county seat) 

Harry Booth, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, name 
unknown, August 11, 1927. 

Total Hillsborough County, 1. · 

Jackson County (Mari.anna, county Beat) 

John P. lvey, deputy sheriJf, killed by T. W. Shuler, alleged rum 
runner, February 28, 1921. 

Total Jackson County, 1. 

Lake County (Tavares, count;t, 1eat) 

J. Lee Hux, chief of police, killed by Will Stalnaker, alleged moon
shiner, February 13, 1924. 

~· S. Hughes, deputy sheriff, killed by persons unknown, alleged moon
shmers, April 1, 1925. 

Carl Stewart, alleged bootlegger, killed by D. A. McClellan, deputy 
sheriff, September 21, 1928. 

Benjamin J. Leonard, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by Clifr 
Palmer, policeman, April 13, 1929. 

Total Lake County, 4. 

Manatee Oounty (Bradenton, oounty seat) 

Negro, name unknown, alleged bootlegger, killed by J. E. Bowdoin, 
deputy sheriff, April 15, 1922. 

Total Manatee County, 1. 

Orange Oounty (Orlando, county seat) 

Hart·y Givens, alleged bootlegger, killed by Lloyd J. Gay, prohibition 
agent, September 4, 1922. 

Total Orange County, 1. 

Paaco Oounty (Dade City, county Beat) 

Preston Overstreet, occupation unknown, killed by Internal Revenue 
agents, names unknown, February 26, 1925. 

Neal Wilson, occupation unknown, killed by Internal Revenue Agents, 
names unknown, February 26, 1925. 
--- Crenshaw, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, occu

pation unknown, October 5, 1922. 
John V. Waters, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, occu

pation unknown, October 5, 1922. 
--- Young, farmer boy, killed by Deputy Sheriff Hudson, date of 

slaying unknown. 
Total Pasco County, 5. 

Pinellas County (Clearwater, county seat) 

--- Huduel, farmer, killed by policeman, name unknown, 1921. 
--- Huduel, son of farmer above, killed by policeman, name 

unknown, 1921. 
Total Pinellas County, 2. 

Polk County (Bartow, county seat) 

Leon M. Sweat, alleged bootlegger, killed ·by C. W. Standau, prohibi
tion agent, March 27, 1925. 

Total Polk County_, 1. 

Saint L1tcle Oounty (Fort Pierce, county seat) 

Nels Danielson, plumber, killed by J. H. Merritt, sheritr, April 13, 
1923. 

Perle S. Thomas, traveling salesman, killed by Prohibition Agents 
Brownlee, Gourley, and others, February 6, 1927. 

Total Saint Lucie County, 2. 

Taylor Oounty (Perry, county seat) 

Jacob P. Brandt, prohibition agent, killed by J. W. Bucbamm, farmer, 
December 9, 1926. 

Walter C. Mobray, prohibition agent, killed by J. W. Buchanan, 
farmer, December 9, 1926. 

Total Taylor County, 2. 

Washington County (Vernon, county seat) 

James E. Bowdoin, prohibition agent, killeQ by Houston Harris, alleged 
bootlegger, February 16, 1925. 
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Houston Harris, alleged ·bootlegger, kllled by James E. Bowdoin, pro· 

hibition agent, February 16, 1925. 
Total Washington County, 2. 
Total Florida, 47. 

GEORGIA 

Barrow Coun.ty (Winder, county seat) 

Jesse Morgan, filling station proprietor, killed by Ike Hall, policeman, 
October 16, 1928. 

Total Barrow County, 1. 

Bibb Cout1.ty (Macon, county seat) 

James Com'Son, high-school boy, killed in collision with prohibition 
agent's car, September 15, 1929. 

Tommie Thompson, policeman, killed by negro, name unknown, alleged 
bootlegger, 1922. 

Harry Green, deputy sherift\ kllled by John Howell, alleged bootlegger, 
May 16, 1925. 

Total Bibb County, 3. 

Burke County (Waynesboro, county seat) 

A. P. Peake, alleged rum runner, killed by sheriff's posse, names un· 
known, September 14, 1921. 

Duncan Moore, farmer, killed by R. M. Carter, deputy sheri1'f, July 
19, 1925. 

Negro, name unknown, alleged helper at still, killed by county officers, 
names unknown, spring of 1928. 

Total Burke County, 3. 

Bdts County (Jackson, county seat) 

J. E. McNair, county policeman, killed by Tom King, negro laborer, 
November 23, 1925. 

Total Butts County, 1. 
Campbell County (Fairburn, county seat) 

Homer McElreth, taxi driver and prohibition informer, killed by 
George Waller and Ora Whittle, alleged bootleggers, May 28, 1922. 

G. E. Jenkins, sheriff, killed in automobile wreck while pursuing 
alleged rum-running car, occupants unknown, February 15, 1925. 

Total Campbell County, 2. 

Charlton County (Folkston, county Beat) 

Steve Morris, alleged rom r011ner, killed by J. 0. Sikes, policeman, 
October 22, 1927. 

Amos Mathis, alleged rum runner, killed by J. 0. Sikes, policeman, 
October 22, 1927. 

Total Charlton County, 2. 

ChatlUJm Countv (Savannah, county seat) 

P. C. Calhoun, occupation unknown, killed by A. D. Mikell, policeman, 
1924. 

Person unknown, killed by A. D. Mikell, policeman, date of slaying 
unknown. 

Total Chatham Cotmty, 2. 
Columbia County (A.PfJUng, county seat) • 

Walter R. Tolbert, prohibition agent, killed by Burley Adams, farmer, 
February 22, 1928. 

Negro, name unknown, occupation unknown, killed by W. S. Harri· 
son, sr., county prohibition officer, about 1927. 

Total Col'umbia County, 2. 

Oriap Count11 (Cordele, county seat) 

Will Ford, negro, laborer, killed by S. L. Gregory, assistant chief of 
p !lice, and L. R. Sirman, policeman, 1922. 

Total Crisp County, 1. 

De Kalb County (Decatur, county seat) 

M. H. Phillips, county policeman, killed · in automobile wreck while 
pursuing alleged rum runners, names unknown, August 11, 1927. 

L. s. Henderson, county policeman, killed in automobile wreck while 
Jiursuing alleged rum runners, names unknown, August 11, 1927. 

S. D. Gentry, county policeman, killed by Jack Bell, negro, alleged 
bootlegger, April 8, 1925. 

Total De Kalb County, 3. 
Dodge County (Eastman, county seat) 

J. Lancaster, former policeman, killed by DeWitt Gaillard, occupa. 
tion unknown, October 27, 1929. 

Total Dodge County, 1. 

DO'Ugherty County (A.Zba-ny, county seat) 

G. I. Wil-son, no details, record<!d in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Total Dougherty County, 1. 

Earlg County (Blakely, county Beat) 

Noah Williams, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by Sid Howell, sheritf, 
August 6, 1922. 

Jim Smith, negro, allegetl bootlegger, killed by Sid Howell, sheri1f, 
February 12, 1920. 

Total Earl,y Connty, 2. 

Effingham County · (Springtfeld, county Beat) 

Bennie Goole, negro, farmer, killed by Henry Pharis, deputy sheritr, 
about 1925. 

Negro, name unknown, farmer, killed by A. H. Clifton, deputy sheriff, 
about 1921. 

Total Effingham County, 2. 

Elbert Co11-nty (Elberton, county aeat) 

Dallas Jones, negro, alleged moonshiner, killed by sheriff, name 
unknown, March or April, 1926. 

Total Elbert County, 1. 

Fayette County (Fayette'V'Ule3 county seat) 

James C. Langston, rural ma.il carrier and prohibition informer, killed 
by John Waller, Charlie Waller, Ora Whittle, Oscar Dutton, M'elvin 
Brown, Melvin Windon, Rainey Cauther, and Arthur Alexander, alleged 
moonshiners, October 28, 1922. 

Total Fayette County, 1. 

Floyd County (Rome, county seat) 

Charles Hawkins, farmer, killed by H. T. Donehoo, deputy sheri1'f, 
December 19, 1925. 

Total Floyd County, 1. 

Franklin County (Carnesville, oounty seat) 

Frank Andrews, farmer, killed by T. H. Moss, sheri1'f, April 28, 1923. 
Total Ft·anklin County, 1. 

FuUon Countv (Atlanta, county seat) 

A. B. Smith, no details, recorded In CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Harry Heard, county policeman, killed by Adam Lindsq, ~gro, mill 

worker, October 20, 1923. 
R. L. Peek, alleged bootlegger, killed by Harry Sapphire, prohibition 

agent, .August 30, 1921. 
Tom Gordon, garage owner, killed by party including W. C. Morris, 

deputy sheriff, and two city policemen, names unknown, May 5, 1928. 
Total Fulton County, 4. 

Gordo-n County (Calhoun, oounty seat) 

S. C. Goss, county policeman, killed by Wesley Morgan, farmer, about 
1923. 

Total Gordon County, 1. 

Grady County (Oairo, oountv seat) 

Edgar Scoggins, farm laborer, killed by H. N. Clark, deputy sheriff, 
August 20, 1920. 

Total Grady County, 1. 

Greene County (Greensboro, countv Beat) 

J. B. Smith, alleged rum runner, killed by James H. Gastley, prohibi
tion agent, June 1, 1923. 

Jett Smith, alleged rum runner, killed by James H. Gastley, prohibi· 
tion .agent, June 1, 1923. 

John O'Neal, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by L. L. Wyatt, county 
policeman, April, 1927. 

Total Greene County, 3. 

G'!Oinnett County (Lawrencevme, county seat) 

Tom Wood, alleged rum runner, killed by Tom White, deputy sheriff, 
December 9, 1923. 

A. J. Webb, Milton County officer, killed by Guy Anderson and Q[enn 
House, alleged rum runners, November 8, 1924. 

Total Gwinnett County, 2. 

Habet·sham County (Clarkesvme, county seat) 

Person unknown, alleged rum runner, killed by J. H. Gastley, prohibi
tion agent, about 1920 or 1921. 

Total Habersham County, 1. 

HaH County (Gaineaville, oounty seat) 

Will J. Dorsey, deputy sherilf, killed by Otis Darnell and J. D. Brown, 
occupation unknown, July, 1920, 

Melvin Lowe, farmer, killed by Homer Strickland and J. T. Reed, 
deputy sherilfs, November 14, 1925. 

Total Hall County, 2. 

Haml8on Countv (Buchanaft., county seat) 

Grady Phillips, sawmill hand, killed by Luke Ballenger, constable, 
June 15, 1929. 

Mrs. Robert Stewart, wife of Rev. Robert Stewart, "raiding parson," 
killed by party of alleged rum runners, Jelf Henderson, Otis Henderson, 
Herbert Henderson, Tom Gober, jr., and Calvin Bishop being accused, 
November 13, 1924. 

Total Haralson County, 2. 

Hart Countu (Hartwell, COi'nty Beat) 

L. S. Skelton, rural policeman, killed by Lincoln Jackson, negro, 
farmer, November 4, 1924. 

Total Hart County, L 
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Heard (Jaunty (Franklin, county seat) 

Sam Dorough, farmer, killed by M. L. George, county policeman, June 
6, 1926. 

Total Heard County, 1. 

Jasper Oounty (Monticello, county seat) 

J. s. Grubbs, county policeman, killed by Huston Tilman, farmer, 
July 18, 1925. 

Huston Tilman, far~r. killed by J. S. Grubbs, county policeman, July 
18, 1925. 

Total Jagper County, 2. 

Jeff Davis Oottnty (Hazlehtlrst, countv seat) 

Bruce Kirby, farmer, killed by G. C. Rogers, prohibition agent, Sep
tember 7, 1~21. 

Thomas J. Kersey, cb1ef of police, killed by Warren Waters, farmer, 
December 9, 1923. 

Warren Watex·s, farmer, banged by sheriff for death of Thomas J. 
Kersey, chief of police, September 19, 1924. 

Total Jeff Davis County, 3. 

Jones (Jaunty ( Groy, co1mty s.ea,t) 

Floyd Malone, county policeman, killed by Grover Ethridge, farmer, 
and other persons, names unknown, August 28, 1924. 

Frank Tucker, county policeman, killed by Grover Ethridge, farmer, 
and other persons, names unknown, August 28, 19.~4. 

Jim Ridley, farmer, killed by M. E. Malone, deputy county policeman, 
May 10, 1928. · 

':I.'otal Jones County, 3. 
Laurens Oounty (Dublin, county seat) 

George Crofford, county policeman, killed by Green Holsey, farmer, 
192L 

Green Holsey, farmer, killed by George Crofford, county policeman, 
1!)21. 
--- Holsey, son of Green Holsey, farmer, killed by George Crof-

ford, county policeman, 1921. 
':l'otal Laurens County, 3. 

Lincoln Oounty (LincoZnttm, cotmtg seat) 

F. H. Collars, farmer, killed by W. S. Harrison, sherllf, July 4, 1923. 
Wayne Cullars, farmer, killed by W. S. Harrison, sheriff, July 4, 1923. 
Total Lincoln County, 2. 

Lorrg Oounty (Ludowici, countg ~teat) 

A. A. Sterno, alleged bootlegger, killed by sheriff and posse, names 
unknown, fall oi 1922. 

Total Long County, 1. 

Lowndes Oounty (Valdosta, cotmty seat) 

Lawton Carroll, farmer, killed by R. L. Hudson, sr., and R. L. 
Hudson, jr., prohibition agents, March 7, 1927. 

Total Lowndes County, 1. 
Mcintosh Oounty (Darien, county Beat) 

Edward Anderson, deputy sheriff, killed by Thoma.s Pashy, jr., negro 
laborer, December 14, 1927. 

Total Mcintosh County, 1. 

Mitchell Oounty ((Jamilla, county seat) 

Genie Robinson, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by sheriff and posse, 
names unknown, September 28, 1927. 

Total Mitchell County, 1. · 

Morgan Oounty (~adison~ county seat) 

W. J. B. Hodge, mechanic, killed by M. L. Staton, county policeman, 
Aprll 24, 1929. 

Total Morgan County, 1. 

Muscogee Oounty (Oolumbus, county seat) 

J. Tom Britt, alleged bootlegger, killed by C. D. Hall and J. D. Welch, 
policeman, April 13, 1923. 

Four negroes, unidentified, no details, recorded in GONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Total Muscogee County, 5. 

Pickens 001.mty (Jasper~ county seat) 

Will McFarland, farmer, killed by W. L. Cape, county policeman, 
April 1, 1922. 

w. L. Cape, county policeman, killed by Linzie Evans, farmer, Sep
tember 17, 1927. 
To~ Pickens County, 2. 

Pierce County (Blackshear, C014nty seat) 

I. C. Brooks, policeman, killed by S. I. Sharpe, alleged bootlegger, 
March 8, 1923. 

D. B. Rowell, farmer, killed , by_ J. S. Walker, deputy sheriff, August 
4, 1929. 

Lige Howell, farmer, killed b1 0. K. Johns, county policeman, No
vember, 1924. 

J. W. Roberson, sheriff, Jdlled by Mage Carter, farmer, August 21, 
1921. 

Total Pierce County, 4. 

P·ike County (ZebuZon, cou·nty .seat) 

W. E. Carter, special deputy sheriff, killed while attempting the 
stop suspected liquor car, · occupants unknown, February 2, 1929. 

Total Pike Cc:mnty, 1. 

Putnam (Jaunty (Eatonton, cotmty seat) 

0. C. Harwood, sawmill worker, killed when mistaken for prohibi
tion agent, by R. S. Whittaker, alleged bootlegger, February 27, 1924. 

Bob Heath, occupation unknown, killed when mistaken for prohibition 
agent, by R. S. Whittaker, alleged bootlegger, February 27, 1924. 

Total Putnam County, 2. 

Screven Oounty (Sylvmua, eo1411ty seat) 

Joe A. Bozemore, farmer, killed by J. V. Dolan, county policeman, 
1924. 

Herman Bozemore, farmer, killed by J. V. Dolan, county policeman, 
1924. 

Total Screven ,County, 2. 

Setninole Oounty (Donalsonville, COU'flty seat) 

Jetr Williams, 'policeman, killed by Silas Parimore, farmer, June 3, 
1925. 

Total Seminole County, 1. 

· Talbot _Oou·nty (Talbottor.., county seat) 

Clarence Caprlls, pressing club proprietor, killed by L. P. Rutledge, 
policeman, about 1927. 

Total Talbot County, 1. 

Tattnall (Jaunty (Reidsvme, county seat) 

Ray Coleman, sheriff, killed by Kelley Collins, farmer, October, 1922. 
Total Tattnall County, 1. 

Taylor (Jaunty (Butler, county seat) 

Johnnie Garrett, alleged bootlegger, killed by Prohibition Agents 
Jackson, English, and Causey, December 16, 1920. 

R. W. Jackson, prohibition agent, killed by party headed by Napoleon 
and Johnnie Garrett, December 16, 1920. 

Total Taylor County, 2. 

Telfair County (McRae, county seat) 

J. H. BaBs, farmer, killed by M. D. Long, county policeman, May, 
1927. 

Charlie Rawlins, farmer, killed by M. D. Long, county policeman, 
September, 1928. 

George Coleman, farmer, killed by M. 
September, 1928. 

D. Long, county policeman, 

Total Telfair County, 3. 

Thomaa (Jaunty (Thomasville, county seat) . 

Bill Stephens, alleged bootlegger, killed by J. 0. Stewart, prohi
bition agent, March 18, 1924. 

Total Thomas County, 1. 

Tift County (Tifton, cou11t11 seat) 

R. H. Thornton, railroad section foreman, killed by J. 0. Stewart, 
county policeman, October, 1920. 

Total Tift County, 1. 

Troup Oounty (Lagrange, co·unty seat) 

Gordon Andrews, assistant prohibition agent, killed in gun battle 
between officers and liquor suspects ; Grady Cobb, prohibition agent in 
charge of party, and three of his assistants, To be Emory, Garland 
Ernest, and Marion Hogan, being held responsible for Andrews's death, 
July 24, 1923. 

'Total Troup County, 1. 
Walker Oounty (La Fayette, county seat) 

Tom Partain, alleged bootlegger, killed in encounter with " Chuck " 
Parrish, deputy sheriff, and Cecil Parrish, the officer's brother, February 
11, 1922. 

Cecil Parrish, occupation unknown, killed in encounter between 
" Chuck " Parrish, deputy sheriff, and Tom Partain, alleged bootlegger, 
February 11, 1922. 

"Chuck" "Pil:a:-rish, deputy sher!ti, killed by Tom Partain, alleged 
bootlegger, February 11, 1922. 

J. W. Morton, deputy sheriff, killed by George Baker, alleged moon
shiner, March 18, 1922. 

George Baker, alleged moonshiner, hanged for death of J. W. Morton, 
deputy sheriff, April 27, 1923. 

A. G. Catron, sheriff, killed by James Douglas, alleged bootlegger, , 
May 29, 192L 

Total Walker County, 6.' 
Warren County (Warrenton, eottnty seat) 

Louis Clarke, alleged bootlegger, killed by Will Wheeler, deputy 
sheriff.. September 25, 1.925. 

Total Warren County, 1. 
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Wayne County (JeBUp, county seat) 

Will Waterhead, laborer, killed by L. W. Rogers, sheriff, August 20, 
1920. 

Frank Madray, deputy sherift, killed by Will Waterhead, laborer, 
August 20, 1920. 

D. A. Aspinwall, county policeman, killed by Frank Tyre, farmer, 
March 27, 1927. 

Ernest Dyal, turpentine operator, killed by W. B. Aycock, county 
policeman, August 23, 1927. 

Total Wayne County, 4. 

White County ( Clet·cland, cotmty seat) 

W. D. Dorsey, prohibition agent, killed by John Farmer, alleged moon
shiner, June 13, 1920. 

Total White County, 1. 
Total Georgia, 105. 

[From the Washington (D. C.) Herald of Sunday, December 8, 1929] 

SECOND FATALITY LIST IN PROIDBITION SURVEY 

The Washington Herald to-day releases the second installment of its 
list of 1,360 fatalities growing out of encounters between officers and 
civilians in attempts to enforce the prohibition laws during the last 
10 years. The list follows: 

IDAHO 

Binohatn Cou11ty (Blackfoot, county seat) 

Ralph Zuefelt, alleged bootlegger, killed himself while resisting Fed
eral officer, name unknown, April, 1928. 

Total Bingham County, 1. 

Bonniville County (Idaho Fall.s, county seat) 

Theodore Duffy, alleged bootlegger, killed by William Hayward, police
man, May 27, 1928. 

Neil Simpkins, deputy sheriff, killed by William Wilson, taxi driver, 
June, 1924. 

Total Bonniville County, 2. 

Kooten.a.£ county (Coeur d'Alene, county seat) 

William E. Colgate, alleged bootlegger, killed by K. T. Holm, deputy 
sherift, July 16, 1929. 

Total Kootenai County, 1. 

Lemhi County (Salmon, county seat) 

Leonard R. Cummings, deputy sheriff, killed by Ben Hamilton, farm 
hand, January 2, 1928. 

L. J. Bancroft, deputy sheriff, killed by Ben Hamilton, farm band, 
January 2, 1928. 

William Withington, deputy sherifl', killed by Ben Hamilton, farm 
han.d, January 2, 1928. 

Ben Hamilton, farm hand, killed by Oscar Swanson, deputy sheriff, 
January 3, 1928. 

Total Lemhi County, 4. 
Total Idaho, 8. 

ILLINOIS 

Cass County (Virginia, county seat) 

Charles L. Hill, harness maker, killed by E. E. Greenhalgh and 
William H. Schultz, policemnn, October 1, 1924. 

Total Cass County, 1. 

CUnton. County (Carlyle, cou-nty sea.t) 

Frank Wilter, policeman, killed by Victor Albus, coal miner, April 
13, 1927. 

Frank Grimes, laborer, killed by Charles T. Sharp, policeman, De
cember 26, 1921. 

Erwin Settles, occupation unknown, killed by Charles T. Sharp, po
lkeman, December 26, 1921. 

Total Clinton County, 3. 
Cook Countv (C114cago, co-unty seat) 

Harold F. Olsen, policeman, killed by John Scalise, Albert Anselmio, 
and Michael Genna, alleged bootlegging gangsters, June 13, 1925. 

Michael Genna, alleged bootlegging gangster, killed by William 
Sweeney, policeman, June ).3, 1925. 

Vincent Drucci, alleged bootlegging gangster, killed by Daniel Healy, 
policeman, April 4, 1927. 

James H. Cauoll, policeman, killed by person unknown, occupation 
unknown, November 27, 1925. 

J'ames A. Henry, policeman, killed by person unknown, occupation 
unknown, November 27, 1925. 

Michael Madjgan, policeman, killed by James Beninato, owner of soft
drink parlor, June 5, 1926. 

Joseph J. Sullivan, policeman, killed by person unknown, occupation 
unknown, May 22, 1929. 

Frank Basile, undercover nrohibition agent, killed by alleged gangsters, 
names unknown, December 12, 1928, 

Leroy Gilbert, chief of police, killed by alleged gangsters. names on
known, December 6, 1928. 

George Riehm, chief of police, killed by person unknown, thought to 
be bootlegger, April 29, 1921. 

P. J. Bernaachi, policeman, killed by Leo Ward, occupation unknown, 
August, 1924. 

William E. Hennessey, policeman, killed by Hirschie Miller, occupation 
unknown, August 23, 1920. 

James M'ulcahy, policeman, killed by Hirschie Miller, occupation un
known, August 23, 1920. 

Lawrence C. Hartnett, jr., policeman, killed by Joseph Montana, jr., 
occupation unknown, October 27, 1923. 

Charles B. Walsh, policeman, killed by John Scalise, Albert Anselmlo, 
and Michael Genna, alleged bootlegging gangsters, June 13, 1920. 

Total Cook County, 15. 

Franklin County (Benton, county seat) 

Person unknown, alleged moonshiner, killed by James Sutton, con
stable, 1921. 

Person unknown, miner, killed by Wiley Hall, prohibition agent, 1921 
or 1922. 

Total Franklin County, 2. 

Kane County (Elgin, county seat) 

Mrs. Lillian DeKing, housewife, killed by Roy E. Smith, deputy 
she1iii, March 25, 1929. 

'Total Kane County, 1. 

Knoa: County (Gales'lnlrg, county seat) 

Pe1·son unknown, killed by policeman, no details, reported by coroner. 
Person unknown, killed by officer, no details, reported by coroner. 
Total Knox County, 2. 

Madison County (Ed1oardst:ille, county seat) 

Louis Vokivich, alleged bootlegger, killed by Glenn S. Young, prohibi
tion agent, November 6, 1920. 

Total Madison County, 1, 

Massac County (Mett·opolis, cottn.ty seat) 

Joe Ed. Medley, farmer, killed by prohibition agent, name unknown, 
January 16, 1923. 

Total l\fassac Ct:lunty, 1. 

Morgan County (Jacksom;iUe, county seat) 

Henry Hardy, occupation unknown, killed by John McGinnis, police
man, April 14, 1920. 

Total Morgan County, 1. 

Peoria County (Peoria, county seot) 

Jacob Szold, distillery night watchman, killed by persons unknown, 
alleged hijackers, July 11, 1923. 

Total Peoria County, 1. 

Pope County ( GoZcobda, county seat) 

Geo1·ge Gregory, sr., farmer, killed by officer, name unknown, October 
16, 1923. 

Jesse H. Gregory, farmer, killed by Glenn S. Young, John Frothingham. 
and Thomas Stiger, prohibition agents, September 10, 1921. 

Prohibition agent, one of above three killed by person unknown, date 
unknown, reported by county attorney. 

Total Pope County, 3. 

Rock IsZa.na Oounty (Rock Island, county seat) 

James Peter Huska, alias James Burns, occupation unknown, killed 
by Floyd Taylor, policeman, September 22, 1925, 

~l'otal Rock Island County, 1. 

8t. Clair County (Belleville, county seat) 

John Rinnberg, miner, killed by Henry Alston, Oscar Granay, Charles 
Short, M. S. Shouldus, and Charles Vnrsell, prohibition agents, July 
10, 1922. 

'l'otal St. Clair County, 1. 

BaZine County (Hat'fisburg, county seat) 

Royce E. Cline, deputy sheriff, killed by Isaiah Taborn, farmer, Au
gust 14, 1926. 

Total Saline County, 1. 

Sanga.m01l County (Spri11{lfleld, countv seat) 

Thomas B. Lankford, prohibition agent, killed by Michael Kerin, 
alleged bootlegger, May 26, 1926. 

Total Sangamon County, 1. 

Tazewell County (Pekin, county seat) 

Robert Clay, sheriff, killed by person unknown, occupation unknown, 
September 4, 1920. 

Jack Johnson, hod carrier, killed by officer, name unknown, about 
March, 1922. 

Total Tazewell County, 2. 

Williamson. County (Marion, countv seat) 

Cresar Cagle, constable, killed by persons unknown, accupation un
known, February 8, 1924, 
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Jack Sk:elcher, alleged rum runner, killed by State constabulary, names 

unknown, May 24, 1924. 
Total Williamson County, 2. 
Total Illinois, 39. 

INDIANA 

Boone County (Lebanon, co-unty seat) 

Unidentified man, DO details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Boone County, 1. 

Elkhart County (Goshen, county seat) 

Ike Nasby, negro, bartender, killed by Glen Banks, deputy sheriti, 
December 13, 1924. 

Henry Wentz, policeman, killed by Ike Nasby, negro, bartender, De-
cember 13, 1924. 

Ella Walker, negro, proprietor alleged road house, killed by Ike Nasby, 
negro, bartender, December 13, 1924. 

Total Elkhart County, 3. 
Lake Coumy ( Cf'O"Wtl. Point, county seat) 

Robert G. Anderson, 'warehouse agent, killed by alleged liquor bandits, 
names unknown, April 16, 1923. 

Total Lake County, 1. 
Mad~cm County (Anderson., co-unty seat) 

Elisha Northcutt, owner soft-drink parlor, killed by Seth Ward, pro
hibition agent, August 8, 1923. 

Total Madison County, 1. 
M(J.rshall Qounty (PZym.Ot,th, county seat) 

John Burns, alias Frank Dillon, occupation unknown. killed by Gar· 
land Bogardus, deputy sheriJr, August 30, 1923. 

Total Marshall County, 1. 
Mia-mi County (Peru, county seat) 

Charles Lawrence, night watchman, killed by alleged bootleggers, 
names unknown, May 21, 1929. 

Total Miami County, 1. 
Monroe Cotmty (Bloomington, county seat) 

Ralph Pogue, policeman, killed by Dewey Roshears, railroad brakeman, 
November 25, 1928. 

Total Monroe County, 1. 
Pike County (Petersburg, county seat) 

Pete Ficklin, coal miner, killed by Thomas Whitney, chief of police, 
July 6, 1927. 

Total Pike County, 1. 
StBUben County (Angola, county seat) 

E. s. Bliss, alias Baker, alleged rum runner, killed by person un
known ; Charles Zimmerman, sheriff, involved, August 22, 1928. 

Total Steuben County, 1. 
Tippecanoe County (La Fayette, county seat) 

Carl Stierle, machinist, killed by Morris R. Parks, prosecuting attor
ney, July 19, 1923. 

Total Tippecanoe County, 1-
Vanderburg Oounty (E-vansville, county seat) 

Ruben Bickel, alleged moonshiner, killed by Jesse Jones, deputy 
sheriJI, April 28, 1924. ' 

Franklin P. Schreiber, alleged bootlegger, k.Uled by Edward Sutheimer, 
city detective, February 28, 1927. 

Roy Foley Payne, occupation unknown, killed by Paul Newhouse, city 
detective, February 13, 1928. 

Total Vanderburg County, 3. 
VermiUon Cowrlty (Newport, count11 sea~) 

Jesse Runyan, killed, no details, recorded in CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Ben Runyan, killed, DO details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Vermilion County, 2. 

Hgo Cov.nty (Terre Haute, county seat) 

Bert Farmer, alleged bootlegger, killed by policemen (names un
known) , February 4, 1922_ 

Herbert Long, policeman, killed by Wiley Pierce, negro, occupation 
unknown, February 9, 1922. 

Albert Robinson or Robertson, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by 
Floyd Burt, policeman, May 13, 1927. 

Total Vigo County, 3. 
Warren County (Williamsport, county seat) 

Avis M. Dutcher, sheriff, killed by Claire Ratcliff, laborer, September 

20, 1926. 
Claire Ratcliff, laborer, killed by Leroy Brier, marshal, September 20, 

1926. 
Total Warren County, 2. 

Wayne Oounty (Richmond, county seat) 

John W. Hennigar, policeman, killed by Clarence W. Ringley, auto
mobile meehanic, October 21, 1924. 

Total Wayne County, L 
Total Indiana, 23. 

IOWA 

Black Hawk County (Waterloo, county seat) 
Three deaths, no details, reported by Cedar Falls city marshal. 
Total Black Hawk County, 3. 

Olay County (Bpettcer, county seat) 

Lewis H. Dayton, special deputy sheriff, killed by person unknown, 
occupation unknown, March 20, 1929. 

Total Clay County, l. 

alinton Count11 (Clinton, county seat) 

Fred Koch, policeman, killed by Eugene Moore, alleged bootlegger, 
August 4, 1926. 

Total Clinton County, l. 

Decatur Cottnty (Leon, cotmty seat) 

Clint McConnell, deputy sheriJI, killed by S. T. Petty, merchant, and 
Herb Pollard, farmer, July 8, 1927. 

Total Decatur County, 1. 

Floyd Coun-ty (Charle8 City, county seat) 

Melvin Stoker, student, killed by Vern Cutler, deputy sheriJr, May 20, 
1923. 

Donovan Klinkle, carpenter, killed by P. A. Saddler, sheriJr, May 10, 
1927. 

Total Floyd County, 2. 

Ft·emont County (Sidney, county seat) 

Charles Douglas Taylor, teamster, killed by William Reed, eonstn.ble, 
February 16, 1929. 

Total Fremont County, 1. 
Harrison County (Logan, county seat) 

Orin L. Case, deputy sheriff, killed by Earl Williams, alleged rum 
runner, September 15, 1925. 

Total Harrison County, 1. 

Marshall County (Marshalltown, county seat) 

Person unknown, no details, 1926, reported by coroner. 
Total Marshall County, 1. 

Union County (Creston, co-unty seat) 

William C. Ryason, painter, killed by William McKee, chief of police, 
October 16, 1925. 

Total Union County, 1. 

Woodbury County (Bio~ c•ev, co-unty seat) 

Alex Yokubaitas, laborer, killed by C. E. Wilcox, R. J. Mahr, Wil
liam Striker, and William Thiesen, officers, -January 27, 1923, 

Total Woodbury County, 1. 
Total Iowa, 13. 

KANSAS 

Anderson County (Garnett, county seat) 

Earl Welsh, druggist, killed by E. L. Stewardson, deputy night 
watchman, July 8, 1925. 

Total Anderson County, 1. 

Cowley County (Winfield, county seat) 

Two persons killed, no details, reported by coroner. 
Total Cowley County, 2. 

Dwkinson County (Abilene, county seat) 

Mrs. Louise Horton, alleged rum runner, killed by Sidney C. Dedrick, 
sheriJr, November 15, 1929. 

Total Dickinson County, 1. 

Edwards Co-unty (Kinsley, countY seat) 

J. R. Moss, farmer, killed by 1ohn Sturgeon, farm~. deputized as 
officer, February 17, 1921. 

Total Edwards County, 1. 

Elk County (Howard, co-unty seat) 

Three killed, no details, reported by coroner. 
Total Elk County, 3. 

Gray Oo-unty (Oimarron, co-unty seat) 

William N. Haycraft, alleged. bootlegger, killed by Art Sloeum and 
Joe Gallivan, deputy sheriffs, July- 14, 1928. 

Total Gray County, 1. 

Jewell County (Mankato, oo-unty seat) 

Rufus Anderson, baker and farmer, killed by Roy Coyner, night 
marshal, fall of 1927. 

Woman, name unknown, died from fright when officers searched prem
i$es, date unknown. 

Total Jewell County, 2. 

Sedgwick County (Wichita, county seat) 

Charles Nelson, negro, occupation unknown, killed by C. A. Colvin. 
policeman, July 27, 1928. 

Sam Offut, laundry-truck driver, killed by Dan Carrier, detective, 
September 19, 1926. 
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Edgar Offut, oil-field worker, killed by Dan Carrier, detective, 

September 19, 1926. 
Total Sedgwick County, 3. 
Total Kansas, 14. 

KENTUCKY 

Bath County (O·unngsville, county seat) 

Elvin Wilson, alleged moonshiner, killed by Roy W. Easley and W. C. 
Thompson, prohibition agents, September 14, 1925. 

Total Bath County, 1. 
Bell County (Pineville, county seat) 

William Littrell, magistrate, killed by Willis B. Saylor, prohibition 
agent, February 23, 1924. 

Willis B. Saylor, prohibition agent, killed by William Littrell, magis
trate, and Lloyd and John Littrell, occupation unknown, February 23, 
1924. 

Total Bell County, 2. 

Boyd County (Oatletts'fmrg, county seat) 

Edgar Bunch, owner of soft-drink stand, killed by Garland S. McNeil 
and Joseph H. Murphy, prohibition agents, and local officers, names un
known, March 9, 1923. 

Thomas Click, laborer, alleged prohibition informer, killed by Bert 
Stamper, alleged bootlegger, March, 1925. 

Ed. McAllister, laborer, alleged prohibition informer, killed by Bert 
Stamper, alleged bootlegger, March, 1925. 

William Gannon, county officer, killed by Harry Thompson, farmer, 
October 26, 1926. 

John Burke, engineer for city, killed by Forest Darby, alleged boot
legger, November 7, 1926. 

Newton Fannin, constable, killed by Stanley Layne, mechanic, Novem
ber 6, 1928. 

Total Boyd County, 6. 
Boyle County (Danville, county seat) 

Negro, name unknown, alleged rum runner, killed by E. B. Henson, 
prohibition agent.; J. M. Boswell, undercover man; and J. M. Boswell, 
constable, October 7, 1929. 

Total Boyle County, 1. 
Breathitt County (Jackson, county seat) 

Green Watkins, deputy sheriff, killed by persons unknown, alleged 
moonshiners, July 25, 1921. 

Hemy Noble, 15 years of age, accompanying Deputy Sheriff Watkins, 
killed by persons unknown, alleged moonshiners, July 25, 1921. 

Total Breathitt County, 2. 
Campbell Oounty (Newport, county seat) 

Andrew Bierlein, prohibition undercover man, killed by persons un
known, occupation unknown, October 9, 1929. 

Ira H. Fleming, occupation unknown, killed by Daniel Madden, pro
hibition agent, 1928. 

Total Campbell County, 2. 

Clay County (Manchester, county seat) 

Frank James, deputy sheriff, killed by Millard Jenkins, alleged moon
shiner, July 12, 1925. 

Total Clay County, 1. 

Daviess Oounty (Owensboro, county seat) 

Rondo Wade, farmer, kille<l by Jack Alderson, deputy sheriff, April 
12, 1926. 

Total Daviess County, 1. 
EdmoMon County (Broumsville, county seat) 

Evert Carroll, alleged moonshiner, killed by N. E. Reed, sheriff, 1925. 
Total Edmonson County, 1. 

Elliott County (Bandy Hook, county seat) 

J. H. Binion, deputy sheritl', killed by person unknown, occupation 
unknown, August, 1926. 

Total Elliott County, 1. 
Estill Cottnty (Irvine, county aeat) 

T. Q. Wallace, alleged bootlegger, killed by David M. Wills, prohibi
tion agent, May 19, 1923. 

John Cole, constable, killed by .Tames D. Hoover, farmer, 1922. 
R. G. Philpot, chief of pollee, killed by Henry Reed, deputy sheriff, 

about 1921. 
Henry Reed, deputy sheriff, killed by R. G. Philpot, chief of police, 

about 1921. 

Bud Isaacs, constable, killed by Leonard Johnson, farmer, 1925. 
A. J. Brookshire, sheriff, killed by David Estes, alleged bootlegger, 

1928. 
Total Estill County, 6. 

Fayette Cmmty (Lezi-ngton, county seat) 

EJ. Guy Cole, prohibition agent, killed by Bob or Charles Ballard, 
alleged moonsbincrs, December US, 1922. 

Bob Ballard, alleged moonshiner, killed by officers accompanying 
Prohibition Agent Cole, Decembt'r 15, 1922. 

William B. Anderson, revenue agent, killed by persons unknown, 
distillery raiders, December 2, 1V20. 

Total Fayette County, 3. 

Harlan Oou1lty (Harlan, cotmtv seat) 

George Belcher, occupation unknown, killed by Je:s race, chief of 
police, March 30, 1923. 

Adrien Metcalf, United States deputy marshal, killed by Willie John· 
son, occupation unknown, July 31, 1929. 

Hiram Fee, alleged moonshiner, killed by Henry M. Lewis, prohibi
tion agent, October 7, 1924. 

Total Harlan County, 3. 

HopJ.:ins Ootmty (Madisotwille, cotmty seat) 

Frank Sears, alleged moon ·hiner, killed by Roy V. Miller, prohibition 
agent, August 21, 1925. 

Total Hopkins County, 1. 

Jackson County (McKee, county scat) 

James H. Short, United States deputy marshal, killed by John Hurst, 
alleged moonshiner, 1923 or 1924. 

Total Jackson County, 1. 

Jefferson County (Louisville, county seat) 

Douglas Smith, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by E. A. Larkin, 
E. M. Stattom, and George S. Griffin, prohibition agents, January 28, 
1928. 

Ellis Hudson, negro, killed by Robert Brown, negro, policeman, Ma1 
13, 1928. 

Hany Baker, alleged bootlegger, killed by George S. Griffin and 
W. W. Wooten, prohibition agents, July, 1922. 

Total Jefferson County, 3. 

Johnson Oounty (PaintBVille, county seat) 

J. H. Reynolds, prohibition agent, killed by members of McKensie 
family, alleged moonshiners, August 26, 1921. 

James Melvin, chief of pollee, killed by members of McKensie family, 
alleged moonshiners, August 26, 1921. 

Total Johnson County, 2. 

Kenton County (Covington, oounty seat) 

Henry Nestor, occupation unknown, killed by J. M. Wood, prohibition 
agent, September 5, 1925. 

Total Kenton County, 1. 

Knott County (Hindman, county seat) 

Boe Fugate, alleged moonshiner, killed by John D. W. Collins, Robert 
A. Collier, and W. H. Kinnaird, prohibition agents, April, 1922. 

A. J. Thornsberry, justice of the peace, killed by Albert Cook and 
Miles Bate , jr., farmers, March 15, 1929. 

Will Thornsberry, county policeman, killed by Albert Cook and Miles 
Bates, jr., farmers, March 15, 1929. 

Total Knott County, 3. 

Leslie County (Hayden., COUfl-tY seat) 

George Strong, occupation unknown, killed by po se headed by Guy 
Tuggle, Roy W. Easley, W. H. Greent and Willis B. Saylor, prohibition 
agents, March 28, 1923. 

Ike Strong, occupation unknown, killed ]}y prohibition agents and 
posse as above, March 28, 1923. 

Mrs. Ike Strong, housewife, killed by prohibition agents and posse 
as above, March 28, 1923. 

Total Leslie County, 3. 
Letcher County (Whitesburg, county seat) 

Steve Isom, alleged moonshiner, killed by posse beaded by John D. W. 
Collins, prohibition agent, October 21, 1921. · 

Ashland Collins, occupation unknown, killed by Stephen J. Cornett, 
deputy sheriff, November 3, 1929. 

Total Letcher County, 2. -

Lincoln County (Stanford, county seat) 

Cecil Padget, farm laborer, killed by Red Hester, farmer, deputized 
by sheriff, February, 1928. 

Total Lincoln County, 1. 

Madison county (Richmond, cotmty seat) 

Ruker Cain, constable, killed by Virl Freemart, farmer, 1928. 
Andy Warren, watchmaker, killed by M. A. Logsdon, constable, 1929. 
Total Madison County, 2. 

Mani(ee County (Frenchburg, county seat) 
Robert E. Duff, prohibition agent, killed by persons unknown, alleged 

moonshiners, December 9, 1922. 
Total Manifee County, 1. 

Marion County (Lebanon, county seat) 
Marcus Ferell, 17-year-old boy, alleged moonshiner, killed by Frank 

Mather, prohibition agent, May 10, 1925. 
Total Marion County, 1. 

Martill 09ttnty (InezJ cou.11-ty seat) 

Kenis Duty, farmer, killed by sheriff and raiding party, names un
known, 19?-'t. 
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Frank James, farmer, member of sheriff's posse, killed by Millard 

Jenkins, alleged moonshiner, 1926. 
Total Martin County, 2. 

Mason County (Maysville, county seat) 

--- Campbell, farmer, killed by Stephen Manning, prohibition 
agent, about 1924.. 

Total Mason County, 1. 
Montgomef'1/ County (Mount Sterling, county seat) 

Elvin Wilson, no details, recorded in CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Montgomery County, 1. 

Morgan County (West Liberty, county seat) 

Person unknown, alleged prohibition informer, no details, reported by 
county attorney. 

Total Morgan County, 1. 
Muhlenberg County (Greenville, county seat) 

Will Rice, negro, alleged rum runner, killed by E. D. Bandy, special 
deputy sheriff, June 21, 1926. 

Total Muhlenberg County, 1. 
NelsOtl County (Bardstown, county seat) 

Francis Marion Smith, alleg~d moonshiner, killed by H. C. Blincoe, 
F. G. Fields, A. F. Guelda, and N. C. Gilliam, prohibition agents, No
vember 17, 1021. 

Beckham Cecil, alleged moonshiner, killed by George Nantz, prohibi-
tion agent, July 23, 1924.. 

Arthur Burman, farmer, killed by L. H. Gilbert and N. E. Reed, pro
hibition agents, October 12, 1921. 

Total Nelson County, 3. 
Perry County (Hazard, county seat) 

Bradley Bowling, occupation unknown, killed by William Turner, pro
hibition agent, June 1, 1924. 

Ira Combs, negro, alleged rum runner, killed by William Turner, pro
hibition officer, .June 14, 1924. 
--- Morris, farmer, ldlled by William Turner, prohibition agent, 

1!)24. 
Joe Davidson, occupation unknown, killed by deputy sheriff's posse, 

name unknown, 1928. 
Total Perry County, 4. 

Pike County (Pike8ville, county seat) 

Lewis Casebolt, deputy sheriff, killed by --- Adams, alleged moon
shiner, October, 1926. 
--- Adams, alleged moonshiner, killed by deputy sheriff's posse, 

names unknown, October, 1926. . 
Frank Phillips, deputy sheriff, killed by Sylvan and Roland Branham, 

miners, April, 1927. 
Roy May, alleged bootlegger, killed by Mat Sanders, deputy sheriff, 

May, 1929. 
Person unknown, miner, killed by George Nunnery, deputy sheriff, 1926. 
Total Pike County, 5. 

Powell County (Powell, county seat) 

Ova Helton, laborer, ldlled by Campbell Dennis, deputy sheriff, Febru
ary 18, 1924. 

Total Powell County, 1. 
Pulaslvi County (Somer8et~ .county seat) 

Bud Roberts, alleged moonshiner, killed by posse, Everett Haynes, 
deputy sheriff, in charge, July 4, 1921. 

Charles Wallace, alleged moonshiner, killed by posse, Everett Haynes, 
deputy sheri.ff. in charge, July 4., 1921. 

Joseph Wallace, alleged moonshiner, killed by posse, Everett Haynes, 
deputy sheriff, in charge, July 4., 1921. 

Total Pulaski County, 3. 
Rockcastle County (Mount Vern,on, eotmty aeat) 

--- Smith, farmer, killed by prohibition agent, name unknown, 
1924. 

George Nantz, prohibition agent, killed by Clarence Maddox, occupa
tion unknown, July 20, 1927. 

Clarence Durham, farmer, killed by J. C. Griffin, sheriff, and N. J. 
Tiplin, deputy sheriff, November 15, 1926. 

Flo:rd Jennings, farmer, killed by J. C.. Gri1lln, sheri1r, and N. J. 
Tiplin, deputy sheriff, November 15, 1926. 

Total Rockcastle County, 4.. 
lYayne County (Mot~>ticeUo, county seat) 

Will Megayban, farmer, ldlled by B. B. Upchurch, deputy sheriff, July 

7, 1927. 
Total Wayne County, 1. 

Whitley County (Williamsburg, oormty seat) 

George Clark, alleged rum runner, killed by Roy W. Easley, prohibi
tion agent, and a party of. county officers, na.m~ unknown, October 11, 
1924. 

Total Whitley County, 1. 

County unidentified 

Graveltown. Lewis Gregory, alleged bootlegger, killed by W. B. Stone, 
prohibition agent, date of slaying unknown, recorded in Co-:-oGRIIlSSIONA.L 
RECORD. 

Total county unidentified, 1. 
Total Kentucky, 79. 

LOUISIANA 

Caddo County (Shreveport, CQ11,nty seat) 

Sylvester Strickland, alleged rum runner, killed by Hugh Dearie, pro-
hibition agent, April 5, 1924. 1 

Total Caddo County, 1. 

Galcasieu County (Lake Charles, county seat) 

Sam Duhon, deputy sheriff, killed by Byron and Robert Dunn, alleged 
bootleggers, March 6, 1925. 

William I!J. Collins, prohibition agent, killed by Byron and Robert 
Dunn, alleged bootleggers, March 6, 1925. 

Byron Dunn, alleged bootlegger, hanged for death of Deputy Sheriff 
Sam Duhon and Prohibition Agent William E. Collins, 1925. 

Total Calcasieu County, 3. 

Claiborne County (Homer, county seat) 

P. F. Gully, merchant, killed by Henry Prudhomme, private detec
tive, June 25, 1926. 

Total Claiborne County, 1. 

(}rant County (CoZtaa:, coutlty seat) 

D. F. Williamson, farmer, killed by J. H. Corbett, deputy sheriff, 
March 10, 1923. 

Total Grant County, 1. 

Jackson Cout~ty (Jonesboro, eounty seat) 

E. · M. Rentz, sheriff, killed by Freeman Coleman, Booker Boone, and 
Willie Washington, sawmill employees, September 1, 1924. 

Freman Coleman, sawmill employee, han.ged for death of Sheriff 
E. M. Rentz, 1925. 

Booker Boone, saWlnill employee, hanged for death of Sheriff E. M. 
Rentz, 1925. 

Willie Washington, sawmill employee, hanged for death of Sherllf 
E. M. Rentz, 1925. 

Total Jackson County, 4. 

Jefferson County (G-retna, coun-ty seat) 

Arthur Miller, deputy sheriff, killed by Italian, alias Thlo"'' Frank, 
occupation unknown, date unknown. 

Frank Rescalla, alias " Cheater," alleged rum runner, killed by Arthur 
Miller, deputy sheriff, date unknown. 

Henry Iseman, laborer, killed by person unknown, occupation un
known, date unknown, reported by prosecuting attorney. 

Total Jefferson County, 3. 

Orleans County (Ne-to Orleans, cotmty seat) 

Leon Maingey, seaman, killed by members of crew ot patrol boat 
De:r:ter, United States Coast Guard, March 22, 1929. 
· Ralph Marcese, owner of soft-drink establishment, killed by James R. 
Murtagh and Loren R. Collins, prohibition agents, June 24~ 1924. 

Robert Killian, occupation unknown, killed by Patrick M. Needham. 
prohibition agent, May 9, 1925. 

Wallace J. Burns, laborer, drowned while fleeing from two prohibition 
agents, names unknown, June 22, 1928. 

Elizabeth Pie.rson. negress, no occupation, kllled by explosion during 
liquor raid by prohibition agents, names unknown, March 15, 1929. 

Daisy Jones, negress, no occupation, killed by explosion during liquor 
raid by prohibition agents, names unknown, March 15, 1929. 

Total Odeans County, 6. 

Rapides COfJ.nty (Al8$andtia, county seat) 

J. Frank Phillips, deputy sheriff, killed by Tobe Blockman, negro, 
alleged bootlegger, May 20, 1928. 

Tobe Blackman, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by J. Frank Phillips, 
deputy sheriff, May 20, 1928. 

Total Rapides County, 2. 

St. B8nlard Oo-unt11 (St. Bernard, county seat) 

J QSeph L. Estopinal, sheriff, killed by persons unknown, alleged rum 
runners, April 17, 1923. 

August Esteves, prohibition agent, killed by persons unknown! alleged 
rum runners, April 17, 1923. 

Total St. Bernard County, 2. 

Tangipahoa Oon-nt11 (Amite, count1/ seat) 

Calvin McCay, alleged bootlegger, ldlled by deputy sheriffs, names 
unknown, September, 1923. 

Algie Carrier, farmer, killed by party of prohlbition agents and county 
officers, headed by Prohibition Agents Pat M. Needham and John Elliott, 
July, 1927. 

Total Tangipahoa County, 2. 
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Uni<m Oounty (Farmervi-lle, oou11ty seat) 

Dan Wiley, city marshal, killed by Taylor Cullen, farmer, February 2, 
1929. 

Total Union County, 1. 

Washington County (FrrsnkHtlton, county seat) 

Wiley Pierce, deputy sheriff, killed by John Murphy and Gideon Rester, 
farmers, March 3, 1923. • 

R. Wesley Crain, deputy sheriff, killed by John Murphy and Gideon 
Rester, farmers, 1\Iarch 3, 1923. 

John Murphy, farmer, hanged for death of Deputy Sheriffs Wiley 
Pierce and R. Wesley Crain, 1924. 

Total Washington County, 3. 
Total Louisiana, 29. 

MAINE 

Aroostook County (Houlton, county seat) 

Louis Lizotte, farmer, killed by Frank H. Place, State highway police
man, May 13, 1925. 

Total Aroostook County, 1. 
Total Maine, 1. 

MARYLAND 

Anne Arundel County (Annapolis, oounty seat) 

Otto s. Smith, farmer, killed by Louis Myers, deputy sheriff, June 28, 
1926. 

Total Anne Arundel County, 1. 

Baltimore County (Towson, county seat) 

Charles c. Rouse, prohibition investigator, killed by person unknown, 
alleged bootlegger, June 8, 1927. . 

John Nicola, prohibition agent, killed in automobile wreck durmg 
liquor chase, October 4, 1928. 

Horace Brown, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by Louis W. Gerth, 
prohibition agent, December 27, 1920. 

Total Baltimore County, 3. 

Charles County (La Plata, oounty seat) 

John Cardinal Simley, negro, farmer, died from injuries after en
counter with Louis J. Tutt, Dano M. Jackley, John Fisher, and Thomas 
Fleming, prohibition agents, May 30, 1928. 

Total Charles County, 1. 
FredRricl~ County (Prederick, county seat) 

Clyde Hauver, deputy sheriff, killed by person unknown, alleged moon
shiner, July 30, 1929. 

Total FredPrick County, 1. 

Ha.r(ord County (Bel Air_, county seat) 

Lawrence Wenger, farmer, killed by Prohibition Agents Barton, Ely, 
Ford and Stevens, November 19, 1924. 

John Bungore, taxicab dl'iver, killed by Joseph A. Fubershaw, prohibi
tion agent, July 1, 1925. 

Total Harford County, 2. 

Prince Georges County (Upper Marlboro, county seat) 

Dano M. Jackley, prohibition agent, killed in automobile wreck during 
liquor chase, May 14, 1929. 

Allen w. Chase, plumber, deputized as constable, killed by Charles 
Berkeley, occupation unknown, May 24, 1924. 

Total Prince Georges County, 2. 

St. Mary& County (Le01'1arotown, county seat) 

Charles P. Gundlacbt, farmer, killed by Joseph R. Brewer, prohibition 
agent, September 16, 1927. 

'l'otal St. Marys County, 1. 

WasMngton Cou'tlty (Haget·stown, county seat) 

Hunter R. Stottler, prohibition agent, killed by Reginald E. Walters, 
painter and undercover man, July 26, 1927. 

Total Washington County, 1. 
Total Maryland, 12. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Middlesea: County ( CambrWge, ooun.ty seat) 

John M. Mulcahy, prohibition agent, ldlled by Joseph Mailhot, pro
prietor of alleged speakeasy, September 2, 1925. 

Total Middlesex County, 1. 
·Butrolk Oountv (Bost01J,, oounty seat) 

Joseph Sequeria, peddler, killed by Eddie Bogan, prohibition agent, 
June 12, 1922. 

Luigl Skagliozza, storekeeper, killed by Daniel O'Connell, policeman, 
February 13, 1923. 

Louis Quitt, chauffeur, killed by Bernard Steinhauser, policeman, 
May 3, 1921. 

Total Suffolk County, 3. 
Total Massachusetts, 4. 

MICHIGAN 

Allegan County (Allega,n, county seat) 

William Niedermeier, mail carrier, killed by Ernest L. Benway, prohi
bition agent, December 3, 1926. 

Total Allegan County, 1. 

Chippewa County (Sault Ste. Ma1·ie, county seat) 

Torrance MacMillan, policeman, killed by Tom Koutsoyanis, laborer, 
May 13, 1923. 

~l..'om Koutsoyanis, laborer, killed by Torrence MacMillan, policeman, 
1\Iay 13, 1923. 

Total Chippewa County, 2. 

Delta County (Escanaba, county seat) 

Person unknown, occupation unknown, killed by State policeman, 
name unknown, 1920, reported by State police headquarters. 

Total Delta County, 1. 

G<Jgebic County (Bessemer, county seat) 

John Mitchell, alleged rum runner, killed by Major Dalrymple and 
Leo J. Grove, prohibition agents, October 10, 19~0. 

John Cbiapusie, alleged rum runner, killed by Leo J. Grove, prohibi
tion agent, October 10, 1920. 

Total Gogebic County, 2. 

Mackinac County (Saint Ignace_, coun,ty seat) 

Person unknown, Kentucky wood cutter, killed by State policeman, 
name unknown, date of slaying unknown, reported by county clerk, 

Total Mackinac County, 1. 

Monroe County (Monroe, county seat) 

Philip Kalb, 17-year-old boy, killed by Prohibition Agent Rickey, 
January 13, 1924. 

Ed Kinsey, deputy- sheriff, killed by Walter Hoffman, alleged boot
legget·, April 16, 1929. 

Walter IIoffman, alleged bootlegger, killed by Edward Kinsey, deputy 
sheriff, April 16, 1929. 

Arthur Wolz, alleged bootlegger, drowned during rum chase by 
Federal officers, names unknown, April 25, 1929. 

James Graham, alleged bootlegger, drowned dut·ing rum chase by 
Federal officers, names unknown, June 9, 1929. 

Charles Ebner, salesman and alleged prohibition stool pigeon, killed 
by unknown persons, alleged bootleggers, April 4, 1927. 

Daniel Kuts, alleged prohibition stool pigeon, killed· by persons un
known, alleged bootleggers, April 25, 1927. 

Philip Teachout, alleged bootlegger, drowned during rum chase by 
Federal agents, names unknown, July 22, 1929. 

John Buttler, mechanic, killed by L. Dan, State policeman, February 
26, 1929. 

Walter Cunningham, alias Walter Butler, alleged rum runner, killed 
by Trooper Sheridan, State police, February 2, 1929. 

Total Monroe County, 10. 

Montcalnt County (Staunton, county seat) 

Franklin B. Henkel, sheriff, killed by Edgar Arnett, farmer, September 
24, 1926. 

Total Montcalm County, l. 

St. Clair County (Port Huron, oounty seat) 

Earl Roberts, border-pah·ol officer, killed by Vet Brown, alleged boot
legger, spring of 1929. 

Person unknown, alleged bootlegger, killed by Border Patrol Officer 
Levy, about 1925. 
--- Hough, officer, killed by William Catney, confectioner, March, 

1927. 
Clarence Elliott, alleged bootlegger, drowned in rum chase by officers, 

names unknown, 1929. 
Don Ackley, alleged bootlegger, drowned in rum chase by officers, 

names unknown, October, 1928. 
Total St. Clair County, 5. 

Wayne County (Detroit, county seat) 

Charles Wright, occupation tmknown, killed by Fred Ryan, pollee
man, March 15, 1929. 

Alfred J. Smith, mailman, drowned while fleeing from Gordon 
Southard and William McNab, customs border patrol agents, September 
5, 1929. 

Richard J. Sandlands, prohibition agent, drowned during fight with 
John M. Heath, electrician, August 2, 1929. 

James Lee, occupation unknown, drowned in collision with United 
States customs border patrol boat, piloted by Augu t Lottnet·, May 13, 
1927. 

Mildred Lee, 11 years old, daughter of James Lee, drowned as above 
described, May 13, 1927. 

Wylie Echoles, negro, alleged speak-easy operator, killed by Rowland 
Maas and Ralph Haggerty, policemen, June 27, 1928. 

Walter Darsee, policeman, killed by John Poland, watchman for 
alleged speak-easy, June 4, 1926. 
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James Kublinskl, alias Cooper, alleged rum runner, killed by R. M. 

Pierce, W. G. MeLogan, and A. Wenzel, prohibition agents, March 28, 
1926 . 
. Bert Johnson; negi'O, operator of alleged speak-easy, killed by Cornelius 
Everdyke, policeman, February 17, 1926. · 

Walter Michelson, operator of alleged speak-easy, killed by Eugene 
Horrigan, policeman, November 25, 1925. 

Steve ~mpkins, negro, occupation unknown, killed by Proctor Pruitt, 
policeman, August 20, 1925. 

John Chalupka, occupation unknown, killed' by Dilworth McClellan, 
detective, April 29, 1925. 

Vasilios Kutsumbas, alleged rum runner, kiiled by Arthur Wilson, 
policeman, August 22, 1924. _ ' 

Stephen Kobalski, alleged rum runner, ' killed by Ralph M. Pierce, 
prohibition agent, March 25, 1926. 

Charles D. Hixon, student, killed by Walter Storch, policeman, July 
4, 1922. 

Harry Sleizinger, occupation unknown, killed by John R. McDonald, 
policeman, January 23, 1921. 

Alexander Domdrowski, no details, recorded in CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Ulrick A. Johnson, policeman, killed by Hansell Rich, operator of 
alleged speak-easy, November 10, 1928. 

Hansell Rich, operator of alleged speak-easy, killed by Hugo Wells, 
policeman, November 10, 1928. 

Archie Eugster, alleged rum runner, killed by Jonah Cox, customs 
agent, June 12, 1929. · 

Franklin P. Wood, border patrol inspector, killed by persons un
known, alleged rum smugglers, December 15, 1927. 

Total Wayne County, 21. 
Total Michigan, 44. 

MINNESOTA 

Dakota Count11 (Hastin-gs, county seat) , 
Wesley Fraser, Federal agent, killed by Jacob Nickolich, grocer, 

January 2, 1928. 
Total Dakota County, 1. 

Henn.epi1l County (Minneapolis, county seat) 

Arthur Nelson, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Hennepin County, 1. 

Hubbard. County (ParA: Rapids, county seat) 

William Lent, farmer, killed by deputy sherilr, name unknown, about 
July 10, 1926. 

Total Hubbard County, 1. 

Itasca Oou?lty (Grana Rapids, county seat) 

Earl P. Hyatt, deputy sheriff, killed by ;John L. Lence, laborer, July 
17, 1922. 

Total Itasca County, 1. 
Koocllichi11g County (International Falls, county seat) 

G. Henry Wirkula, confectioner, killed by Emmett White, border 
patrolman, June 8, 1929. 

Total Koochiching County, 1. 
Mower C011nty (Austin, county seat) 

Anton Pokornik, butcher, killed by Arthur E. Poelke, policeman, 
January 21, 1925. 

Total Mower County, 1. 
Ramsey Cotmty (St. Paul, count11 seat) 

Wesley A. Frazer, prohibition agent, killed by Gulop · Nickolich, occu
pation unknown, January 2, 1928. 

Total Ramsey County, 1. 
Rice Oounty (Fan"battZt, county seat) 

Gilbert Fox, student, killed by Barney Wells, policeman, August 28, 
1926. 

Total Rice Collllty, 1. 
Wiw.orw County (Winona, countv seat) 

Edward Sikorski, lx>llermaker, died !rom exposure when arrested by 
prohibition agents headed by Joseph Alberts, who raided his home, 
April 2, 1929. 

Joseph Kolter, business man, died from convulsions following arrest 
and jailing in liquor raid by officers, names unknown, November 3, 

1929. 
Total Winona County, 2. 
Total Minnesota, 1~. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Attaw OOUtiJ,ty (KoiCiusko, cou.n.ty seat) 

Joseph P. Ow~n, prohibition agent, killed by alleged moonshiners, 
names unknown, September 6, 1922. 

Tfrtal Attala County, 1. 
BoZ.ivar County (Glt>Velan4, county seat) 

Negro, name unknown, farmer, killed by Walter E. Smltb, deputy 
sheriff, December, 1920. 

LX.XII-118 

R. C. Teague, laborer, killed by T. F. Day, deputy sheriff, August IT. 
1929. 

Total Bolivar County, 2. 
Calhoun County (Pittsboro1 county seat ) 

Rex Pittman, farmer, killed by c. R. Young, sheriff, May 24, 1922. 
Total Calhoun County, 1. 

Carroll County (Carrollton, cott-nty seat) 

Alonzo Kirkwod, negro, farmer, killed by C. A. Joiner, special deputy 
sheriff, about 1926. 

Negro, name unknown, alleged moonshiner, killed by J. W. Hooks. 
to-wn marshal, about 1924. 

Negro, name unknown, occupation unknown, killed by United States 
deputy marshal, date unknown, reported by chancery court clerk. 

Total Carroll County, 3. 

Clarke County (Quitman, county seat) 

Wiley Horn, farmer, killed by deputy sheriff, name unknown, Febru· 
ary, 1929. 

Total Clarke County, 1. 

Oopiah County (Hazlehurst, county seat) 

Jeff Pitts, farmer, killed by W. Sam Newman, prohibition agent, 
fall of 1926. · 

Total Copiah County, 1. 

Co'V'ington Oountu (Collin8, cotmty seat) 

John Lott, farmer, killed by prohibition agent, name unknown, 1926. 
Total Covington County, 1. 

De Sota County (Hernando, county seat) 

Oliver Gill, alleged moonshiner, killed by Edgar J. Jones, prohibition 
agent, April 2, 1927. 

Total De Sota County, 1. 

Greene Ootmty (LeakesvilZe1 county seat) 

J. F. Green, prohibition agent, killed by Maney Kelley, farmer, April 
1, 1921. 

Maney Kelley, farmer, committed suicide few minutes before he was 
to hang for death of Prohibition Agent Green, 1921. 

Lawrence Dunnam, city marshal and deputy sheriff, killed by Henry 
Bond, farmer, April 1, 1920. 

Henry Bond, farmer, killed by jailer, name unknown, day before he 
was to hang for death of City Marshal Dunnam, 1921. 

.Tailer, name unknown, .killed by Henry Bond, farmer, 1921. 
Total Greene County, 5. 

Hinds County (Jackson, county seat) . 

Clarence Sturges, alleged moonshiner, killed by E. S. Chapman, pro
hibition agent, September 9, 1921. 

Total Hinds County, 1. 

It0110amba ·County (Fulton~ county seat) 

Howell Spence, farmer and deputy sheriff, killed by Orville Warren, 
farmer, 1926. 
--- Cruitt, farmer, killed by D. G. Hendrich, United States 

deputy marshal, 1925. 
Total Itawamba County, 2. 

Jones County (Laurel, county seat) 

John Golden, alleged moonshiner, killed by W. E. Welch, sheriff, and 
posse of deputy sheriffs, names unknown, 1922. 

Total Jones County, 1. 

Lafayette County ( Ozford, county se.at) 

Elmer Williams, farmer, killed in still raid by person unknown, occu
pation unknown, 1922. 

Total Lafayette County, 1. 

Lauderdale Oou~ty (Meridian, county seat) 

John Wilson, alleged moonshiner, killed by James G. Buchanan, 
Joseph P. Owens, and Robert L. Williams, prohibition agents, April 15, 
1922. 

Daniel S. Cleveland, prohibition agent, killed by Ben and Clyde Pick
ett, farmers, July 10, 1924. 
--- Lee, farmer, killed by Dan Cleveland, prohibition agent, 

spring of 1924. 
Total Lauderdale County, 3. 

Leake Oounty (Carthage, county seat) 

Joe Owen, prohibition agent, kill~d by Will Atkison. farmer, July, 
1922. 

Total Leake County, 1. 
Le{tore Oownty ( Greemoooa, coun-ty seat) 

Two negroes, nnmes unknown, killed by sheriff's officers, 1928, re
ported by chief of police. 

Total Leflore County, 2. 
Madison C011nty (Oanton1 county seat) 

J. J. Howard, alias J. J. Perry, alleged bootlegger, killed by W. Sam 
Newman, prohibition agent, March 19, 1926. 
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J. A. Hendricks, farme.r, killed by J. F. Black, deputy sheriff, October, 

1924. 
Total Madison County, 2. 

Marion County (Columbia, county seat) 

Fred Harvey, farmer, killed by 0. J. Foxworth, sheriff, and L. Pat
terson, deputy sheriff, 1922 or 1923. 

Total Marion County, 1. 
Monroe County (Aberdeen, COUtl-ty seat) 

Forest Waycaster, farmer, killed by member of sheriff's posse, name 
unknown, February, 1925. 

Early Hall, farmer, killed by member of sheriff's posse, name un
known, 1923. 

Total Monroe County, 2. 

Neshoba County (PMZadelphia, county seat) 

J. A. Myers, deputy sheriff, killed by Virgil Dunn, farmer, October 7, 
1927. 

Virgil Dunn, farmer, killed by State troops, names unknown, October, 
1927. 

Total Nesboba County, 2. 

Panola County (Sardis, county seat) 

Negro, name unknown, occupation unknown, killed by deputy sheriJr, 
name unknown, 1924, or 1925, reported by county clerk. 

Total Panola County, 1. 

Pearl River Co·unty (Poplaroille, county seat) 

Joe Pickett, alleged rum runner, killed by officers, names unknown, 
September 20, 1928. 

Total Pearl River County, 1. 
Perry County (New .Auf}'U8ta, county seat) 

Jacob F. Green, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, alleged 
moonshiner, March 1, 1921. 

Total Perry County, 1. 

Pontotoc County (Pontotoc, county seat) 

Millard Jamerson, alleged moonshiner, killed by W. H. Wright, deputy 
sheriff, June 15, 1927. 

Total Pontotoc County, 1. 

Sharkey County (Rolling Fork, county seat) 

Henry Salmon, alleged moonshiner, killed by deputy sheriff, name 
unknown, October, 1927. 

~l.'otal Sharkey County, 1. 

Bimps01~ County (MendenhaU, county seat) 

S. E. Nunnery, deputy sheriff, killed by Green Kirk, farmer, January 
30, 1929. 

W. R. Hemby, night marshal, killed by Green Kirk, farmer, January 
30, 1929. 

Green Kirk, farmer, hanged for death of S. E. Nunnery, deputy 
sheriff, and W. R. Hemby, night mar hal, 1929. 

Charlie Neusom, farmer, killed by W. P. Gates, deputy sheriff, Octo
ber, 1928. 

Total Simpson County, 4. 

T·Lppah County (Ripley, county seat) 

Homer Riggs, farmer, killed by E. L. Godwin, town marshal, Decem
ber, 1927. 

Total Tippa.b County, 1. 

Tishomingo County (Iuka, counJy seat) 

Tom McNutt, preacher, k:1lled by 0. J. Bullon, sheriff, 1927. 
Total Tishomingo County, 1. 

Tunica County (Tunioa, county seat) 

--- Phllli~, alleged bootlegger, killed by Prohibition Agent 
Wright, about 1926. 

Total Tunica County, 1. 

Waltl1an County (Tylertown, county seat) 

Tom Garreott, alleged bootlegger, killed by deputy sheriffs, names 
unknown, 1921. 

Ml's. Tom Garreott, housewife, killed by deputy sheriffs, names un
known. 1921. 

Total Walthall County, 2. 

Yalobusha County (Water Valley, coun-ty seat) 

Noel Carr, farmer, killed by prohibition agent, name unknown, 1928. 
Total Yalobush-a County, 1. 
Total Mississippi, 49. 

[From tbe Washiagton (D. C.) Herald of Sunday, December 15, 1929] 

THIRD LIST 011' KILLINGS IS REPORTED IN DETAIL 

The tabulated list of prohibition enforcement fataHties in 17 States, 
Missouri to South Dakota, inclusive, a.s compiled in the Washington 
Herald's nation-wJ4je survey, follows: 

MISSOURI 

Cape Girardeau County (Jackson, county seat) 

John Marr, negro, alleged moonshiner, killed by T. L. Harris, probibi
titln agent, and posse, names unknown, M'arcb 3, 1927. 

Total Cape Girardeau County, 1. 

Olzristian County (Ozark, county seat) 

J. H. Baker, farmer, killed by Orner E. Brown, prosecuting attorney, or 
Bob Logan, officer, August, 1923. 

Jack Dunn, laborer, killed by Amos Johnson, officer, February, 1926. 
Total Christian County, 2. 

Dunklin County (Kennett, county seat) 

Aleck Higland, farmer, killed by Tom Greene, deputy sheriff, July, 
1926. 

Total Dunklin County, 1. 

Henry County {Clinton, county seat) 

Eleanor Harigan, 6--year·old child. killed by F. G. Hall, deputy con
stable, January 22, 1928. 

Total Henry County, 1. 

HotcelZ County (Westplains, co11nty seat) 
Pres Brown, alleged moonshiner, killed by raiding party, including 

Prohibition Agents Shields, Nichols, and Crewse, and a county officer, 
name unknown, April 7, 1925. 

Total Howell County, 1: 

Jaokson County (Independence, county seat) 

Bert Lovejoy, policeman, killed by persons unknown, alleged boot
legger , on or about February 20, 1925. 

George Peters, police chauffeur, killed by persons unknown, alleged 
bootleggers, on or about February 20, 1925. 

Total Jackson County, 2. 

Jasper County (Carthage, county seat) 

Jesse F. Laster, chief oi detectives, killed by Greco Webb and Linwell 
C. Boswell, alleged hijacker , August 24, 1926. 

~l'otal Jasper County, 1. 

Lafayette Count11 (Lezington, county seat) 

Fred Hearrington, occupation unknown, killed by Eugene Seitz, deputy 
constable, April 9, 1929. 

Total Lafayette County, 1. 

Linn County (Linneus, coun-ty seat) 

Officer, name unknown, killed by alleged bootlegger, name unknown. 
date unknown, reported by coroner. 

Total Linn County, 1. 

Newton County (Neosho, county Beat) 

Fred Scott, farmer, killed by J. F. Lee, constable, January 23, 1929. 
Total Newton County, 1. 

Ozark Cou~ty (<fflmes1:ille, county seat) 

--- Wilson, f~rmer, killed by sheriff and county attorney, names 
unknown, about December 26, 1925. 

Total OZ!l.l'k County, 1. 

Pemiscot County (Caruthersville, cout1ty seat) 

Person unknown, alleged moonshiner, killed by H. D. Ganes, deputy 
sheriff, August 20, 1921. 

Person unknown, alleged bootlegger, killed by W. 0. Colwe11, deputy 
sheriff, July 10, 1922. 

Person unknown, alleged moonshiner, killed by Henry Howell, deputy 
sheriff, August 10, 1922. 

Person unknown, alleged bootlegger, killed by Earl Thrasher, deputy 
sheriff, August 30, 1924. 

Constable, name unknown, killed by Ben Wade, alleged gambler, 
October 12, 1923. 

Deputy sheriff, name unknown, killed by H. Smith, occupation un
known, September 10, 1923. 

II. Smith, occupation unknown, killed by deputy sheriff, name un
known, September 10, 1923. 

Total Pemiscot County, 7. 

Bt. Louis County (Clayton, cotmty seat) 

Frank Discbb"in, occupation unknown, killed by James Mitchell, 
police detective, July 4, 1927. 

Charles C. Sterner, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, occu
pation unknown, June 18, 1923. 

Total St. Louis County, 2. 

Sal·iKe C01J,flty (MarahaU, county seat) 

Jess Hughes, ex-conviet, killed by M. C. Burns, prohibition agent, 
August 2, 1928. 

Total Saline County, 1. 

Stone Countv (Gale-na, countg seat) 

George Turner, farmer, killed by John Parker, sherUf, and Leonard 
Parker, deputy sheri.ft, 1928. 
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Pierce AllE'n, occupation unknown, ldlled by Fred Nelson, deputy 

sheriff, October 14, 1929. 
Total Stone County, 2. 
Total Missouri, 25. 

MO:-iTAXA 

Big Horn Cou11ty (Ha1·den, county seat) 

John MacLeod, special officer, United States Indian Service, killed by 
Jim Bolden, negro, cobbler, October 28, 1926. 

Robert P. Gilmore, sheriff, killed by Jim Bolden, negro, cobbler, 
October 28, 1926. 

Jim Bolden, negro, cobbler, killed by posse, names unknown, October 
28, 1926. 

Total Big Horn County, 3. 
Fergus County (Lewistown, county seat) 

Frank J. Draper, policeman, killed by Michael Riser, alleged boot
legger, December 1, 1925. 

Total Fergus County, 1. 

Glacier County (Out Bank, county seat) 

Orner Dillam, farm laborer, killed by Louis Monroe, Indian, prohibi
tion agent, U. S. Indian Bureau, October 21, 1926. 

Total Glacier County, 1. 
MttsselsheZJ County (Roundup, county seat) 

Frank Klanshek, occupation unknown, died in jail from alleged lack 
of medical care, following arrest on liquor charge. 

Leon Pinazza, miner, killed by Prohibition Agents Fletcher and 
Jones, June 10, 1929. 

Total Musselshell County, 2. 
Rosebud County (Forttyth, county seat) 

Unidentified person, alleged bootlegger, killed by Special Officer 
Green and posse, date of slaying un1.11own, reported by Senator 
Tydings. 

Total Rosebud County, 1. 
Total Montana, 8. 

NEBRASKA 

Dakota Cm.mty (Dakota City, county seat) 

- Edward Moravec, garage mechanic, killed by R. J. Hart and Walter 
Gunn, prohibition agents, October 13, 1923. 

Total Dakota County, 1. 

Douglas County (Omaha, cortnty seat) 

John Salerno, clerk, killed by Thomas Flynn, Federal prohibition in
former, October 9, 1922. 

Earl Williams, alleged bootlegger, killed by Joe Potach, police ser
geant, September 23, 1925. 

John E. Scott, policeman, killed by persons unknown, alleged boot
leggers, February 9, 1922. 

Joseph Howard, student, killed by John Herdzina, policeman, April 
9, 1921. 

James Griffin, automobile dealer, killed by Joseph Potach, police 
sergeant, February 3, 1924. 

Total Douglas County, 5. 

Furnas County (Beaver City, oounty seat) 

Bertram Drew Wagner, mason, killed by Victor E. Broquet, village 
marshal, August 13, 19~7. 

Total Furnas County, 1. 

Gage Cottnty (Beatrice, county seat) 

Chris Pfeiffer, justice of the peace, killed by Orlando Langley, farmer, 
August 18, 1929. 

Total Gage County, 1. 

Johnson Oou·nty (TecunHielL, county seat) 

William Trote, carpenter, killed by Dale Holder, farmer, _aiding En
forcement Officer Hurtlett, July 5, 1926. 

Total Johnson County, 1. 

Keith Oounty (Ogallala, cormty seat) 

George Heiser, sht'rift', ki11ed by Frank Allen, a1leged rum runner, 
1923. 

Frank Allen, alleged rum runner, killed by deputy sheriff, name un
known, 1923. 

Total Keith County, 2. 

Ke-yapalla County (Bprin,gview, county seat) 

Frank Herring, farmer, killed by posse under Emil Johnson, sheritr, 
July 29, 1924. 

Total Keyapaha County, 1. 

Lancaster Oownty (Lincoln, county 8t'at) 

Harry Kreifels, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Harry Glade, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total, Lancaster County, 2. 

Lincoln 001lnty (N&rth Platte, county seat) 

Charles Shaffer, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
John Harold Sollers, hardware clerk, killed by Harry Johnson and 

C. H. Runyan, undercover prohibition agents, May 14, 1926. 
Louis Seelman, negro, road-house proprietor, killed by officers, names 

unknown, committed suicide or burned to death in fire destroying resort 
during liquor raid, July 13, 1929. 

Total Lincoln County, 3. 

Perkins County (G-rant, county seat) 

Myles S. Keller, sheriff, killed by Albert Motsinger, occupation un
known, October 31, 1924. 

Albert Motsinger, occupation unknowa, killed by Myles S. Keller, 
sheriff, October 31, 1924. 

'!'otal Perkins County, 2. 

Polk County (Osceola, county seat) 

Herbert Cochran, 16 years old, killed by Fred Johnson, special deputy 
sheriff, date unknown. 

Total Polk County, 1. 

Scotts Bluff County (GeritJg, county seat) 

Joseph Daniel Coco, laborer, killed by C. E. Cole, town marshal, Octo
ber 22, 1927. 

A. W. Peterson, policeman, killed by Frank Allen, alleged rum runner, 
April 23, 1923. 

Total Scotts Bluff County, 2. 

County tmidtmtified 

Tolton Settlement-James Jones, occupation unknown, killed, no de
tails, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Total county unidentified, 1. 
Total Nebraska, 23. 

NEVADA 

Clark Cotmty '(Las Vegas, county seat) 

Sheridan Bradshaw, 9-year-old school boy, ldlled by ll· S. Deadrich, 
policeman, June 17, 1928. 

Total Clark County, 1. 

Eut·eka C01mty (Eureka, co-unty seat) 

Atha Carter, prohibition agent, killed by Robert F. Raine, rancher 
and stockman, December 19, 1922. 

Total Eureka County, 1. 

Washoe County (Reno, county seat) 

Jose Al'"erdi, alleged moonshiner, killed by T. W. Goodwin, prohibition 
agent, February 15, 1926. 

Total Washoe County, 1. 
Total Nevada, 3. 

No killings reported. 
NEW HAl\IPSHIRB 

NEW JERSEY 

Atlantio County (Mays LandiJlg, cotmty seat) 

Daniel Conovet, alleged rum smuggler, killed by John M. Holdzkon, 
boatswain, United States Coast Guard, May 28, 1924. 

Total Atlantic County, 1. 
Essea; Co1mty (NetGark, ootmty seat) 

James Cafane, alleg~d liquor thief, killed by prohibition agents in
cluding George W. Goddis, Joseph F. Gantert, Feredick J. Kroesen, 
Oscar Lang, Wilbert W. Day, Milton D. Swackbamer, and George J. 
Zijf, May 17, 1924. 

Total Essex County, 1. 

Hudson County (Jersey Oity~ county seat) 

Leo Boice, longshoreman, killed by James McGuckin, customs guard, 
July 24, 1928. 

James McGuckin, customs guard, committed suicide, result of death 
of Leo Boice, longshoreman, September 2, 1928. 

"Raymond " (no other name), alleged bootlegger, killed by customs 
guards and detectives, names unknown, June 7, 1922. 

_James McGuinness, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, 
alleged bootlegger, December 24, 1929. 

Total Hudson County, 4. 

Mcmmo.uth County (Freehold, county seat) 

Joseph Soldati, occupation unknown, killed by Coast Guard men, 
names unknown, September 5, 1925. 

Two men, names unknown, occupation unknown, killed by Coast 
Guard men, names unknown, January 6, 1923. 

Girard Kadenback, alleged rum runner, killed by Coast Guard men, 
July 3, 1925. 

Four rum runners, unidentified, no details, recurded in CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Two alleged rum runners, names unknown, killed by Coast Goard 
men, names unknown, August 30, 1924. 

I 
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Antonio Pietro, alleged rum smuggler, killed by crew o! United States 

Coast Guard patrol boat, August 22, 1924. 
Total Monmouth County, 11. 

Passaie Oounty (PaterBOn, county seat) 

State Trooper Ulrich killed by Samuel Alesio, hotel proprietor, Febru
ary 16, 1926. 

Total Pas aic County, 1. 
Union Oatmty (Ellizabeth, county seat) 

Two alleged rum runners drowned, no details, recorded 1n CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Total Union County, 2. 
'l'otal New Jersey, 20. • 

NEW MEXICO 

Dona Ana Oounty (Las Oruces, county seat) 

Thad Pippin, border patrol inspector, killed by person unknown, 
alleged liquor smuggler, April 21, 1927. 

John Watson, prohibition agent, killed by persons unknown, alleged 
bootleggers, April 30, 1921. 

Albino Chavarria, farmer, killed by prohibition agent, name unknown, 
1925. 

Total Dona Ana County, 3. 

Grant Oounty (Silver Oity, county seat) 

W. A.. Brown, rancher, killed by Walter L. Hill, prohibition agent, 
and Marshall T. Jones, deputy sheriff, May 11, 1927. 

J. J. Thomp on, alleged bootlegger, killed by Tom McSherry, deputy 
sheriff, June 24, 1929. 

Total Grant County, 2. 

Luna Oounty (Deming, county seat) 

•.renongues Lopez, alleged bootlegger, killed by Andy Allison, deputy 
sheriff, and C. E. McGarr, United States immigration inspector, June 
25, 1925. 

Ross W. " Happy" Huggins, alleged rum runner, killed by United 
States customs"officers, names unknown, September 25, 1928. 

Negro, name unknown, alleged rum runner, killed by United States 
customs officers, names unknown, September 25, 1928. 

Total Luna County, 3. 

McKinley Oounty (Gallup, county seat) 

J. M. Kimmel, stockman, United States Indian Service, killed by 
Santiago Platero, Navajo Indian, April 23, 1926. 

Santiago Platero, Indian, killed by lynching party, names unknown, 
April 26, 1926. 

Total McKinley County, 2. 

Otero Oounty (Alamagordo, cou11ty _seat) 

David M. Orr, alleged rum runner, killed by IIoward S. Beacham, 
prohibition agent, December 15, 1924. 

Total Otero County, 1. 
Totn.l New Mexico, 11. 

NEW YORK 

Albany Oout1ty (A.Zbatly, cou11ty seat) 

Irving Washburn, prohibition agent, killed by Joseph Zullo, occupa
tion unknown, July 13, 1928. 

Total Albany County, 1. 

Ohauta-uqua OOtJnty (Mayville, county seat) 

Connelly Hill, alleged rum runner, drowned while fleeing from State 
troopers, names unknown, 1\fay 23, 1927. 

Ja¥1eS Simpson, alleged rum runner, drowned while fleeing from State 
troopers, names unknown, May 23, 1927. 

Total Chautauqua County, 2. 

Olinton Oounty (Plattsburg, county seat) 

John L. Brissette, occupation unknown, killed by Steven Quinn and 
Lawrence Farley, customs omcers, NoY"ember 23, 1922. 

Arthur Gordon, alleged rum runner, killed by Weldon J. Cheatham, 
customs border patrolman, June 15, 1929. 

Otto Eske, alleged rum runner, killed by party of prohibtion agents, 
incll'ding Henry Denner, Kenneth Bates, 0. Edward Kearns, and Samuel 
Dickson, August 11, 1925. 

Elijah Belgard, alleged rum runner, killed when automobile over· 
turned while being pursued by F. L. Coveney and P. H. Colman, customs 
border patrolmen, July 16, 1929. 

Total Clinton County, 4. 

Oortlana Oounty (Oorllana, county seat) 

James H. O'Hargan, truckman, killed by George DaFoe, policeman, 
February 3, 1926. 

Total Cortland County, 1. 

Erie Oounty (Buffalo, coun-ty seat) 

George H. Stewart, prohibition agent, killed by Ralph and Samuel 
Pinnavia, proprietor and bartender of restaurant and soft-drink plaee, 
November 11, 1923. 

Total Erie County, 1. 

Franklin Oounty (Malone, cottnty seat) 

Warren Frahm, prohibition agent, killed as automobile overturned in 
pursuit of alleged rum runners, names unknown, June 18, 1928. 

Total Franklin County, 1. 

Jefferson Oounty (Watertown, county seat) 

Wilbur Hunt, alleged bootlegger, killed by Henry Holland, customs 
officer, and Charles Spinks, State trooper, October 11, 1921. 

Total Je1J'erson County, 1. 

Kings Oatmty (Brooklyn, county seat) 

George Helander, alleged rum runner, killed by one of crew of Gov
ernment launch manned by C. Barnes, Ed. Sparke, W. Semsey, John 
McAdams, and Capt. James Tobin, customs agents, June 28, 1922. 

Daniel J. Maloney, policeman, killed by Charles McGarty, police ser
geant, March 19, 1929. 

Charles Hansen, alleged bartender, killed by Mark Simon, probation
ary policeman, May 1, 1921. 

Stanley Stretkowski, occupation unh."Down, killed by George Hanson, 
policeman, September 15, 1928. 

Person unknown, member of crew of suspected launch, drowned when 
he jumped overboard as customs officers boarded vessel, February 10, 
1928. 

Thomas Montefortl, alleged bootlegger, killed by Samuel Kupferman, 
prohibition agent, April 19, 1924. 

Total Kings County, 6. 

Nassau Oounty (Mineola, cou·nty seat) 

George Hoffman, hotel proprietor, died from fright when arrested by 
prohibition agents, names unknown, July 18, 1925. 

Clyde E. Powell, or Cowell. occupation unknown, killed by customs 
officers, names unknown, April 12, 1924. 

Thomas {"Swampy") Joyce, alleged rum runner, killed by members 
of crew o! Coast Guard cutter Seneca, names unknown, October 26, 
1924. 

Total Nassau County, 3. 

New York Oounty (New York, cou·nty seat) 

William Henry, occupation unknown, killed by Eugene Higgins, police
man, October 2, 1928. 

Harry Carlton, chauffeur, kllled by Stewart McMullin, deputy internal· 
r evenue collector, March 11, 1920. 

Owen Boyle, printer, killed by Francis P. Dugan, policeman, October 
6, 1925. 

Albert Duffy, police lieutenant, burned to death by explo ion of still 
alleged to have been owned by Carmine Pizza, his wife Julia, and 
Alexander and John Bruno, during raid, July 27, 1922. 

Frank Antico, alleged bootlegger, killed by Edward Sullivan and 
Benjamin King, prohibition agents. July 19, 1920. 

Mrs. Louise Rein, housewife, died from fright during police raid, 
March 18, 1921. 

Thomas Kenny, alleged saloon keeper, killed by Peter Tarrant, cus· 
toms guard, January 1, 1922. 

Joseph Lazaro, barber, killed by policeman claimed to be Jeremiah 
Haggerty, detective sergeant, August 15, 1921. 

Total New York County, 8. 

Niagara Oounty (Lockport, county seat) 

Orville A. Preuster, customs officer, killed by bomb placed by person 
unknown, alleged bootlegger, March 1, 1925. 

Elmer Whitacre, occupation unknown, killed by bomb, placed by per
son unknown, alleged bootlegger, March 1, 1925. 

Willard Goff, alleged rum runner, killed by Coast Guard men, names 
unknown, October 23, 1927. 

Jacob N. Hanson, secretary Niagara Falls Elks Lodge, shot by Glenn 
Jennings, United States Coast Guard, May 6, 1928, died Augnst 24, 
1928. 

Carl Anderson, master of vPssel, killed by crew of United States 
Coast Guard patrol boat, ~6~, November 29, 1928. 

Total Niagara County, 5. 

Oneida OOtJnty (Utica, county seat) 
Charles Kammerlolu.·, sheriff, killed by Isidore Comisky and Nathan 

Denmark, alleged t•um runners, July 8, 1921. 
Total Oneida County, 1. 

Onondaga Oounty (Syracuse, county seat) 

Bruno Nistico, alleged bootlegger, killed by James M. Stapleton, pro
hibition agent, October 31, 1921. 

Total Onondaga County, 1. 

Osuego County (Oswego, county seat) 

Leo Yott, alleged rum runner, killed by George E. Jackson, boatswain, 
United States Coast Guard, July 16, 1926, 

Total Oswego County, 1. 

Richmond Oounty (New Brighton, county seat) 
Four persons, names unknown, alleged rum runners, burned or drowned 

,in launch explosion during chase by New York marine police, Sergeant 
Serini in charge, March 23, 1924. 

Total Richmond County, 4. 
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St. Lawrence Co-unty (Canton, county seat) 

Ernest Twombly, alleged rum runner, killed by William H. Stanley, 
prohibition agent, April 11, 1924. 

Edward B. Webb, customs officer, killed by person unknown, occupa
tion unknown, October 9, 1926. 

Ernest Lavrey, iron foundry worker, killed by H. H. Whitham and 
E. F. Watrous, customs inspectors, November 14, 1929. 

Total St. Lawrence County, 3. 
Suffolk County (Riverhead, county seat) 

Three unidentified men, no details, recorded in CoNGRilSSIONAL RECORD. 
Carl Guslavson, United States Coast Guard, killed by person unknown, 

occupation unknown, April 2, 1925. 
Ferdinand J. Downs, constable, killed by Patrick Ryan, alleged rom 

runner, October 18, 1922. 
Total Suffolk County, 5. 

Wa-rren County (Lake George, county seat) 

Roy Brown, alleged rum runner, killed by State troopers, names un
known, December 17, 1924. 

Total Warren County, 1. 
Wayne County (Lyons, cou-nty seat) 

Robl!rt H. Brooks, farmer, ki~ by Howard Spellacy, State trooper, 
October 17, 1928. 

Total Wayne County, 1. 
Total New York State, 50. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Anson Oounty (Wadesboro, county seat) 

K. Pittman, merchant, killed by S. M. Gaddy and Smith Niven. rural 
policeman, September 9, 1928. 

Officer, name unknown, no details, reported by county attorney. 
Total Anson County, 2. / 

Brunswick County (Southport, county seat) 

Leon George, deputy sheriff and special police officer, killed by C. W. 
Stewart and his son, Elmer Stewart, alleged moonshiners, July 29, 
1924. 

Sam Lilly, prohibition agent, killed by C. W. Stewart and Elmer 
Stewart, alleged moonshiners, July 29, 1924. 

C. W. Stewart, alleged moonshiner, electrocuted for death of Leon 
George, deputy sheriff, and Sam Lilly, prohibition agent, 1925. 

Elmer Stewart, alleged moonshiner, electrocuted for death of Leon 
George, deputy sheriff, and Sam Lilly, prohibition agent, 1925. 

Total Brunswick County, 4. 
Buncombe Oounty (Ash6"vilZe, county seat) 

Amos Shelton, killed in battle between prohibition officers and alleged 
moonshiners, names unknown, February 6, 1922. 

Total Buncombe County, 1. 

Caldwell CO'Unty (Lenoir, county seat) 

Fred Mooney, alleged bootlegger, killed by J. R. Pearson, prohibition 
agent, May 17, 1925. 

Total Caldwell County, 1. 
Cherokee County (Murphy, county seat) 

Cecil McClure, 17-year-old youth, killed by J. C. Crisp, prohibition 
agent, July 21, 1926. 

Total Cherokee County, 1. 
Columbus County (Whiteville, coun-ty seat) 

Dock Ward, farmer, killed by Victor Spircy, rural policeman, 1925. 
Neil Murphy, farmer, killed by Victor Spircy, rural policeman, 1925. 
Total Columbus County, 2. 

Craven County (New Bern, cou-nty seat) 

--- Willoughby, negro farmer, killed by Sheriff Miles and depu
ties, nrunes unknown, 1921. 

Negro, name unknown, killed by prohibition agents, names unknown, 
1926 ; reported by sherur. 

W. T. Lewis, prohibition agent, killed in encounter with Luther, 
VirgU, and Lee Sermons, alleged bootleggers, . .July 15, 1921. 

Total Craven County, 3. 

Forsyth County (Winston-Salem, county seat) 

Harvey Detheridge, killed when mistaken for officer, by Carter Jack 
Detherldge, alleP,ed bootlegger, June 22, 1924. 

Total Forsyth County, 1. 

Guilford County (Greensboro, cou.n.ty seat) 

W. T. McCuiston, policeman, killed by Lewis Edwards and Carl 
Talley, alleged bootleggers, May 4, 1921. 

Tommie Robertson, alleged rum runner, killed by G. D. Oakes, police
man, May 4 , 1921. 

Total Guilford County, 2. 
Halifa:D Co1tnt11 (HaU/(J(I, county seat) 

Grover Bradley, alleged bootlegger, killed by W. E.. Woodfin, prohibi
tion agent, December 3, 1923. 

Sam Wicker, farmer, killed by G. H. Johnson, sherifr, or L. H. Gray, 
deputy sheriff, May 12, 1925. 

Total Halifax County, 2. 

Henderso-n Oou-nty (Henderson, county seat) 

Adam Ballinger, alleged rum runner, killed by V. E. Grant, prohibi
tion agent, July 24, 1925. 

V. E. Grant, prohibition agent, killed by William Bennison, alleged 
moonshiner, June 1, 1926. 

Total Henderson County, 2. 

Hertford County (Winton, cotmty seat) 

John Hall, farmer, killed by --- lluth and others, names un
known, a merchant and officer, August 20, 1926. 

Total Hertford County, 1. 

Lee Oount11 (Sanford, county seat) 

J. L. Turner, sheriff, killed by Bud Davis, Tom McAvenue, Parker 
Robbins, or Macolm Harrison, farmers, January 27, 1927. 

Total Lee County, 1. 

Nash Countg (NaahviZZe, county seat) 

Two persons killed, no details, reported by county attomeJ. 
Total Nash County, 2. 

Ot18Zaw Co-unty (Troy, county seat) 

Zeb Powell, alleged rum runner, killed by Charles Buckmaster, motor 
machinist, United States Coast Guard, June 16, 1928. 

Total Onslaw County, 1. 

Ra-ndolph County (Asheboro, county seat) 

John Green, farmer, killed by officers, names unknown, about 1925. 
Total Randolph County, 1. 

Richmond. County (Rookingharn, co-unty seat) 

W. D. Smith, constable, killed by Ray Evans, railway employee, 
June 12, 1929. 

Total Richmond County, 1. 

Rockinghan~ Oounty (Wentworth, county seat) 

J. L. Zizlov, chief of police, killed by Hardy and Ed. Sisk, farmers, 
July 23, 1924. 

Total Rockingham County, 1. 
Rowan County (SaUs1Jury, counf'll seat) 

Douglas Dunham, merchant, killed by H. H. Cheatham, prohibition 
agent, October 14, 1922. 

Total Rowan County, 1. 
Stokes County (Danbury, cotmty seat) 

W. E. Nickleston, alleged bootlegger, killed by prohibition agents 
and deputy sheriffs, names unknown, October 21, 1929. 

Total Stokes County, 1. 
Swain Cof!nt'V (Bryson City, co-un-ty seat) 

J. H. Rose, prohibition agent, -killed by alleged moonshiners, names 
unknown, October 25, 1920. 

Total Swain County, 1. 

_wa.ke C011n-ty (Raleigh, county seat) 

Stephen S. Holt, attorney, killed by Jesse Wyatt, detective, June 2, 
1925. 

Total Wake County, 1. 

Watauga County (Boo-ne, county seat) 

Leona1·d Triplett, alleged bootlegger, killed by H. W. Wooten, deputy 
sheriff, June 22, 1925. 

Total Watauga County, 1. 

Wilson County (Stamtons"burg, c011nty seat) 

Joe Collins, negro, farmer, killed by deputy sheriff, name unknown, 
March, 1924. 
--- Wilkins, alleged moonshiner, killed by sheriff and deputy, 

names unknown, about 1924. 
Total Wilson County, 2. 
Total North Carolina, 36. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Bottineau County (Bottineau, county seat) 

Alleged rmn runner, name unknown, killed by sheriff, name unknown, 
1924, reported by coroner. 

Total Bottineau County., 1. 
Total North Dakota, 1. 

omo 
.Ashl.antl County (Ashland,, county seat) 

John Dalton, laborer, killed by sherili and deputies, names unknown, 
October 30, 1924. 

George J. Frey, disbarred attorney, killed by deputy sheriffs, names 
unknown, August 22, 1928. 

Total Ashland County, 2. 
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BeZnW1d County (St. mo4rsville, eounty seat) 

Sam Dunfee, sherifl', killed by Deputy Sherifl' Bealls August 15, 1926. 
David H. Okey, pharmacy clerk, killed by Earl Taylor, acting as deputy 

sheriff, May 22, 1924. 
Total Belmont County, 2. 

Butler Oounty (H a.milton, county seat) 

Albert L. Swope, alias Andrew Shaub, laborer, killed by Sylvester E. 
Davis, prohibition agent, September 25, 1922. 

Tony Sundo, molder, killed by Arnold Skinner and Henry Anderson, 
State prohibition officers, September 6, 1924. 

Wilbur Jacobs, constable, killed by Milton Henson, occupation un
known, June 20, 1925. 

Robert 0. Cary, State prohibition officer, killed by Olney Wells, alleged 
bartender, November 21, 1925. 

Charles M. Skeen, policeman, killed by Albert Conley, occupation un
known, April 10, 1926. 

Harold Roth, policeman, killed by ~rge McCullar, negro, rolling-mill 
worker, May 5, 1928. 

Ebert Crout, policeman, killed by George McCullar, negro, rolling-mill 
worker, May 6, 1928. 

George McCullar, negro, rolling-mill worker, killed by policeman, name 
unknown. May, 1928. 

Total Butler County, 8. 

Cuyahoga County ( Olevelancl, county seat) 

Clifl'ord M. Munz, salesman, killed by Leonard Weeden, police sergeant, 
October 3, 1921. 

Carl Metta, deputy marshal, killed by Sebastano Russo, alleged boot
legger, February 19, 1923. 

Joe Maloponty, laborer, killed by John Jones and Horace Jenkins, 
policemen, October 11, 1923. 

Sam Larcaro, laborer, killed by John Jones and Horace Jenkins, police-
men, October 11, 1923. · 

George Young, expressman, killed by Frank Sands, policeman, Jan
uary 16, 1924. 

Ernest Ford, poUceman, killed by Sam Costanza, alleged bootlegger, 
September 19, 1928. 

Child of Mr. and Mrs. Francis R. Wiggins, died at birth from injury 
sustained by mother during raid on home by :raiding party headed by 
W. J. Patrick, July 3, 1925. 

Total Cuyahoga County, 7. 

Delaware Oounty (Delaware, county soot) 

Clarence C. Starbird, alleged rum runner, killed by Elmer Haley, 
policeman, July 3. 1924. 

Ray Horlocker, county traffic officer, killed in automobile wreck during 
liquor chase when crowded off road by Joseph Piccicome, occupation 
unknown, July 3, 1924. 

Total Delaware County, 2. 

Erie County (Sandu-sky, county seat) 

Jacob Hare, alleged bootlegger, killed by John Whitehead, prohibition 
agent, July 23, 1920. 

Total Erie County, 1. 

Fra.nklin County (Oolumbus, county seat) 

Charles Tiller, policeman, killed by John Cooper, negro, occupation 
unknown, October 28, 1920. 

John Cooper, negro, occupation unknown, electrocuted for death of 
Charles Tiller, policeman, September 30, 1921. 

J~sse Beall, policeman, killed by Cornelius Brooks, negro, occupation 
unknown, February 26, 1921. . 

Walter 0. Womeldorf, policeman, killed by N. _H. Keenan and Clarence 
Ford, prohibition agent , May 25, 1925. 

Total Franklin County, 4. · 

Hamilton Ootmty (C(Itclnnati, county seat) 

James Elliott, negro, Civil War veteran, killed by PoUcemen Bruegge
man and Brasher, August 3, 1927. 

Mary Reddick, negro, domestic, killed by John Toney, policeman, 
April 10, 1928. 

Total Hamilton County, 2. 

Jefferson Oouttty (Steubenvtlle, county seat) 

Charles "Dickey" Blinn, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, 
alleged bootle~er, December 25, 1922. 

Matteo Veltry, prohibition agent, killed by persons unknown, alleged 
bootleggers, March 1, 1921. 

John McCoy, deputy constable, killed by Frank Risler, mill worker, 
May, 1926. 

John ;:lnyder, policeman, killed by Vincenzo Comparro, mill worker, 
January, 1923. 

Vincenzo Comparo, mill worker, executed for death of John Snyder, 
policeman, 1923. 

John Malone, alleged bootlegger, killed by John McCoy, deputy con
stable, August 10, 1923. 

Italian, name unknown, bartender, killed by Richard Rizer, deputy 
marshaL date unknown. 

Total Jefferson County, 7. 

La'!Df'ence O(YUnty (Ironton, county seat) 

Henry Kelley, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Melvin Kelley, no details, recorded in CONGJmssroNAL RECORD. 
Total Lawrence County, 2. 

Maho·ning Oounty (Youngstown, county seat) 

Dr. S. Conrad, dentist and special officer, killed by Nick Si.rbu, mer
chant, November 29, 1923. 

Total Mahoning County, 1. 

Miami County (Troy, county seat) 

.Ralph 8pnin, negro, laborer, killed by Albert J. Sha.trer, policeman, 
August 5, 1928. 

Total Miami County, 1. 

Muskingum Oounty (Zanesville, oounty seat) 

Seth Brown, alleged moonshiner, killed by Donald White, prohibition 
agent, August 17, 1927. 

Del Wilkes, escaped convict, alleged rum runner, killed by policemen, 
names unknown, September 3, 1928. 

Total Musk:ingum County, 2. 

Noble Oounty (Oalcl·wen, county seat) 

Charles Mcore, sheriff, killed by --- Levenshoe and --- Fena, 
occupations unknown, November 20, 1923. 

Total Noble County, 1. 

Pike Oountv (Waverly, couttty seat) 

Roy Willis, occupation unknown, killed by mayor's court officers, 
names unknown, date of slaying unknown, reported by clerk of county 
courts. 

Total Pike County, 1; 

Portage Oounty (Ravenna, county seat) 

Clayton Apple, policeman, killed by persons unknown, alleged boot
leggers, about 1924. 

Total Portage County, 1. 

Preble Oounty (Eaton, county seat) 

Robert Marshall, deputy game warden, killed by Eli Benton, farmer, 
January 28, 1922. 

Total Preble County, 1. 

Richla.tLd County (Mansfield, county sea.t) 

Frank Pellegi, proprietor soft drink parlor, killed by E. C. McGraw, 
State prohibition agent, April 21, 1929. 

Total Richland County, 1. 

Scioto County (Portsmouth, county seat) 

Richard Cooper, killed by Federal and State prohibition agents, 
names unknown, February 1, 1927. 

Total Scioto County, 1. 

Starke Oounty (Oanton, county seat) 

John S. Marcu, DO details, reeorded in CONGRESSIO:'iAL RECORD. 
Total Starke County, 1. 

Union County (Marysville, county seat) 

Roy Sheets, alleged rum runner, killed by J. F. Harger, aherifl', Feb
ruary, 1927. 

Total Unlon County, 10. 
'l'otal Ohio, 49. 

OKLAHOMA 

Alfalfa County (Cherokee, county seat) 

Clark Richards, farmer, killed by Earl Gould, deputy sheriff, or 
R. W. Kimmell, undersherifl', January 22, 1928. 

Total Alfalfa County, 1. 

Caddo Oounty (Anadarko, cotmty seat) 

--- Hensley, farmer, killed by Grover Beatty, deputy sheritr, 
1922. 

Total Cado County, 1. 

Oarter County (.Ard1nore, county seat) 

Joseph Carroll, occupation unknown, killed by raiding party led by 
C. H. Sims, police detective, December 20, 1921. 

John Smith, occupation unknown, killed by raiding party led by 
C. H. Sims, police detective, Deci!Dlber 20, 1921. 

C. H. Sims, police detective, killed by person unknown, Joseph Carroll, 
suspected, December 20, 1921. 

Total Carter County, 3. 

Cherokee County (Tahlequah, county seat) 

Charlie Jenkins, farmer, killed by G. A. De Moss, United States 
·deputy marshal, August 20, 1929. 
' Total Cherokee County, 1. 

\ 
l 
I 
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ah.Octatc Oountg (Httgo, county seat) 

Ernest G.· Wiggins, agent, United States Indian Service, killed by 
Sam H. Reed, negro, farmer, August 6, 1922. 

Y. C. Reed, negro, farmer, killed by B. A. Pendergraft, posseman, 
August 6, 1922. 

Total Choctaw County, 2. 
Creek cou1't11 (Sapulpa, county seat) 

Floyd Flowers, farmer, killed by C. C. Tate, city marshal and deputy 
sheriff, 1926. 

Person, unknown, occupation unknown, killed by Constable Ewing, 
1922; reported by prosecuting attorney. 

Total Creek County, 2. 
Grant County (Medford, county seat) 

Charles Walker, mechanic, killed by Chauncey Armstrong, town 
marshal, May 14, 1927. 

Total Grant County, 1. 
Greer County (Mangun~, c(}unty seat) 

"Bud" Riley, alleged bootlegger, killed by Delford David Dougherty, 
prohibition agent, and Claude Hines, policeman, March 28, 1921. 

Total Greer County, 1. 
Hughes Oounty (HoZdenv-me, county seat) 

Mitchell Compier, deputy sheritr, killed by Roswell Hamilton, negro, 
alleged bootlegger, April 9, 1926. 

Melvin Wilson, policeman, killed by Roswell Hamilton, negro, alleged 
bootlegger, April 9, 1926. 

Tom Little, chief of police, killed by Homer Self, alleged moonshiner, 
August 20, 1927. 

Totnl Hughes County, 3. 
Ka,y County (Newkirk, co1.mty sea-t) 

H. B. Houser, alleged bootlegger, killed by Jose Alvarado, Indian 
Bureau agent, December 9, 1924. 

Total Kay County, 1. 
Logan Oounty ( (futhrW, county seat) 

Homer Adrian, deputy sheritr, killed by Charles Chandler, farmer, 
October 28, 1920. 

Stanton E. Weiss, prohibition agent, killed by Charles Chandler, 
farmer, October 28, 1920. 

Charles Chandler, farmer, killed by Claude Tyler, deputy sheriff, 
October 28, 1920. 

Eddie Cook, farmer, killed by deputy sheriff, name unknown, date of 
slaying unknown, reported by coroner. 

Total Logan County, 4. 

LO'Ve County (Marietta, county seat) 

Odd Clark, farmer, killed by F. N. Smith, sheritr, June 6, 1921. 
Total Love County, 1. 

McCurtain 001mty (Idabel, county seat) 

John L. Burns, deputy special officer, United States Indian Service, 
killed by person unknown, alleged bootlegger, November 15, 1927. 

Total McCurtain County, 1. 
Noble County (Perr1f, county seat) 

Kirby Franz, prohibition agent, killed by George Wills, alleged moon
shiner, November 19, 1920. 

Total Noble County, 1. 
Oklahoma Oounty (Okla-homa City, cour~ty seat) 

Carl Turnish or Thernes, alleged moonshiner. killed by Dudley A. 
Tucker, prohibition agent, March 26, 192:5. 

Total Oklahoma County, 1. 
Osage 0011nty (Pawhuska, county seat) 

Mark Switzer, policeman, killed by Clem Eden, alleged bootlegger, 
.January 11, 1927. 

Henry Oats, agent, United States Indian Service, killed by Earl Jar
rett, escaped convict, alleged bootlegger, February 6, 1925. 

Total Osage County, 2. 
Ottawa County (Miami, oounty Beat) 

Elmer Fulton, alleged bOotlegger, killed by Charles T. Warner, prohi
bition agent, August 4, 1927. 

Total Ottawa County, 1. 

Pottawatomie Oounty (Tecumseh, cot~nty seat) 

James C. Harris, farmer, killed by Jeti B. Harris, member of raiding 
party beaded by W. W. Thomason, prohibition agent, July 4, 1929. 

Oscar Lowery, farmer, killed by Jetr B. Harris, member of raiding 
party beaded by W. W. Thomason, prohibition agent, July 4, 1929. 

Total Pottawatomie County, 2. 

Seminole Oounty (Wewoka, oounty seat) 

William Tilg~an, city marshal, killed by Wiley Lynn, prohibition 
agent, November 1, 1924. 

Total Seminole County, 1. 

Tulsa C011nty (Tulsa, -coun-ty seat) 

.Smokey Cash, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by Charles F. Buzzi, 
prohibition agent, June 26, 1923. 

Total Tulsa County, 1. 

Washington Oounty (Bartle8'Ville, county seat) 

Emmett Daugherty, alleged bootlegger, killed by Leon E. Root, deputy 
sheritr, September 13, 1925. 

Total Washington County, 1. 
Total Oklahoma, 32. 

OREGOY 

Crook Oounty (Prineville, county seat) 

Vayle Taylor, laborer, killed by C. C. McBride, State prohibition offi
cer, February 18, 1926. 

Total Crook County, 1. 

Curry County (Gold Beach, county seat) 

Lawrence Hare, ranch hand, killed by Paul Mumpower, alleged stool 
pigeon for prohibition agents, February 15, 1924. 

Charles Pearson, aUeged bootlegger, killed by State Prohibition Officer 
Oakes, March 13, 1929. 

Totnl Curry County, 2. 

Jackson County (Jacksonville, county seat) 

l\fansford Zimmerlee, farmer, killed by Terry Talent, prohibition 
agent, September 30, 1927. 

Total Jackson County, 1. 

Lincoln County (Toledo, county seat) 

Clinton Patrick Kelly, mill worker, killed by J. I. Zimmerman, State 
prohibition officer, February 12, 1929. 

Total Lincoln County, 1. 

Lin,. Oounty (Lllblmy, county seat) 

C. M. Kendall, sheriff, killed by Dave West, farmer, June 20, 1922. 
. Rev. Roy Healy, mi.Iiister, accompanying sheriti on liquor raid, killed 

by Dave West, farmer, June 20, 1922. 
Dave West, farmer, killed himself after killing Sheriff C. M. Kendall 

and Rev. Roy Healy, June 20, 1922. 
Total Linn County, 3. 

Marion Oounty (Salem, cotmty seat) 

John Kambouris, farmer, killed by C. C. McBride, State prohibition 
officer, June 10, 1926. 

Total Marion County, 1. 

Multtwmah County (Portland, OOtinty seat) 

Royal Weckert, truck driver, killed by Sam Ramsey, policeman, April 
25, 1929. 

R. W. Hedderly, alleged bootlegger, killed by party of prohibition and 
narcotic agents and police o~cers beaded by Delason C. Smith, pro
hibition agent, September 10, 1920. 

Total Multnomah County, 2. 

Polk Ootlnty (Dallas, county seat) 

Glen H. Price, prohibition agent, killed by Phillip Warren, Indian 
laborer, September 3, 1922. 

Grover Todd, prohibition agent, killed by Phillip Warren, Indian, 
laborer, Septembet· 3, 1922. 

Total Polk County, 2. 

Wallowa County (Enterprise, county seat) 

William Litch, stockman, killed by Fred Asher, city marshal, October, 
1928. 

Total Wallowa County, 1. 

Yamhill County (MoMinnville, coutJty seat) 

W. W. Smith, occupation unknown, killed by John Manning, sherilf, 
and Ray Amy, State prohibition agent, June, 1927. 

C. H. Neal, policeman, died from hemorrhage following encounter 
with George Scott, laborer, November 28, 192L 

Lee LaDue, occupation unknown, killed by officers, names unknown, 
September 13, 1922, reported by coroner. 

Total Yamhill County, 3. 
Total Oregon, 17. 

P.li:NNBYLVANIA 

Allegheny Ootmty (Putsburgh, county Beat) 

Henry Davenport, constable, killed by persons unknown, occupation 
unknown, December 12, 1926. 

Total Allegheny County, 1. 
Beaver County (Beaver, county seat) 

David Smith, special investigator, killed by B. Frank Kidd, merchant 
and deputy constable, date ot slaying unknown. 

Total Beaver County, 1. 

Berks Cotlnty (Reading, county seat) 

Aloyjz Wawryznlak, alias Frank Warnak, truck driver, killed by 
Harry G. Gensemer, constable, May 27, 1928. 

Total Berks County, 1. 
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Cambria Countr (JiJbeMbvrg, cotmty 3eat) 

Anthony Missouri, miner, killed by Walter Gray Lyster, and H. R. 
Greggersono, State policemen, and Fred Lytle, chief of police, November 
5, 1925. 

Total Cambria County, 1 . . 

Fayetta County (Un-iontown, county seat) 

Lon Sutton, constable, killed by Elijah Robinson and Andrew Coontz~ 
alleged bootleggers, 1924. 

Robert Mason, deputy constable, killed by Edward Stevenson, occupa
tion unknown, 1924. 

Edward Stevenson, occupation unknown, electrocuted for death of 
Robert Masou, deputy constable, 1924. 

Mike Panick, occupation unknown, killed by H. M. Drenning, State 
policeman, and S. T. Gray, constable, 1926. 

Total Fayette County, 4. 

Indiana County (lttdiana, county seat) 

Felix Verone, miner, killed by J. A. Craft, deputy sheriir, April 30, 
1927. 

Total Indiana County, 1. 
Lancaster County (Lancaster, county seat) 

Edward Henderson, alleged bootlegger, killed by Morgan Medlar, 
policeman, qctobe~, 1923. 

· Elwood Gainor, police lieutenant, killed by persons unknown, alleged 
bootleggers, March 28, 1927. 

Total Lancaster County, 2. 

Lehigh Oounty (Allentown, county seat) 

William Yocum, alleged moonshiner, killed by John A. Huebner, alias 
John A. Daley, alleged informer for prohibition agents, December 22, 
1923. 

Total Lehigh County, 1. 

Philadef,.phia Oout1ty (Pht1adelp11'ia, cowzty seat) 

Mrs. Ida Waldman, housewile, died from fright following searclJ of 
ber home by prohibition agents, names unknown, December 29, 1926. 

Peter Yancaukas, saloon keeper, killed by James L. Asher, prohibition 
agent, April or May, 1923. 

Total Philadelphia County, 2. 

Susquehanna County (Montrose, county seat) 

Charles Wakeman, occupation unknown, mistaken for prohibition 
agent, killed by Fred Tydoni, farmer, July 13, 1922. 

Fred Tydoni, farmer, killed by Henry McElroy, policeman, July 13, 
1922. 

Total Susquehanna County, 2. 
Washi ngton Oounty (WMhitlgton, county seat) 

Paul R. Fox, coal and iron policeman, killed by Tony Lucitti and 
Roy Wenrich, alleged bootleggers, February 7, 1927. 

Lewis 0. Knapp, coal and iron policeman, killed by Tony Lucitti anu 
Roy Wenrich, alleged bootleggers, February 7, 1927. 

Tony Lucitti, alleged bootlegger, executed for death of Paul R. Fox 
and Lewis 0 . Knapp, coal and iron policemen, 1927. 

Sam Pilato, occupation unknown, killed by P. J. Moran, State police
man, October 25, 1928. 

Total Washington County, 4. 

Wayne Ooumty (Honesdale, C()Unty seat) 

George Knapp, special officer, kflled by Walter Deker, alleged boot
legger, May 3, 1923. 

Walter Deker, alleged bootlegger, killed himself after slaying Special 
Officer Knapp, May 3, 1923. 

Total Wayne County, 2. 

York Countv (Yorlc, county seat) 

George Alekesick, laborer, killed by August Ahlquist, State policeman, 
Mat·eh 31, 1923. 

Policeman, name unknown, fatally wounded in raid ; slayer unknown, 
occupation unknown, date of slaying unknown. Reported by coroner, 

Total York County, 2. 
Total Pennsylvania, 24. 

RHODE ISLAND 

ProVidence County (Pro,;idence, county seat) 

William A. FI:rnn, police sergeant, killed by Nathan Brown, negro, 
occupation unknown. February 12, 1928. 

James H. O'Brien, policeman, killed by Nathan L. Brown, negro, 
occupation unknown, Febmary 12, 1928. 

Total Providence County, 2. 
Total Rhode Island, 2. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Aiken County (Aiken, county se~t) 

H. H. Howard, sheriff, killed by Clarence Lawman, farmer, April 27, 
1925. 

Woman, negress, name unknown, killed during encounter between 
Sheriff H. H. Howard and Clarence Lawman, farmer, April 27, 1925. 

Negro, name unknown, alleged bootlegger, ldlled by Sheriff Robinson, 
date of slaying unknown. Reported by coroner. 

Musco Samuels, occupation unknown, killed by fall in vat of hot 
mash in still raid; date of death unknown. Reported by coroner. 

M. W. S~ith, occupation unknown, killed by Gary Gordon, deputy 
sheriff, November 18, 1929. 

Total Aiken County, 5. 

Beaufort Oounty (Beaufort, county seat) 

Paul Carden, rural policeman. killed by --- Heyward, negro, 
farmer, date of slaying unknown. 

William Maxwell, farmer, killed by J. F. Lankford, rural policeman, 
and --- DeLoach, automobUe salesman, date of slaying unknown. 

J. F. Lankford, rural policeman, killed by Paul Francis, farmer, and 
Frank Francis, longshoreman, date of slaying unknown. 

J. G. Pittman, trapper, killed by .Alonzo Seabrook, prohibition agent, 
and F. J. Herrington, constable, May 24, 1925. 

Total Beauiort County, 4. 

Charleston ·county ( OharleB'ton, county seat) 

James Jenkins, negro, alleged moonshiner, killed by A. B. Seabrook, 
prohibition agent, August 21, 1922. 

Total Charleston County, 1. 

Chester County ( Ohester, county seat) 

Sid Clyborn, no details, recorded in CONG.RESBIO~AL RECORD. 
Total Chester County, 1. 

Chesterfield Oounty (Chesterfield, covttty seat) 

Henry Graves, rural policeman, killed by Brutus ~ Brewer Doug Brewer 
and Tom Phil1ips, farmers, July 13, 1924. ' ' 

Total Chesterfield County, 1. 

Darlingtot~ Oou1~t11 (Darlington, county seat) 

J. Le Roy Youmans, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, 
occupation unknown, April 3, 1923. 

- .-- Windham,. occupation unknown, killed by policeman, name un
known, date o.f slayrng unknown, reported by sheritr. 

Total Darlington County, 2. 

Dorchester COtmty (St. George, co-unty seat) 

H. C. Pointe1, deputy sheriff, killed by George L. Grooms storekeeper 
April 13, 1929. ' ' 

Total Dorchester County, 1. 

Fairfield County (Winnsboro, couttty seat) 

Neal Brown, farmer, killed by officers, names unknown, July 14, 1923. 
Dan Gill, farmer, killed by officers, names unknown, August 10, 1924. 
Total Fairfield County, 2. · 

Florence Oo~unty (Florence, county seat) 

Ben Bailey, negro, occupation unknown, killed by R. W. Graham, pro
hibition agent, Augu·st 31, 1928. 

Total Florence County, 1. 

Greenville Oountv (Greenvme, county seat) 

Hollin Howard, State constable, killed by .Alexander and Hollin 
Piteman, farmers, January 31, 1924. · 

Hendrix Rector, occupation unknown, killed by Jake Gosnell, revenue 
officer, January, 1920. 

Total Greenville County, 2. 

Greenwood Oounty (Greenwood, county ~eat) 
Two persons, unknown, killed, no details, reported by sheritr. 
Total Greenwood County, 2. 

Horry Countv (Con1eay, county seat) 

J. ·B. Amaker, prohibition agent, killed by Harry Granger farmer, 
July 6, 1927. • 

Harry Granger, farmer, killed by J. B. Amaker, prohibition agent, 
July 6, 1927. 

Lonnie Hardee, farmer, killed by W. B. Graham, deputy sheritr, 
November 7, 1927. 

Total Horry County, 3. 

Marlboro Coun.ty (Bennettsville, county seat) 

Tom English, farmer, killed by John W. Chavis, farmer, deputized as 
raiding officer, August 13, 1921. 

B. H. •atcher, rural policeman, killed by Tom DuPree, negro, alleged 
bootleggL, May 17, 1924. 

Will Walters, alleged moonshiner, killed by L. A. Bethea, deputy 
sheriff, August 15, 1923. 

Total Marlboro County, 3. 

Spartanburg Oounty (Spartanburg, county seat) 

Ellis Shields, rural policeman, killed by Jim Stacy, farmer, October 2 
1925. , 

D. F. Williams, rural policeman, killed by Ed Campbell , farmer, June 
10, 1925. 

J. R. Snoddy, rural policeman, killed by Oliver Harrison, farmer, June 
4, 1925. 

Total Spartanburg County, 3. 
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Sumter C01mty (Sumter, county seat) 

Albert Gamble, farm band; k"illed by R. M. Dollard, rural policeman, 
December 5, 1927. 

Total Sumter County, 1. 
Union County (Union, county seat) 

Cash Jones, occupation unknown, killed by Irving Vaughn, rural 
policeman, September 17, 1928. 

Total Union County, 1. 
'l'otal South Carolina, 33. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Brookings County (Brookings, county seat) 

Ira Dawson, alleged bootlegger, killed by Lon Minier, State deputy 
sheriff, May 30, 1928. 

Total Brookings County, 1. 
Hughe.s County (Pierre, county seat) 

Donald W. Pond, rancher, killed by M. J. Bute, State deputy sheriff, 
December 6, 1926. 

Total Hughes County, 1. 
Spink County (Redfield, county seat) 

Charles Bintliff, prohibition agent, killed by Walter Chrissman, 
farmer, May 13, 1927. 

Charles A. Halpin, State deputy sheriff, killed by Walter Chrissman, 
farmer, May 13, 1927. 

Walter Chrissman, farmer, committed suicide after kUling Prohibition 
.Agent Bintliff and State Deputy Sheriff Halpin, May 13, 1927. 

Total Spink County, 3. 
Union County (Elk Point, county seat) 

Francis C. Fountain, farmer, killed by Isaac McCoun, State prohibi
tion officer, May 15, 1925. 

Total Union County, 1. 
Total South Dakota, 6. 

(From the Washington (D. C.) Herald of Sunday, December 22, 1929] 

FINAL lliSTALLMENT IN RECORD OF 1,360 KILLINGS OFFERED 

The fourth and final installment of the list of 1,360 prohibition
enforcement deaths, as disclosed in the Washington S:erald's nation-wide 
check up is presented to-day. This installment includes the States of 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Washington, West Virginia, 
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. The names, dates, and places follow: 

TENNJ!:SSZE 

Bledso County (P·ike'Vi.Ue, covn.ty seat) 

Thomas Bowman, alleged moonshiner, killed by sheriff and posse, 
names unknown, June 19, 1929. 

J. H. Swofford, deputy sheriff, killed by Thomas Bowman, alleged 
moonshiner, June 19, 1929. 

Total' Bledso County, 2. 
Blount county (Marvville, county seat) 

Otho Kagley, laborer, killed by Jim Smith, constable, August, 1928. 
Total Blount County, 1. 

Campbell Oout,ty (Jacksboro, county seat) 

William Barnes, farmer, killed by Richard Gaylor, prohibition agent. 
and county deputy sheriffs, names unknown, about 1925. 

Mrs. William Barnes, housewife, killed by Richard Gaylor, prohibition 
agent, and county deputy sheriffs, names unknown, about 1925. 

George Perkins, laborer, killed by George Heatherly anu J .. Y. Jeanes, 
Federal officers, about 1924. 

Walter Perkins, laborer, killed by lleorge Heatherly and J. Y. Jeanes, 
Federal officers, about 1924. 

A. Ayres, laborer, killed by George Heatherly and J. Y. Jeanes, Federal 
officers, about 1924. 

Total Campbell County, 5. 
Garter County (Elizab-ethton, county seat) 

Dock Timlen, alleged bootlegger, killed by Jake Nane, merchant; 
" Red" Na..ne, deputy sheriff; and Ike Nane, deputy sheriff, July 12, 
1923. 

Total Carter County, 1. 
Chester Countg (Henderson, county Beat) 

--- Wyatt, farmer, killed by ~edeJ"al officers, names unknown, 
1924; reported by county clerk. 

Total Chester County, 1. 
Clay County ( Oelina, county seat) 

v. B. Spear, deputy sheriff, killed by alleged bootleggers, names till· 

known, September 27, 1924. 
J. A. Mabry, farmer, killed by person.s unknown, September 27, 1924; 

reported by sheriff. · 
Total Clay County, 2. 

Ootree Oounty (Mancheste,., county seat) 

Lewis Gregory, alleged bootlegger, kill~ by W. B. Stone, prohibition 
agent, November 7, 1926. · 

Walter Lorrance, alleged moonshiner, killed by W. B. Stone, pt"'Oibi
tion agent, June 23, 1927. 

Total Coffee County, 2. 

Crockett County (Alamo, com1t11 seat) 

Ben Perry, blacksmith, killed by J. E. Cozart, night marshal, October 
17~ 1929. 

Total Crockett County, 1. 

Omnberland Cotmty (Crossv-ille,' co1mty seat) 

T. F. Brown, sheriff, killed by G. W. Walker, farmer and ex-sheritr, 
April 8, 1927. 

Clarence Turner, farmer and deputy sheriff, killed by Bob Swafford, 
allege-d moonshiner and escaped convict, May 16, 1928. 

Total Cumberland County, 2. 

Davidson County (Nashville, county seat) 

William Boyd, occupation unknown, killed by Joe Page and J. S. 
Lynn, Federal informers, September 26, 1926. 

Chadwell Boyd, occupation unknown, killed by Joe Page and J. S. 
Lynn, Federal informers, September 26, 1926. 

Total Davidson County, 2. 

De Kalb County (Smith1:ille, county seat) 

--- Jones, 16-year-old farm hand, killed by prohibition agents and 
sheriff's posse, names unknown, about 1922 : reported by sheriff. 

Total De Kalb County, 1. 

Franklin County (Wit'<ll&ester, county seat) 

Walter Kennedy, occupation unknown, killed by prohibition agents, 
names unknown, March 22, 1921 ; reported ·by Senator TYDINGS. 

Total Fl'anklin County, 1. 

Giles County (Pulaski, county seat) 

Will Wallace, alleged bootlegger, killed by Elmer Green, deputy 
sheriff, September 8, 1928. 

Total Giles County, 1. 

Greene County (Greeneville, county seat) 

One officer killed, no details; reported by county attorney. 
Total Greene County, 1. 

Gt"'lmly County (Altamont, county seat) 

Marcus Stoner, occupation unknown, killed by Carroll Woodlee, deput1 
sheriff, July 12, 1927. 

Total Grundy County, 1. 
Hardin County (Savannah, county seat) 

Alex Tidwell, alleged moonshiner, killed by 0. H. Warren and G. P. 
Armour, prohibition agents, May 26, 1927. 

Total Hardin County, 1. 
Hickman County ( Centen'iUe, county seat) 

C. D. Spence, sheriff, killed by George C. Pace, farmer, July 6, 1927. 
George C. Pace, farmer, killed himself after death of Sheriff Spence, 

July 6, 1927. 
Total Hickman County, 2. 

Jack.son County (Gainesboro, cotmty seat) 

Howell J. Lynch, prohibition agent, killed by Henry Young, alleged 
moonshiner, July, 1922. 

Total Jackson County, 1. 
Jefferson County (Dandridge, county seat) 

Anderson Green, alleged bootlegger, killed by Rev. G. W. Gant, sec
retary Law Enforcement League and special prohibition officer, Sep
tember 28, 1921. 
--- Loveday, farmer, killed by prohibition agent, name unknown, 

September 28, 1921. 
Total Jefferson County, 2. 

Knox County (Knoa;viUe, county seat) 

Irby w. Scruggs, prohibition agent, killed by Robert Fuller, deputy 
sheriff, April 30, 1921. 

Robert Fuller, deputy aheriff, killed by lrby Scruggs, prohibition 
agent, April 30, 1921. 

Hngh Boyd, no details, reported in CoNGRESSIO~AL RECORD. 
Two persons, names unknown, killed in automobile wreck fleeing from 

officers, date of death unknown, reported by police department. 
George Williams, deputy sheriff, killed by Lon Walker, farmer, 1927. 
Luther Walker, alleged bootlegger, killed by Lon Walker, farmer, 

1927. 
Person unknown, alleged bootlegger, killed by deputy sheriffs, names 

unknown, date of slaying unknown, reported by police department. 
Total Knox County, 8. 

Lawrence Oonn..ty (Lawrenceburg, COtHl.ty seat) 

Clyde Clifton, boy, killed by A. M. Smallwood, United States deputy 
marshal, August 16, 1922. -

Sidney Rosen, farmer, killed by W. C. Foster or J. W. Howard, pro
hibition agents, October 6 or 7, 1924. 

Dan Smith, constable, killed by Davis Styles, alleged moonshiner, 
August, 1925;.. 
. Total Lawrence County, 3. 

' 
~. 
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Lewis County (Hoh-enwald, county seat) 

Walter Peeler, barber, killed by John Bates, policeman, October 1, 
1924. 

Total Lewis County, 1. 
Lincoln Oorsnty (Fayetteville, co1tnty seat) 

Eddie Simmons, occupation unknown, killed by Brutus AshburR, 
deputy sherift', January 26, {928. 
--- Price, no details, reported by coroner. 
--- Gray, no details, reported by coroner. 
Total Lincoln County, 3. 

Loudon County (Lou.don, county se•lt) 

Jim Nichols, deputy sheriff., killed by Jim Hicks, farmer, April, 1924. 
Jim Hicks, farmer, killed by officers, names unknown, April, 1924. 
J.im Compton, farmer, killed by Henry Chaney, deputy sheriff, March, 

1929. 
Total Loudon County, 3. 

McMfn.n County (Athens, cou11ty seat) 

Henry Alex McCracken, alleged moonshiner, killed by G. S. Payne, 
deputy sheriff, and Cain Burnette, prohibition agent, July 15, 1927. 

Total McMinn County, 1. 

Polk County (Benton, county seat) 

OrTIJ.le Burger or Arville Baker, occupation unknown, killed by Gus 
Swann, constable, August, 1929. 

Total Polk County, 1. 
Roane Co-unty (Kingston, county seat) 

John Swann, acting deputy sheriff, killed by Walter Newport, alleged 
moonshiner, February 8, 1927. 

James Jett, constable, killed by Walter Newport, alleged moonshiner, 
February 8, 1927. 

Bill Pettit, alleged moonshiner, killed by J. M. Hall, deputy sheriff, 
1925. 

Total Roane County, 3. . 

Scott C01tnty (Hu,lts1Jille, county seat) 

Filmore Sexton, alleged moonshiner, killed by raiding party led by 
John M. Irwin, prohibition agent, November 6, 1924. 

John Akers, chief of police, killed from ambush; Jim Marcum, alleged 
moonshinet·, accused, 1924. 
. Roosevelt Jones, farmer, killed by Be.n Fowler, deputy sheriff, about 
1926. 

K. D. Anderson, farmer, killed by Carlie Waters, deputy sheriff, about 
1926. 

R. D. Ellis, sheritl', killed by person unknown, occupation unknown, 
1927. 

Total Scott County, 5. 

Shefby Oounty (Memphis, county seat) 

Jesse Mabon, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by 0. H. Warren, pro
hibition agent, February 10, 1928. 

Will Parker, negro, al!eged bootlegger, killed by E. E. Baugh, deputy 
sherift', January 2, 1927. J 

· Elbert Stevens, negro, alleged bootlegger, killed by John Friddle, 
deputy sheriff, May 30, 1927. 

Total Shelby County, 3. 

Smith C()unty (Carthage, oounty seat) 

Lewis Gregory, farmer, killed by Walter B. Stone, prohibition agent, 
1926 or 1927. 

Total Smith County, 1. 

Sullivan Oounty (BZ01mtville, countv seat) 

Clarenc(' Maines, policeman, killed by Jake Shandle, ex-convict, 
alleged bootlegger, October, 1926. 

Total Sullivan County, 1. 

Sumner Oounty (GaJlaUn1 county seat) 

Ollie Hix, occupation unknown, killed by Will Chenault, deputy 
sheriff, April 28, 1929. 

Total Sumner County, 1. 
Unicoi Co-unty (Erwin, county seat) 

Henry Barnett, deputy sheriff, killed by Nath Pate, farmer, May, 
1921. 

Frank Moore, deputy sheriff, killed by Vietor Medcalfe, alleged 
moonshiner, January, 1922. 

Victor Medcalfe, alleged moonshiner, killed by Frank Moore, deputy 
sherift', January, 1922. 

Total Unicoi County, 3. 

Van Buren Oountv (Spencer, county seat) 

Leander Slaughter, kllled in stlll raid, slayer unknown, 1920, reported 
by coroner. 

Total Van Buren County, 1. 

WaBhCngton Ootltttg (Jone8mlle, count11 aoot) 

John Rich, occupation unknown., kllied by United S~tes Deputy 
Marshal i\loore, October 29, 1921. 

Jim Ratliff, alleged moonshiner, killed by raiding party led by L. B. 
Morely and Sam Carden, prohibition agents, August 15, 1928. 

Joe Duncan, alleged moonshiner, killed by John Carroll Cate, prohi
bition agent, February 4, 1922. 

Total Washington County, 3. 

Williamson County (Franklin, cotmty seat) 

Sam Locke, constable, killed by Jim Keetan, negro, laborer, March 
7, 1925. 

Total Williamson County, 1. 
Total Tennessee, 72. 

TEXAS 

Atascosa County (Jourda:nton, county seat) 

Tom Chandler, farmer, killed by Charles Stevens, prohibition agent, 
August 2, 1929. 

Total Atascosa County, 1. 

Bezar County (San Antonio, county seat) 

Pedro Guajardo, laborer, killed by Charles Stevens or Pat Murphy, 
prohibition agents, September 25, 1929. 

Charles Stevens, prohibition ag~nt, killed by alleged bootleggers : 
eight persons accused, including Lynn Stephens, Joe Rhomer, Martin 
Casebeer, Lee Callett, McMullen Shank, Pete Guajardo, Mrs. Louisa 
Guajardo, and Alice Smith, September 25, 1929. 

R. L. Flowers, operator of soft drink stand, killed by Y. L. Taylor, 
Texas ranger, January 9, 1924. 

Frank Payton, farmer, killed by Capt. Charles Stevens, prohibition 
agent, .April 27, 1922. 

Zaragoza De Leon,. rooming bouse proprietor, killed by Charles E. 
Miller, prohibition agent, May 16, 1923. 

Antonio Munoz, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, name 
unknown, December 12, 1920. 
· Person unknown, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, 
name unknown, April 29, 1922, reported by Cust oms Bureau. 

Person unknown, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, name 
unknown, January 21, 1927 ; reported by Customs Bureau. 

Total Bexar County, 8. 

Bosque County (Meridian, county seat) 

Frank Terrell, farmer, killed by M. Burton, special State ranger, 
and L. A. Barker, city marshal, May 31, 1924. 

Total Bosque County, _!. 

Brewster Co-unty (Alpine, county seat) 

Two or three deaths, no details recorded by county attorney. 
Total Brewster County, 2. 

Burnet County (Burnet, county seat) 

A. M. Farris, farmer, killed by A. G. Houston, deputy sherift', April 17, 
1922. 

Total Burnet County, 1. 

Cameron Coun.ty (Brownsville, ooutzty seat) 

Twenty deaths, no details, reported by county attorney. 
Total Cameron County, 20. 

Ooleman C01mty (Coleman, county seat) 

Officer, name unknown, killed by Dave Rutherford, alleged bootlegger, 
date of killing unknown, reported by coroner. 

Dave Rutherford, alleged bootlegger, killed by penite.ntiary guard, 
name unknown, while serving life sentence for death of officer, date ot 
killing unknown, reported by coroner. 

Total Coleman County, 2. 

DaUas County (Dallas, county seat). 

Tom Woods, deputy sheriff, killed by Pete Welt, farmer, 1924. 
Total Dallas County, 1. 

. . 
Ellis County ( Waa;ahachie1 county seat) 

Rosco Harris, farmer, killed by Jim Everett, deputy sheri.ff, lkcem
ber· 7, 1927. 

Total Ellis County, 1. 
Bl Paso Oountg (EZ . Paso, county seat) 

Benjamin T. Will, border patrol inspector, killed by person unknown, 
alleged liquor smuggler, May 30, 1929. 

Frank H. Clark, border patrol inspector, killed by Eualilio Aguilar 
and --- Salvador, alleged bootleggers, December 13, 1924. 

John W. Parrott, eustoms officer, ktlled by persons unknown, occuJ!a
tion unknown, January 7, 1927. 

Stephen S. Dawson, customs officer, killed by persons unknown, occu
pation unknown, February 28, 1928. 

Harold G. Halstead, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer 
name unknown, March 29, 1920. 

Jesus Castaooda, occupation unknown, k1lled by customs office1·, name 
unknown, April 8, 1924. · 

Eduardo Varela, occupation unknown, killed by customs ofllcer, name 
unknown, April 30, 1924. 

Mrs. C. Andavaso, occupation unknown, Jdlled by customs officer, 
name unknown. September 11, 1924. 
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Cruz Penales, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, name 

unknown, March 30, 1927. 
Natividad Rodriquez, occupation unknown, killed by customs officer, 

name unknown, June 5, 1929. 
Thomas Morris, customs inspector, killed by alleged rum runner, 

name unknown, December 23, 1928. 
Two alleged rum smugglers, names unknown, killed by United States 

border patrolmen, names unknown, July 23, 1929. 
Ivan E. Scotten, border patrolman, killed by alleged rum smugglers, 

names unknown, July 20, 1929. 
Charles A. Wood, United States narcotic agent, killed by alleged rum 

smugglers, names unknown, March 22, 1921. 
Stafford E. Beckett, prohibition agent, killed by alleged rum smug

glers, names unknown, March 22, 1921. 
Henry Renfro, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Ernest W. Walker, prohibition agent, killed by Mexicans, allege<] 

rum smugglers, names unknown, March 2, 1921. 
Total El Paso County, 18. 

Fl8her County (Roby, oounty seat) 

R. J. Smith, sheriff, killed by Bill Smith, alias Joyce Sheppard, and 
Loyd Canaster, farmers, August 27, 1927. 

Jake Owens, deputy sheriff, kllled by Bill Smith, alias Joyce Sheppard, 
and Loyd Canaster, farmers, August 27, 1927. 

Total Fisher County, 2. 
Galveston County (Galveston, coutrty seat) 

Frank Sherbin, occupation unknown, killed by United States customs 
officers, names unknown, August 26, 1923. 

Fredius Wilson, former prohibition agent, killed by Charles E. Miller, 
prohibition agent, June 13, 1923. 

W. D. Hicks, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Galveston County, 3. 

Harris Oounty (HO'uston, county seat) 

Patrick Sharpe, prohibition agent, asphyxiated by gas fumes from 
still at farm of Vito Caruso, December 6, 1928. 

Joseph W. Floyd, prohibition agent, killed by alleged bootleggers, 
names unknown, Ma.y 17, 1922. 

W. E. Hicks, deputy constable, killed by Keller Hines, prohibition 
agent, September 13, 1923. 

Total Harris County, 3. 

Harrison County (MarshaU, county seat) 

Curlin Wells, farmer, killed by H. T. Kirkfield, deputy sheriff, No· 
vember 2, 1926. 

Oliver Madden, farmer, killed by J. W. Smith, State ranger, October 
27, 1926. 

Total Harrison County, 2. 
HaBkell County (ljlasken, county seat) 

Earl Hamilton, farmer, State witness in liquor case, killed by Will 
Fritz, farmer, October 24, 1928. 

Dudley Hamilton, farmer, father of Earl Hamilton, killed by Will 
Frit?., farmer, October 24, 1928. 

Total Haskell County, 2. 

Hidalgo County (Edi-nburg, com1ty seat) 

Jot G. Jones, United States customs inspector, killed by Mexican, 
name unknown, alleged rum smuggler, October 1, 1922. 

Total Hidalgo County, 1. 

Hudspeth Oounty (Sierra Blanca, county seat) 

Harold Halstead, former United States Army officer, killed by United 
States customs officers, names unknown, April 1, 1920. 

Total Hudspeth County, 1. 

Hutchinson County (Stilmett, cotllnty seat) 

John Holmes, State district attorney; Sam Jones, former deputy con· 
stable, and Jim Hodges, manager of boiler works, accused as slayers, 
September 15, 1929. 

Total Hutchinson County, 1. 

Jasper County (Jasper, county seat) 

John Wyatt, negro, farmer, killed by Beaver Bi hop, sheriti, 1924. 
'l'otal Jasper County, 1. 

Jefferson Cotmty (Beaum(}nt, county seat) 

H. E. Sheavers, justice of peace, killed by Prohibition Officer Gon· 
zales, July 1, 1922. 

Total Jefferson County, 1. 

Ji~n Hogg County (He?Jbronville, C(}Unty seat) 

Eligio Villareal, alleged bootlegger, killed by United States customs 
officers, names unknown, January 29, 1927. 

Pedro Martinez, alleged rum runner, killed by United States customs 
officers, names unknown, April 18, 1923. 

Manuel Maldonado, alleged rum runner, killed by United States cus
toms officers, names unknown, April 18, 1923. 

Leando Villareal, alleged rum smuggler, killed by UnitE.>d States cus· 
toms inspectors and State rangers under· command of W. L. Wright, 
captn.ln, December 18, 1922. 

Geronimo Garcia, alleged rum smuggler, kllled by United States cus
toms .inspectors and State rangers under command of W. L. Wright, 
captain, December 18, 1922. 

Silvando Gracias, alleged rum smuggler, killed by United States 
customs inspectors and State rangers under command of W. L. Wright, 
captain, December 18, 1922. 

Total Jim Hogg County, 6. 

Kno:z; County (Be-rltjami-n, county seat) 

Will Brightman, occupation unknown, killed by D. D. Collins, night 
watchman, December 24, 1927. 

Total Knox County, 1. 

Lamar County (Paris, oounty seat) 

--- England, farmer boy, killed by two policemen, names unknown, 
about 1922. 

Total Lamar County, 1. 
Lubbock Oow•tY (Lubbock, county seat) 

W. H. Richardson, alleged bootlegger, killed by Bud Johnston, sheriff, 
or Vernice Ford, deputy sheriff, about January, 1927. 

Total Lubbock County, 1. 

Mari(}'ll Ootm.ty (J'efferson, cotmty seat) 

Henry Blake, negro farmer, killed by W. S. 1'erry, sheritf, fall of 
1922. 

Total Marion County, 1. 
Mason County · (Mason, county seat) 

A. T. Murray, sheriff, killed by Ofelio Herrera and Antonio Chovey. 
alleged bootleggers, February 28, 1929. 

Total Mason County, 1. 

Mitchell Oounty (Colorado, county seat) 

Person unknown, killed by officer, name unknown, date of killing un· 
known, reported by coroner. 

Total Mitchell County, 1. 

Montague Couttty (Montague, county seat) 

A. R. Gooch, city marshal, killed by Carl Goodspeed, occupation un
known, January 13, 1929. 

Total Montague County, 1. 

Nacogdoches County (Nacogdoches, county seat) 

L. Chance, prohibition agent, killed by Claud King, deputy sheriff, 
October 6, 1929. 

Claud King, deputy sheritl', killed by L. Chance, prohibition agent, 
October 6, 1929. 

John Hargis, deputy sheriff, killed by Will Thorn, alleged bootlegger, 
August 1, 1928. 

Total Nacogdoches County, 3. 

Orange Oounty ( Ora.nge, county seat) 

J. B. Walling, collector, killed by Bee Cowen, prohibition agent, 
February 4, 1926. 

Total Orange County, 1. 

Rains Co'llnty (Emory, county seat) 

--- Painter, alleged moonshiner, killed by Federal and county 
officers, names unknown, September, 1926. 

John King Grant, alleged moonshiner, killed by officers, names un· 
known, July, 1924. 

Total Rains County, 2. 

Robertson County (Fra-nklin, cout1ty seat) 

Jack Allen, merchant, killed by persons unknown, local officers sus
pected, August 27, 1927. 

~l.'otal Robertson County, 1. 

San Jaointo 'Oounty (Coldsprings, oounty seat) 

Len Smith, farmer, killed by deputy sheriff, name unknown, date of 
slaying, unknowp.. 

Total San Jacinto County, 1. 

Somervell County (Glen Rose, county seat) 

--- White, farmer, killed by sheriff's officers, names unknown, 
1927. 

Total Somervell County, 1. 

Tat·rant Oountv (Fort Worth, county seat) 

Jeff Couch, policeman, killed by Thomas W. Vickery, negro, occupa
tion unknown, December 20, 1920. 

Thomas W. Vickery, negro, occupation unknown, killed by lynclling 
pa1·ty, names unknown, December 23, 1920. 

Total Tarrant County, 2. 

TraviS County (Austin, county seat) 

Peeler Clayton, taxi driver killed by Bassett R. Miles, prohibition 
agent, and local officers, names unknown, December 15, 1921. 

Total Travis County, 1. 
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Val Verde County (Del Rio, county seat) 

James A. Wallen, United States customs inspector, killed by Bob 
Bates, alleged bootlegger, March 6, 1923. 

Total Val Verde County, 1. 

Webb County (LMedo, county seat) 

Person unknown, alleged rum smuggler, killed by United States cus
toms officers, names unknown, about 1925, reported by sheriff. 

C. Sata, laborer, killed by persons unknown, date of slaying unknown, 
reported by sheriff. '""~' _ 

Robert Rumsey, United States customs inspector, killed by five 
Mexicans, names unknown, alleged rum smugglers, August 19, 1922. 

Crescencio Oliveda, occupation unknown, killed by United States 
customs inspectors, names unknown, April 1, 1920. 

Vincente .Aguilai, occupation unknown, killed by United States cus
toms inspectors, names unknown, April 1, 1920. 

Dionisio Maldonado, occupation unknown, killed by United States 
ctlstoms inspectors, names unknown, April 1, 1920. 

Total Webb County, 6. 

Wheeler County (Wheeler, county seat) 

Sam Crofford, alleged bootlegger, killed by John Short, deputy 
sheriff, May 5, 1926. 

Total Wheeler County, 1. 

Wichita County (Wichita Falls, county seat) 

James 0. Colvin, !llleged bootlegger, killed by Tom Shook, city officer, 
and county officer, name ·unknown, January, 1923. 

Total Wichita County, 1. 

Wood County (Quitman, county seat) 

Tom Painter, occupation unknown, killed by prohibition agents, names 
unknown, October, 1921. 

Total Wood County, 1. 

Zapata County (Zapata, county seat) 

Two alleged rum runners, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Total Zapata County, 2. 

Zavale Cotlnty (Batesville, county seat) 

Fabian Nino, laborer, killed by Bob Hall, sheriff, October 1, 1924. 
Juan Rodriguez, laborer, killed by Bob Hall, sheriff, October 1, 19.24. 
Pedro Flores, laborer, killed by Amado Rodriguez, prohibition agent, 

September 15, 1923. 
Manuel Maldando, laborer, killed by Amado Rodriguez, prohibition 

agent, September 15, 1923. 
Cruz Morales, laborer, killed by W. E. Riggs, sheril'l', March 20, 1929. 
Total Zavale County, 5. 
Total Texas, 114. 

UTAH . 

Cache cm,nty (Logan, county seat) 

Willard R. Dale, policeman, killed by Oli>er Carlson, alleged boot
legger, May 4, 1929. 

Oliver Carlson, alleged bootlegger, killed self following death of 
Policeman Willard R. Dale, May 4, 1929. 

Total Cache County, 2. 

Salt Lake County (Salt Lake 0-i,ty, county seat) 
John Karras, alleged bootlegger, killed by policeman, name unknown, 

1925. 
Total Salt Lake County, 1. 
Total Utah, 3. 

VERMONT 

Chittenden County (Burlington, county seat) 

Edward Webb, prohibition agent, killed by Walter Mason, alias Walter 
Mayo, alleged rum runner, October, 1926. 

Total Chittenden County, 1. 

Orleans County (Newport, county seat) 

Eugene Lamotte, occupation unknown, killed by Russell Rounds, 
customs patrol officer, June, 1925. 

Winston Titus, occupation unknown, killed by Joseph N. Fancher and 
Nelson Hines, immigration patrol officers, July, 1927. 

Total Orleans County, 2. 
Total Vermont, 3. 

VIRGINIA 

Alleghany County (Covington, county seat) 

Ten persons, names unknown, killed, no details, reported by coroner. 
Total Alleghany County, 10. 

Au{fU8ta County (Staunton, oounty seat) 

Willard Monroe, schoolboy, killed by A. R. Dickson, prohibition officer, 
January 15, 1929. 

Total Augusta County, 1. 

Bath County (Warm Springs, county seat) 

-- Ward, laborer, killed by Harry Richardson, acting depucy sheriff, 
1928. 

Total Bath County, 1. 

Botetourt County (Fincastle, COflnty seat) 

Two persons, names unk.nown, no details, reported by county attorney. 
Total Botetourt County, 2. 

Brunswick County (Lafi?renceville, Cotlnty seat) 

Edward Jones, farmer, killed by L. P. Daniel, constable, 1928. 
William Hicks, farmer, killed by A. B. Shackleton, sheriff, and others, 

names unknown, 1928. 
J. M. Seago, constable, killed in encounter with John A. Harris, occu

pation unknown, 1925. 
Total Brunswick County, 3. 

Buchanan County (Grt1:ruJy, county seat) 

Crockett Mullins, farmer, deputized by deputy sheri1f, killed by B. H. 
Compton, farmer, April 1, 1929. 

Total Buchanan County, 1. 

Campbell County (Rustburg, county seat) 

Joseph A. Cox, salesman, killed by V. 0. Smith and W. A. Farmer, 
State prohibition inspectors, August 20, 1928. 

Total Campbell County, 1. 

Dickinson Coun.ty (Clintwood, county seat) 

Arlett Kiser, alleged moonshiner, killed by John W. Smith, prohibition 
agent, February 22, 1922. 

Total Dickinson County, 1. 

Dinwiddie County (Dinwiddie, county seat) 

Will Stafford, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Dinwiddie County, 1. 

Elizabeth Oity County (Hampton, county seat) 

William White, negro, laborer, killed by B. L. Whitmore, police de
tective sergeant, October 18, 1924. 

Joseph Temple, laborer, killed by Albert Fromal, policeman, Septem
ber 16, 1925. 

Total Elizabeth City County, 2. 

Giles County (Pearisburg, county seat) 

Oscar W. Pyles, taxi driver, killed by W. H. Thompson, sheriff, April 
23, 1925. 

Total Giles Countyt 1. 

Gt·ayson County (Independence, co_unty seat) 

M. G. Goomes, justice of the peace, killed by John Delp, laborer, 1925. 
John Delp, laborer, killed by E. F. Dotson, State prohibition agent, 

1925. 
Total Grayson County, 2. 

G-reensville County (Emporia, county seat) 

J. C. Brantley, alleged moonshiner, killed by H. D. Brown, State 
prohibition officer, August 13, 1921. 

---Garner, negro, occupation unknown, killed by enforcement 
officers, names unknown, date of slaying unknown. 

Total Greensville County, 2. 

Hanover County (Hanover, coun.ty seat) 

George Kelly, occupation unknown, killed by J. W. West, Henrico : 
County policeman, March 24, 1929. 

Total Hanover County, 1. 

Henrico County (Richmond, county seat) 

Charles Gaines, laborer, killed in automobile wreck fieeing from . 
officers, names unknown, October 21, 1925. 

Total Henrico County, 1. 

Hettry County (Martinsville, county seat) 

Ho ea L. Thomas, farmer, killed by J. H. Pugh, special prohibition 
officer, July 14, 1920. 

Jesse R. Martin, lumberman, killed by J. R. Pearson, prohibition 
agent, April, 1925. 

Roosevelt Robbins, mechanic, killed by town officers, names unknown, 
1924. 

Total Henry County, 3. 

James City County (WilUamsburg, county seat) 

Ivan Cowles, farmer, killed by Lightfoot Richardson, special police
man, August 28, 1928. 

Total James City County, 1. 

King William County (King William, county seat) 

William P. Claiborne, farmer, killed by R. S. Burrett, State prohi
bition inspector, date of slaying unknown. 

Total King William County, 1. 

Loudoun County (Lee.sburg, county . seat) 

J. D. Lambert, jr., prohibition agent, killed by Clarence Costello and 
Maurice Poole, occupation unknown, October 18, 1923. 

Total Loudoun County, 1. 

Lrmenburg Oounty (Lunenb11.rg, county seat) 

Arthur Hood, alleged moonshiner, killed by H. Mayo Shugart, prohi
bition agent, February 19, 1923. 

Total Lunenburg Count,j:, 1. 
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Montgomery County (ChrisUansburg, county seat) 

Andrew Robinson, negro, laborer, killed by Robert Graham, State 
prohibition officer, August 4, 1926. 

Charles Burks, negro, laborer, killed by Charles Nixon, sheriff, 
August 20, 1928. 

Total Montgomery County, 2. 

No1·(olk Cotmty (Portsmouth, county seat) 

Howard H. Fisher, prohibition agent, killed by James Chambers, 
occupation unknown, July 22, 1922. 

Gary D. Freeman, prohibition .agent, killed by James Chambers, occu
pation unknown, July 22, 1922. 

Total :Korfolk County, 2. 
Orange County (Orange, cou11Jy seat) 

William C. Bond, sheriff, kHled by Walter Ware, negro, alleged moon
shiner, October 23, 1921. · 

Julian Berrier, town sergeant, killed by Walter Ware, negro, alleged 
moonshiner, October 23, 1921. 

Walter Ware, negro, a~leged moonshiner, committed suicide while 
being pursued by posse after killing t:wo ofllcers, October 23, 1921. 

Person, name unknown, killed by officer, name unknown, occupation 
unknown, date of slaying unknown; reported by Commonwealth at
torney. 

Negro, name unknown, killed by sheriff, name unknown, date of 
slaying unknown ; reported by Commonwealth attorney. 

Total Orange County, 5. 
Pittsylvania County (Chatham, county seat) 

George Bryant, farmer, killed by W. D. Covington, J. B. Jeffreys, or 
W. L. Vernon, State officers from North Carolina, March 10~ 1921. 

J. J. Pegram, deputy sheriff, killed by fall from auto in liquor chase, 
November 1, 1929. 

Total Pittsylvania County, 2. 
Princess Anne County (Princess Anne, county seat) 

Allen Gunbert, farmer and special policeman, killed by Pat Spellman, 
laborer, May, 1923. 

Total Princess Anne County, 1. 
Prince Grorge County (Prince George, county seat) 

John Connor, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Prince George County, 1. 

Rappahannock Cownty (Washington, cotm-ty seat) 

Robert Lunsford, no details, recorded in COXGRESSIO:>OAL RECORD. 
Total Rappahannock County, 1. 

Roanoke County (SaT,em, co-unty seat) 

Claude H. Morgan, policeman, killed by Albert Robertson, negro 
laborer, July 2, 1925. 

William M. Terry, policeman, killed by Albert Robertson, negro 
taborer, July 3, 1925. 

Ambrose- M. Smith, policeman, killed by Albert Robertson, negro 
laborer, July 28, 1927. 

Ilosea Thomas, no details, recorded in COXGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Roanoke County, 4. 

Rockbridge County (Le:cington, cour~ty seat) 

S. M. Watts, State prohibition officer, killed by Ernest Roberts, alleged 
moonshiner, A~gust 17, 1927. 

Jim Frazier, alleged moonshiner, killed during raid by person un· 
known, July, 1924. 

Total Rockbridge County, 2. 
Shenandoah County (Woodstock, county seat) 

Lawrence Hudson, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIO!UL RECORD. 
Raymond Shackleford, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Shenandoah County, 2. 

Southampton County ( Com-tZand, county seat) 

Leslie Britt, occupation unknown, killed by J. G. Griffin, prohibition 
agent, August 9, 1924. 

Total Southampton County, 1. 

TazeweU County (Tazewell, county seat) 

Paul Danley or John Danley, 17-year-old student, killed by one of 
posse of officers led by L. F. McGlothlin and C. A. Hood, prohibition 
agents, April 29, 1926. 

Total Tazewell County, 1. 

Warren County (Front Royal, county seat) 

Three negroes, names unknown, killed by prohibition posse led by 
Officer Gulley, May 1, 1921, reported by Senator TYDINGS. 

Total Warren County, 3. 
Warwick Oourcty (Denbigh, county seat) 

Willie White, alleged bootlegger, killed by B. L. Whitmer, police 
detective sergeant, October 18, 1924. 

Willie Nelson, occupation unknown, killed by T. J. Moxey, prohibition 
agent, November 29, 1921. 

John Kelly, alleged moonshiner, killed by J. G. Griffin, prohibition 
agent, January 8, 1925; reported by sheriff. 

Louis Whitehurst, farmer, killed by officer, name unknown, date of 
slaying uhknown; reported by county clerk. 

Total Warwick County, 4. 

Washington County (Abingdon, county seat) 

J. W. Kendrick, 16-year-old student, killed by party of officers, 
including James E. Crowe and W. D. Sorley, deputy sheriffs, and James 
McReynolds, policeman, May 6, 1929. 

Total Washington County, 1. 

Westmoreland County (Montrose, cotmty seat) 

Mrs. Eugene Bois, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIO!'(AL RECORD. 
John Wormley, farmer, killed by State Prohibition Inspectors Palmer 

and Brown, 1922. 
Total Westmoreland County, 2. 

Wi.!e County (Wise, cotmtv seat) 

Charles Smith, killed by prohibition agents, names unknown, July 
27, 1920. 

Total Wise County, 1. 

York County (Yorktown, county seat) 

Randolph Griffin, alleged bootl~gger, killed by Henry Charles, special 
county officer, May 22, 1925. 

Total York County, 1. 
Total Virginia, 73. 

WASHINGTON 
Chelan County (Wenatchee, county seat) 

Ludwig P. Johnson, prohibition agent, killed in gun battle with Pete 
Wheeler, sheriff, and Ralph Hand, deputy sheriff, July 25, 1929. 

Total Chelan County, 1. 

Clark County (Vancowver, county seat) 
Lester M. Wood, sheriff, killed by Luther Baker, farmer and stock· 

IIUln, May 22, 1927. 
Luther Baker, farmer and stockman, hanged for death of Sheriff 

Lester M. Wood, March 29, 1929. 
Total Clark County, 2. 

Ferry County (Republic, C(mnty seat) 

Ernest E. Emiley, alleged bootlegger, killed by William C. Vest and 
John G. Montgomery, prohibition agents, May 23, 1920. 

Total Ferry County, 1. 

Garfiel4 County (Pomeroy, county seat) 

Dan Leachman, alleged bootlegger, killed by N. E. Whittaker, night 
marshal, winter 1924-25. 

Total Garfield County, 1. 

Grays Harbor County (Montesano, county seat) 

Nicholas Koleski, special officer, killed by Adam Sirhoff, H. A. Kargin, 
and Pete Ambloff, alleged bootleggers, September 14, 1920. 

Harry V. Mooring, prohibition agent, killed by " Gimpy" Smith or 
C. H. Todd, alleged bootleggers, or W. M. Whitney, prohibition agent, 
&!ptember, 1924. 

Mike Dzmaria, pool-hall prQprietor, killed by Wilbur El. Hollingsworth, 
street-car conductor, member of " Phantom " dry squad of Constable 
A. G. Hopkins, January 10, 1924. 

Person unknown, occupation unknown, killed by Leonard Reagan, 
prohibition agent, about 1921. 

Total Grays Harbor County, 4. 
King County (Seattle, county seat) 

John Lisk, alias John Lusk, alleged moonshiner, killed by Andrew 
F. Sadler, prohibition agent, June 10, 1925. 

Tom Wilson, alleged pilot for rum runners, killed by Walter A. 
Reinders, deputy sheriff, September 21, 1929. 

Horatio W. Thompson, alleged rum runner, killed by Seaman Marte
cela, United States Coast Guard, December 5, 1922. 

Frank Martin, business man, killed by Leo Sowers or Ed P. Fitz
gerald, deputy sheriffs, June 9, 1924. 

Total King County, 4. 
Olronogan County (Okanogan, county seat) 

Benton Werner, alleged rum runner, killed by E. J. Wilson, sheriff, 
November 20, 1924. 

Paul Antoine, Indian laborer, killed by B. T . McCauley, sheriff, June 
22, 1929. 

Total Okanogan County, 2. 

Piet"Ce County (Toooma, county seat) 

William Harvey Thompson, pi"ohibition agent, killed by William Ner
bonne, policeman. Augqst 3, 1927. 

Emile Matsumoto, Japanese, alleged moonshiner, killed by raiding 
party including W. H. Kinnaird, R. A. Lambert, and Mark Y. Croxall, 
prohibition agents, and Rev. George Seeley, dry crusader, August 30. 
192G. 

Total Pierce County, 2. 
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SlagU Oounty (Mount Vernon~ eotmtr aeat) 

Paul Pietrowsky, skipper of launch, killed by members of crew of 
U. S. Coast Guard cutter !69, under command of Boatswain John H. 
Davis, June 3, 1927. 

Total Skagit County, 1. 

Skamania Oounty (Stevenson, county seat) 

Young Walther, farmer, killed by prohibition agents, names unknown, 
date of slaying unknown, reported bY county clerk. 

W. Rorison, deputy sheriff, killed by Paul Hickey, rancher, August 
7, 1922. 

Paul Hickey, rancher, killed by James Morgan, prohibition agent, 
August 7, 1922. 

Total Skamania County, 3. 

Spokane County (Spokane, county seat) 

Frank Franchi, bartender, killed by James Adams, police detective, 
June 9, 1928. 

'l'otal Spokane County, 1. 
Whatcom County (Bellingham~ county seat) 

J. F. Chatfield, deputy sheriff, killed by Alfred Anderson, occupation 
unknown, July 28, 1921. 

Total Whateom County, 1. 
Total Washington State, 23. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Boone County (Madison, county seat) 

Mrs. A. D. May, housewife, killed by Sam Morrow, State prohibition 
agent, and Clinton Carnes, constable, January 11, 1927. 

James W. Bailey, farmer, killed by Landon White, State prohibition 
officer, April 21, 1925. 

Charle Lewis, alleged moonshiner, killed by sheriff's posse, slayer 
not definitely known, April 17, 1921. 

Total Boone County, 3. 

Brazton County (Sutton, county seat) 

Charley Singleton, farmer, killed by L. H. Humphreys, constable, Feb
ruary, 1926. 

~l'otal Braxton County, 1. 

Cabell County (Huntington~ county .seat) 

Lonnie Atwell, alleged bootlegger, killed by H. E. Phipps and James 
Gillette, prohibition agents, July 5, 1921. 

F. M. Ferguson, occupation unknown, killed by Mack B. Lllly, pro
hibition agent, October 25, 1926. 

Total Cabell County, 2. 

Clay County (Clay, county seat) 

John Carter, farmer, killed by G. M. King, farmer, deputized as guard 
during raid, date of slaying unknown. 

'l'otai Clay County, 1. 

Hampshire County (Rom_ney, county seat) 

B. Wolford, farmer, killed by person unknown in still raid, about 1924. 
Total Hampshire County, 1. 

Kanawha County (Charleston, county seat) 

Robert E. Wood, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Bernard Cottrell, alleged moonshiner, killed by T. L. Cox, prohibition 

agent, July 20, 1928. 
Total Kanawha County, 2. 

Lincoln Oounty (Harnlin, co·unty seat) 

Ward Adkins, occup,atiOJl unknown, killed by Raymond A. Miller and 
Henry E. Phipps, prohibition agents, August, 1921. 

Total Lincoln County, 1. 

Logan County (Logan~ county seat) 

George Conley, alleged moonshiner, killed by State policeman, name 
unknown, February 15, 1929. 

Lewis Conley, alleged moonshiner, killed by State policeman, name 
unknown, February 15, 1929. 

Bill Farley, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, oceupation 
unknown, date of slaying unknown, reported by county attorney. 

Frank Finley, deputy sheriff, killed by Charley Hollandsworth, mer
chant, 1921. 

Charley Hollandsworth, merchant, killed by Frank Finley, deputy 
sberifl', 1921. 

Everett Adams, prohibition agent, killed by person unknown, occupa
tion unknown, 1926. 

Elias Workman, justice of the peace, killed by person unknown, 
Cliffot·d Bush, occupation unknown, indicted, 1928. 

Ed Hensley, prohibition agent, killed by Mit Nelson, Bird Nelson, 
Isom Curry, and Millard Porter, alleged moonshiners, August 16, 1927. 

Don Hensley, prohibition agent, killed by Mit Nelson, Bird Nelson, 
Isom Curry, and Millard Porter, alleged moonshiners, August 16, 1927. 

Otto Adkin , miner, killed by James Terry, deputy sheriff, 1929. 
Deputy Sheriff Slas, killed by negro, name unkno'{n, miner, 1923. 
Total Logan County, 11. 

McDowell Oounty (Welch~ county seat) 

Jesse Hunt, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Julian Hunt, no details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Arnold Wise, alleged moonshiner, killed by L. F. McGlothlin, pro

hibition agent, and fellow officers, names unknown, April 29, 1927. 
Jim Sneed, negro, alleged moonshiner, killed by raiding party, includ

ing Rev. M. M. Day and Robert L. Taylor, prohibition agents, and State 
officers, names unknown, February 14, 1925. 

Rev. M. M. Day, prohibition agent, killed by Jim Sneed, negro, 
alleged moonshiner, February 14, 1925. 

Total McDowell County, 5. 

Mercer County (Princeton, county seat) 

Dave Moye, farmer, killed by Glenn Powers, State policeman, Janu
ary 29, 1929. 

Total Mercer County, 1. 

Mingo County (Williamson, coutJty seat) 

Leonard Kline, DO details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Mingo f'ounty, 1. 

Monroe Oounty (Union~ county seat) 

Florence De Priest, 18 years old, ill with typhoid fever, died after 
search of bouse by Prohibition Agent Boggs and State police, names un· 
known, December, 1926. 

Harry Brown, school-teacher, killed by prohibition agents, names un
known, April 6, 1925. 

Charles hl'ills, alleged moonshiner, killed by Robert L. Taylor, Ell 
Watkins, L. N. Lambert, Z. L. Ferguson, W. W. Cres y, and C. E. 
Hawks, prohibition agents, April 5, 1925. 

Total M(,mroe County, 3. 

Nickola-s County (Sumtnersville~ county seat) 

Ira Underwood, laborer, killed by Clyde Curry, policeman. 1923. 
Bud Spencer, laborer, killed by D. K. Hurt, Stn.te policeman, date of 

slaying unknown. 
Total Nicholas County, 2. 

Ohio Oounty (Wheeling~ county seat) 

Chelsea Childress, DO details, recorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Total Ohio County, ·1. 

Putnam County (Winftela, county seat) 

Virgil Wilson, miner, killed by C. A. Campbell, sheriff, 1922. 
Pearl Newman, miner, killed by A. S. Chamblin, constable, July 4, 

1927. 
Total Putnam County, 2. 

Raleigh Oounty (Beckley, county seat) 

Bee Lilly, alleged moonshiner, killed in still raid, by G. J. Simmon3, 
prohibition agent, April 1, 1925. 

Luther M. Foster, deputy sherur, killed by person unknown, alleged 
bootlegger, July 31, 1923. 

Total Raleigh County, 2. 

Randolph Coutlty (Elki1ls, county seat) 

Isaac Teter, laborer, killed by Sergt. Arnold Moore, State police. 
September · 28, 1925. 

Curtis Tingler, laborer, killed by Corpl. E. S. Duckworth and Sergt. 
Arnold Moore, State police, September 28, 1925. 

Stark Shreve, farmer, killed by Richard Parrack, town policeman, 
June 18, 1927. 

Total Randolph County, 3. 

Sttmmers Oounty (Green Sulphur Springs, county seat) 

Guy Meadows, taxi driver, killed by Gustavus J. Simmons, prohiul
tion agent, G. A. Lilly, policeman, and 0. L. Foster, sheriff, March 
20, 1924. 
· .John Bradberry, farmer, killed by Robert Lilly, constable, June 19, 

1928. 
Total Summers County, 2. 

Wayne Oounty (Wayne, county seat) 

William F. Porter, State policeman, killed by F. J. Poe and W. H. 
Workman, prohibition agents, June 20, 1925. 

George F. Ball, State policeman, killed by F. J. Poe and W. H. 
Workman, prohibition agents, June 20, 1925. 

W. H. Workman, prohibition agent, killed by William F. Porter and 
George F. Ball, State policemen, June 20, 1925. 

William Meade, prohibition agent, kll!ed by persons unknown, alleged 
moonshiners, February 12, 1922. 

Total Wayne County, 4. 

Wyoming Catmty (Pineville, county seat) 

Gus Simmons, State prohibition officer, killed by Wylie Sizemore, 
Robert Wyatt, Lester Thornsbury, and others, moonshiners, July 11, 
1927. 

Total Wyoming ·county, 1. 
Total West Virginia, 49. 
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But!alo Oout1ty (Alma, county seat) 

Jack Gaulenbein, city marshal, killed by Eugene Behner, saloon 
keeper, November 15, 1922. 

Allen Gaulenbein, son of Jack Gaulenbein, killed by Eugene Behner, 
saloon keeper, November 17, 1922. 

Total Buffalo County, 2. 
Iron Oounty (Htlrley, county seat) 

John Mitchell, no details, reeorded in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
John M. Chiapusio, alleged rum runner, killed by Prohibition Agents 

Grove and Fillion, October 9, 1920. 
Total Iron County, 2. 

Jefferson Oo1mtv (Jefferson, county seat) 

George Kuilaus, cattle buyer, committed suicide after arrest by Fed
eral ofiicers, names unknown, June 29, 1929. 

Total Jefferson County, 1. 

Kenosha Oounty (Kenosha, county seat) 

Anton Dudzinsky, operator of soft-drink parlor, killed by William 
Detert, policeman, February 9, 1929. 

Total Kenosha County, 1~ 

Langlade Oounty (Antigo, oounty seat) 

Julius Wurzer, woodsman, killed by Nicholas Annen, Joseph A. Doorr 
and William Loose, prohibition agents, December 21, 1921. 

Total Langlade County, 1. 
Milwaukee Oounty (Milwaukee, county seat) 

Claude Seeley, clerk, killed by Clarence Block or Maurice Bernier, 
policemen, June 8, 1929. 

Total Milwaukee County, 1. 
Racine Oqunty (Racine, county seat) 

Barney Seckat, ro!t drink saloon keeper, killed by member of raiding 
party composed of prohibition agents and local police, names unknown, 
March 5, 1920. 

Total Racine County, 1. 

Sauk Oounty (Baraboo, county Beat) 

Joseph Nedovich, farmer and quarry worker, killed by Carl Henning 
and William Lehr, prohibition agents, September 18, 1920. 

Total Sank County, 1. 

Vilas County (Ea-gLe River, county seat) 

--- Stanley, alleged moonshiner, killed by special deputy sheriffs, 
names unknown, summer of 1925. 

George Rutherford, constable, killed by --- Boring and --
Brandenburg, laborers and alleged moonshiners, 1925. 

Total ·vnas County, 2. 
Total Wisconsin, 12. 

WYOMING 
.Albany Oounty (Laramie, county seat) 

Albert R. Van Sickle, alleged bootlegger, killed by Hugh B. Curry, 
prohibition agent, November 8, 1924. 

Joseph 0. McGuire, occupation unknown, killed by Charles F. Peter 
son, prohibition agent, February 3, 1929. 

Total Albany County, 2. 

Fremont Oounty (Lander, county seat) 

Frank Miller, alleged bootlegger, killed by James Thompson, deputJ 
shcritr, January 31, 1924. 

G. E. Mitchel, alleged bootlegger, killed by James Thompson, deputy 
sheriff, January 31, 1924. 

Total Fremont County, 2. 

G-oshen Oounty (T<Wrlngton, county seat) 

John L. McGuire, alleged bootlegger, killed by 0. J. Colyer, sheriff, 
tall of 1925 or spring of 1926. 

Total Goshen County, 1. 

Hot Springs Ootmty (Thermopolis, county seat) 

George E. Price, deputy sheri1f, killed by Elsworth Mullendore, 
farmer, August 31, 1921. 

Elsworth Mullendore, farmer, killed by Jack Palmer, deputy sherilf, 
September 1, 1921. 

Claude M. Henderson, laborer, killed by person unknown in battle 
with ofiicers, names unknown, August" 5, 1924. 

Total Hot Springs County, 3. 

Lincoln Oountv (Kemmerer, county seat) 

James C. Capen, prohibition agent, killed by Mike Soytick, alleged 
moonshiner, May 11, 1928. 

Mike Soytick, alleged moonshiner, killed by Percy Epperson, prohi
bition agent, May 11, 1928. 

Total Lincoln County, 2. 

Natrona County (Oasper, county seat) 

Tom Majors, deputy sheriff', killed by Boy Martin, alleged bootlegger, 
November 5, 1920. 

Total Natrona County, 1. 

Slwridan Oounty (Sherida-n, county seat) 

William L. McPhersen, deputy sheriff, killed by Earl McKenna, 
farmer, October 7, 1921. 

Total Sheridan County, 1. 
Total Wyoming, 12. 
Total United States, 1,360. 

[From the Washington (D. C.) Herald of Sunday, December 8, 1929] 

1927 MABKED PEAK IN DRY SLAYIXGS-0NLY MATERIAL RECESSION, 
RECORDED IN 1926, CAME WHEY ANDREWS WAS IX FULL CO:\IM.AND 

By Cole E. Morgan 

The prohibition enforcement slAughter that has reached a known total 
of 1,360 lives, as revealed by the Washington Herald's nation-wide sur
vey, has been going on steadily through the years from the very advent 
of the eighteenth amendment, in 1920. 

This is revealed in a careful check of the Herald's records. It shows 
a minimum of 60 deaths the first year. The maximum was reached in 
1927, when the known total went to 149. 

In 183 cases, or 13¥.1 per cent of the total, the years of the killings 
were not reported. It is assumed that those were distributed more or 
less evenly through the 10-year period. 

The peak years of the slaughter have been the latter years, st'llrting 
with 1924, when there was a 50 per cent increase over the killings in _ 
1923. The only material recession was in 1926. It is significant that 
that was the one full calendar year in which Gen. Lincoln C. Andrews, 
as Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, was in direct charge of prohibi
tion enforcement. 

Andrews held ofiice from July 1, 1925, to July 31, 1927. It was not 
until about the -beginning of 1926, however, that he got his force reor
ganized and in working order, and it was about the beginning of 1927 
that Congress put through the reorganization plan that overthrew the 
Andrews system. 

John F. Kramer, of Ohio, the first Prohibition Commissioner, was in 
charge of enforcement from January 16, 1920, to April 1, 1921. Roy A. 
Haynes, of Ohio, succeeded Kramer, continuing as commissioner until 
April 20, 1927, though inactive from the time Andrews took ofiice in 
1925. Since Andrews retired the present Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, Seymour A. Lowman, and Commissioner James M. Doran have 
been at the enforcement helm. 

The recorded enforcement death toll by the years follows : 
Year: Deaths 

1920_________________________________________________ 60 
1921------------------------------------------------- 110 
1922------------------------------------------------- 106 1923_________________________________________________ 94 
1924------------------------------------------------- 142 
1925----------------------------------------------·-- 144 1926_________________________________________________ 112 
1927_________________________________________________ 149 
1928----------------------~-------------------------- 128 1929_________________________________________________ 132 

Years not reported----------------------------------------- 183 

Total---------------------------------------------- 1,360 

[From the Washington (D. C.) Herald of Sunday, December 15, 1929] 

ODDS IN PRoHmiTION WAR FAVOR ARMED OFFICERS-SURVEY SHOWS 
7 OF EVERY 10 KILLED IN ATTEMI'TED ENFORCEMENT OF LAW WERII 
CIVILIANS 

By Cole E. Morgan 
The quick-trigger odds have been 7 to 3 in favor of the legally armed 

officers of the law in the grim 10-year warfare that has taken a known 
toll of 1,360 lives in attempts to enforce prohibition. 

A check of the Washington Herald's enforcement casualty list now 
being published in the Hearst newspapers, shows that of every 10 
persons who have met death in encounters between ofiicers and civilians, 
7 have been civilians. 

In Federal enforcement alone the ratio of civilian deaths has been 
even higher, approximating 3 civilians to 1 officer. 

In only 3 of the 48 States, Connecticut with 3 killings, Rhode 
Island with 2, and lllinois with 39, does the toll in ofiicers' lives exceed 
that of civilians. Of those 44 victims, 20 were civilians. 

In two States, Maryland and Idaho, with a total of 20 deaths, the 
toll was even, 10 officers and 10 civilians. 

In the other 43 States and the District of Columbia, in which there 
were a total of 1,296 fatalities, 928 were civilians and 368 ofiicers. 
The total for the country was 958 civilians aml 402 officers. 

Distributed by States the casualties were divided as follows : 

OasuaZtte8, by Statea 

State Ofiicers Civilians 

District of Columbia------------------------------- 2 5 
Alabama .•. ---------------------------------~------- 20 55 
.Arizona_ _______ •• _.--------··- •• ________________ • __ 2 7 
.Arkansas._ ••.• _ •. ---.• --- ___ .• ·-· ••• __ ••.•••••• __ • __ 8 ZT 
Call!omia _____ ------ __ -----------------------------. 10 19 Colorado_ •. _____ ---___________ .•.• __ •• ____ •••• __ .. _. 7 16 
Connecticut ... __ .. ----.•. __ .•••••••• ___ •• _______ . __ . 2 1 
Del a ware. ___ •• __ ••• ___ ---- •• --· ••••• __ . ______ . __ •••• 0 1 
Florida_ •. ----------------- •••••••.•••.. --- __ .---- __ 16 31 

Total 

7 
75 
9 

35 
29 
23 
3 
1 

u 
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Caaualties, by .States-Continued 

State Officers Civilians Total 

35 70 105 
4 4 8 

Georgia ____________________ ---_--.-------------------
Idaho ______ ---_--------------------------------------
Illlllois __ __ --- _ -------------------------------------- 20 19 39 
Indiana ___ ----------------------------------------- 7 16 23. 
Iowa ___ --------------------------------------------- 4 9 13 
Kansas _____ ------_---------------------------------- 0 14 14 

26 53 79 
10 19 29 ~~i~~:---~========== ============================== Maine _______ ---------------------------------------- 0 1 1 

Maryland_------------------------------------------ 6 6 12 
Massachusetts ______________ --- ______ ---_------------ 1 3 4 

11 33 44 
3 7 10 

11 38 49 
7 18 25 

M icbigan ______ ________________ -------------- -------

~~sr:i~~c========================================= J\.fissourL ________ ---- _ ---- ___ -----------------------
Montana. ________ -----_------- __ --------------------- 3 5 8 
Nebraska.------------------------------------------- 6 17 23 
N evada ____ ______ ---- _- ------------------------------ 1 2 3 

0 0 0 
3 17 20 
3 8 11 

New Hampshire _______________ ----------------------
New Jersey ___ ---------------------------------------
New J\.Iexico __ ___________ ----------------------------
New York __ __ _________ ---_-------------------------- 10 40 5(} 

North Carolina _________ ----------------------------- 11 25 36 
North Dakota..---------------------------------- 0 1 1 
0 hio __________ ___ ------------------------------------ 20 29 49 
0 klahoma ___ -- _-- ----------------------------------- 12 20 32 

5 12 17 
10 14 24 
2 0 2 

Oregon _____ ------ ___ ------~-------------------------
Pennsylvania __________ ------------------------------
Rhode Island ___ _____ ______ -------------- ---------- --
South Carolina __________ --------------------------- 12 21 33 

2 4 6 
20 52 72 

South Dakota._--------------------------------------
Tennessee _____ -------------------------------------
Texas _____ --.---------------------------------------- 28 86 114 
Utah __ ___ _ ------------------------------------------ 1 2 3 
Vermont _______ ------------------------------------ 1 2 3 

13 60 73 
6 17 23 

15 34 4.9 
2 10 12 
4 8 12 

Virginia._-------------------------------------------
Washington ___ ------------ ___ -----------------------

;::o~~~--~========~=======================~=== Wyoming ______ --------------; --------------------

TotaL---------------------------------------- 402 958 1, 360 

[From the Washington (D. C.) Herald of Sunday, December 22, 1929] 
SIXTY PER CENT OF DEATHS SHOWN DY 14 STATES 

(Copyright, 1929. Washington Herald) 
The Washington Herald's nation-wide check up of prohibition-enforce

ment killings, disclosing a death toll of 1,360 since the eighteenth 
amendment went into effect, has shown that no section of the country 
ha been free of its shRl'e in this carnival of bloodshed. 

But an analysis of the Herald's reports, taking population into ac
count, reveals that the killing mania in its more rabid form has been 
distinctly sectional. 

RAMl'A:'iT IN SOUTHEAST 

The section where it bas been most rampant has been that area 
south of the Potomac and Ohio and east of the Mississippi Rivers. In 
the 10 States m that region, with a population of a little more than 
20,000,000, or a scnnt 20 per cent of the population of the United 
States, 618 of the killings took place. This is 45 per cent of the total. 
In other words, 20 per cent of the population has been responsible for 
45 per cent of the killings. T.here is a killing recorded in that area 
for every 33,000 of population. 

The four Southwestern States--.Arkansas, Oklahoma, Louisiana, and 
Texas--with a fraction over 10,000,000 population, account for 210 
killings, or 1 to each 48,000 of population. . 

The 14 States of the whole South, with a combined population of 
31,000,000, which is a scant 30 per cent of the country's total, account 
for 828 of the killings, or 60 per cent of the total. 

DEATH AVERAGE HIGH 

The average for this area, frequently referred to in and out of Con
gress as the "wet-drinking, dry-voting South," and whlch has be~ 
very largely responsible for blstening the present unenforceable prohi
bition laws on the country, has been 1 killing for each 37,000 of 
population. 

Next to the South in the death-toll reeord are the Mountain States 
of the West. The eight States of that s..rea show a killing for each 
43,000 of population. The total for those eight States is 77 out of a 
population of approximately 3,500,000. But shooting is rather to be 
expected out in that 2-gun country, where there is plenty of room to 
shoot and it takes little · provocation to pnll a trigger. 

The Pacific coast measures up just about average. The average for 
the entire country bas been a killing for each 77,000 of population. 
The three Pacific coast States, with 69 killings reeorded out of a popu
lation of a little more than 5,500,000, shows 1 for each 80,000 persons. 

Tbe Corn Belt country, the eigllt States of the Central West, reveals 
104 killings, or 1 to each 146,000 persons, the combined population of 
these States totaling a fraction more than 15,000,000. 

CENTRAL STATES LOWER 

The four industrialized Central States 1ying between the Ohio River 
and the Great Lakes, with approximately 19,000,.000 population, score 
155 killings, or 1 to each 121,000 persons. 

It is in the industrial East that dry propagandists are prone to point 
to as the hotbed of antiprohibition agitation, however, where the dry 
killings have been rela-tively few. And of this area conservative New 
England stands out apart from all the rest of the Nation. 

The six New England States, with approximately 7,500,000 of popu
lation, show only 13 killings, or 1 in 570,000. 

The 11 Eastern States, including New England and the District of 
Columbia, record 127 killings out of approximately 32,000,000 of popu
lation. This is 1 for each . 250,000. Just contrast this with the 828 in 
the 14 Southern States that have a 31,000,000 population, and where 
the killing toll is 1 to each 37,000 persons. The ratio is 7 killings in 
the " dry " South to 1 in the " wet " East. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con· 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
b·ies of the United States, to protect American labor, and for 
other purposes, the pending amendment being in paragraph 
1115 (b), page 178, line 13, to strike out "75 per cent " and to 
insert "50 per cent." 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. President, I appreciate how useless is 
debate on the pending bill. We have just had a good illus
tration of it, The eloquent Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SMITH] has delivered a fervid and impassioned address to this 
magnificent luray of empty chairs. As soon as the vote comes 
and the bell rings Senators will swarm in and vote according 
to their predetermined opinions, with no attention at all paic1 to 
the discussion· or to the facts which have been given in debate. 
Consequently, it is very discouraging to attempt to present any 
argument; but I do not wish this paragraph to go by without 
presenting a few facts, although I shall not discuss the general 
principles of protection. 

I presume. an overwhelming majority of the Senate desire to 
give necessary prote-ction to every American industry if they 
know that the industry needs it. In the case of most of the 
schedules which we have considered, that i. where the issue 
has been raised. It has been a question whether, after all, 
the protection sought was really necessary for the survival of 
the industry. Where such protection is neces ary, I apprehend 
that the majority on both sides of the Chamber are willing to 
give it. 
Her~ is a case, Mr. President, where it seems to me nobody 

who understands the facts can dispute that protection is es..,en
tial to the preservation of our domestic industry. What do the 
figure show? They show that in 1925 the importation of wool 
hats was negligible. In 1927, however, the importations in
creased to over 8,000,000, in 1928 to 29,000,000, and in 1929 to 
41,000,000, being a number equivalent to nlmost two hats to 
every woman who wears them in the United States. In the 
meanwhile our domestic industry has been staggering and the 
mills have not dared to produce more than 25 per cent of their 
capacity because they were so undersold by the cheap importa
tions from abroad. 

In the face of that fact, . how can anyone deny that here is 
a deserving industry, engaged in manufacturing one of the es
sentials, when America ought to be self-sustaining and produce 
what it needs. Yet, in 1929, 41,000,000 foreign hats were im
ported, representing a growth in importations of 375 per cent 
in three years, whereas the production of the American article 
has hardly grown at all. The importations from Europe in 
1928 were 29,000,000, while the domestic production in that 
year was only 9,000,000. So, if foreign· importations are any 
test, if the depression in the domestic industry is any te: t, or 
the importance of the industry is any test, here is a cleru.· case 
where an increase of duty is necessary in order to protect the 
life of the American industry. I desired to put tho e facts in 
the RECORD. . 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. President, will the Sena
tor yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa
chusetts yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. GILLETT. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. 1 assume that the hats referred 

to by the Senator are made of wool which is produced in other 
countries? 

Mr. GILLETT. Of course, that is so. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. What is the percentage of 

wages paid and cost of production of such hats in foreign lands 
compared to wages and cost of production iJ:!. our own country? 

Mr. GILLET!'. The cost of the Italian product was $3.35 a 
dozen, which was about a dollar and a quarter less than the 
cost of production of the American product. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Just for my information, I 
should like to inquire of the Senator from what countries 
these hats ~e imported? 
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Mr. GILLETT. Largely from. Italy. . _ 

· Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Can the Senator give us_ a 
comparison of the wages of the workers in the Italian factories 
and the worker.s in our own factories? _ . 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not remember exactly; probably from 
one-quarter to one-half, and the mere. fact that the foreign 
makers _are able to . iJ!troquce the goods and sell them and p_ay 
the duty and underbid us is the most conclusive proof we can 
possibly have. · · 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The Senator has shown, I be
lieve, that we imported 41,000,000 wool hats last year. 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 
· Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Has the American production 
increa ·ed or decreased during that period of time? 

1\Ir. GILLETT. n increased about 8 per cent, but our mills 
are not running at half capacity. 

1\Ir. ROBSION of ·Kentucky. But -the importations have in
creased more than 300 per cent? 

Mr. GILLETT. They have increased 375 per cent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Too question is on agreeing to 

the committee amendment. 
·Mr. GEORGE obtained the floor. 
Mr. TRAl\!MELL. 'Mr. President, will the Senator yield? · 
Mr. GEORGE. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. I desire to suggest the absence of a 

quorum.. 
· Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold that 
suggestion? 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I withhold it at the request of the Senator 
from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOTL I doubt very much whether a quorum is avail
able to-day. Why not let us go on and dispose of this matter 
before we take a recess? 
· Mr. TRA1tfMELL. If there is some doubt a.bout the avail
ability of a quorum, I withdraw the request. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con\ent that 
we consider one amendment made by the House to subsection 
(b) of paragraph 1115 which would n(}t be in order at this time 
under tl1e rule of procedure, but I think the Senator from Utah 
will agree that this paragraph ought to be considered as a 
whole. 

I therefore ask unanimous ·consent that the Senate consider 
the amendment made by the House, beginning after the semi
·colon in line 13, page 178, down to the period in line 16. 
. Briefly, the House provided that on u all of the foregoing," 
_that is, _the hats and bat bodies described in subdivision (b) of 
this paragraph, an additional duty of 25 cents per article should 
be imposed; and that, I think, is the matter that we ought to be 
.free to con~ider when we are considering the rate_ in this para-
graph. · · 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true; and while we are considering it 
if there is no objection on the part of any other Senator I hav~ 
no objection to considering paragraph (b). ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Georgia? The Cbair bears none. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I wish now to submit just a 
few statements to the Senate. 

Under the act of 1922, the specific rate on hat bodies and 
bats was 24 cents a pound. The Senate has already approved 
an amendment increasing this specific rate to 33 cents a pound, 
that specific rate, of course, being in conformity with the action 
of the Senate on wool heretofore taken. The ad valorem rate 

·which is' found in line 13 of subparagraph (b) in the act. of 1922; 
is 40 per cent. The House increased it to 75 per cent ad va
lorem. The Senate committee proposes to decrease it to 50 per 
cent, which, of course, is 10 per cent above_ .t:tle rate i_n the act 
of 1922. · · - · 

In addition, the House proposed to impose the duty to whlcll 
I have referred-to wit, 25 cents per article--.,...upon . " all of .the 
foregoing," that is, whether hat bodies or finished hats. That 
increase of 25 cents per article, it will be noted, is a ·tremendous 
increase within itself; and I desire to call the. attention of the 
Senate to some tables which I will read: 

Wool--felt hat bodies and hats-Imports for consumption in 1928 

Quantity . 

Dozens Pounds 

Value 
Valu.~ .. per 

pound 

Hat bodies: 
Valued not more than $2 per ponnd_ 2.028, 002 4. 200,4.10 $6,043, 3M $1.4.39 
Valuefrom$2to$4perpound_______ 138,374. 269,660" ·· iJ30,-Q96 " 2;837 
Valued over $4 per pound____________ 2, 389 4, 648 25,006 6. 380 

Total_-------------------------~-- 2, i68, 765 4.-, 474.-, 718 6, 698. ~ j 1. 497 

LXXII--119 

Wool--feU hat bodies and hats-Importa fo-r -conBUmptiou in- .1928-Contd. 

QuantitY 
V"alue 

Value per 

Dozens -Pounds pound 

Finished hats; 
Valued not more than $2 per pound .. 174., 668 328,4.4.4 $511,642 $1.558 
Valued from $2 to $4 per pound ______ 35,925 57, ~93 157,512. 2. 7 
Valued over $4 perpo~d----------.-- 7,336 13,315 74,614 5. 694. 

Total ________ ------------_------" __ 217,929 399,252 74.:J, 'i68 1.863 

Total hat bodies and finished hats-
Valued ·not ·more than $2 per pound. ___________________ __ __ __ 2, 202,670 4, 528,854 6, 554., 996 1. 4.47 
Valued from $2 to $4per pound __ 174.-, 299 327,153 787,608 2.4.07 
Valued over $4 per pound ________ 9, 725 17,963 99,620 5.546 

Total_--------.----------------- 2, 386, 694. 4,873, 970 1 7, 442,224 1.527 

· It will be noted that slightly over 86 per cent of the quantity 
and approximately 81 per cent of the value of total exports were 
hat bodies at not more than $2 per pound. 

The equivalent ad valorem rates of duty under the acts of 
1909, 1913, and 1922, the House bill, and the Finance Committee 
amendments, including and omitting the specific rate of 25 cents 
per article to which I have directed the Senate's attention, based 
on the imports for consumption in 1928, are as fo ows : 

Act of Act of Act of House bill Finance 
1909 1913 1922 Committee 

.. 
Hat bodies: Per ct. Per ct. Per ct. Per cent Per ce'llt 

Not over $2 per pound _____ 90.58 35.00 56.68 102.79 70.84 
From $2 to $4 per pound ___ 78.83 35.00 57. 84. 92.12 62. 84. 
Over $4 per pound _________ 68.18 35.00 58.37 82.44 55.57 

Average _________________ 
89.39 35.00 56.80 101.72 70.04 

Hats (finished): 
Not over $2 per pound _____ 88.25 35.00 55.~1 203. 09 (100. 68) 171. 67 (69. 26) 
From $2 to $4 per pound ___ 76.06 35.00 55.95 158. 02 {89. 60) 129. 37 (66. 95) 
Over $4 per pound _________ 67.85 35.00 57. 94. 111. 63 (82.14.) 84..85 (55.35) 

Average_----~-~---:---- 83.62 35.00 55.78 184.. 37 (96. 47) 1M. 01 (66. 11}) 

Total hat bodies and hats: 
Not over $2 per pound.. ____ 90.~0 35.00 56.58 110. 63 (102. 64) 78. 72 (70. 73) 
From $2 to $4 per pound __ 78.28 35.00 57.46 105. 30 (91. 61) 76. 15 (62. 46) 
Over $4 per pound _________ 67.93 35.00 58.11 104. 31 (82. 21) 77.50 (55. 41) 

Average_---------------- 88.82 35.00 56. 70 1109. 98 (101. 20) 78. 4.3 (69. 65) 

The fi.,<YUres in parentheses indicate the rates, omitting the specific 
rate of 25 cents per article. 

The e figures, it must be remembered, were made before the 
Senate accepted the amendment offered by the Senator from . 
·utah, increasing the specific duty from 30 cents a pound to 33 
cents per pound. Roughly, therefore, taking the .finished hats 
under the 1922 act and the Finance Committee amendment, we 
have the following: 

The average under the act of 1922 is 55.78. Including the 25 
cents per article, the average under the Senate Finance Com
mittee amendment is practically 156 or 157. Excluding the· 25 
cents per article, the average under the Finance Committee 
amendment is 68. 

Taking the hat bodies and the bats, we have substantially the 
fallowing .figures : 

Under the .act of 1922 the percentage is 56.70. Including the 
25 cents per article, under the Finance Committee amendment 
the rate is approximately 80 per cent. Excluding it, it is ap
.proximately 71 per cent. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to this fact: Even 
if the House amendment of 25 cents per article on "all the fore
going .,-that is, all of the articles enumerated in subparagraph 
(b)-is rejected, we will have increased the aYerage rate from 
the rate in the present law in the case of finished hats from 56 
per cent in round numbers t(} 68 per cent in rountl numbers, or 
an increase of 12 points; and on hat bodies and hats we will 
ba ve increased the rate from 57 per cent in round numbers to 
71 per cent in round numbers, or an increase of 14 points. 

Mr. PI·esident, it is true that the imports of wo-men's felt hats 
or hat bodies have enormously increased in recent years. These 
imports have come principally from Italy. It is likewise true 
that the domestic production has not greatly increased, but has 
been at a practical standstill until the present year. 

I want to direct the Senate's ·attention to the following fact: 
· The total production of wool felt hat bodies in 1928 by 12 of 
the principal producing companies amounted to 7,939,284 hats. 
That was th~ total production for ·tbe entire year 1928, i,n round 
numbers 8,000,000 hats. 
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1 The total production for · the same companies, with perhaps 
one other company included, being the chief producing company, 
for the first nine months of 1929 amounted to nine million and 
a half hats. So-that there was an increase in the domestic pro
duction of more than a million and a half hats during the first 
nine months of 1929 over the entire production of 1928. 

It is therefore perfectly obvious that there is no material 
necessity or justification for any increase in the rate in this 
paragraph. 

Mr. GILLETT. l\lr. President, does not the Senator think 
that it would be pertinent to state in this connection that the 
capacity of these American companies is 25,000,000, so that they 
are even now operating at less than 50 per cent of their 
capacity? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the testimony before the sub
committee of the Senate Finance Committee demonstrates one 
thing, let us say, that one hat r>roducer in the United States 
has up-to-date machinery and carries on its business efficiently. 
The Merrimac Hat Co., of the Senator's State, has not only in
creased its production but it has increased its earnings ; it has 
increased its dividends. 

Let me call the Senator's attention to the fact that the Merri
mac Hat Co., and two or three other domestic producers, un
doubtedly have plants which are equipped with modern, up-to
date m·achinery, and their production is keeping pace with the 
general increase in consumption in the United States. That is 
to say, they are gaining and holding a proportionate part of 
the increase in the domestic consumption. But the evidence 
undoubtedly tended to show that the plants of many of the 
domestic producers were equipped with old and antiquated 
machinery, and that they were not keeping pace with the in
crease in the domestic consumption. 

I call the attention of the Senate, and specifically of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, to the table I have inserted in the 
RECORD showing the production of various plants during 1028 
and for the first nine months of 1929. Cases can be found of 
companies whose production has decreased, but in every in
stance, I submit, if Senators will take the time to read the 
te timony taken befpre the Senate Finance Committee, they will 
find it very clearly indicated that the domestic producer showing 
a decrease in production has a plant equipped with old, anti
quated, out-of-date machinery. 

l\1r. President, even if the 25 cents per article inserted by the 
House is omitted, there is an actual increase in the duty, both 
by reason of the increase in the specific and by reason of the 10 
per cent increase in the protective duty or the ad valorem duty. 
There is an actual increase over the rate in the act of 1922. 
But if the 25 cents per article is excluded-that is, if that amend
ment inserted by the House is disagreed to-the increase is not 
very substantial. There is a very large importation, particu
larly of women's hat bodies, not any great importations of 
finished hats; that is, the imports are confined, when we con
sider the women's hats, practically to the bodies, the imports of 
fini hed women's hats being negligible, as I read the figures. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Utah will agree to strike 
out the languag~ after the semicolon in line 13, on page 178, 
that is to say, " and, in addition thereto, on all the foregoing, if 
stamped, blocked, or trimmed (including finished hats, bon~ 
nets, caps, berets, and similar articles), 25 cents per article," 
unles some other Member of the Senate desires to ask for a 
vote upon the amendment in line 13 reducing the ad valorem 
of 75 per cent, as fixed by the House, to 50 per cent, as recom
mended by the Senate Finance Committee, I shall be content. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will aoo-ree to the amendment to strike out 
all after the word "ad valorem," in line 13, down to and includ
ing the word "article" in line 16. That is the provision as to 
the ·rate of 25 cents per article. 

l\lr. GEORGE. Permit me to say, Mr. President, that I hope 
the Senate wilr agree to that. 

Mr. SMOOT. I accept that amendment. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let me repeat the statement I made, that 

with that amendment I will be content to take the vote without 
asking for a roU call on the amendment in line 13 ; that is, 
reducing the rate from 75 per cent to 50 per cent. 

I want to make this statement upon that point : When the 
bill is in the Senate, I hall propose a substitute for this entire 
schedule, beginning with section 1107, covering yarns, reducing 
the protective rate to the rate in the present law. I shall not 
propose a reduction in the specific rate, but I shall offer the 
substitute for all the sections beginning with section 1107, in
cluding this section under discussion, reducing the protective 
rate in the wool schedule to the level of the rate in the present 
law. 

I ask to have inserted in the RmcoRD the memorandum which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 

in the llJOOORD, as follows : 
COMPARISONS OF WHOLESALE PRICES OF WOOirFELT HA'r BODIES AND FIN

ISHED HATS, UNDER THE ACTS OF 1!>22, THE HOUSE BILL, AND FIY.AYCE 

COMMITTEE AM:Fl:<tDlllENTS 

Imports for consumption of wool-felt hat bodies in the first nine 
months of 1929 amounted to 2,773,011 dozens, weighing 5,172,523 
pounds, valued at $7,586,381. The average value was $1.46 per pound, 
or $2.74 per dozen. The average weight per body was about 2% ounces, 
or about 1.875 pounds per dozen. 

The landed co t and the whole ale price of an average valued wool· 
felt hat body would be as follows: 

Finanre Act of 1922 House bill Committee 

Ptr dozen 
Invoice value____________ _______ _______________ $2.74 
Duty, 1 dozen, or 1.8i5 pounds ____ :.___________ 1. 54 
Landing charges_____________________________ __ .18 

Per dozen Per doun 
$2.74 $2.74 
2.81 193 
.18 .18 

r-------:1--------::--------. Landed cost_____________________________ 4. 46 
Wholesalers' charges, etc __ -----------·-------- . 89 

5. 7a 4.85 
111) .ffl 

1--------1--------1--------
"W'bolesale price__________________________ 5. a5j 6.88 5.82 

FiniRhed hats were imported during the first nine months in 1929 
at an average invoice value of $1.56 per pound, or $2.93 per do~n 
for the lowest grade. The estimated landed cost, wholesale price, 
and cost to the consumer of an average-valued, low-priced hat, which 
comprised over 80 per cent of the imports, would be as follows : 

Act of House bill (per Finance Committee 1922 (per 
dozen) dozen) (per dozen) 

• 
Invoice value ____________ , ______ · $2.93 I $2.93 J $2.93 I $2.93 2$2.93 
Duty, 1 dozen, or 1.875 pounds •• 1.62 2.95 5.95 2.03 5.03 Landing charges ________________ .18 .18 .18 .18 .18 

Landed cost_ _____________ 4. 7a 6.06 9.06 5.14 8.14 
Wholesalers' charges, etc_------ .95 I. 21 1. 81 1.03 1.63 

Wholesale price ___________ 5.68 7.a7 10.87 6.17 9. 71 Retailers' mark up _____________ 5.68 7.!37 10.87 6.17 9. T1 

Cost to consumer _________ 11. a6 14.74 21.74 12.34 19.54 
Per hat (appro:rimate) __________ .95 1.25 1. 80 1.05 1.65 

t Omitting the specific rate of 25 cents per article. 
r Including the specific rate of 25 cents per article. 

The House bill rates and the reduction of these rates by the Finance 
Committee show a marked increase over the present rates even with
out the additional specifie rate of 25 cents per article provided in the 
House bill. 

Domestic prodlttction of tcooZ-felt hat bodies in 1928 and it~ the first 
t~ine months of 1929, alSo oarding machines used 

Production in period stated 

Company Period Type of hat form 

Women \ Men 

Total 

{
1928_______________ a, 248,268 594,660 a 842,928 

L------------------------- 1929 (9 months)___ 2, 559,444 I, 079,832 a: 639;276 

2 · - {1928-------- ~--- --- 628,848 205, S08 894,156 
-------------------------- 1929. {9 months)___ 807,264 262,728 1, OOJ, 992 

a {1928________ _______ 234, 432 09, 4a2 a33, 864 
-------------------------- 1929-(9 months)___ 862,932 · 249,096 1, 112,028 

4 {1928_______________ Wi, 272 190,824 636,096 
-------------------------- 1929 (9 months)___ 183, 024 549,096 732, 120 

5-------------------------- n~~-(9mo11th8):~: ~~: ~~ a::~ ~: ~~ 
6-------------------------· {i~ihimo~illS) ___ ----4si-27o- ------------ -----45i-27o 
7 {

1928 ____________ ::: 7~ a72 ----ii~-~64- 184:536 
-------------------------- 1929 (9 months)___ 105, 108 20!l, 912 310, ~ 

8 {1928_______ __ ______ 352, a56 ------------ 352,356 
-------------------------- 1929 (9 months)___ 272,772 ------------ 272, m 

9 I ]1928.------------ -- 630,000 -----·------ 630,000 
-----------·--------------~!~929 (9 months)___ 270,000 ------------ 270,000 

10 . {1928_______________ 103,a92 ------------ 103,392 
----------------~---_----- 1929 (9 months)___ 170, 976 26, 640 197, 616 

11 • {1928___________ ___ _ 148,716 ------------ 148,716 
------------------------- 1929 (9 months)___ 92,352 44,544 1a6, 895 

12 {
1928__ ___ _______ ___ 216,000 ------------ 216, ()()() 

-------··-·-·--·--------- 1929 (9 months)___ ao, 000 ------------ 30,000 

1a {
1928_______________ 209,448 I 145,920 355, a68 

------------------------- 1929 (9 months)___ 197,880 au, 208 572,088 

Total (12 companies) 1928_______________ 6, 434, '137 11,505,057 7, 939,284 
Total (la companies) 1929 (9 months)·-- 6, a62, 614 a, 155, 136 9, 517,750 
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Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I Wa.nt to take just a moment 

to supplement the information given by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE]. 

My information is that practically all of the wool felt bat 
bodies imported under the tariff act of 1922 were valued at not 
more than $2 per pound. Under the act of 1922 the wool felt 
bat bodies were dutiable at 24 cents per pound and 40 per cent 
ad valorem. That was equal to $1.04 a pound. 

Under the proposal now made, the ad valorem rate on wool 
felt bat bodies would be $1 per pound, and the compensatory 
rate 33 cents a pound, which is an increase of 29 cents a pound 
over the rate in the present law. 

If the 25 cents per article were added, when these wool felt 
bat bodies were stamped, blocked, trimmed, and -so forth, it 
would mean a very material increase in the duty on those felt 
hats, and if those felt bats run from 8 to 12 per poun-d, Senators 
can figure bow much the 25 cents on each one would amount to 
for a pound of the material going into the hats. 

For these reasons · I trust that there will be an agreement to 
strike out the provision relating to the 25 cents per article. 

The PRESIDING -oFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the amendment on line 13 be agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 

amendment 
The LmiBLATIVE CLERK. On page 178, line 13, strike out " 75 

per cent " and insert in lieu thereof " 50 per cent." 
The amendment was agreed to. 

TARIFF RATES ON CRUDEr OIL AND OIL PRODUCTS 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have inserted in the RECORD a telegram received from 
the independent oil producers of Tulsa, Okla., and in connection 

. with the telegram I ask to have inserted in the RECORD a news 
·article from the -Wall Street Journal and one from the Wall 
Street News relative to the subject matter embraced in the 
telegram. 

There being no objection, the telegram and articles weTe 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: · 

TULSA, OKLA., Jan:uOtry rt, J!JSO. 
Senator ELMER THOMAS, 

Senate Otfi.C£ Building, Washington, D. 0.: 
At a mass meeting of representatives of the oil industry, ·spontane

ously held in Tulsa yesterday, representatives of all branches of the oil 
industry in Oklahoma, by unanimous vote it was resolved to ask tb~ 
Oklahoma delegation in CongresS to wage a vigorous ca.mpafgn to get 
into the- pending tarlff bill a provision for a reasonable tariff on 
imported crude oil and a prohibitive tartf[ on refined petroleum -prod
ucts as a legitimate economic measure to stabilize the petroleum situa
tion ln America. Although production o! oil in the United States by 
voluntary action has been curtailed as a conservation measure to meet 
the market demand, therefore in compliance with recommendations o.t. 
the Federal Oil Conservation Board heretofore made, nevertheless the 
Humble Oil Co., effective last Wednesday, cut the price ot oil 15 to 41 
cents per barrel throughout Texas, which was followed on yesterday 
by the Carter Oil Co., another subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co. of 
New Jersey, affecting Oklahoma and Kansas. Thlli! the price of do
mestic crude oii is drastically cut in the face of an apparent and 
admitted approximate balance bet}veen supply and demand, and by one 
of the principal producers and importers of foreign crude, thlli! precipi
tating a serious crisis in regard to the conservation movement in 
..A..merica, arid •raising the serious question whether any just propor· 
tion of the: American market is to be conserved for the American pro
.ducer. The meeting inst!'ucted the -undersigued to call this matter 
to your attention, arid expressed the hope '4hat you will immediately 
·.convey our m~ssage to the CongreSs o.f the United States in an etl'ort 
to save the domestic oil industry· from demoralization. Regard a 
reasonable tariff on crude as being '$1 per barrel, with a provision that 
where crude is imported for the pnrp(lse of being refined and exported 
.the same may be done· under bond, as is customary in the case of other 
-commodities. Will you kindly art'ange for an immediate conference 
of the Oklahoma delegation, and Wire me at Oklahoma City whether 
-we may expect definitely favom.ble action in response to the resolution 
'Of the producers. 

WIRT FRANKLIN, 
Ohairman of Mass Meeting. 

[From the Wall Street News, New York, Saturday, January 18, 1930] 
OKLAHOMA OIL PRODUCERs PRoTEST "CRUDE PIUCE Co~FOUR HUNDBED 

AT MEETING IN TULSA, REPRESENTING MID-CONTINENT A.lu!lA, ASSAIL 
ACTlON 011' CARTER Co. 
TULsA, January 17.-At a meeting attended by approximately ~0 

oil producers of the mid-<:ontinent area a resolution was adopted pro-

testing 11.gatnst the cu.t In crude oil prices made by the Carter Oil Co., 
a subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey. One resolution 
proposed that producers -.refuse to sell their oil at the new prices, An· 
othe.r resolution was framed and forwarded to the American Petroleum 
Institute and Members of Congress representing Oklahoma, stating that 
the cut in 'Prices was unjW!tified in view -of the cooperative efforts of 
operators to prorate the production of the fiush fields. Resolutionlil 
were framed under the direction of E. B. Reeser, president of the 
American Petroleum Institute, and Wirt Frankli.n, a prominent inde
pendent Oklahoma producer. 

Following this meeting of ·protest, the producers in the Oklahoma 
City pool held a closed session to discuss further curtailment plans 
for this field, owing to pipe-line cong-estion and overproduction. .At 
present the production of the field is shut down to 50 per cent of its 
potential output. 

The Magnolia Petroleum Co. is the only other purchasing company 
that has met the cut in crude prices initiated by the Carter Oil Co. 
A representative of the Prairie Oil & Gas Co. is quoted as saying that 
the cut of the important officials of Prairie Oil & Gas came as a sur
prise and that on account of some of the important officials of Prairie 
Oil & Co. being absent on the west coast, he could not say defi
nitely whether or not the company would follow. but that he did not 
believe Prairi :! would meet the cut in prices initiated by Carter Oil Co. 

Prior to Carter's. reduction, the last change in mid-continent crude 
prices was an upward revision of approximately 25 cents a barrel and 
was inaugurated by the Prairie Oil & Gas Co. on May 20, 1929. The 
marking up of prices at that time was the subject of criticism from 
some important executives in the industry on the ground that it was 
not justified by the . stati tical position and the outlook for increased 
production at that time. Since then stocks of crude and refined prod
ucts have increas~ by approximately 50,000,000 barrels, despite pro
ration agreements in effect in some of the important fllli!h field&. 

CRUDE OIL PRICE CUT--T»XAS Co. REDUCES QUOTATIONS FOR NORTH 
. LoUISIANA GRADES 21 CENTS TO 25 CENTS A BARREL 

SHREVEPoin, January 17.-The Texas Co. has posted cuts r~nging 
from 21 cents to 25 cents a barrel for No'I'"th Louisiana crude oils. 
The new scheduie · is similar -to that put- into effect by Humble Oil & 
Refining Co. in Texas. The form~r p~ice ranged from 85 cents to $1.85, 
with_. UQ incr.ease of 5 cents for each degree of guvity. 

[]from the Wall Street- Journal, January 18, 1930] 

MAGNOLIA .MEWI'S CARTER OIL cu~No OTHER (.'oMPANIES HAVE Ro:r, 
LOWJilD IN OKLAHOMA-FuRTHER OIL CURTAILMENT 

Only one of the leading crude-oil pUrchasers in the mid-Continent oil 
fields of Oklahoma, Kansas, and northern Texas diBtricts followed- on 
Friday the price reduction pllt into effect on Thursday by the Carter Oil 
Co. (Standard Oil of New Jersey). 

Magnolia Petroleum, · which is a subsidiary of Standard Oil ·of New 
York, met the iower 'price schedule of the Carter Oil Co. .But other 
large -purchasers, like Sinclair Crude Oil Purchasing Co., Prairie Oil & 
Gas Co., Gulf Oil, and Texas Corporation~ did not make any change on 
Friday. . 

sually a price reduction by a leading buyer is followed immediat<!ly 
by other purchasers so that their customers, the refiners, ' wilf not be 
at a price disadvantage with those buying from the purchasing agencies 
which reduce prices. Conversely, on a price advance, other companies 
follo)'f in order not to lose their connections with producers to the 
buyer paying the nigher price. 

.At least two of the large buyers in the mid-continent which did not 
follow the change on Friday, the PrAirie and Sinclair Crude Oil Pur· 
chasing Co., indicated they had not yet decided what action they would 
fake in the matter and were waiting developments. This probably had 
reference to the protest of Oklahoma producers to the lower price 
schedule and their efforts to have old prices _restored and crude produc· 
tion further reduced. -

Statement by the representative of Oklahoma producers tbat -tbe new 
crude-oil prices were below cost and that operators were willing to 
extend the coW!ervation movement, in order to bring about the desired 
.balance of supply, resulted in quick action when Oklahoma City pool 
producers on Friday decided to cut their production in halL It will 
result in this field, already producing only 50 per cent of potential a.OO 
now yielding about 100,000 barrels daily, to be cut to 50,000 barrels, 
or only .25 _per cent of potential. 

Other flush areas in Oklahoma and Kansas will follow this lead at 
meetings Ullder the auspices of the Midcontinent Oil & Ga.s Association 
to be held the next few days. Recommendations are being made to 
operators in flush Texas fields to follow this course of cutting back 
production still further as a measure of conservation. Texas operators 
probAbly will follow the lead of the Oklahoma operators. 

There fs some expectation that these moves to bring down crude 
production will result in a J:estoratlon of the former price levels. It 
may be reCalled that the drasti.c price eut on California crude oils late 
last year was .rescinded when operators brought about a re~tion iD 
the large excess supply of crude. 
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. The present sitn&tion, of course, needs similar cooperative steps 'by 
the refining branch of the industry. That is, the amount of crude runs 
to stills and the resultant supply of gasoline should be considerably 
curtailed in order to eliminate the excess supply of gasoline and stabilize 
the markets. 

With a further restriction of crude-oil supply there would, of course, 
be less new raw material for refiners to run on. They could, however, 
run from storage stocks, but what appears more likely is that refinery 
runs will be scaled down. 

The position of the midcontinent producing companies has been that 
they have voluntarily brought down their production of crude to the 
level of the buying demand of the refiners. In some cases production 
has been under the requirements, and a few producers have been taking 
oil out of storage. 

While the price factor is of prime consideration, of almost equal 
importance is the apparent ability of producers to maintain their atti
tude of solidarity in bringing about a further restriction of production. 
This is of real and long-time importance to the whole industry, indi
cating asl it does that the producers still have the will and desire to 
continue conservation measures. 

TuLSA.--Oklaboma City operators voted to curtail production, begin
ning January 21, to 25 per cent, creating A, B, C, and D wells, each 
class to produce three days and remain shut in nine days. A committee 
of operators met with R. M. Young, president Carter Oil co·. (Standard 
Oil of New Jersey) relative to reinstating oil prices in eft'ect prior to 
the recent cut. 

East Earlsboro operators meet Saturday to further cut'"' production. 
Operators in other Oklahoma prorated areas will mee~ Monday or 
Wednesday of next week, and Kansas operators will meet Tuesday next 
week at Wichita. 

Regarding the program of shutting back ,production in Oklahoma City, 
C. C. Herndon, president of the Midcontinent Oil & Gas Association, 
stated the plan would be operated until modified by agreement to meet 
any material change of economic conditions. He said the program 
makes " manifest that the disposition of producers here is to take what
ever steps required by the principles of petroleum conservation and 
sound economies." 

FORT WoRTH.--On the matter of the recent price reductions in crude 
oil, which has brought about a wide difference of opinion in the industry, 
it would appear that the chances for success of those supporting un
changed prices for crude oil hangs on the action of the producers in 
cutting back their production. Oklahoma and Kansas operators are 
unanimously committed to the maintenance of rigid proration. The 
same is true of operators in the various Texas producing areas. 

This attitude strengthens the hand of those contending for the old 
price level. Producers continue to assail the price cuts, contending that 
the erode oil supply is adjusted to demand and that the troubles of the 
oil business are entirely due to overmanufacture of gasoline by refiners, 
who are drawing on crude stocks to do so. Lowered price of the raw 
material will just give more " rope " for continued overproduction of 
gasoline by these refineries, they contend, while maintenance of prices of 
the raw material would have the eft'ect of correcting the condition 
complained of. 

PROHIDITION ENFORCEMENT 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President. I submit for insertion in 
the RECORD a statement of Bishop James Cannon, jr., and Dr. 
E. L. Crawford regarding the work of the Board of Temperance 
and Social Service of the Methodist Episcopal Church South. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FF.ss in the chair). Is 
there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows : 
BISHOP JAMES CANNON, JR., CHAffiM.A.N, AND DR. E. L. CRAWFORD, 

SECRETARY, OF THE BOARD 011' TEMPERANCE AND SOCIAL SERVICE Oli" 
THE METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHUJlCH SOUTH, ISSUED To-DAY THI!l 
FOLLOWING STATEMENT OF THE POLICY AND PROGRAM OF T~ BOARD 

The position and the work of the board is determined by the action 
of the General Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
which the board is the creature and active representative ad interim. 
The acti()n of the last general conference on the relation of the church 
to the social order was explicit, comprehensive, and prophetic. It de
clared that "The teaching of Jesus Christ concerning the vital central 
truth of human brotherhood, of the obligations of neighborly love, includ
ing willing self-denial," must determine the attitude of His church 
toward all social que.stions-industrial, racial, international ; including 
war and peace ; family life, including marriage and divorce ; the white 
slave traffic; the traffic in narcotic drugs and in intoxicating liquors. 

Concerning prohibition the general conference said: "The national 
prohibition law is the most remarkable social enactment by any great 
nation to promote the general welfare by the restriction of the actlv• 
ities of the indivic!ual. The full eft'ect of such a law will not be 
secured immediately, or even in a decade. That the results already 

secured are exceedingly' beneficial is evident to any impartial observer, 
and there is good reason to expect far greater benefits in the future. 
Industrial, social, educational, moral, and religious forces of the Na
tion, led by its Christian citizenship, overthrew the legalized liquor 
traffic and secured national prohibition. The same great forces must 
unitedly fight with equal vigor and persistence the outlawed criminal 
traffic and the would-be nuUifiers of the law. Above all. thet·e must be 
continued, ever-increasing emphasis upon the educational process in 
the press, in the pulpit, and in the school. setting forth the evil of 
alcoholism and the destructive results of lawlessness upon the entire 
fabric of the national life." 

The general conference, by a unanimous rising vote, respectfully 
and earnestly petitioned the Congress of the United States "to supply 
whatever men and money may be necessary to secure obedience to the 
law, even by those who in high social life have pubUcly declared that 
they will have intoxicants, Constitution or no Constitution. We 
positively insist that '\'{hen men openly flaunt their determination to 
violate any law of our country, the Government must suppress 
anarchy and compel obedience to the law, absolutely regardless of 
cost. The law must be adminiirtered by its friends. In our States-;
from constable to governor-and in our Nation-from revenue agent 
to President...:.....Officials must be elected who believe in enforcement, 
not only because prohibition is the law, but because it ought to be 
the law. The full power and authority of the States must be exercised 
in cooperation with the Federal Government." 

I 

The board emphasizes the position of the general conference that 
"The results [of the prohibition law] already secured are exceedingly 
beneficial," not only morally, but tremendously economically, ln the 
momentum gtven to varied indu'stries by the demand for home com
forts, amusements, even luxuries, by wage earners, former patrons 
of saloons, by the enormous increases in the number of depositors in 
savings banks, members in building and loan associations, and life 
l..nsurance policyholders, a very sn1a.ll percentage of whom belong to 
the wealthy -society class. From the purely social economic view· 
point alone, prohibition repeal is unthinkable to any intelligent person 
acquainted with the facts in the warfare with the liquor traffic for 
the past 50 years. 

The eighteenth amendment is the high-water mark of social legis~ 
lation ~ in the United States or in any other country. The eighteenth 
amendment is the expression of the determination of the overwhelming 
majority of the American people " to promote the general welfare " by 
the restriction of the selfish indulgence of the appetite of the individual. 
This determination of the majority of the people has been indicated 
by the unprecedented, almost unanimous, ratification of the amendment 
by the State legislatures, by the ever-increasing " dry" majority sent 
by the people to represent them in the Senate and the House, and by 
the overwhelming defeat of the "wet" presidential candidate in 1928, 
and the overwhelming election of a President, who has since indicated 
in his inaugural address, in his appointment Of a law-enforcement com
mission, and especially in his recent message to Congress, his positive 
detel'IDination to secure better observance and better enforcement of the 
prohibition law, which, sad to relate, because of many unsympathetic 
or hostile administrative officials-high and low-or an inadequate 
pro~am and appropriations, or traitorous nullification by State officials, 
has been sorely crippled in many sections of the country during the 
entire 10 years. It is an amazing tribute to the inherent value of the 
law that such beneficial results have been secured under such unfav
orable administrative conditions. 

Despite the ceaseless clamor and insolent bitterness of sections of 
the metropolitan press, the vicious, hypocritical assaults of Congress
men representing districts with large foreign-born " wet " population, 
the brazen defiance of certain elements of s~led high society life, 
and the greatly to be deplored, bot nevertheless ever-increasing assaults 
of some ot the leaders of the Roman Catbollc Cburcb, in pulpit and 
press, upon the prohibition law and the enforcement policies of the 
President, the friends of prohibition must meet the issue firmly and 
unwaveringly, with a clear discernment of the tremendous interests at 
stake, and the assurance of the support of the overwhelming majority 
of the steady, substantial citizens of the country. 

When the eighteenth amendment destroyed the legalized liquor traffic, 
the traffic and its slaves openly declared that the law "can not be 
enforced," and have not hesitated to employ bribery, corruption, and 
murder to prevent its enforcement. The recently declared determina
tion of the President and of "dry" leaders in Congress that the law 
shall be enforced, as are other laws, and the gradual, steady tightening 
up of enforcement agencies have caused the liquor h·affic and its slaves 
to rise up in murderous rebellion, even to hold mass meetings, proclai.m
ing liquor smugglers as martyrs, Government officials as murderers, and 
openly declaring that the prohibition law shall not be enforced. These 
threats of rebellion and anarchy have been broadcast throughout the 
Nation by speeches of certain blatant Congressmen, but especially by 
certain metropolitan newspapers, which have from the beginning led in 

the circulation ot defeatist propaganda, not only denouncing the law 
(which they have the legal right to do) but attacking Government 
officials because they were faithfully trying to enforce the law, with, 
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however, not ·only no word of condemnation tor bootleggers, rum run
ners, or hijackers, or for that social element which inconsistently and 
foolishly flaunts its defiance of that particular law, but on the con
trary with clearly indicated sympathy for such lawless activity in both 
news and editorial columns. Many of these papers have not simply 
fought the prohibition law btit they have been traitors to the funda
mental elements of constitutional government, criticizing Government 
offidalil from the President down for their efforts to comply with their 
oaths of office. The most baneful lnftuence in the public life of the 
Nation to-day is that section of the press which opposes every form of 
legislation -vhich has for its object the protection of society from the 
excesses of " selfish individualism/' recently so absurdly extolled by 
President Butler as "higher lawlessness." 

The Nation has now reached that stage in its warfare with the liquor 
traffic and its slaves that the demand and the duty of the hour is that 
offenders against the prohibition law shall be made to understand that 
they will be put .on exactly the same footing as offenders againSt an' 
other laws, namely, that as the prohibition law is the expressed will oi. 
the great majority of the people it shall command the same obedience 
at!l other laws; that the Government shall furnish whatever men and 
money are necessary, and that officials of the Government-high and 
low--shall perform their sworn duty to secure obedience to the law, or 
be promptly dismissed from office. · 

If smugglers and bootleggers, or yachtsmen and high society people, 
openly rebel against the prohibition law, they must be treated exactly 
as rebels against any other law would be treated. The issue is no 
longer enforcement of the prohibition law. The issue is the mainte
nance of constitutional government. Rebels against constitutional gov
ernment must be treated as rebels and be made to understand that, 
even though they do not like the prohibition law, they can not defy the 
Government of the Unitea States. President Washington sent Light 

' Horse Harry Lee with Government troops to suppress the whisky 
rebellion in Pennsylvania; President Jackson declared his purpose to 
take similar action to maintain the authority of the Government in 
South Carolina. If running true to form, there should be a whisky 
rebellion in Connecticut, Massachusetts, New York, Rhode Island, or 
anywhere else, it is the duty of the Government to suppress such a 
rebellion. The time has come to make it perfectly clear to the liquor· 
loving minority of the Nation that the overwhelming majority stand for 
the prohibition of the legalized liquor t?affic as a necessary element in 
the promotion of the general welfare of the people as a whole, and that 
the minority will not be permitted to override this laudable and salutary 
purpose of the majority by defying the Constitution of the United 
States or by living in open rebellion against it. The question of the 
modification of the provisions of the Volstead Act, which is statutory 
legislation, may be properly debated, and such amendments be adopted 
as have for their purpose the better enforc.ement of the eighteenth 
amendment, but such amendments only. But the effort to destroy the 
purpose of the eighteenth amendment by nullifying amendments to the 
Volstead Act, by withholding adequate appropriations for men and equip
ment, or by open rebellion, can not be tolerated. The only proper 
method open to the <>pponents of prohibition is to endeavor to repeal 
the eighteenth amendment by the regular constitutional process. Let 
them have the frankness and courage to introduce a resolution in Con· 
gress to accomplish that end and they can then :find out the sentiment 
of the entire Nation and not simply the sentiment of certain metropoli
tan areas with large foreign-born elements largely influenced and kept 
in ignorance of the sentiment of the rest of the country by a hostile 
.. wet " press. 

First. Representing the general conference, this board hereby peti
tions Congress to vote for whatever measures, money, and men may be 
necessary to secure etl'ective enforcement of the prohibition law, by 
strengthening and improving the personnel and the working equipment 
of all governmental prohibition agencies, including the Federal courts 
and their officers, the customs officials, the Coast Guard, and the officers 
and field force of the Prohibition Department. It is not a question of 
dollars and cents-$25,000,000, $50,000,000, $100,000,000 or $200,000,-
000. ll'rom the financial standpoint alone the cost of enforcement is 
small compared with the great economic benefits which have come from 
prohibition, even at its worst. But we positively insist that when men 
openly flaunt thetr determination to violate any law of our country, the 
Government must suppress anarchy and compel obedience to the law 
absolutely regardless of cost. We regret that, in our judgment, th; 
Government has not in the past asked for sufficient money to secure 
adequate force and equipment for the various enforcement agencies. 
We believe that Congress should insist upon such estimates from an the 
arms of the prohibition service as will be amply sufficient, In the judg
ment of Congress itself, to meet the need for adequate ellforcement 
whatever that amount· may be. The determination of the Government t~ 
enforce the Ia w must be evidenced by the unmistakable demand by the 
Prohibition Department for whatever money is required to secure such 
adequate enforcement. 

Second. In the name o! the general conference, we petition that the 
law shall be administered by its friends.. It ts a well-known fact that 
many officials-high and low-connected with the administration of the 
prohibition law have not simply been indtlierent but frequently openly 

hostile; and that -many officials ha-ve been appointed- for purely political 
purpose~. with full knowledge of their hostility to the prohibition law. 
This has necessarily resulted in· the lack of confidence by the people in 
the sincerity of the appointing power. We insist that officials be 
appointed who are known to be as determined to enforce the prohibition 
law as any other law. 

Third. We petition Congress to pass the Sheppard bill, which holds 
the purchaser and the seller of intoxicants equally guilty. The same 
spirit of lawlessness ts characteristic of both. The one buys to gratify 
his appetite; the other sells to gratify his covetousness. Both place 
their personal gratifications above the good of society. Nothing would 
have as great psychological, as well as actual value, as to put the 
brand of the criminal upon the so-called high-society people, even though 
men of prominence and. influence, when they delib!!l"ately strike hands 
With the lowest criminals, oftentimes murderers, in violating the Con
stitution to gratify a purely sensual appetite. If the courts declare 
the purchaser already included by the terms ot the Volstead Act, 
good and well, but it is better to face the issue promptly and squarely. 

Fourth. We urge Congress to pass such legislation as the President, 
after investigation. by commission or otherwise, may decide to be vital 
and necessary to make his enforcement program effective, not only for 
the country at large but to make the Capital City of the Nation the 
model city in respect to enforcement of law. While there may be 
disagreement as to some details of such legislation, the declared pur
pose of the President to secure better observance and enforcement of 
law deserves support, regardless of party affiliations. 

Fifth. We favor the inauguration and p~ompt extensive development 
of an educational policy by the Government in support of the eighteenth 
amendment. Posters, leaflets, press articles should be prepared by 
highly qualified experts, emphasizing the evil physical, intellectual, 
social, and moral effects ·of the use of intoxicants. Bulletins of infor
mation and warning are sent out by other departments of the Govern
ment; why not by the Prohibition ~partment? We favor an adequate 
appropriation for this great educational purpose. 

SiXth. With no purpose to be invidious, we hereby place on record our 
high appreciation of the unquestioned sincerity, persistent activity, and 
unusual efficiency shown by Dr. J. M. Doran, the Commissioner of Pro
hibition. His task is exceedingly difficult, especially the formulation of 
an efficient program to handle the manufacture and distribution of in
dustrial alcohol and medicinal liquor, both of which are sore spots, and 
both of which must be brought under proper control if prohibition 
enforcement is to be successfuL 

II 

Concerning industrial relations, the board emphasizes and advocates 
the right of all men and women to a living wage, to limited hours "C>f 
industry, assured medical care, more parks and playgrounds; more 
opportunity for · self-culture and development; ln short, whatever makes 
for a fuller, richer life. To secure these results the board ha& favored 
and continues to favor free and intimate conferences between em
ployers and employees, with the Golden Rule as the yardstick for the 
measurement of all questions in dispute. Whenever it is necessary to 
conserve and make permanent the results of such conferences or investl:. 
gations by legislation the board favors the enactment of such legislation. 

In international relationships the board insists that .Christ taught 
men must not kill their brother men, and so demands physical and 
spiritual disarmament, the abolition of all aggressive warfare, ana the 
adoption of peaceful methods to settle international disputes, such as 
adherence to a world court, and the formation and maintenance of an 
international organization by whatever name it may be called to 
initiate and put into eff'ect plans for the uplift of the entire "soeial 
order through<>ut the world. In furtherance of these aims the beard 
has participated actively in various conferences for discussion and in 
the dissemination of suitable literature. 

The board reaffirms the teaching of Jesus concerning the sacredness 
of marriage and the neceSsity for unbroken homes for the proper mainte
nance of that kind of family life which is the natural and necessary 
frnitage of true Christian principles, and without which civilization 
itself will inevitably be submerged by the unbridled excesses of selfish 
sexual Individualism. The board is actively participating with the 
committee on marriage and the home of the Federal Council of the 
Churches of Christ in America in the study of this great question and 
the dissemination of the published findings of that committee ~ from 

time to time. 
The board likewise emphasizes that Christ's law of love demands equal 

justice and opportunity for all persons, regardless of race, color, or sex. 
In the very important and difficult matter of race relations the board has 
cooperated sympathetically with the committee on race relations, with 
headquarters in Atlanta, Ga., and has given attention to practical efforts, 
rather than theoretical discuss.to'ns, to solve the puzzling problems which 
always arise whenever different races are found in large numbers side 
by side. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., Janvary Jj, 19SO. 

THE COAST GUARD 

1\f.r. ALLEN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD an enlightening editorial from the Ar-
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kansas City (Kans.) Daily Traveler, of January 13, 1930, on 
" The Coast Guard." 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the REOOBD, as follows : 
[From the Arkansas City (Kans.) Daily Traveler, January 13, 1930] 

THE COAST GUABD 

From the furor that has been raised over such incidents as the 
killing of three rum runners on the Black Duck by coast guardsmen it 
might be surmlsed that the C«;>ast Guard exists for no other pUl'pose 
than to harass poor young bootleggers trying to make a dishonest liv
ing. The facts are entirely to the contrary. The Coast Guard bas 
be~n in existence since 1790. It has taken an honorable part in every 
,war in which the U}lited States has been engaged. During the past 
year it has saved 4,375 lives at sea by answering distress calls. For 
17 years-ever since the Titanic disaster-it has been patrolling the 
ice banks off the Newfoundland coast, thus protecting other liners from· 
the fate of the Titanic. Coast guardsmen take medicine once a year to 
Point Barrow, the northernmost seaport in America. They enforce 
anchor regulations and harbor rules on the American coast. 

The Coast Guard did not ask for the task of patrolling the seas in 
search of ships bringing liquor lnto the United States. But when pro
hibition came into being and the Coast Guard was told that this was 
one of its duties, it performed that duty. In running down booze ships 
the Coa t Guard gives the commanders every oppmtunity to surrender. 
They are given full warning before more drastic measures are taken. 
Finally, if all other meaus f!!-il, the 1-pounders are called into action. 
This is in complete accord with maritime law. If a ship were filled 
,with murderers or narcotic smugglers or. slavers, would anyone criticize 
the Coast Guard for doing its duty? No. But a lot of sentimental 
attachment bas been worked up for men who are violating the funda
mental law of the land just as definitely as any other criminal. 

When these men go into the business of smuggling liquor they know 
they are going into a dangeroue business. They know it is not child 

. play. And yet when one of their ships, like- the Black Duck, gets Into 
trouble in a manner which Secretary Mellon says reflects no discredit 
on jbe Coast Guard the wet Congressmen and the wet newspapers wail 
and beat their breasts in .anguish. Would they do as much if the story 
were reversed and the Black Duck had fired on a Coast Guard cutter 
and killed three of its men? We are skeptical enough to think that they 
would have said it served the Coast Guard men right for butting in 
where they did not belong. 

Representative BEEDY, of Maine, in the House last week gave the 
Coast Guard its most effective defense since this controversy came up. 

"The rum ship," be said, " refuses to stop. She turns in flight. And 
the easy way out of the dilemma for our men would be to lose her, to let 
her go. Is this what you want the Coast Guard men to do in such a 
situation? The Coast Guard wants to know. Its men are getting tired 
of being dubbed murderers, drunks, .and corruptionists whenever they 
score effectively against the rum runners. Do you want them to let 
every ship go which, having been recognized as a rum runner, has been 
ordered to lay to? Is this the policy you Members of Congress, sworn 
to support and defend the Constitution of the United States against its 
enemies, wish the Coast Guard to pursue 1 " 

RECESS 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
Monday morning at 11 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 1 o'clock p.m.) 
took a recess until Monday, January 20, 1930, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SATURDAY, J anttary 18, 1930 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

We know in part, but Thou dost not love in part, our Father
Thou dost reveal Thyself in a way that defies argument. Thou 
art love, and it resists definition. Only the loving heart can 
know Thee, 0 God. Open the way that leads to our moral 
affections; take our conscience, thought, and will and make 
them all Thine own that we may honor our station and prove 
our high estate; fortify our very souls and strengthen them for 
wise and just attainment. Righteousness is not weak and 
nervele s but strong and heroic; open unto us its highway, and 
we shall call its walls salvation and its gates praise, for out 
of them shall flow the streams of benevolence and justice that 
sweeten the waters of life. In Thy holy name. Amen. · 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

.A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
cler-k, announced that the Senate had passed without amend-

ment a bill and a joint resolution of the following titles, in 
which the concurrence of the House is requested : 

S. 2093. An act for the relief of the State of Alabama for 
damage to and destruction of roads and bridges by floods in 
1929; and 

·S. J. Res.117. Joint resolution for the relief of farmers and 
fruit growers in the storm and flood stricken areas of Al3,bama, 
Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Vlr&inia. 

EVELYNA LOWE 

Mr. UNDERHILL. 1\lr. Speaker, I present a privfieged reso
lution from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts pre
sents a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House Resolution 122 

Ruolved~ That there shall be paid, out of the contingt'nt f\md of 
the House, to Evelyna Lowe, widow of Stanley B. Lowe, late an em
ployee of the House, an amount equal to six months' compensation and 
an additional amount not exceeding $250 to defray the funeral expen~res• 
of the said Stanley B. Lowe. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
MARGUERITE K. KERRIGAN 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I present another resolu
tion. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from .Mass&chusetts presents 
a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House Resolution 127 

Resolved, That there shall be paid, out of the cOontingent fund of the 
House, to Marguerite K. Kerrigan, widow of Michael X. Kerrigan, late 
an employee of the House, an amount equal to stx months' compensa
tion and an additional amount not exceeding $2l~O to defray tbe last 
sickness and funeral expenses of the said Michael X. Kerrigan. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
RELIEF OF PORTO RIOO 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table Senate Joint Resolution 118, to author
ize additional appropriations for the relief of Porto Rico, and 
consider the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table Senate 
Joint Resolution 118 and consider the same. The Clerk will 
report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved~ etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated the 

sum of $1,000,000 for the purpose of making loans to individual coffee 
planters, coconut planters, fruit growers, or other agriculturists In the 
island of Porto Rjco; the sum of $2,000,000 for the rebuilding and re
pairing of schoolhouses damaged or destroyed by the bun·icane in the 
small towns and rural districts of Porto Rico and for the employment 
of labor and the purchase of supplies, materials, and equipment for re· 
pairing and constructing insular and rural municipal roads; in all, 
$3,000,000, to be made available immediately and to remain available 
until expended. 

SEc. 2. The sums hereby authorized to be appropriated shall be ex
pended in such manner and in such amounts as may be approved by the 
Porto Rican Hurricane Relief Commission, established by Public Reso
lution No. 74, Seventieth Congress, approved December 21, 1928. 

Mr. GARNER. May I ask the gentleman if it is entirely 
agreeable to the gentleman from Tennessee to have this reso
lution considered at this time? 

Mr. KIESS. It is. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\lr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire whether the 

important Committee on Insular Affairs has had a meeting 
and formally considered this resolution? 

Mr. KIESS. The House Committee on Insular Affairs held 
a meeting this morning and unanimously instructed me, as 
chairman, to report House Joint Resolution 211, which is 
identical With Senate Joint Resolution 118. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I underetand, in the last Congress the 
committee reported a resolution carrying a larger appropriation 
for the relief of Porto Rico than that which is embodied in 
either the House resolution or the Senate resolution that is 
now under consideration? 

Mr. KIESS. That is true .... We reported 1ast year an au
thorization for $12,150,000; we later reduced the amount to 
$8,150,000, and the amount provided here is $3,000,000; so that 
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we are still $1,000,000 under the amount which was approved 
by the committee last session. 

Mr. STAFFORD. When did the hurricane take place that 
caused havoc in Porto Rico? 

Mr. KIESS. September 13, I think, 1928. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Have the local authorities done anything 

in the way of relieving the situation in Porto Rico? 
Mr. KIESS. They have done what they could. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Or are they throwing the entire burden 

upon the National Government? 
Mr. KIESS. The insular government is not in shape, financi

ally, to appropriate much money, but they did use all the funds 
that were available at the time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. So, from the gentleman's exposition of the 
matter, this is exigent action, and, 1 believe, as was set out in 
the debate yesterday, is a part of the President's urgent program 
for the relief of the Porto Rican situation. 

Mr. KIESS. The President sent a message to the Congress on 
the 14th of January recommending this and it is strongly recom
mended by the Porto Rican Hurricane Relief Commission, 
which is composed of the Secretary of War, the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KIESS. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Have all of the funds heretofore appro-

priated been loaned out? I am not talking about the recon
struction that is being carried on by the Government, but are 
those loans being given freely without a great deal of red tape? 

Mr. KIESS. I would answer the gentleman in the affirma
tive, and they have requests for several million dollars more 
than there is available and that is the rea on for including 
$1,000,000 mote, pa1·ticularly to help th~ coffe~ peo~le. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And to be effective th1s action must be 
taken at once? 

Mr. KIESS. Yes. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KIESS. Ye . 
Mr. CRAMTON. I note there is $1,000,000 for making loans 

to individual coffee planters, and so forth; $2,000,000 for the re
building and repairing of ~choolhouses damaged or destroyed 
by the hurricane and for the repairing and constructing of 
insular and rural municipal roads. As I understand, from read
ing the resolution, the $1,000,000 is to be used for loans on the 
theory that they will be repaid, and that the $2,000,000 for 
rebuilding schoolhouses and roads is a gift? 

Mr. KIESS. That is true. We gave $2,000,000 in the former 
appropriation and it was probably the best-used money we 
appropriated because it helped relieve the situation of unem
ployment. 

To be entirely frank about it, this is one of the principal 
reasons for this appropriation of $2,000,000, which can be 
used immediately and put men at work all O\'"er the island of 
Porto Rico. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Does the gentleman know whether we have 
heretofore in any uch relief measure for any State of the 
United States provided money for the rebuilding of school
houses? 

Mr. KIESS. I do not happen to know that. 
Mr. CRAMTON. It is my recollection we had never pro

v;ded money for the rebuilding of roads until the well-known 
Vermont case, and there were some peculiar circumstances 
that led us into that; but I understand this even goes further 
and provides for the rebuilding of schoolhou es. I want to 
challenge the attention of the House to it. I do not know that 
it ic. my job alone to get in the way of all this expenditure 
of money or the making of such loans, but if we establish this 
precedent for rebuilding schoolhouses in Porto Rico destroyed 
by storm it will be perfectly logical to likewise appropriate 
hereafter to rebuild schoolhouses all over the United States. 

Mr. KIESS. I would say to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CRAMTON] we really created the precedent a year ago 
" ·hen we passed the appropriation at that time and desig
nated that $2,000,000 was to be used for exactly the purpose 
named here. 

Mr. CRAMTON. For rebuilding schoolhouses? 
Mt·. KIESS. Yes. 
1\lr. CRAMTON. So you are just going to build more? 
Mr. KIESS. I may say further that I was in Porto Rico my

self after the hurricane, and they certainly did need help. The 
municipalities in many cases bad borrowed money up to their 
full limit, and if the Congress of the United States had not been 
generous in giving this money the schools could not have been 
rebuilt. . 

Mr. TILSON. In other words, this is a case of a very great 
emergency. Probably if even some State of the Union were to 

be placed in the condition that Porto Rico was in on account 
of this hurricane there might be some excuse for an outright 
gift. . 

Yr. KIESS. Under similar circumstances, I would say that 
would be true. I am speaking from personal knowledge, because 
I visited Porto Rico, and I do know that the money that was 
appropriated last year was of great help to the people of Porto 
Rico. This resolution has the recommendation of President 
Hoover. The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Mellon, was in 
Porto Rico a month ago, and he has personal knowledge and 
recommends this appropriation. I hope there will be no 
objection. 

Mr. HOWARD, Mr. WINGO, and Mr. QUIN rose. 
Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to object, but I 

am reserving the right to object in order to get some informa
tion. Will the gentleman say whether or not any part of this 
appropriation is to be loaned directly to farmers? 

Mr. KIESS. All of the $1,000,000 is to be loaned directly to 
farmers, partic~larly the coffee growers and the fruit growers. 

Mr. ~OW ARD. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection. I hope the 
bill will pass, because it will be a splendid precedent for some 
of our people out west when we ask for a little help for the 
farmers. 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, as 
I understand, the committee unanimously recommended this? 

Mr. KIESS. Yes. 
Mr. WINGO. As I understood-! could not get it clearly

you are going to rebuild schoolhouses that were destroyed by 
cyclones? 

Mr. KIESS. We are going to do exactly what we did with 
the. other $2,000,000 which was appropriated a year ago, and 
which was not enough. We are going to finish the job, and what 
is left after repairing the schoolhouses will be used on the ronds. 

Mr. WINGO. My question was, You are going to use Federal 
Gov~rnment funds for the purpose .of rebuilding schoolhouses 
that were destroyed by storms in Porto Rico? 

Mr. KIESS. That is right. 
Mr. WINGO. Now, if the committee and tho e responsible for 

legislation want to do that, then they should not complain if 
some of us indulge in that summum bonum of feminine felicity 
"I told you so,' when later we come in from the States and 
ask you to do the same thing. 

Mr. KIESS. I want to call attention to the fact that last 
year when this matter was up there was a question of adding 
an amendment to it in the Senate appropriating $15,000,000 for 
South Carolina and Florida. It was not put in with this par
ticular bill, but later on such a bill was passed to help the 
people who were injured in the severe storm in Florida and 
South Carolina. 

Mr. WINGO. That is true As I understand it, Congress 
has, purely as a matter of generosity of the Federal Govern
ment, gone to the relief of communities in the United States 
where they have had an extraordinary calamity that has 
paralyzed whole ections and left people destitute, purely an 
emergency proposition. It has also gone fttrtber, and in these 
States where there were Federal-aid highways, where bridges 
and highways were destroyed by floods, the Federal Govern
ment has made a contribution to rebuild such highways. This 
is the extent to which Congress has gone in continental United 
States. If we are going to widen this policy for Porto Rico, if 
it is going to be a part of the Federal policy to be generous 
and help people build choolhou es in Porto Rico, why should 
they not do it in Florida, the Carolinas, Massachusetts, and 
Pennsylvania and in communities where storms and cyclones 
come and destroy their schoolhouses? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We have done that repeatedly. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. That has been done before. 
Mr. KIESS. I want to say to the gentleman that it is not 

fair to put a rich State like ·Pennsylvania, for instance, or Ohio, 
or any of the States the gentleman has mentioned, on a par 
with Porto Rico. 1 do not know whether the gentleman llas 
ever been to Porto Rico--

Mr. WINGO. May I make this suggestion? I think the gen
tleman is correct in his statement, but I know communities that 
are in the same condition. I have in mind one community in a 
southwestern State, a colored community, where poor colored 
people live. I did not live in that community and it was not in 
my district, but I went into my pocyet to help rebuild their 
churches and their schools, because I happened to know some of 
them who came from my district. They were pauper-stricken 
colored people. Their homes, their stock, their schools, their 
churches were aU destroyed by a storm. Their Congressman did 
not think of asking the Federal Government to rebuild the 
churches and the schoolhouses for these poor, indigent negroes. 
You will find plenty of communities even in rich States where 
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the State has no provision for rebuilding their schools and their 
churches. If you want to go further than this, that is another 
matter. Heretofore we ·have ·said that where there was an 
extraordinary calamity affecting a great section of the country 
and there was a condition that was extraordinary and the people 
were beyond helping themselves and needed some help, then the 
Federal Government would come in as a matter of generosity. 
This ha been all right, but if you go further and say you are 
going to help a country because it is poor, you will have school 
districts from every State in this Union coming along and say
ing, "We are just as poor as the Porto Ricans; help us build 
our schoolhouses." 

Mr. KIESS. This is a real emergency, because oj the fact 
that the disaster was widespread and took in so large a portion 
of the island. I call attention to the fact that this House has 
recently pas ed bills authorizing appropriations of large amounts 
of money for public buildings. We plan this coming week to 
largely increase the appropriations for public roads of the 
United States, with the idea, as I understand it, of helping to 
take care of unemployment. 

Knowing as I do the present condition of the poor people 
living in Porto Rico, in the country districts, that their employ
ment has been taken away from them, that the coffee trees and 
fruit trees are de troyed, I think that they ought to have this 
help. These $2,000,000 is a gift-it is not a loan, but it is going 
to do a lot of good. I do not know where the Congress of the 
United States has appropriated any money at this session that 
is going to bring more beneficial results than this $2,000,000. 

Mr. WINGO. I can not escape the belief that those who are 
profiting in Porto Rico ought to bear some of the burden, but if 
the committee unanimously and those responsible for legislation 
are in favor of this proposition I am not going to have the 
temerity to object. 

Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
Delegate from Porto Rico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the time will come 

when Porto Rico can take care of its own troubles without out
side a sistance. Should we be able to meet the present diffi
culties by ourselves, I would be the first one to oppose any 
legislation of this character. We naturally receive with a feel
ing of gratitude any help extended to us, but we should prefer 
to carry out the work of rehabilitation with our own means if 
that would be possible under the present circumstances, but 
unfortunately this can not be done. This is a case where an 
emergency exists. 

As the President says in his message to Congress there exists 
a real and immediate need for appropriating these funds in 
order to alleviate the distress due to unemployment on the 
island and to continue the rehabilitation of our farms. 

Even if there is no precedent for this legislation, as has been 
stated by several Members of the House, it seems to me that it 
is impossible to follow the rule of precedents when an emergency 
exists and it is necessary to take immediate action for the 
relief of the people. This is true not only regarding Porto Rico, 
but also regarding any other American community, be it a State 
or a Territory. 

Governor Roosevelt is undertaking the work of rehabilitation 
with great zeal. He is very much interested in the economic 
reconstruction of the country and is devoting all his attention 
toward this end. He is receiving the fullest cooperation of the 
people of the island, and it is very encouraging to know that the 
Federal administration is also giving him every possible 
assistance. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk again read the resolution for amendment. 
The resolution was ordered to be read a third time, was read 

the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. KrEss, a motion to reconsider the vote was 

laid on the table. 
ADDRESS BY RON. CHARLES &. CRISP, OF GIOOBGIA 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing an address 
delivered in Americus, Ga., " under the auspices of the American 
Legion and the women's missionary societies," by my friend 
and distinguished colleague the gentleman from Georgia, Hon. 
OHARLEB R. ORISP, entitled " Perpetual International Peace." 

Mr. Speaker, this is a masterful address, beautiful in senti
ment, replete with valuable information, and upon a subject 
which for ages past, and at the present time, has engaged the 
serious consideration of our wisest men, and in which all races 
and peoples of the civilizeil world are prayerfully interested. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by printing 
an address by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The address is as follows : 

INTERNATIONAL PEACE 

The soul of the world · to-day yearns for peace--lasting, perpetual, 
international peace. Humanity pleads, " God grant that ' no more 
shall the war cry sever, nor the winding rivers be red.'" If not 
prevented in the future, one naturally must ask, "Is not Christianity 
a failure ?" Words can not paint a true picture of the suffering, the 
heartaches and the devastation wrought by war since the creation 
of man. Vacant chairs in millions of homes bear mute testimony to 
its horrors. Oh, what agony and grief have men, women, and chil
dren been forced to undet·go through the ravages of senseless war! 
May I quote to you the opinions of some of the world's greatest soldiers 
on war? 

George Washington:'-
" My first wish is to see this plague to mankind banished from the 

earth and the whole world in peac.e." 
The Duke of Wellington : 
"WaL' is a most detestable thing; if you had seen but one day of 

war, you would pray God that you might never see another. Nothing 
but a battle lost can be half so melancholy as a battle won." 

Napoleon: 
"The sight of a battle field after a fight is enough to inspire princes 

with a love of peace and a horror of war." 
Louis Bonaparte : 
"War is but an organized barbarism." 
Sherman, who burned a large part of Georgia : " War is hell !" 
Without going into tiresome detail, let me give you some figures 

showing the loss and destruction of life and property caused by the 
grim curse to humanity. World-recognized statisticians estimate that, 
since authentic history, there have been killed in battle 15,000,000,000 
men. The human mind does not at once grasp the magnitude of a 
billion. You may be surprised when I tell you that there have been 
only about 1,014,000,000 minutes since the birth of Christ. Therefore, 
the toll of war has been 15 killed in battle for each minute that has 
elapsed since the birth of the Savior of Mankind, the Prince of Peace. 
It is estimated that the population of the world to-day approximates 
1,879,595,000. Therefore, there have been killed in battle nearly eight 
times as many men as there are men, women, and children living 
to-day. The greatest Armageddon of all time was the World War. Let 
me give you some data on it. There were killed to November 11, 1918, 
7,450,200 men, and the maimed and wounded have been estimated as 
high a.s 30,000,000. The cost of it was $186,000,000,000. The com
puted economic value of the lives lost, considering their productive 
value, is estimated at $150,000,000,000, making the colos. al econ<>mic 
loss in the World War of $336,000,000,000-or a loss of $336 for each 
minute that has passed since the worldly advent of Chri t. My coun
trymen, think of it! American casualties in the con1lict were 302,612, 
of which number 77,118 were fatalities. 

The total cost of the war to the United States up to June 30, 1929, 
amounts to the colossal sum of $37,573,960,113.69. The American 
Government has paid out for pensions arising from wars prior to the 
World War the sum of $7,000,000,000, and has expended for our 
heroes who shed imperishable renown upon our country in the World 
War $4,935,260,992.68, this sum covering compensation, rehabilita
tion, insurance, hospitalization, and the care and treatment of your 
" Buddies." Please try to grasp the magnitude of these figures. It is 
estimated that out of every dollar spent to run the Federal Govern
ment, 80 cents goes to pay expen es growing out of past wars-for 
pensions, interest on the war debt, and for preparation for future wars. 
Of the taxes paid by our people to the Federal Government, only 20 
cents of each dollar pays all the civil expenses of the Government, em
bracing the expenses of the executive branches of the Government, Con
gress, the country's internal development in matters of education, public 
buildings, roads, Postal Service, river-and-harbor development, and all 
peaceful, useful, and constructive activities of the Nation. For the 
current fiscal year we are spending about $700,000,000 for national 
defenBe, $331,038,442 for the Army and $360,236,697 for the Navy. 
In the natioDB of the world to-day over six and a half million men 
are under arms in active service ; and, counting their reserves of all 
classes, over 30,000,000 are bei.ng taught and trained for war, subject 
to call into active service at a moment's notice. Think of the economic 
loss to the world ! But some may say that we have much unemploy
ment, and the military forces furnish vocations to the youth of the 
world. If each nation would expend half the amount now used for 
military establishments fOr useful civic and internal improvements, all 
who desired work could obtain it. 

As your Representative in Congress, I feel constrained to give you 
my views relative to our national defense. Conscious of the great tax · 
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!burdens borne by our people for preparedness, I sincerely favor inter
national agreements to bring about a r.eduction of our naval and 
military forces, and I will whole-heartedly ~ropport any drastic reduc
tion of our forces, provided the other great nations of the world will 
make similar reductions. 

Navies and armies are comparative. If every nation had small mili
tary establishments, the national security of each W{)uld be as well 
assured and protected as if each had large ones. I believe in reduction 
by agreemet and not by example. In my judgment, it would be both 
foolish and crtininal for aily great nation · to scrap its military defenses 
under the delusion that it would induce other nations to disarm. It 
would have no such effect, but on the contrary would be provocative of 
attack and would tend to promote war rather than peace. I will never 
support such a public policy. No reductions agreed to by international 
treaties and faithfully observed by other nations will be too great for 
me, but I will not vote to reduce our national defenses below those of 
the other first-class powers of the world. If no international agreement 
is made, I favor America's having the premier navy of all, for we would 
use it only for defense and it would have a deterring effect on war. I 
carry fire insurance on my home though hoping the house will not burn ; 
but, should it burn, the insurance will be my protection. On the same 
theory, I must vote for national preparedness commensurate with that 
of other nations as a protection to my country, though hoping ami 
praying it wi11 never be necessary to appeal to arms. This is the 
attitude of the American Legion. Most of the wars of history have been 
fought over commerce for economic gain, and it is regrettable that in 
our own beloved country during the World War, over 2,000 additional 
millionaires were made from profiteering during the war. Congress 
endeavored to prevent this by adopting an 80 per cent excess war-profits 
tax ; but, notwithstanding this tax, these millionaires were made. 
During the last war, I advocated conscripting the wealth as well as the 
youth of the land to prosecute the war, and I earnestly favor a law pro
viding that, if we should have future wars, all the wealth of the Nation 
should be conscripted as well as all the man power, young and old. If 
all nations would adopt this policy, in my judgment, it would be the 
greatest earthly deterrent to war, for, if no profit is to be made from 
war, war propagandists would cease to exist. 

"Were half the power that fills the world with terror, 
Were half the wealth bestowed on camps and courts, 

Given to redeem the mind trom human error, 
There were no need for arsenals and forts." 

Now1 my friends, let us look at a brighter side of the picture; let us 
rejoice, for the nations of the earth are beginning to see and appreciate 
the bright nnd glorious star of Bethlehem and to hear its accompanying 
angel voices that proclaimed, "Peace on earth, good will to men." The 
statesmen of all the leading nations of the world since the World War 
are devoting their brains and talents to forever outlaw war and bring 
about international peace. The most urgent need of humanity to-day 
is that nations settle their differences amicably, by reason, by common 
sense, by arbitration, and not by the arbitrament of arms. Brute force 
never permanently settled any great issue. Let me call your attention 
to the international steps that have been taken to prevent war, and 
God grant that they may be successful! 

In 1914, the Hon. William J. Bryan, Secre.tary of State under Presi· 
dent Woodrow Wilson, made treaties with 30 nations to arbitrate inter· 
national differences before appealing to arms. Under these treaties, 
however, each of the contracting nations reserved the tight to act 
independently on the report of the arbitration. Some of these treaties 
were negotiated before the World War began, and the greatest horror 
in history resulted from the failure of some of the contracting nations 
to carry out the spirit of these peace-seeking treaties. It is a matter of 
common knowledge that some of the nations engaged in the World War 
wantonly violated their solemn treaty obligations for national aggran
dizement and the hope of acquiring coveted territory. 

After the armistice, under the leadership of that great statesman, 
Woodrow Wilson, the League of Nations was organized, and its first 
meeting was held jn Geneva January 28, 1919, 54 nations being members 
of the league. This league proposed a superlnternational state or gov
ernment, its policies to be directed by its general council, consisting of 
nine members, five of' whom were to be permanently selected, the re
maining four to serve for one year and their successors to be selected 
ycady by the league. The United States was to have permanent mem
berRhip on the council. 

Under the terms of the league an international army was to be 
maintained, and the different governments composing the league were 
to contribute soldiers and pay the expenses of this military force. 
Under the terms of the league certain national questions were exempted 
from its determination ; therefore a loophole was left for war, and it 
was proposed to enforce the mandates of the league by this interna
tional army. The league was made a political issue in the United 
States, the Republican Party opposing it. The American electorate 
twice sustained the Republican Party, and the Senate refused to rati.ty 
the league, so the United States is not now a party to it. The League 
of Nations has been instrumental in avertiitg several European wars and 
in settling innumerable international controversies on the Continent of 
Europe. China and Russia are members of the league, and the civilized 

world to-day is hoping and praying that the league may prevent active 
warfare between those nations and achieve an adjustment of their dif
ferences over the Manchurian Railway without further bloodshed. 

In 1920, under the leadership of President Harding, a naval disarma
ment conference was held in Washington, and the presiding offi.cer of 
the conference was America's Secretary of State, Hon. Charles E. 
Hughes. The deliberations of this conference resulted in a substantial 
reduction in the navies of the world, and at the conference it was agreed 
that navies should be retained at the ratio of five for Great Britain, five 
for America, three for Japan, and lesser percentages for the other na
tions. This cE>nference resulted in a limitation as to the number of 
capital ships that could be constructed. In the prosecution of the 
World War the United States poured out the precious blood of her 
heroes a.nd expended billions of dollars, and as a result of the war 
received neither land nor personal property of any kind from the van
quished foes. She alone of all the nations engaged in the war has this 
unselfish and proud distinction. The sole reimbursement the United 
States received was the as yet unfulfilled promise of the actual expenses 
of her army of occupation in Germany after the armistice. Again, at 
this naval conference the United States demonstrated to the world her 
unselfish willingness to reduce naval and military armaments as greatly 
as the other nations would agree to. 

Before the convening of the conference the United States had under 
construction many superdreadnaughts, and had they been completed, 
the Navy of the United States would have been the greatest on earth; 
but when the international agreement for reduction was made, the 
United States scrapped many dreadnaughts then under construction at 
a total cost to the American taxpayers of $300,000,000. America is for 
peace, and she covets neither wealth nor territory of any other nation 
on earth ; she only covetB their friendship and good will. 

In 1922 an international court ·known as the World Court, with ita 
headquarters at The Hague, Holland, was established fl5r the purpose 
of adjudicating international differences, and it has performed a glori~ 
ous service. America should rejoice that Hon. Charles E. Hughes, one 
of the ablest men in all the world, is a member of that high court, even 
though the United States is not now a member of it. The Senate of 
the United States, which alone, under the Constitution, bas the power 
of ratification of treaties, refused to ratify the treaty making the United 
States a party to the court except with certain reservations, which 
reservations the other nations refused to accept. A few weeks ago Hon. 
Elihu Root, a distinguished statesman of New York, submitted to the 
court a formula for America's adherence to it, to which the naticns 
agreed, and the matter now awaits approval by the Senate. If aflirma· 
tive action is taken, America will become a member of the court. . 

In October, 1925, England, France, Germany, ItaJy, Belgium, and 
Switzerland entered into an epochal ti·eaty knQwn ~s the Locarno 
treaty. This treaty went farther than the Bryan treaties, for the high 
contracting parties agreed that they would not go to war with each 
other in the settlement of international differences. 

The acme of peace-making treaties was reached in the multilateral 
Kellogg-Briand peace treaty proclaimed to the world on the 24th of July, 
1929. Much bOnor and credit for this_ great treaty belongs to. th~ 
American Secretary of State, Mr. Kellogg. Fifteen of the premi~r 

nations of the earth were original signatory powers to this treaty. 
Under it all other nations were invited to become parties to it, and l 
rejoice to say 40 additional nations have responded, and jo-day the 
treaty is legally binding upon 55 of the 57 independent nations of the 
earth. It proyides : _ . 

"The high contracting parties agree that the settlement or solution 
of all disputes or confiicts, of whatever nature or of whatever origi~ 
they may be, which may arise among them shall never be sought except 
by pacific means." 

Nowhere in the treaty is any provision for the use of force, but . its 
observance is left to the good conscience and faith of the contracting 
nations.. Someone has compared it to the teaching of the Prince of 
Peace, who sought while on earth to establish His kingdom through love 
and not through force. 

The next move in the interest of peace is the present negotiat ion be· 
tween the President of the United States and the Premier of Great 
Britain, looking to a further conference for an international agreement 
for a further reduction of the navies of the world. 'Fbis movement bas 
my indorsement, and the world will be the gainer if it 1 successful. I 
wish to take this occasion to publicly compliment Presiuent Hoover's 
recent statement denouncing the activities of shipbuilders who, for 
selfish and sordid reasons, sought to interfere with the success of the 
Geneva conference for a further reduction in naval armaments, and urg
ing that the activities of Captain Shearer, theil· paid representative, at 
said conference, be investigated. This patriotic service on the. part of 
President Hoover, in my judgment, will have a deterrent effect in 
preventing these same selfish interests from seeking to interfere with 
the success of the London conference to be held in January. 

The latest move toward international peace is being made by the 
strong man of France, Foreign Minister Briand, at the current session 
of the League of Nations, proposing an amalgamation to be known as 
the " Confederated States of Europe," the object of the Union being to 
bring the European States closer together and to provide another method 
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of settling amicably disputes arising among them. This is similar to 
the Pan American Union existing on this continent, to which I shall 
refer later. 

While I heartily commend all honorable and sincere efforts to abolish 
war, a review of history will disclose that man's selfishness, lust, greed 
for power and national aggrandizement, and the desire to obtain the 
commerce of the world have been the root of all wars. It is not 
pleasant to sound a discordant note, and I am not a pessimist, but 
candor forces me to say that, in my opinion, until the peoples of the 
earth know and understand each other and until man's selfish nature 
has been regenerated, I nm not optimistic that war has forever dis
appeared. 

However, I bring you the glad tidings that we must not despair, for 
many splendid agencies are at work to accomplish this most laudable 
end of peace. The American Legion, whose members know more of the 
horrors of modern war than all others, is making a great contribution 
toward bringing about a better understanding between the young men 
of the world. This great organization is a benefactor to the world and 
has accomplished great good for its individual members and much 
toward bringing about friendship among the di1ferent nations. May I 
tell you of an incident that occurred during the World War? It shows 
the feeling toward each other of those brave patriots who died for their 
respective countries. In No Man's Land two opposing soldiers lay dying 
side by side. The soldier of France in broken German, while his life
blood was fast ebbing, said: "I am sorry." The Austrian soldier 
promptly replied, "Ah, I could die gladly if I could know that I had not 
caused your death." The French soldier flung out his hand until it fell 
on the face of the Austrian, and in convulsive breath he m-oaned, 
"Here's to peace!" The French sergeant who was watching turned his 
face away, but it was wet with tears. When he turned to minister to the 
dying men he, too, whispered, " Here's to peace ! " Thank God thaf is 
the attitude of the great American Legion. It stands for peace, bleSsed 
peace. 

There exists the Interparliamentary Union, whose membership is com
posed of the legislators in the highest national assemblies of the nations 
of the earth. These statesmen meet yearly in different parts of the 
world and discuss international problems and statecraft, and the union 
ls rapidly bringing about a better understanding between the law
makers of the different nations. Its accomplishments are noteworthy. 

The Red Cross, the angel of mercy which knows no nation, religious 
creed, nor race, which relieves suffering throughout the world, is cement
ing the nations in love. 

The nations of this continent are organized into a union known as 
the Pan American Union, with its headquarters in Washington, and the 
United States is the guiding spirit of this union. The nations of North 
and South America are united in it, as the nations of Europe are united 
in the League of Nations. This union, through peaceful means and 
arbitration, settles disputes arising among them, and since its organi-
zation there has been no war between them. -

The Rotarians, Kiwanians, Lions, Civitans, the Palladium Club, the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, the Boy and Girl Scouts, Inter
national Postal Union, and other international civic organizations are 
great contributing factors to universal peace, for they bring about a 
better understanding among the different peoples of the world. Carlyle 
once said: 

" I don't know him, and that is why I hate him." 
There is much truth 1n this statement. When people know each other 

they become friends and love supplants hate, and where love binds war 
vanishes. 

The last agency for world's peace that I shall mention is by far the 
g~:..eatest of all, the church of the living God. If blessed peace abide 
permanently with man, it will be bedrocked on the love and teachings 
of Jesus of Nazareth, whose life on earth was one of love and unselfish 
service. His church, if it lives up to its great mission, will proclaim to 
all the earth the fatherhood of God, the brotherhood of man, and that 
the great motive power of life is love and unselfish service. He sum
marized His whole teaching in this saying : 

" Thou shalt love the Lord, thy God, with all thy heart, with an thy 
mind, and with all thy soul, and thy neighbor as thyself." 

Upon these two laws hang all the law. If the church will practic~ 
and preach this, I am constrained to believe that power will be given 
it from on high and that all the nations will be wrought together in 
love, and war, the curse of the ages, -will be forever banned. Then, 
and not until then, in my judgment, will come to pass the prophecy of 
Micah, the prophet of old : 

"They shall beat their swords into plowshares and their spears into 
pruning hooks; nations shall not lift up sword against nation; neither 
shall thfY learn war any more." 

LOAN OF TENTS TO GOVERNOR OF MISSISSIPPI 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill H. R. 
6125 and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The SP.EAKE.R. Is the gentleman acting by direction of the 
committee? 

Mr. QUIN. I am. It has been unanimously reported . . 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the r~solution. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follow~: 

H. R. 612~ 
A bill authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to lend to the 

Governor of Mississippi 250 pyramidal tents, complete; fifteen 16 feet 
by 80 feet by 40 feet assembly tents; thirty 11 feet by 50 feet by 
15 feet hOSl,}ital-ward tents ; 10,000 blankets, olive drab, No. 4 ; 5,000 
pillowcases ; 5,000 canvas cots ; 5,000 cotton pillows ; 5,000 bed 
sacks; 10,000 bed sheets, 20 field ranges, No. 1; 10 field bake ovens; 
50 water bags (for ice water) ; to be used at the encampment of the 
United Confederate Veterans, to be held at Biloxi, Miss., in June 
1930 , 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to lend, at his discretion, to the entertainment committee 
of the united Confederate Veterans, whose encampment is to be 
held at Biloxi, Miss., June 3, 4, 5, and 6, 1930, 250 pyramidal tents com
plete, with all poles, pegs, and other equipment necessary for their 
er_ection, fifteen 16 feet by 80 f~t by 40 feet assembly t ents ; complete 
Wlth all poles, pegs, and other equipment necessary for their erection • 
thirty 11_ feet by 50 feet by 15 feet hospital-ward tents, complete with 
~ll their poles, pegs, and equipment necessary for their erection ; 20 
field ranges, No. 1, with necessary equipment for their erection : 10 field 
bake ovens with necessary equipment for their erection ; 50 water bags 
(for ice water) ; 10,000 blankets, olive drab, No. 4; 5,000 pillowcases; 
5,000 canvas cots; 5,000 cotton pillows; 5,000_ bed sacks; and 10,000 
bed sheets: Provided, That no expense shall be caused the United States 
Government by tlfe delivery and return of said property the same to 
be delivered from the nearest quartermaster depot at s~ch time prior 
to the holding of said encampment as may be agreed upon by the Secre
tary of War and the business manager of the said entertainment com
mittee, Mr. Edmond R. Wiles: Provtcled (1krt1ler, That the Secretary of 
War, before delivery of such property, shall take from said Edmond R. 
"Wiles, business man_ager of the Fortieth Annual Confederate Reunion, 
a good and sufficient bond for the safe return of said property in good 
order and condition and the whole without expense to the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed. ' 

On motion of Mr. QUIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

RADIO ADDRESS BY ~ON. W. P. L.AMBERTSON, OF KANSAS 

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by including a speech 
delivered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LAMBERTSON]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. SPROUL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD, I include the following ad
dress by my colleague, Mr. L.AMBERTSON: 

Dear brothers and sisters of the farmers' union, and fellow farmers 
I was just looking at the long list of stations on this hook-up. It 
overwhelms me as I visualize the extent of this wonderful audience. 
It was less than eight years ago that I picked up a young man on a 
country road and hauled him into town, who told me that he was 
selling radios to farmers. He was the first I had met. 

To-day, at this hour, through the courtesy of the National Broad
casting Co., endless thousands of farmers have the opportunity to listen 
in. I like you people out there on the farm most of all, for I am one of 
you. I see you as you sit around your dinner tables or elsewhere. May 
1930 be a generous year to you. May all the members of your family 
have health. May the breaks trom the elements on your grainfields be on 
your side ; may your livestock be thrifty and your prices better. May 
your churches and your schools mean more to you than ever before and 
may you appreciate the fact thJtt the struggle for existence ~arks 
the struggle against mere existence. I am here to-day because our 
national president, Clarence Huff, asked me to appear. We met the 
first time about 15 years ago when we were colleagues on our State 
board. It is one of the - outstanding inspirations of my life that 1 
have had clo e contact and association with this comprehensive and 
lovable leader. 

Before I go any further I want to say that two young farmers of 
the House have come down here to the studio to help bolster me up: 
Eo C..UIPBELL, of the eleventh district of Iowa, and VICTOR CHRISTOAU, 
of the first Minnesota. CAMPBELL has a football nose but an erect 
head and a stiff back; although this young Minnesotan comes from the 
State of many lakes, he i~ no jellyfish. -

Washington, as a whole, thrills me, as a new Member of the House. 
There is much in our National Capital to inspire one, but on the other 
hand, there are some things which disappoint. While 12 years a 
member of the Kansas Li!gislature, I thought I had seen demonstra
tions of partisanship, but it was little compared to what I have seen 
here. As early as the second week of the special session last spring, 
when the House was considering the farm bill I had already observe<I 
that when anyone from the minority side proposed an-ything it was 
generally opposed by the majority side, and if anything was proposed 
on the majority side it "!as ·apt to be opposed by the minority side. 
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Since we were in consideration of the great problem for which the 
President had called us together I was amazed at the display of par
tisanship. I said to a party Member from Pen,nsylvania sitting next 
to me, "I thought the campaign was over." He said back to me 
quickly. "It l.s, but the next one is on." A little later the great 
debate on the tariff started. For three weeks the Members spoke on 
the bill generally, not permitted to offer any amendments. , Many 
closed with beautiful climaxes, sympathizing with the downtrodden 
farmers, and pledging support. When the final vote was taken, there 
were only a few Republicans who voted against the most outrageous 
industrial tariff that had ever been passed. 

The other night we had a Capitol fire. In half an hour the firemen 
had the flames extinguished. About that time the movie men arrived. 
With the aid of a troupe of men in a big semicircle of flares, which 
made more smoke than the original fire, and with the sirens screeching 
to give the " talky " effect, they made their picture of the " burning 
CapitoL" It was just like the tariff except that it was turned around. 
The sham in the debate all came before the show-down. After all the 
fireworks there was only a handful on our side who voted "no." Now 
almost all the Senators of the Central West and the South are voting 
to chop it to pieces. 

There is one comproml.sing idea which is so deplorable among some of 
those who know that agriculture has no equality in the tariff bill as it 
passed the House. They are inclined to accept it if the commodity they 
produce has satisfactory protection, regardless of the exorbitant duties 
which are intended to enhance the price of everything they buy. This 
idea made the Democrats of Massachusetts vote for the blll because it 
took care of shoes. This thing made RuTH BRYAN OwEs vote for it, 
because Florida got what it wanted; Louisiana, her sugar, and so on. 
There were no party lines there. We don't know yet bow much the 
farm bill is going to amount to. I am just a little suspicious of the 
responsibility that is being placed back on the shoulders of the pro
ducers, the responsibility of comprehensive organization, the tbreats'fo 
withhold loans if surpluses are continued. Oh, the farm bill is going 
to help, but we do know for sure that a taril'f bill ' like the one the 
Senate is m~st likely to pass will be a real, tangible, concrete thing. 
Don't forget that 98 per cent of all the manufactured articles used in_ 
America, are made in America. There's a practical embargo on every
thing which industry produces here. On the other hand, there is 
shipped into this country each year, $2,000,000,000 worth of agricul
tural products that are in direct competition with the products of 
our soil. 

There are two great groups into which all people who have theories 
of Government can be classified : First, those who believe that the 
Nation hangs from the top. The Grnndys are in this group. They 
think that all you need to do in this ' country is to take -care of big 
business and the reSt will adjust itself, as the magnet about the pole. 
The other group believe that the Government is built up from the 
bottom, and to this clas belonged our forefathers, the founders, when 
all the interests were the humble interests of the average cillien. This 
thought was magnified in the Preamble to the Constitution which is 
preserved over in the Congressional Library, where the first three words, 
" we the people," appear three times the size of the words which 
follow. How refreshing when one looks on that emphasis! 

Lincoln was the first great leader of my party. The party was born 
in a great conflict of equal rights. I · don't want people to say that 
my party is the party of special interests, that it is the party which 
pays back where the biggest contributions come from, that it is the 

·party of the rich and not of the poor. I want my party to be the 
party of the underdog. I want it to be popular with the huJDblest 
citizens, the party that when labor needs aid it _will battle for it, a 
party that will fight for equality for agriculture when it needs it in !1 
tariff bill. . 

I have three fears in the tarifr situation at this time: First, that when 
the Hawley bill comes back to the House amended by the. Senate that we 
will not have the opportunity, through parliamentary intrigue, to sepa
rate the schedules and concur in them, sending the administrative 
features, the debenture and- the flexible clause, to conference. We re
member how last spring every presiding officer in the Committee of the 
Whole always held that the debenture was not germane to the farm bill 
although the Senate bad passed it in that biJ!. , We were neve~ allowed 
to vote on the debenture until the Senate forced us to, and then the 
previous question was immediately moved. There is a chance. that we 
will have enough vo~s in the House to concur in the Senate amend
ments on the schedules but we may not b_e allowed the opportunity. 
My second fear is that the House Members from ti:ie agricultural sec
tions will not oppose the leadership of the House if the parliamentary 
situation is not a barrier and they are permitted to vote to concur in 
the rates. And, third, I fear that the President will not sign a bill 
which sounds like the one the Senate is likely to pass. What we are 
looking for on our side of the center aisle is a Moses to lead 0\1r group 
(not a MosEs from New Hampshire). 

One of the outstanding inconsistencies of the great, which has a.r
rested my attention, is that last spring the Secretary of the Treasury 
said that the country couldn't afford to pass the debenture, that they 
couidn't afford the loss of f200,000,000 in customs receipts, ;yet on the 

tax redaction bill in December, wbfeh gave back to the taxpayers a 
bounty or a refund of $166,000,000 for 1929, in which the consumer· had 
already paid his tax, the same department said the country had the 
money to spare. 

Right here I want to call your attention to this melancholy exception 
to the partisanship to which I referred earlier. Thl.s incident offers 
little hope that the mere changing of parties W{)uld improve conditions. 
The Democratic leaders in the House and Senate fell over each other 
to help give this bounty back to the big taxpayers, abrogating our 
national prrlicy agreed on in 1919 to refund our war indebtedness in 
20 years ; this coming at a time, too, when we are expecting to collect 
little of our war loans from overseas and facing a deficit in the Treas
ury. My party isn't the only one which is accused of playing the 
source whence great campaign· contributions come. · 

In spite of the belittling influence constantly going on in the metro
politan press of olir country the attitude of the Senate on the tarifl 
bill is encouraging. Over there a man is a man ; over there no pre
vious question can cut off debate before it starts; over there the ma
jority doesn't go into a party caucus to agree on a rule which will 
prevent the presentation of all amendments from the floor; over there 
one is not fearful that he will suffer handicaps of prominence if he 
exercises some 'individuality; over there is now the popular legislative 
branch of the Government. The Senate is the hope of the country, and 
particularly for agricultural equality. All hail to the Senate! 

As we started on our auto trip from my Kansas farm to the Capitol 
here at Washington last spring, I stopped for a minute on a hill a 
few miles away that afternoon and gave a parting look back west . upon 
the country where I have always. lived, vowing to keep her image 
before me and her people ever in mind, attempting to aid In the two
fold task not only to lift agriculture up where ~her competition has been 
tte greatest but to work hard to · stave off the high duties which make 
the excuse for the excessive prices for the things we buy. We have 
been paying so long for the thing for which we got so little. 

At the Chicago Republican convention in 1912 I was a frequen~ 

visitor to the Florentine room in the Congress Annex Hotel, the Roos~
velt headquarters. On several occasions I heard llnl.A.M JoHNSON. At 
the close of each of his grievances, in his pile-driving manner, he would 
say, " We'll fight! We'll fight! " I want to say to yon, as one who 
marched with the farmers around the convention hall at Kansas City, 
that before this winter is over also in the south wing of the Capitol, 
that same virile spirit is going to arise, for there are several " Hilams" 
not far away. 

TRE.ASURY AND POST OFFICE APPROPIU.ATION BILL 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move- that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of thlt 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8531, the 
appropriation bill for the Treasury and Post Office Departments. 

The motion was agreed to. . . . 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Comm!_ttee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SNELL in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the unanimous-consent agree~nt 

yesterday the committee temporarily passed over the section 
dealing with the Bureau o-f Prohibition, line 4, on page 18,_ to 
line 9, on page 21. The Clerk will now read that paragraph 
for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
BUREAU OF PROHIBITION 

For expenses to enforce the provisions of the national prohibition act, 
as amended, and the act entitled "An act to prov.ide for the registration 
of, with collectors of internal revenue, and to impose a special tax upon, 
all persons who produce, import, manufacture, compound, deal · in, dis
pense, sell, distribute, or give away opium or cocoa leaves, their salts, 
derivatives, or preparations, and for other purposes,'' approved Decem
ber 17, 1914 (U. S. C., title 26, sec. 211), as amended by the revenue 
act of 1918 (U. S. C., title 26, sees. 691-708), and the act entitled "An 
act to amend an act entitled 'An act to prohibit the importation and 
use of opium for other than medicinal purposes,' approved February 9, 
1909," as amended by the act of May 26, 1922 (U. S. C., title 21, sees. 
171-184), known as "The narcotic drugs import and export act," and 
for carrying out the applicable provisions of the act approved March 3, 
1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III, title 5, sees. 281-281e), including the em
ployment of executive officers, attorneys, agents, inE~pectors, chemists, 
assistant chemists, supervisors, storekeeper-gaugers, clerks, and messen
gers in the ,field ;md in tb~ Bureau of Prohibition in the District of 
Columbia. to be appointed as authorized by law; the securing of evi
dence of violations of the act.s ; the cost o! chemical analyses made by 
{)tbers than employees of the United States ; the purchase of such sup~ 
plies, equipment, mechanical devices, laboratory supplies, books, and 
such other expenditures as may be necessary in the District of Cohonbia 
and the several field offices; cost of seizure, storage, and disposition o! 
any vehicle and team or automobile, boat, air or water craft, or uny 
other con-veyance, seized pursuant to section 26. Title II, of the na-



I 
( 

1898 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· ·HOUSE JANUARY 18 
tiona! prohibition act, when the proceeds of sale are insufficient therefor 
or where there is no sale ; cost incurred by officers and employees of the 
Bureau of Prohibition ln the seizure, storage, and disposition of property 
under the internal revenue laws when the same is disposed of under 
section 3460, Revised Statutes (U. S. C., title 26, sec. 1193) ; hire, main
tenance, repair, a11d operation of motor-propelled or horsedrawn passen
ger-canying vehicles when necessary ; and for rental of necessary quar
ters ; in all, $15,000,000, of which amount not to exceed $733,080 may 
be expended for personal services in the District of Columbia : Provided, 
That not to exceed $1,661,260 of the foregoing sum shall be expended 
~r enforcement of the provisions of the said acts of December 17, 1914, 
and May 26, 1922, and the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize the 
use, by narcotic agents, of motor vehicles confiscated under the provi
sions of the act of March 3, 1925 (U. S. C., title 27, sec. 43), and pay 
the maintenance, repair, and operation thereof from this allotment: 
Provided further, That not exceeding $50,000 may be expended for the 
collection and dissemination of information and appeal for law observ
ance and law enforcement, including cost of printing and other neces
sary expenses in connection therewith: Provtcled furlher, That no money 
herein appropriated for the enforcement of the national prohibition act, 
the customs laws, or internal revenue laws, shall be used to pay for 
storage in any private warehouse of intoxicating liquor, or other prop
erty in connection therewith seized pursuant to said acts and necessary 
to be stored, where there is available for that purpose space in a Gov
ernment warehouse or other suitable Government property in the 
judicial district wherein such property was seized, or in an adjacent 
judicial district, and when such seized property is stored in an adjacent 
district the jurisdiction over such property in the district wherein it was 
seized shall not be affected thereby: Provided ('!Wtlter, That for pmpose 
of concentration, upon the initiation of the Commissioner of Prohibi
tion and under regulations prescribed by him, distilled spiiits may be 
removed from any internal-revenue bonded warehouse to any other such 
warehouse, and may be bottled in bond in any such warehouse before or 
after payment of the tax, and the commissioner shall prescribe the 
form and penal sums of bond covcr.ing distilled spirits in internal
revenue bonded warehouses, and in transit between such warehouses : 
Prmided futili.{Jr, That moneys expended from this appropriation for 
the purchase of narcotics and subsequently recovered shall be deposited 
in the Treasury to the credit of the appropriation for enforcetm'nt of 
narcotic and national prohibition acts current at the time of the deposit. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. :Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the provisions in this section applicable to the enforce· 
ment of prohibition. My point of order is based on the ground 
that there is no existing valid authorization for such an appr<r 
priation. It is ostell8ibly predicated on the validity of the 
so-called prohibition enforcement laws, which in turn are de
pendent for their life and validity on constitutional provision or 
that part of the Constitution known as the eighteenth amend
ment. 

The eighteenth amendment at this moment is by its own 
provisions inoperative. I desire to make it clear in the outset 
that I am not making a point of order based on the constitu
tionality of a law, for I reali.ze fully that this is not the time 
or place to raise a question of constitutionality. The eighteenth 
amendment differs in its provisions as to its own life and opera
tion from any other provision in the Constitution, because it 
declares itself inoperative. It is the Constitution itself which 
speaks, and that being so, the House, the Chairman of the com
mittee, must take legislative notice of this peculiar and novel 
provision which declares the eighteenth amendment inoperative. 

The eighteenth amendment reads: 
SECTION 1. After one year from the ratification of this article the 

manufacture, sale, or transportation of intoxicating liquors within, the 
importation thereof into, or the exportation thereof from the the United 
States and all territory subject to the jut"isdiction thereof for beverage 
purposes is hereby prohibited. 

SEc. 2. The Congress and the several States shall have concurrent 
power to enforce this article by appropriate legislation. 

SEC. 3. This article shall be inoperative unless it shall have been 
ratified as an amendment to the Constitution by the legislatures of the 
several States, as provided in the Constitution, within seven years from 
the date of the submission hereof to the States by the Congress. 

Section 3 specifically provides that this article-mark you, 1\lr. 
Chairman, this article, the eighteenth amendment-shall be 
inoperative unle s it-referring again to the article, the eight
eenth amendment-shall have been ratified as an amendment to 
the Constitution within seven years from the date of the sub
mission hereof to the States by the Congress. Section 3 is a 
part of the Constitution just as section 1 or as any section 
in the Constitution. We are not interested nor can we be con
cerned as to what any particular individual or group of indi
viduals might have had in mind at the time the joint resolution 
of Congress submitting the propo ed amendment to the States. 
We mu t take the language as we find it. We can not ignore 
section 3 or brush it aside that it is meaningless. And we can 

not accept the theory, which some ·will urge, that it had ref
erence to the ratification of the amendment and has now no 
force or effect. 

It would be a strange rule of construction-

It was held in Fairbanks v. United States (181 U. S. 283)
that language granting powers is to be liberally construed and that 
language of restriction is to be narrowly and technically construed. 

In other words, 1\lr. Chairman, section 1 of the eighteenth 
amendment can not be construed liberally because it gives 
powers to the Government on the question of prohibition and 
then when we come to section 3 in the same article of the Con
stitution apply another nlle of construction. 

If the real intent to limit the time of ratification of the 
amendment as contained in the joint resolution submitted to the 
States by Congress was the only purpose of writing into the 
resolution a limitation of seven years, then I submit that it could 
have been so written, aside and apart from the amendment itself 
as to so separate. it as to be kept permanently apart and away 
fro~ s~cti?ns 1 and 2. of the amendment. If the purpose was 
to limit simply the tune in which the amendment could be 
ratified, it would serve no purpo. e by writing it into the Con
stitution as part of the amendment. If the States ratified within 
seven years as they did, there was no necessity of making a 
part of the Constitution something that had already happened. 

Therefore I repeat section 3 is written into the Constitution 
and must be construed with the same rules of construction ap
pli~able to the other sections of the amendment, and that being 
so 1t can not_be brushed aside by saying it refers to something 
that has happened before it, section 3, came into existence. We 
must necessarily construe it to mean that after the amendment 
was ratified, as provided by the Constitution, by another new 
provision in the CQnstitution itself, brought about by an amend
ment, the same article then ratified would become inoperative 
unless "it shall have been-mark the future perfect tense--" it 
shall have been ratified H again by three-quarters of the States. 
The mere fact that section 3 describes the method of reratifica
tion to be the same as that required for original ratification 
indicates that section 3 is a novel provision in our Constitution 
limiting the life of the eighteenth amendment unless certain 
contingencies in the future shall have taken place. 

The mere reading of section 3 leaves no doubt that it refers, 
first, to the article; that is, sections 1 and 2 of the article of the 
Constitution now called the eighteenth amendment. Second 
that it gives temporary life to that article unless within a cer~ 
tain time the article forming the amendment is ratified by three
fourths of the States. It was held by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in .the case of Lake County v. Rollins ( 130 U. S. 
662 > tha.t- . 

The objection of construction, applied to a constitution, is to give 
effect to the intent of its framers, and of the people in adopting it. 
This intent is to be found in the instrument itself, and when the text 
of a constitutional provision is not ambiguous, the courts, in giving 
construction thereto, are not at liberty to search for its meaning beyond 
the instrument • • •. 

Words are the common signs that mankind make use of to declare 
their intention to one another, and when the words of a man express 
his meaning plainlY, distinctly, and perfectly, we have no occasion to· 
have recourse to any other means of interpretation. 

That being so, we can not possibly construe section 3 to be 
applicable to something which must have taken place before 
section 3 became existent as a part of the Constitution itself. 
It is written, as I have stated before, in the future perfect 
tense, to wit: That the article " shall be inoperative unless it 
shall have been ratified as an amendment," and so forth. The 
future perfect tense as defined is, according to Webster-

The tense of a verb that denotes a future act or event as past in 
relation to a given future time. 

The second future tense is, according to Goold Brown Gram
mar-

That which expresses what will have taken place, at some future 
time mentioned. 

Also according to Goold Brown Grammar: 
The future tense is that form of the verb which expre ·ses what will 

take place hereafter • • • and the past-perfect tense is that form 
of the verb which expresses what bad taken place, at some past time 
mentioned. 

The original amendment, which is now section 3, was offered 
in the Senate by the late Senator Harding, of Ohio. It first 
provided for a time limit, the date being fixed. It was then 
changed to six years and so passed the Senate. It came over 
to the House, and the committee, in reporting it to the House, 
designated the provision as section 3 and provided the 7-year 
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period. There was great doubt in the Senate as well .as in xated the time limit with the then proposed amendment or 
the House as to the force and effect of section 3 ~ part .of : n.ny other amendment. The Senate and the House had notice 
the Constitution and as to its meaning as such should the of such a provision. And with that .notice, and acting contrary 
amendment be rati1ied. Congress voted for it with its eyes to .su h advice by making section 3 part of the constitutional 
~pen. As was stated, the amendment '!as. submit~ed to the amendment itself, Congre s can not ~ow say ~hat it do~s not 
States under the provisions of the Constitution as 1t then ex- mean what they say and that they said somethmg they did not 
isted. If this paxticular amendment had not been ratified mean. Reading again from the same page of the RECo.RD I 
within seven years there was notrung to prevent the States from · xead : 
.ratifying it later. So that, to say that it is applicable only to Mr. CuMMINS. I have offered as a substitute a definite amendment 
the date or time of original submission has no force, for the to the Constitution, limiting the time in which all amendments may 
States were not bound to any such limitation until section 3 be ratified. If the States nn<rer the Constitution as it is shall adopt 
became a part of the Constitution itself. That being so, it can that amendment, then it is manifest that any other amendment which 
not be said, then, that it is applicable to something that has is not ratified within the period • • • conld not become a part of 
already happened. Section 3 necessarily means that the article the Constitution. 
mu.st again be ratified as therein provided in the period therein Congress did nof do that, but submitted sections 1, 2, and 3, 
provided, or else become inoperative as therein provided. · and now section 3 must be construed as meaning that this 

When the question of limiting the time of original ratification amendment mu.st have been reratified as such in seven year o~ 
was considered, the supporte:r;s of the joint resolution were become inoperative. In fact, this section was viewed with a. 
warned against making this section paxt of the Constitution great deal of suspicion by supporters of sections 1 and 2 of the 
itself. On page 5649 of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD of August 1• eighteenth amendment. I quote from page 5659 of the REcoRD: 
1917,·from which I read, Senator BoRAH said: 

I would vote for an amendment to change the Constitution of the 
United States in· regard to the machinery provided for the ratification 
of proposed amendments, because I think there is much merit in the 
proposition that there ought to be a tiine within which constitutional 
amendments should be ratified ; but we can not change the Constitution 
of the United States as to the machinery by which ratification takes 
place by the manner in which we submit a particular constitutional 
amendment. In other words, we can not provide in the submission a 
rule for ratification of that particular proposal when there is another 
'existing rule in the Constitution. 

And that is correct. Therefore section 3 must necessarily havt. 
an entirely different purpose as part of the Constitution itself. 
Senator BoRAH mo t prophetically stated that this section would 
means something entirely different when ·he stated in reference 
to this section 3 on the floor o{ the Senate. I now read from 
page 5650 of the RECoRD, August 1, 1917. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not want to interrupt the Senator 
again only to say that the friends of this movement will find in after 
years that they have been led into a cnl de sac. I do not challenge 
men's motives, but that is the effect and that will be the result. 

Senator Brandegee gave ainple notice to the supporters of the 
amendment now section 3. I read from page 5650 of the RECoRD 
of August 1, 1917 : 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If the amendment of the Senator from Ohio only in
validated itself, no harm _would be done, of course; but if the court 
shonld hold that it was, in the langliage of the senior Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. PoMERENE], such an integral part of the amendment as that it 
conld not be dissected from the body of the amendment, then the risk 
wonld be run of having the whole amendment defeated. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that a lawyer in this country 
can be found who would say that section 3 as we now find it in 
the Constitution ·is not an integral part of the eighteenth amend
ment and part of the Constitution itself. Senator Cummins, 
a friend of the amendment, also pointed out the far-reaching 
effect of section 3. I tead from page 5653 of the RECoRD of 
August 1, 1917: 

Mr. CuMMINS. Our power is to propose an amendment to the Con
stitution. It is complete in itself and there are no gradations of that 
power, and, as it appeals to me, could not be. The two Houses of Con
gress are the instrumentalities chosen by the Constitution to submit to 
the States proposed changes in our organic law. That is the power 
given to us. If we do not want to exercise that power, we, of course, 
can decline it; but if we exercise it, it is not susceptible, from my point 
of view, of a division. The very moment we attempt to divide it we 
ourselves are attempting to amend the Constitution, a.n authority whicll 
of course is not claimed by any one for Congress. I must therefore ad
here to my view that so much of the resolution, if it were amended, as 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio, as limits the time, wonld be en
tirely ineffectual a.nd C()Uid give rise to nothing but embarrassment, de
lay, litigation, and confusion. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. May I' ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. L.AGUARDIA. Yes. 
:Ur. MOORE of Virginia. In view of the precedents, does the 

gentleman seriously think that a point of order can be ba.sed 
on the supposed invalidity of a law, either constitutional or 
statutory? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I made that plain in my opening. 
1\lr. MOORE of Virginia. I was not here. . 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. An opportunity was presented to limit 

the time in which States could ~tify, including the pl'Oposed 
amendment then under consideration, -which would have sepa-

Mr. VARDAMAN. • • What advantage is to be gained by bis 
side_ of the question by the adoption of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio unless it is that it shall give the whisky interests 
some advantage in the ratification of the amendment by the States? 
If that be true, certainly no friend of prohibition should consent to the 
amendment. To do so wonld be an unfortunate surrender by the friends 
of prohibition to the advocates of the liquor traffic. 

That the provision of section 3 was not intended to be limited 
to the original ratification but to the amendment itself after 
ratified, can be seen from the debate both in the House and in 
the Senate. All were in agreement that the 7-year period 'was 
not binding. I will call as one of my witnes es one of the 
foremost advocates and supporters of the eighteenth amendment. 
On page 5658 of the .RECORD of August 1, 1917, Senator Jo~""ES, 
of Washington, says : 

If the amendment is submitted with this limitation and it ia not 
ratified in six years, there is nothing to prevent Congress from a 
resubm1ssion. • * • If two-thirds of the States have voted to 
ratify the amendment there is no power on earth that can prevent 
Congress from resubmitting it immediately, and Congress will do it. 

So, it can not be said at this time that the provisions CJf 
section 3 were applicable only to the original submission to the 
States for tbe very supporters of the amendment stated that it 
would be resubmitted. And I repeat at the risk -of becoming 
tiresome, that section 3 did not come into existence until the 
entire axticle was ratified by three-fourths of the States. From 
that date it began to speak. From that date it was given life 
as part of the Constitution, able to speak, and being able to 
speak, says : 

Here is your prohibition amendment, as part of the Constitution, with 
full force and effect, but within seven years of the original date of 
submission it must again be ratified and if not ratified it becomes 
inoperative. 

In the House, Mr. Lenroot, an able lawyer and a friend of 
the proposed amendment, said-! read from the REcoRD, page 
446, of December 17, 1917 : · 

I believe that section 3 is absolutely invalid, and if that be true, the 
very serious question presents itself whether, when this amendment shall 
have been ratified the courts may hold that section 3 was an inducj!IDent 
to the passage of the resolution, and if section 3 is invalid then the 
entire constitutional amendment may be invalid. 

Now the court has passed on the validity of section 3 and has 
held it valid. It may be urged by my colleague the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BEEDY], with whom I have discussed this, and 
who, I believe. will oppose the point of order, that matter was 
decided conclusively in the case of Dillon v. Gloss (256 U. S. 
372), but I want to distinguish the decision in that case, Mr. 
Chairman, from the point that I 8.1I! making. Supporters of the 
eighteenth amendment, no doubt, will rely on the case of Dillon 
v. Gloss (256 U. S. 368). But that decision passed only on the 
queb1:ion of the date the amendment first became effective. It's 
reference to the time limit is not applicable to the point I now 
raise. The question was· before the court prior to the expiration 
of the 7-year period, and the question I now raise was in no 
way presented to the court for its consi.deration. 

The proposed amendment became part of the Constitution on 
January 16, 1919, the day the thirty-sixth State ratified it. 
From that date section 3 became part of the Constitution along 
with sections 1 and 2. Subsequent thereto, 10 States ratified 
the amendment-the first time in the history of the Republic of 
States ratifying an amendment after it became a valid part of 
the Constitution. We axe, therefore, compelled to assume that 
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it wa!l so ratified by reason of the novel provisions contained in 
section 3. Had 26 more States voted to ratify the amendment 
as it existed prior to the 16th day of January, 1926, then the 
eighteenth amendment would have become a permanent part o.f 
the Constitution. As it is, it is inoperative by its own provisions. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Does not the gentleman think that 
in spite of the peculiarity he assumes when he passes on a 
point of order the Chair under the precedents is precluded from 
construing the Constitution or any amendment of the Consti
tution or the validity of any statute? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Again, I repeat to my learned friend 
from Virginia that there is no room here for construction, that · 
the section itself speaks. It says it shall be inoperative. That 
was the very purpose of it. It requires no constitutional lawyer 
or even the great sagacity of the present occupant of the chair 
to understand that when it says it shall be inoperative if not 
reratified as therein provided, it is inoperative, and that is the 
end of that. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman quotes from learned con

stitutional lawyers in the other body as to the effect of section 
3 ; were not all those views or opinions of Senators overruled 
by the Supreme Court in Dillon against Gloss? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; as I just stated, the Dillon against 
Gloss case is easily distinguishable in that the point there raised 
was, first, when did this constitutional provision become effec
tive? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Right there I wish to differ from the 
gentleman. That was a minor point in the case, as I remember 
it. We had that case up for: discussion when the Norris-White 
amendment was up and I referred to the case in my argument. 
If I remember correctly, the opinion discussed chiefly the 
validity of section 3 of the eighteenth amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. And the point which the gentleman em

phasizes was given, I think, one paragraph. The only question 
in that paragraph was as to the time when the eighteenth 
amendment became operative on the 16th of January, 1919, 
when three-fourths of the States had ratified it, or on the 29th 
of January of that year, when the Secretary of State proclaimed 
it as part of the Constitution. As I recall, the defendant vio
lated the act on the 17th day of January. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Right. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. And the Supreme Court held that the 

amendment became operative when three-fourths of the States 
had ratified and not on the day that the Secretary of State 
proclaimed it a part of the Constitution. 

1\fr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. Permit me to say to the gentleman 
that th'e case of Dillon against Gloss was decided on May 16, 
1921. It was argued on March 22, 1921. There was no ques· 
tion--

Mr. RAMSEYER. Just another question. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Just a moment, please. I have debated 

with the gentleman from Iowa so often that I know unless I 
force myself in I will ne\er get in. 

There was no question, Mr. Chairmant that in 1921 the 
eighteenth amendment was valid and effective for the simple 
reason that the se\en years had not expired. The 26 States still 
bad time to come in and ratify, because, Mr. Chairman, 10 
States ratified after the proposition became a constitutional 
amendment, which was the first time in the history of this 
cotmtry that any State ratified an amendment after the amend
ment bad been ratified by three-fourths of the States. 

The question before the court was, Is section 3 valid? Yes. 
Why? It had been proposed by Congress, it was not un:rea
sonable, and it had been ratified by three-fourths of the States. 

The court in the Dillon case did not construe the meaning of 
section 3. That question was not before the court. Now, 
seven years have expired and we have a right to interpret its 
meaning and to say, "You failed to ratify within that time, 
,therefore by its own provisions and by its own weight and 
force it is inoperative." 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Will the gentleman yield for another 
question? 

Mr. LAGU.A.RDIA. Yes. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Did I understand the gentleman to state 

a while ago that if section 3 had been made a part of the 
resolution no objection. could have been raised to that pro
vision? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 said more. I said it would have been 
only declaratory and suggestive, and it could not be part of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. What did the legislatures of the several 
States act on when they voted on the resolution? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Sections 1, 2, and 3. 

.Mr. RAMSEYER. Certainly; and they ratified all three 
sections of the eighteenth amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Does the gentleman recall the discussion 

of the Supreme Court as to the power of Congress to incorpo· 
r,ate section 3? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. I say section 3 is valid, and 
being valid you are out of court now, because section 3 pro
vides that unless it is ratified within seven years, the whole 
thing becomes inoperative. 

Mr. RAltiSEYER. Unless what is ratified? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Your new amendment. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Sections 1, 2, and 3? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. All right; they are all ratified. 
?vir. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. And they were all ratified within seven 

years. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. But section 3 provides for a second ratifi

cation. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. No; it does not. If the gentleman will 

read--
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have been reading it for the last seven 

years. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. If the gentleman will read Dillon against 

Gloss he will find that the Supreme Court, as I recalL held 
that Congress in incorporating section 3 of the eighteenth 
amendment did it as an incident to its power to designate the 
mode of ratification. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. True. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. That is, Congress can provide that the 

amendment shall be ratified either by the legislatures of three
fourths of the States or by conventions in three-fourths of the 
States. Now, as an incident to the power of Congress to 
designate the mode of ratification, the Supreme Court held 
that the Congress had the power to place a reasonable limita
tion of time within which the amendment had to be ratified in 
order to become operative. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman from "'owa will per
mit--

Mr. RAMSEYER. Now, whether section 3 appears in the 
resolution itself or in the body of the amendment, in my 
opinion makes no difference in view of what the Supreme 
Court has said about it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will permit, the Su
preme Court held that Congress had tlle right to submit such 
a limitation, and the limitation having been ratified is part of 
the amendment, and with that I agree ; but the gentleman can 
not say that section 3 means-I do not know what some indi
viduals may have had in mind-but the gentleman can not 
say that Congress meant to say that section 3 is applicable 
only to the original ratification. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. According to the opinion of the Supreme 
Court, as it appears in Dillon against Gloss, the entire amend· 
ment would have been inoperative if 36 St!_!tes had not ratified 
within the 7-year period. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. With all due respect to the gentleman 
from Iowa, I do not agree with him. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I may have something to say on that later, 
but I agree with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MooRE] that 
this constitutional argument is really not for the enlightenment 
of the Chair at all and will not aid the Chair in ruling on the 
point of order. 

Mr. L UCE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LA.QU.A.RDIA. I yield to the gentleman from Massa

chusetts. 
Mr. LUCE. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 

from New York to the fact that he has a quarrel not only with 
the Constitution, but also with the dictionary. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the gentleman from Ma~sachusetts. 
[Laughter.] 

1\Ir. LUCE. The book which seems to guide the House in the 
matter of language says as to the meaning of the word " within." 
It gives the definition, and then further gives a specific illus
tration: "Not longer in time than," as "within the hour." It 
does not say shorter than, but says not longer than. 

:Mr. LAGUARDIA. I agree to that. 
Mr. LUCE. The gentleman appears to differ with Webster. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. No. I say that within seven years means 

not longer than seven years. 
Mr. LUCE. I understood the gentleman to say that it should 

be shorter than seven years. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Not at all. 
Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gentle

man from New York is quite logical. Section 3 did not become 
a real entity until the people passed on it. The entire section 
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could not at any time have become operative unless it was first 
operative. It could not become operative until the people had 
pas ed on it, and it could not be inoperative until the people had 
pas ed on it, and three-quarters of the States had not ratified it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There would be no question about this 
if it did not deal with a particular subject. I submit my point 
of order, and I want to make it clear. I do not ask the Chair to 
pass upon the constitutional question. As I said before, the 
section of the article provides by its own terms for its demise. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman explain to the House how 

the Chair could sustain his point of order? Without that the 
eighteenth amendment is inoperative? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is just what I want him to do. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DOWELL. And that, the gentleman well knows, he has 
no power to do. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman think there is a 
doubt about it? 

Mr. DOWELL. I think there is no doubt, he has no power to 
do it, and the gentleman's argument is for another purpose. · 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman is unfair in that. 
Now, may I call the attention of the Chair to the joint resolu

tion? It reads : 
That the following amendment or the Constitution be, and hereby is, 

proposed to the States, to beeome valid as a part of the Constitution 
when ratified by the legislatures of the several States, as provided by 
the Constitution. 

Congress could have inserted right here a proviso that the 
propo ed amendment should be ratified within a given time. 
Such a proviso would be declaratory only or a mere suggestion 
from Congress. The States could rely on the rights givE-n to 
them in Article V of the Constitution. Now, section 3, before it 
wa ratified, did not give Congress any additional right. The 
Constitution could not be changed in that respect differently 
than provided by the Constitution. Section 3 had no meaning, 
had no force and effect until ratified. When ratified it could not 
refer to 'something that had already happened, something en
tirely complete-a ratification already fully consummated. It 
applies, as it clearly sets forth, to the future; and its future re
quirements not having been met the entire article is inoperative. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit the point of o1·der. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know how much argu

ment on the point of order the Ohair desires. It occurs to m:~ 
that the gentleman from New York has set up a straw man with 
some difficulty and has torn it down with ease. 

If there is any point whatever in the argument he has made 
1t is that section 3 is not valid ; that it is inoperative because it 
was not resubmitted to the people; that is, that it required a 
second ratification by three-fourths of the States of the Union. 

Whether that is correct or not, whether he is correct in his 
contention or not, whether the gentlemen who appear on the 
floor here in opposition are right or wrong, is sufficient argu
ment to this Ohair that a legal question is involved, if not a 
con titutional question. That being true, it is beyond the power 
of this Ohair to sustain the point of order. 

Let u.s assume, for a moment, that the Chair did sustain the 
point of order and in consequence there would be no appropria
tion for this activity. 

Let us assume, further, that the executive departments of the 
United State would concur in the action of this House in not 
making the appropriation, and immediately withdraw all the 
force that they have throughout the United States now trying to 
enforce the prohibition law. What would be the situation? 
This House would violate, in the first place, the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Tbe executive departments would be violating the Cont:;titution 
of the United States in violating that section that declares that 
there shall be three independent branches of this Government, 
none of which shall encroach upon the rights of the other, so 
whatever horn of this dilemma you take, if it is unconstitutional 
n.s contended by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGU.ARDIA], 
it must be so declared by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I wish to say a word, not with 

reference to the sugge tion I made a while ago, but for the pur
pose of stating a very broad proposition which I think is of 
interest. I think the lawyers here know that the Supreme 
Court, having adjudicated the validity of the eighteenth amend
ment, every question that could · have been raised in that litiga
tion is assumed to have been passed upon, and the gentleman 

from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA] or any other gentleman can 
not now be heard to raise any question of fhe character he is 
now presenting. That is a general rule of law which I think 
the gentleman from New York, an admirable lawyer, will 
recognize as well established. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But where there is a specific time provi
sion that has not passed, a question of this kind could not be 
raised. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The Supreme Court has stated that 
this amendment is valid. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. At that time. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. At that time, and that means for 

all time, and until the court may reverse it elf; and it doe not 
lie with anyone in any forum except in new litigation to present 
any question at all in the way of contesting the constitutionality 
of the amendment, 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Vir
ginia yield? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I have not the floor. 
Mr. SABATH. Do I understand that anyone is foreclosed 

from ever raising a question of the constitutionality before the 
Supreme Court in the .future on this point? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Somebody may raise the question, 
but the court would probably say that there has been a final 
adjudication heretofore, and that the adjudication covers not 
only the issues that were directly put before the court but any 
is ues that could have been put before the court. Of course, 
litigation might be stated afresh and there might be a change 
of judicial opinion. _ 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, this law has been in force for 
10 years. Some of the greatest lawyers of the United States 
have appeared in the Supreme Court on each side of the propo
sition with reference to its constitutionality. 

It remained for the gentleman from New York [Mr.- LA
Gu.A.RDIA] to find this flyspeck. It never occurred to those men 
who are learned in the Constitution and who have been en
gaged in construing it before the highest tribunal of the United 
States for a quarter of a century, that there was even a ques
tion about this. If there had been, you may be assured it would 
have been raised long ago, and, as has been stated here by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MooRE] and others, this House 
has no right to pass upon the legality of its acts. The assumP
tion is that when a bill passes this House it is legal, else we 
would not pass it, and having passed it, we have put our fiat 
of legality upon it, and it is forever away from the jurisdiction 
of this House and the mouth of this House is forever closed with 
reference to questioning the legaEty of the thing. So the point 
of order should be raised in the Supreme Court of the United 

tates and not in the Congress of the United States. 
Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the course which the 

debate has taken I do not propose to ask the attention. of the 
House for anywhere near the length of time which I had appre
hended might be necessary. I agree with the statement just 
made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. WooD]. There is on 
the statute books a law known as the Volstead Act, the pro
hibition law. Under that law the Congress is asked to make 
certain appropriations for its enforcement. I submit that the 
Chair can not go beyond the law. He must accept it at its face 
value and can not determine its legality or the constitutionality 
of the eighteenth amendment. 

It might perhaps help to clarify the atmosphere somewhat if I 
were to add the following: It is true that the eighteenth amend
ment is the first of all the amendments to contain a phrase 
limiting the time within which the various States shall ratify 
the amendment. Article 5 of the Constitution imposes the 
broad power in the Oongres13 to propose amendments to the 
Constitution whenever two-thirds of hoth Houses shall deem it 
necessary, and then proceeds to set forth two methods by 
which the States may ratify proposed amendments either one 
of which may be designated by the Congress in submitting a 
proposed amendment. 

At this point I think we ought to make further reference to the 
Dillon ca e perhaps to convince the gentleman from New York 
just how conclusive that case is upon the very point he now 
raises. The Dillon case was decided subsequent to the vote of 36 
States of the Union ratifying the eighteenth amendment. Before 
proceeding further perhaps I ought to clear up any doubt that 
there may be as to whether the gentleman wishes to lay any 
stress on the use of the word " article " in the third section of 
the eighteenth amendment. 

An article, I find, according to Webster, is a porti()Jl of any 
writing consisting of two or more particulars. So the whole 
eighteenth amendment is an article. It was an article when it 
was written, and by the approval of 36 States of the Union it 
became an amendment. The use of the word in the third sec
tion was not improper or inapt. 
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Tile of'-:ense with which the appellant .was charged, . and as a 

result of which the Dillon case came before the Supreme Court, 
was, as the gentleman from Iowa [.Mr. RAMsEYER] correctly 
stated, an offense corrimitted one day subsequent to the date on 
which the last of the 36 States ratified the eighteenth amend
ment, appellant's counsel raised squarely the question, and I 
quote from the brief submitted for the appellant, who con
tended that the eighteenth amendment is invalid because of the 
extra constitutional provision in the third section thereof : 

The eighteenth amendment is invalid because of the extraconstitu
tional provision of the third section. Congress has no power to limit 
the time of deliberation or otherwise co·ntrol what the legislatures of 
the States shall do in their deliberation. - Any attempt to limit voids 
the proposal. 

Now, it is true that in Article V of the Constitution there is 
no time limit set as to when the States may or may not approve. 
In the discussion which was entertained upon the introduction 
of this third section as an amendment to the original resolution 
in the Senate, the now deceased senior Senator from the State 
of Iowa, an eminent authority in his day, suggested that there 
was difficulty in attempting to limit the time . of the proposal 
of any one amendment. To clarify the situation he at that time 
introduced an amendment stipulating a time limit within which 
all proposed amendments to the Constitution must be ratified 
by the States. He thought that might clarify the issue, but 
later, finding that his proposed amendment only beclouded the 
issue, he withdrew it. Thereupon the resolution was adopted, 
containing three sections. These three sections were submitted 
to the States. They became the eighteenth amendment to the 
Constitution, upon being adopted by 36 States. The Dillon case 
decides that point squarely. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman then denies the validity of 
section 3. I rely entirely upon its validity to make it operate. 

Mr. BEEDY. It did operate, as the appellant in this case 
found, because they held him. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The States had five years in which to 
ratify. 

Mr. BEEDY. Oh, no. The 7-year period ran from the time 
that the proposed amendment was submitted to the States. I 
8ubmit it to the House-not to the Chair, because the Chair 
will not have to pass upon it-that the period of seven years 
set by the Congress for the ratification of the eighteenth amend
ment by the States was a reasonable time limit and so within 
its power to stipulate. 

The rule is that that broad power which was given in the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution contains within itself that 
les er power of Congress to deal with subsidiary matters in
cid~nt ~o ratification by the States. It may concern itself witll 
"the element of time. If the Congress thinks it is necessary to 
fix a time limit, then that limit must be a reasonable one. The 
Senator who offered section 3 of this article of the amendment 
was fearful that the ratification of the eighteenth amendment 
would be a long-drawn-out affair, and he stated at the time 
that he did not want the question to be agitated indefinitely. 
Therefore he proposed to fix the time within which the States 
should ratify. It was held by the United States Supreme Court 
in Dillon against Gloss that se\en years was not an unreason
able time limit for Congress to set for ratification of the eight
eenth amendment by the States. The court decided against 
the appellant and held him to be a violator of the eighteenth 
amendment. 

The court aid : 
Of the power of Congress, keeping within reasonable limits, to fix 

a definite period for the ratification we entertain no doubt. As a rule. 
the Constitution speaks in general terms, leaving Congress to deal 
with subsidiary matters of detail as the public interests and changing 
conditions may require ; and Article V is no exception to the rule. 
Whether ·a definite period for ratification shall be fixed so that all 
may know what it is and speculation on what is a reasonable time may 
be avoided, is, in our opinion, a matter of detail which Congress may 
determine as an incident of its power to designate the mode of ratifi
cation. It is not questioned that seven years, the period fixed in this 
instance, was reasonable, if power existed to fix a definite time ; nor 
could it well be questioned considering the periods within which prior 
amendments were ratifil}d. 

The provisions of the act which the petitioner was charged with vio
lating ancl under which he was arrested (title 2, arts. 3, 26) were by 
the t erms of the act (title 3, art. 21) to be in force from and after the 
date when the eighteenth amendment should go into effect, and the 
latter by its own terms was to go into effect one year after being rati
fied. Its ratification, of which we take judicial notice, was consummated 
January 16, 1919. It follows that the pr<Wi:sions of the act with which 
.the petit~oner is concerned went into effect. _January 16, 1920. His 

alleged offense and his arrest w~l'e_ on the following day; so his claim 
that those provisions had not gone ·into effect at the time is not well 
grounded. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. When did it become a part of the Consti-
tution? 

Mr. BEEDY. On January 16, 1919. 
~1r. LAGUARDIA. When it was ratified by the 36 States? 
Mr. BEEDY. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. And before that time it had no meaning? 

·Mr. BEEDY. Oh, yes ; it had a definite meaning; but from 
the time the eighteenth amendment was ratified by 36 States 
the third section thereot had no force or effect re pecting this or 
any other section of the Constitution. It had fulfilled its mis
sion. The States voted to ratify within a period not longer than 
seven years, and having done so this third section is a dead 
and useless thing to-day. It is ab olutely impotent and imbecile 
so far as it has any effect at this time, because its force has 
been spent through the ratification of the eighteenth amendment 
within seven years, the time limit fixed by the Congress. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard 
for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentle
man. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The meaning of section 3 of the eighteenth 
amendment was correctly and lucidly stated by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BEEDY]. But the Chair is not directly con
cerned with the constitutional issue discussed. All the Chair 
has to determine is whether there is law authorizing any item 
of appropriation in the bill. If there is law--€ither a consti
tutional provision or an act of Congress-autholizing the appro
priation in question, a point of order will not lie. Practically 
all appropriations are authorized by acts of Congress. The 
Chair does not pass on the constitutio-nality of acts of Congress 
in deciding points of order. The only thing the Chair can 
determine is, Is there an act of Congress autho1izing .the appro
priation in question? Of course, if the act relied on has been 
repealed or declared invalid by the Supreme Court, the Chair 
could and would hold that there is no act of Congress author-
izing the appropriation. -

But here is an act of Congress authorizing an appropriation 
that has not been repealed and has not been declared in contra
vention of the Constitution by the Supreme Court. It is claimed 
that the eighteenth amendment, which gave Congress the power 
to pass the act or acts authorizing the appropriation, has become 
inoperative because of the construction which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LAGUABDIA] places on section 3 of the 
eighteenth amendment. That is not a question for the Cllair to 
determine. 

Mr. Chairman, my main purpose for seeking recognition is to 
get into the RECoRD that the case of Dillon against Glass appears 
in Two hundred and fifty-sixth United States Reports, page 
368, and that the chief point Cl>nsidered in this case is relative 
to the validity of section 3 of the eighteenth amendment. The 
principal ground on which the defendant sought to be dis
charged was-I quote from the court's opinion, page 370: 

First, that the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution, to enforce 
which Title II of the act was adopted, is invalid, because the con
gressional resolution ( 40 Stat. 1050) proposing the amendment, declared 
that it should be inoperative unless ratified within seven years. 

Then the court goes on to discuss this issue on pages 371, 372, 
373, 374, and 375. At the bottom of page 375 the court said: 

0! the power of Congress, keeping within r easonable limits, to fix 
a definite period for the ratification we entertain no doubt. 

There are two other sentences which I want to read into the 
RECORD from page 376 : 

Whether a definite period for ratification shall be fixed, so that all 
may know what it is, and speculation on what is a reasonable time 
may be avoided, is, in our opinion, a matter o! detail which Congress 
may determine as an incident o! its power to designate the mode of 
ratification. 

The last sentence I shall read is as follows: 
It is not questioned that seven years, the period fixed in this instance, 

was reasonable, if power existed to fix a definite time; nor could it 
well be questioned considering the periods within which prior amend
ments were ratified. 

In the course of the opinion the court calls attention to the 
fact that up to that time, prior to the eighteenth amendment, 
21 amendments had been proposed ; 17 had been adopted, and 
of those that had been adopted some had been adopted within 
one year and all within four years. Of course, since that time 
three more amendments have been proposed to the Constitution, 
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to wit, the eighteenth, the nineteenth, and the child labor 
amendment of 1924 ; the eighteenth and nineteenth amendments 
have been adopted, and the amendment of 1924 is still pending. 
The 5 amendments which have not been ratified by the requi
site number of States were proposed as follows: 2 in ·1789, 
1 in 1810, 1 in 1861, and 1 in 1924. I think a fair inference 
fi•om the the discussion in the Dillon case is that further at
tempts to rRtify the outstanding amendments except the one of 
1924 would be ineffective and invalid. 

'l'he CHAIRl\1AN. The Chair is ready to role. The gentle
man from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA] has made a point of 
order against the appropriation carried in this section · for the 
expenses of enforcing the provisions of the national prohibi
tion act He makes this point of order: First, that there is no 
authoritative law for the appropriation, because this appropria
tion is based on the laws that have been passed for the enforce
ment of the prohibition act, which act itself depends for its 
validity on the constitutionality of the eighteenth, or prohibi
tion, .amendment. In other words, his point of order is based 
on the supposition of fact that tllere is no operative eighteenth 
amendment at the present time. In the beginning of his argu
ment he made the statement that he was not arguing the con
stitutionality of this law and that this is not the time or place 
to raise a constitutional question. With that part of the gentle
man's ·arguinent the Chair entirely agrees. The Chairman of 
the Commihee of the Whole,. or even the Speaker of ~he House, 
is not called upon to decide a constitutional question or even 
render an opinion· on a constitutional question. Notwithstand
ing that sbitement by the gentleman from New York, he imme
piately launched into a very long, carefully -prepar.ed, and some
what ingenious argument to uphold his contention that the 
eighteenth amendment is not operative at the present time. 
. Now, what is the practical situation before the committee? 

We are governed by the rules and practices of the Ho~e, and 
as far as the Chair knows there are only one or two extreme 
.occasions where we have ever relied upon the Constitution 
itself as authority for · making an appropriation in one of the 
'regular appropriation bills. The Chair ha.B seen one decision 
in connection with appropti.ations for ambassadors to . foreign 
countries, where the only authorization was the clause in the 
Constitution which provides for the appointment of ambassadors. 
' That was considere as sufficient authorization for making 
·the appropriation. Howev-er, as a usual thing we are governed 
entirely by the rules and practices of the House. Clause 2 of 
Rule XXI reads as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre
Viously authorized by law. 

The subcommittee on appropriations has very carefully and 
fully set out in the first page and a half of this special section 
all of the laws that have furnished the authority for the appro
priation. The Chair has examined some of these authorities 
and he believes there is . sufficient and am·ple authority in the 
laws that are enumerated for making the appropriation. The 
gentleman from New York in his argument has not claimed 
that all of these laws have been repealed or, in fact, that any 
.pne of therp. has been repealed. , As. far as the present occupant 
of the chair is informed or knows, none of them have been 
'repealed. 

Therefore the Chair is of the opinion that there is ample au
thority of law for making the appropriation; that the· Com
mittee on Appropriations has not gone beyond the authority 
that is given it, and therefore the point of order is overruled. 

1\Ir. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman; I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRJ\1AN. The gentlem·an from Maryland offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment oO'ered by Mr. LINTHICUM: On page 21, line 4, after the 

word "warehouses," insert "ProVickd further, That no money herein 
appropriated for ' the enforcement of the national prohibition act shall 
be used in the preparation or issue of any permit !or the removal or 
use of any industrial alcohol known to be denatured by any poisonous 
drug or other material injurious to the human system." 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
amendment. 
· Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I should much prefer to 
dispose of the point of order. A point of order was made against 
this amendment last year, but it was held in order by the Chair
man at that .time. It is a limitation on the appropriation and 
'comes within the Holman rule. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana state 
liis point of order? .. - ' . -

Mr. WOOD. I am not clear whether it is. a' limitatioil' or riot, 
but in any event it changes existing law. ' '~-· . .. . . 

LXXII-120 

Mr. · LINTHICUM. The whole' question was gone ·into rnst 
year ; and if the gentleman insists on it, I shall be very pleased 
to read· the decision of the Chairman last year holding it was in 
order as a limitation on the . expenditure arid Wll.S not new 
legislation. · 

Mr. WOOD. I think we will save time if the point of order 
is withdrawn, and I therefore withdraw -the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, this is the identical amendment which was submitted to 
the committee last year. I do not think the committee had as 
much information upon this subject at that time as it has to
day. The very able speech made by the gentleman from New 
York last year, Doctor SmoVIcH, as well as his able speech of 
yesterday before this committee-, clearly demonstrates the effect 
of poisons and other drugs upon the human system, such as are 
being used in industrial alcohol. It is well known that some 
100,000,000 gallons of industrial alcohol are used in this country 
every year. It is also known that some 10,000,000 gallons of 
industrial alcohol go into the drink of the country. 

It is now a question of whether this Congress des1res to allow 
the prohibition officials to poison alcohol that they know, from 
their own investigations, is consumed by our people, and is used 
by the old and the young and by those who have no funds with 
which to find out whether the alcohol is good or bad. 
· There are other ways to enforce the prohibition act. I am not 
caring whether you are in favor of temperance or whether you 
believe in prohibition ; the question · is, Do you believe that the 
country should poison this industrial alcohol which causes the 
death Of several thousand people every year, when we know~ 
and it has been shown by the gentleman from New York, Doc
tor SmoVICH-that there are other means of denaturing indus
trial alcohol which would make it practically impossible of 
drin):r. I read you from the speech of yesterday in which Doc
tor 'SmovrcH, · our colleague, tells of the effect of these poisons 
on the human system : 

What do these poiso~s do? Here is wood alcohol. Wood alcohol 
can not be extracted completely by any chemist when it is mixed with 
grain .~Jcohol. If pez:chance . a son or a daughter of any innocent person 
of the United States should take a tablespoonful of whisky containing 
wood alcohol : it" would -within 12 to 24 hours affeet his optic nerve. 
Within a day his optic nerve would begili to atrophy, and he would 
be~me permanently blind .. In 90 per cent of all cases of wood 
alcohol optic-nerve disease, that blindness is iDcurable. It remains with 
the individual throughout life. Wood alcohol also causes the liver "to 
undergo fatty degenerati.on, from which it ultimately becomes destroyed. 

HeFe is bichloride of mercury. When bichloride of mercury is taken 
~to the hu_man body it affects the kidneys. Here are the kidneys. 
They secrete 40 ounces of urine a day. If an individual takes whisk1 
poisoned with bichloride of mercury his kidney function is imPaired. 
The kidney secretion is diminished by 30, 20, and 10 ounces o.f urine a 
day, until it ceases working altogether and the unfortunate· viCtim'. dies 
from uremic poisoning. That is what bichloride of mercury does. 

Here is benzene. Benzene affects the lungs. When benzene is taken 
in liquor you develop bronchitis, ast~ma, · and hemorrhage from the 
lungs. · 

Here is hydrochloric acid, sulphuric acid, and carbolic acid. When 
an unsuspecting person drinks this concoction it corrodes the mucus 
membrane of the. stomach and forms ulcerations in the first part of the 
intestine, called the duodenum, and gives rise to hemorrhages. · It 
destroys the liver and cripples the heart. Death is a welcome relief 
to the tragic victim of poisoned alcohol. 

Take brucine. Brucine is related to strychnine. When taken into 
the human body through the medium of liquor it paralyzes the muscles 
of the body and gives rise to convulsions, until death terminates the 
life of the innocent boy or girl who may have partaken thereof. 

Here is phosphoric acid or phosphorus. When imbibed with alcohol 
it causes necrosis and gangrene ot the bone, which necessitates 
amputation. 

It is this industrial alcohol poisoned by the Government that has sent 
thousands of our unfortunate American citizens to an early and unsus· 
pected grave. 

I do not p1·opose to go into this question at any great length. 
I am· opposed to any such system even in the enforcement of 
prohibition, and I do not think the Congress desires to put itself 
in the position of authorizing them to tlo something which th9 
Prohibition Unit itself knows will poison people .in our country, 
particularly when there are other means of denaturing such 
alcohol. 

It is not a question, as I have said, of what you believe as to 
prohibition, it is simply a question of whether you believe in 
poisoning the people through this industrial alcohol. 

If jou ·adopt this amendment, it leaves the Prohibition Unit 
entirely free to all other means of denaturing the alcohol, but 
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prohibits it from poisoning alcohol and making it so it will 
destroy our people. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Certainly. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. In the remarks of our col

league from New York [Mr. Sm.oVIOH] on yesterday, he made 
some recommendations showing how we could employ methods 
other than poisoning alcohol that would be just as effective as 
what they are trying to use now. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Oh, absolutely so. I feel the time has 
come when we should act as human beings in this matter. 

I am sure we all deplore the shootings which have taken place 
through the country. I know we deplore the shooting down of 
men by the Coast Guard. I know we deplore all those things 
which seem to place the country in great turmoil. 

Mr. BEEDY. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. In just a moment. I do hope that with 

this splendid gathering here to-day while this question is being 
di cus.,ed, the Congress will take cognizance of what the Pro
hibition Unit is doing in this matter. 

Mr. BEEDY. Will the gentleman yield before he gets away 
from that point? 

Mr. LINTIDCUM. I will not yield to the gentleman just 
now, and I hope the gentleman will let me follow my trend of 
thought. 

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

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

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BEEDY. Will .the gentleman yield now before he gets 

started on his statement? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Let me finish this expression, and then I 

will yield to the gentleman during the balance of my time. 
Up until recently, I think it was order No. 44, we used gaso

line in denaturing alcohol, and it seemed to have pretty good 
effect. I do not think since the fight of last year on this subject 
you gentlemen have heard much about the poisoning of alcohol, 
but here recently the Prohibition Unit has authorized the sub
stitution of wood alcohol in place of gasoline. Now, what is the 
effect? Everybody knows the effect of wood alcobol on the 
human system and on the optic nerve; how it causes blindness. 
The question is, Do we want to uphold the Prohibition Unit 
in afHicting with blindness those people who for some reason or 
other violate the law or who are trying to get some relief from 
some particular situation? 

I will now answer the gentleman. 
Mr. BEEDY. I rose to ask the gentleman a question sug

gested by his remark that we all deplore the shootings recently 
by the Coast Guard. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes. 
Mr. BEEDY. In that expression I join with the gentleman. 

I regret that it is ever necessary to shoot anybody to enforce 
any law. Will the gentleman also join with me in an expression 
of regret that there have also been many shootings of our offi.
cials by those who were attempting violations of law? 

Mr. LINTIDCUM. Oh, I join the gentleman in anything that 
· will stop this ·outlawry in our country. I am sorry, but it is 

my belief that the prohibition situation at the present time is 
the cause of much of this condition. If the gentleman can find 
some way to stop it, I will join him at any time. 

l\1r. BEEDY. Now, let us reason this thing out. Does the 
gentleman believe it is a sound doctrine of law that when an 
officer sees one in the commission of a felony, whether it is an 
offense against the prohibition law or otherwi~e, and he tries to 
stop him and the attempting offender flees, and attempts to 
escape that the officer has the right to exercise all reasonable, 
necess:U.y force to apprehend the party who is attempting the 
violation of law? Is there any difference between the gentleman 
and myself on this fundamental proposition. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I want to say this, that I do not believe 
I shall ever be able to bring myself to the point where I can 
ju tify an officer shooting a man down for having a little liquor 
in his po ession. If I were an officer-but I could not be an 
officer because I could not shoot a man down, take his life, and 
destroy the support of fiis family for a mere pint of whisky. 

Mr. BEEDY. I want the gentleman to be fair with me. I 
did not a k the gentleman if whenever a man has a little liquor 
in his po session an officer might shoot him. Many times a 
man ha a little liquor and yet is not committing a felony. The 
question I am asking the gentleman is, that when any man is 
committing a felony the law officer, seeing him in the commission 
of a felony has the right to use all the force reasonable and 
necessary to apprehend the violator. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. The gentleman's question brings in a 
number of hypothetical conditions. The gentleman does not 
specify what kind of a felony. 

Mr. BEEDY. Any kind of a felony. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. If it is liquor or life, I am in favor of life. 
Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. I yield. 
Mr. SAB.ATH. Is it not a fact that the Congress and all 

sane people all through the United States for years and years 
have disapproved of the unnecessary killing of people who did 
violate the sacred law, and that the officers have been warned 
not to kill or use unnecessary power in arresting violators of 
the law? 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary
land has exp!red. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Maryland 
may be extended two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. LINTHICUM. I yield. 
l!r. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman ask our 

distinguished colleague the· gentleman from Maine [Mr. BEEDY] 
if it is his opinion that those members of the Coast Guard who 
violated the criminal section of the statute when they stole, 
po sessed, and transported intoxicating liquor, should have been 
shot by other members of the Coast Guard when they were 
committing the felony? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman from Maine please 
answer the question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEEDY. I would be glad to answer it, but : would 
like to take more time than the gentleman from Maryland has. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. The gentlem·an can answer it 
yes or no. 

Mr. BEEDY. If the gentleman will permit me to answer it 
in my own way. I do not care whether the man is a member 
of the Coast Guard or not, if he is committing a felony and 
he attempts to e cape when the officer attempts to apprehend 
him, the officer has a right to exercise all the power rea onably 
necessary to apprehend him. If a Coast-Guard man takes liquor 
that did not belong to llim and drinks it, if he is committing 
a felony, then the officer has the right to use force against him 
as against any other man. I do not attempt to condone the 
drinking of liquor that did not belong to them. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. What does the gentleman 
think about a milkman transporting fermented buttermilk, or 
sour milk, which contains more than a half of 1 per cent of 
alcohol, and the officer goes after him and he refuses to stop. 
Does the gentleman think that he should be shot? Frequently 
buttermilk and sour milk do contain more than a half of 1 per 
cent alcohol. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, a parlia
mentary inquiry : Is this time being used on the other side · 
coming out of the time of the gentleman from Maryland? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 
l\Ir. O'CONNELL of New York. It ought not to be, and I 

ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Maryland have 
5 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mary· 
land be extended for 5 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SIROVICH. Will the gentleman from Maryland allow 

me to ask a question through him of the gentleman from 
Maine? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I want to answer the question of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SA.BATH]. He asked how the peo
ple felt about these shootings and the unlawful acts throughout 
the country. I say to the gentleman, in reference to that~ 
I think the best answer to that question is the fact that eight 
States in this country have withdrawn their enforcement laws 
by repeal. I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SmoVIoH]. 

Mr. SIROVICH. May I ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BEEDY] a question? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. If I may have the time. 
Mr. SIROVICH. Just for a minute. 
Mr. LINTillCUM. I think the gentleman ought to get his 

own time for it. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. 1 yield for a, minute. I am afraid of the 

·minute of the gentleman from Maine, however. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. BEEDY. If the gentleman is going to yield for a ques-

tion, I hope he will yield for the answer. 
Mr. LINTIDCUl\1. ' Surely. 
Mr. BEEDY. I shall make it as brief as po sible. 
Mr. SIROVICH. I personally believe in the rigid enforcement 

of the prohibition law. I '\vant every wet and dry to respect it 
in this country; but does not the gentleman believe that when a 
Coast Guard finds a man violating the prohibition law and 
the man flees, or he shoots at him, he should shoot two or three 
times above him and beside him and around him to show that 
the Government is sincere, and then, if he does not stop, to 
enforce the law as it should be enforced? 

Mr. BEEDY. I think if he can shoot into the air a dozen 
times and warn the fellow without letting him get away from 
him that that is his duty, and that is a part of the broad 
proposition which I lay down, that he must at all times exer
cise such reasonable force with respect to the violator as to 
apprehend him. 

Mr. SIROVICH. Does the gentleman know whether in the 
Coast Guard shooting that was done? 

Mr. BEEDY. I know that no warning gun, if the gentleman 
is referring to the Blaclc Duck incident, was fired before the 
gun was fired which resulted in the loss of life, but when the 
order--

Mr. SIROVICH: Just i minute. That is what the gentle
man from Maryland [l\Ir. LINTmCUM] objects to, to having a 
Coast Guard shoot men down ere they have opportunity to 
realize that the Government is sincere. 

Mr. BEEDY. Oh, well, they had been ordered to stop, the 
siren had been blown, and the searchlight had been thrown on 
them; but if the Coast Guard men had stopped to fire a warn
ing shot, they-the rum runners-would have escaped. They 
would have been lost in the fog. 

l\lr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. Lil\nrffiCUM. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska. 
Mr. SLOAN. I have a very high regard for the gentleman 

from Maryland, and I assume that he is better posted on this 
subject because of the position he occupies in this House as the 
head of a group. I have heard for some months a great many 
charges about the officers of the law killing, unlawfully, citi
zens of the United States. Can the gentleman now give a list, 
or will he include in his remarks in the RECORD a statement of 
the number of cases in the last year where Government officers 
have unlawfully slain citizens; and the test of that being un
lawful will be whether or not he has been found guilty by a 
court of competent jurisdiction and a jury. 

Will he give that li t? I have investigated a good many of 
these cases where the charge has been made, and it was started 
with a charge and ended with a charge, and no judgment ren
dered. 

1\fr. SABATH. Is it not true that in all cases the Govern
ment--

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. The gentle-
man from Maryland has the floor. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LINTIDCUM. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman knows that that is just 

the difficulty. The moment he Government officer does act that 
way he is removed from the State court and brought before one 
of our own commissioners and then discharged. That is the 
difficulty. 

Mr. SLOAN. That is a distinct charge against the judicial 
system of this country, which is not valid. 

Mr. SA.BATH. It is true. Instead of being prosecuted, he 
is being defended by the district attorneys in each and every 
instance. . 

Mr. SLOAN. I challenge the gentleman's general charge 
against the integrity of the courts of the United States. 

l\fr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
l\fr. BEEDY. I ask that the remarks of the gentleman from 

Illinois be taken down, and I make the point of order that they 
are out of order and ask that they be expunged from the 
REOORD in that he makes a sweeping charge implying that the 
prosecuting officers of the country in each and every instance; 
the gentleman, in effect, says our prosecuting officers are defend· 
ing and protecting law violators. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
to the point of order made by the gentleman from Maine that 
the committee has no authority to expunge remarks from the 
RIOOORD. 

Mr. BEEDY. I agree with the gentleman. I made the point 
of order and ask that the language be taken down. The Com
mittee of the Whole, I understand, then rises and reports to the 
House, which then passes on the question as to whether the 
language offends against the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman demands that the words 
be taken down and reported at the desk, the Chair understands? 

Mr. BEIDDY. Yes. 
Mr . .MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman 

from Maryland be permitted to proceed for one m~ute, to make 
a statement to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from Maryland be allowed to 
proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 

There wa no objection. 
Mr. LINTIDCUM. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear the exact 

expres ion of the gentleman from Illinois, but I am quite sure 
that what he said was in order, and I know the gentleman so 
well that I feel he would not say anything detrimental to the 
courts of this country. I wish we did not have to take up this 
time. I am Eure the gentleman will make it satisfactory to the 
House. . 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. LINTIDCUM. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK. I wonder if the gentleman could induce any of 

the drys to defend the use of poi~ons in alcohol. That is the 
issue. 

Mr. LINTIDCUM. Yes. That is just exactly it, and we have 
been drawn away from it. Somebody has drawn a herring 
across the track. I do not think it is properly in the RECORD, in 
the first place. 

Mr. BYR~S. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from .Maine [Mr. BEEDY] having challenged the 
words of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH] and asked 
that they be taken down, all this debate is out of order until the 
words have been read from the desk. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman has the right, on the- point 
of order, after he has taken his seat, to make an explanation. 

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of the RECoRD 
I make my point of order. I make it on two grounds. First, 
that the gentleman who made the remark did not have the floor 
and had not been recognized by the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Ln.-THICUM], but interjected it in the course of debate. 

And second, I make the charge that it is an unjustifiable and 
a sweeping charge against the judicial arm of the Government, 
viz, the United States Commissioners, and also against the 
executive officers of the Government. I think such sweeping 
charges ought not to go unchallenged. And may . I say this-I 
do not wish to be meticulous in this matter-! have been in the 
House for nine years and have listened to these sweeping state
ments, which we have taken in the main good-naturedly be
cause we thought they were not uttered ill-naturedly, but I 
think we ought to be careful in the remarks that are made, 
and especially in reflections made upon the officials of the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The demand has been made by the gen
tleman from Maine [Mr. BEEDY] that the words objected to 
shall be taken down and read at the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BLACK. Was I not within my rights in wanting to 

discuss the point of order 
The CHAffiMAN. The committee automatically rises. 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, does not the Chairman of 

the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
before reporting to the House, have the duty of determining 
whether the words were uttered in debate, or whether the 
gentleman who made the statement objected to had been 
recognized and had the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule is this : When disorderly words 
are spoken in Committee of the Whole they are taken down 
and read at the Clerk's desk, whereupon the committee rises 
and reports the matter to the House. 

Mr. MICHENER. Could not the gentleman who .made the 
motion, by unanimous consent, ask that the words objected to 
be withdrawn? 

1\lr. LA.GUARDIA. Yes; provided the statement is out of 
order. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may hav-e the record made read to me. I have been a Mem
ber of the House for 34 years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the words taken 
dovr.n. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. SABATH. It is true. Instead of being prosecuted, he is being 

defended by district attorneys in each and every case. 

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, that is not the language I 
have reference to. Just prior to that statement he referred to 
the judiciary, the commissioners. 

.. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will take down the additional 

objectionable words that the gentleman refers to. . 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit a question 

of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I rise to present a question of order and to 

advance an argument as to parliamentary procedure. I think 
it devolves upon the Chair when a point of order is JD.ade by any 
member of the committee, challenging the words or utterances 
of a Member on the floor and asserting that they ·are not in 
order, to determine for the .committee, as its presiding officer, 
whether they are in order or out of order. Is it not in con
sonance with the rules and good parliamentary usage. upon a 
Member rising and challenging any utterance, for the Chair him
self first to determine and rule whether · the remarks are in 
OTder? If he decides they are in order, that is the decision of 
the committee; if he rules that they are not in order, then they 
are immediately reported back to the House for the House to 
take action upon. If any other course should be followed, it 
would not be good parliamentary practice, but would delay the 
proceedings of the committee whenever a Member might cap
tiously call a Member to order for words spoken. It is the prov
ince of the Chair to determine whether the l"emarks are out of 
order or not. The Chair must determine, I respectfully submit, 
whether in his judgment as the presiding officer of the com
mittee the remarks as taken down are in order or out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rules of the House provide that the 
words must be taken down and submitted to the House. There 
is no discretion lodged in the Chair in this matter at this time. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak a moment 
on the point of order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Under the Chair's own ruling we can not 
have any discussion now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, the rule provides that unparlia
mentary remarks made in debate must be taken down. The 
practice is and the rules provide that the man who has the floor 
can ignore entirely an interruption by any Member who has not 
obtained his consent to interrupt. The Chair, it seems to me, 
would be justitied in going to the extent of deciding the propo
sition as to whether the remarks have been actually made in 
debate. 
-The gentleman from Maryland said he did not yield to the 

gentleman f£om Illinois at the time that he interjected the 
remarks to which objection is made, and certainly a Member 
sitting in his seat in the back part of the Chamber who inter
jects an unparliamentary remark can not interrupt the orderly 
procee-dings {)f this House and take off the floor the Member who 
is entitled to it. -f think the Chair would be perfectly within 
his prp"tince inc holding that the remarks of the gentleman from 
Illinois were not made in debate, and therefore that they do 
not come within the purview of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would seem to the present occupant of 
the chair that if the words were taken down by the stenog
rp.pher they were a part of the debate. The gentleman from 
Maryland had yielded to the gentleman from Illinois; they were 
discussing the proposition and the words were taken doWQ by 
the stenographers in course of a running debate. _ 

Mr. MAPES. The Chair will remember, I think, a ruling by 
former Speaker Clark, and the reiteration of that ruling at dif
ferent times, that a .Member on the floor has a right to ignore 
in the making up of his manuscript any remark that is made by 
a Member who does not obtain the consent of th~ man who has 
the floor. There was a running debate here, and from time to 
time the gentleman from Maryland yielded to different Mem
bers, but he states very definitely that he did not yield at the 
time the remarks were made by the gentleman from Illinois 
which are objected to. 

It was my distinct impression at the time that he had not 
yielded to the gentleman at that time, and I think it is the im
pression of several Members who were sitting here watching 
the proceedings that at that particular moment the gentleman 
from Maryland did not yield to the gentleman from lllinois. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But that is not the question. The ques
tion is whether or not certain language uttered on the floor of 
the committee is out of order. 

Mr. MAPES. The words must be uttered in debate. 
Mr. STAFFORD. He is challenging the words themselves: 

He is not challenging the question as to whether they were 
made in debate or not. . 

Mr. BRaND of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit a 
parliamentary inquiry. · 
- The CHAffiMAN. Let the Ohair make a statement, follow- . 

ing the BUggestion of the gentleman from Michigan that a 

great deal of latitude is given to the Member .who has the 
iloor. In the debate the gentleman from Illinois had asked 
questions and the gentleman from Maryland had answered 
them to some extent. He had yielded to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, the gentleman from New York, and the gentleman 
from Nebraska, and it seems to the present occupant of the 
chair that as long as they were discussing the matter in run
ning debate and the re']uest being made that the words be 
taken down, that there is nothing for the Chair to do except 
to have them taken down, read at the desk, and report them to 
the House. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BUR-TNESS. The question is whether the words that 

were read from the desk as having been taken down are suf· 
ficient to report to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not for the Chainnan of the 
Committee of the Whole -to decide. There is a definite rule 
on it. 
· Mr. BURTNESS. I have another point in mind. The very 
first words that were read from the desk a few minutes ago 
were these: 

It is true. 

They, standing by themselves and away from the text of 
!what had gone before, will be meaningless when reported to 
the House. The parliamentary question I have in mind is 
this : Whether under those circumstances the preceding lan
guage to which the response was made, the language of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA], should not also 
be obtained so that the House can have a fair picture before it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine insist 
on having the words taken down? 
: Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, has the reporter taken down 
the language just immediately preceding the charge made 
against the district attorney? 

The CHAIRMAN. He has, and the Clerk will report it. 
Mr. BEEDY. I ask that it be taken down, and, by unanimous 

consent, I would like to have it reported. 
_ The CHAffiMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
ltlr. SABATH. Isn't it true that in all cases the G<lvernment--
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. The gentleman from 

Maryland has the floor. 
M'r. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman knows that that is just the difficulty. 

The moment the Government officer does act that way he is removed 
from the State court and brought before one of our own commis
sioners and then discharged. That is the difficulty. 

Mr. SLOAN. That is a ·distinct charge against the judicial system of 
this country, which is not valid. 

Mr. SABATH. It is true. Instead of being prosecuted be is being 
defended by district littorneys in each and every instance. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the g€ntleman insist that the words 
be taken down? 

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, I rinderstand the procedure is 
that when an officer kills a law offender and that man is in
dicted in a State tribunal the case is transferred to the Fed
eral courts and the State officer thereupon prosecutes-

The CHAIRMAN. That has nothing to do with the question 
before the committee. Does the gentleman demand that the 
words be taken down? 

Mr. BEEDY. If the gentleman from lllinois will assure the 
committee that he had no intention of reflecting--

M:r. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I demand the 
regular order. 

Mr. BEEDY. ·Upon the judicial or executive branch of the 
Government I shall not insist; otherwise I shall. , 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist? That is the 
only question before the committee at the present time. 

Mr. BEEDY. I do, unless the gentleman assures the com
mittee he did not intend to reflect upon the judiciary or the 
executive branch of the Government 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
[Mr. TILsoN] having resumed the chair, Mr. SNELL, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole Hou. e on the state of the Union, 
reported that, the committee having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8531) making appropriations for the Treasury and 
Post Office Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, 
and for other purposes, in the course of debate certain words 
were uttered by the gentleman from Illinois [J\.lr. S.ABATB] 
which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BEEDY] demanded to be 
taken down; that the Chair had had the words taken down, and 
now reports them for action by the House. 
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~he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

alleged offending words. 
·The Clerk read as follows: 
1\Ir. SABATH. It is true. Instead ot being prosecuted he is being 

defended by district attorneys in each and every case. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BA..."N"KHIDAD. As I understand the rule, when the pro-

cedure has gone as far as it has in this instance, under the rule 
it is the primary duty of the Speaker, before any further pro
cedure can be taken, to determine whether or not the words so 
reported are in them. elves out of order. 

The SPEA..KER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule. 
Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Speaker, they are not all the words I asked 

to be taken down. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only, rule on 

the words reported to the House by the Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

The present occupant of the chair can see nothing objection
able, from a parliamentary_ standpoint, in the_ remarks reported. 

The committee will resume its session. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill H. R. 8531, with Mr. SNELL in the chair. 

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

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment and all amendments thereto close in five minutes. 

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ScH.AF.ER of Wisconsin) there were-ayes 165, noes 42. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the Linthi

cum amendment, and I ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Chairman, there is a grave questiol). here 

whether the Linthicum amendment against the use of poisonous 
liquors is blasphemous. 

Dr. F. Scott McBride, national superintendent of the Anti
Saloon League, said in Detroit at his national convention this 
week: 

The Anti-Saloon League was born of God, it has been led by Him, 
and will fight on while He leads. 

I will say a few words on that text to-day. 
The sugar lobbies spent $400,000, as the Caraway committee 

showed, but at no time did they contend that God was with 
them, or that their lobby was born of God, and led by God. 

But the Anti-Saloon League advocates poisonous liquor. This 
amendment is in opposition, and Mr. LINTHICUM may possibly 
be in sin. Of course, levity aside, Doctor McBride is clearly 
guilty of blasphemy in slandering God as above quoted. 

Late bulletins from the battle ground in Detroit where the
Anti-Saloon League is beating up the devil this week and smell
ing Detroit for sin indicate that the devil is taking terrible 
punishment, that he is almost destroyed, and fears that he will 
not be able to hold out for more than a few days longer. But 
fortunately for the devil, the Anti-Saloon League leaves Detroit 
to-morrow, and if he can last until Monday morning and call his 
marvelous powers of recuperation into play, you may expect to 
have the old boy with us for some time to come. • 

Doctor McBride announced at the convention that God is with 
the Anti-Saloon League, but did not show any written message 
from God to prove it. He demanded $50,000,000 from Detroit 
and the country in general and intimated that with God and the 
$50,000,000 at the control of the Anti-Saloon League ~d with 
the devil all beaten up that the country will be safe for at 
least 10 years. The inference is that $50,000,000 or another 
$100,000,000 \Till be necessary at the end of that period for the 
Anti-Saloon League and its lobbyists to carry on. Surely a 
$50,000,000 lobbying fund can not be wrong. 

Doctor McBride and his aides said that the campaign against 
the devil had cost many millions. They all know that the Anti
Saloon League is presumed to have spent $70,000,000 to put pro
hibition across as a war-time measure and with this expenditure 
and its necessity as a war-time measw·e the result is achieved. 

Doctor McBride and his aides admitted that most of the popu
lation of the United States is now in the cities. They admitted 
that the cities, especially the big ones, are opposed to prohibition. 

However, he viewed the situation with the most decided op
timism and said that for prohibitionists the outlook is very 
rosy, and the goose hangs high. He did not admit that of the 
15 cotmtries which had adopted prohibition on the recommenda-

tion of organizations similar to the Anti-Saloon League, only 
three of them-the United States, Finland; and Prince Edward 
Island-which is a Province by itself in Canada-did continue 
to experiment with prohibition. All the others had wished it 
" good riddance to bad rubbish." 

Doctor McBride claimed that the prosperity of the country, 
such as it is, is due to the Anti-Saloon League and prohibition. 
He would not admit that the great amount of gold which flowed 
to the United States as a result of the postwar period and the 
partial collapse of many nations, had anything to do with 
prosperity in the United States. He would not assume respon
sibility for the recent collapse of the stock .market nor for the 
idleness of over 100,000 working men in Detroit. That must 
have been the work of the devil who won a temporary victory 
over the league. 

He would not explain the present prosperity of Sweden and 
practically all the Provinces of Canada which had denounced 
and renounced prohibition, nor for the prosperity of France
an antiprohibition country. 
· He would not assume responsibility for the hard times for a 
number of years in the agricultural States which have enjoyed 
prohibition for these last few years and which have insisted 
upon the Northern and Eastern States accepting prohibition. 

Time and again the convention rocked with cheers when any 
speaker condoned promiscuous killings by prohibition agents 
and indirectly incited the agents to kill more men, women, and 
children. 

Doctor McBride, the head coach, and all his assistant coaches 
of the league carefully refrain from calling Detroiters a gang 
of aliens, which has been one of the pet vituperations of 
Detroit by the league for the last couple of years. 

Indeed, Assistant Coach Holsaple, who has been one of the 
chief offenders for a number of years in calling Detroit names, 
as the league's lobbyist in charge of the Michigan State Legisla
ture, has aided in cheating Detroit and Wayne County out of 
its proper representation in the legislature. He chided any
body and everybody who said that Detroit is a lawless city. 
He did not say why this clever double-pass play, which evi
dently was confidently expected to score a touchdown on 
Detroit, ca.IOO out of his brain or -that of the head coach. 

Neither Doctor McBride nor any of his cohorts think any of 
the hardest drinking sections of the country are to-day in the 
Southern and We5tern States where moonshine stills in the hills, 
mountains, and swamps flourish practically uninterrupted. 
There the good citizen exercises a dual personality of copiously 
drinking wet and continuously voting dry just to see their 
sinful fellow citizens in. the big cities punished. 

Yes, my colleagues ; Detroit is being smelt for sin by Podunk 
this week-and what a field day it is for Podunk! 

Meantime, the jails of the country are crowded to overflowing. 
In Russia the czar and the ecclesiastical tyrant, Rasputin, 
flattered themselves just before the collapse, that they had 
stopped all dissatisfaction and discontent by sending hundreds 
of thousands of scoffers and discontented persons to Siberia 
and the other terrible prisons of Russia. But then came the 
revolution and the people shot down the czar and all his 
family, the nobility, and over 6,000 of the clergy. 

The Anti-Saloon League in Detroit is screaming for more 
blood, more killings, more cruel and unusual punishments for 
offenders, and for the incarceration in prisons of more and more 
Americans. 

Our Federal pris~ms are overcrowded and in fact every prison 
in the country is overcrowded, mainly with prohibition offenders. 

Twenty-five hundred feet away from Detroit is Canada, which 
has thrown off prohibition. There the jails and prisons are 
practically empty as compared with the United States. There 
are no gunmen in Canada and crimes and lawlessness running 
rampant. Why? 

One of the chief reasons is the people threw off prohibition. 
The figures in Michigan are typical of the conditions in the 

United States. When Gov. Fred W. Green took office in Janu
ary, 1927, there were 2,700 persons in Jackson State prison. 
Warden Harry Jackson suggested a budget providing for 3,000 
prisoners, but when it went into effect a few months later the 
prisoners had jumped from 2,700 to 3,300. 

Now Doctor McBride and his assistant coaches promised 
that prohibition would empty the prisons and insane asylums 
and poorhouses of the counh·y. We all know how false that 
promise was, and in the 15 countries which formerly had pro
hibition, they know how false those promises were. 

Now at Jackson State prison there are nearly 5,000 prisoners, 
and 40 per cent of the prison population is laid by prison of
ficials in Michigan to prohibition. Also the prison officials say 
that no prohibition offenders from Wayne County, which has 
half the population of Michigan, are in Jackson prison. 
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' It costs $435 per year to support a prisoner at Jackson, and 
with 5,000 there at present that item alone to a State, which is 
hard pressed for money for good roads and its wonderful uni
versity and its colleges, amounts to a waste of $2,175,000 per 
year. 

Conditions are equally bad at Marquette and Ionia State 
prisons, at the Detroit house of correction, the road camps, and 
county jails. 

At last the tide which ran so strongly in this country in 
favor of the Anti-Saloon League because of its high-power 
propaganda, its extensive lobbying, and the stupendous amounts 
of money which it spent to fool and deceive the American people, 
has changed. 

Before long the country will return to normalcy. Violence 
and lawlessness by Government officials will not be encouraged 
successfully by the league. Graft by prohibition officials will 
not be winked at. Crime and immorality will be lessened. Or
ganized society will no longer be threatened and every Ameri
can man, woman, and child will be pledged anew to the ancient 
guaranties of founders of the Republic for life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness. 

Mr. Chairman, under permission granted me to revise and 
extend my remarkc;; on prohibition, I wish to correct my speech 
of January 16 with regard to the value of the Canadian dollar 
as compared with. that of the American dollar. 

My language was : 
The Canadian dollar which was worth 87 cents of our money when 

Canada had prohibition, went ~st 100 cents when Canada threw off 
prohibition. 

There is no doubt that Canada is more prosperous since it 
abandoned prohibition, but I was mistaken and misinformed 
as to the recent rate of exchange of the Canadian dollar. 

In 1920 it sank to 86.31 cents and rose as high as 91.61. 
In 1921 its lowest rate was 87.63 and its highest 92.77. 
In 1922 the lowest was 94.82 and the highest 100.08. 
In 1923 the lowest was 97.42 and the highest 99.09. 
In 1924 the lowest was 96.93 and the highest 99.98. 
In 1925 the lowest was 99.68 and the highest 100.09. 
In 1926 the lowest was 99.63 and the highest 100.14. 
In 1927 the lowest was 99.83 and the highest 100.13. 
In 1928 the lowest was 99.78 and the highest 100.03. 
In 1929 the lowest was 98.3'i and the highest 99.64. 
The quotation last week was practically 99. 
I am making this correction because all thr-oughout my career 

I -have been very anxious to avoid making inaccurate statements. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 

bas expired ; all time has expired. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CRAMTo ) there were-ayes 27, noes 107. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I object to the 
vote on the ground that there is not a quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum of the committee is present. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment .offered by Mr. BLACK : Page 20, line 3, after the c<iloll, 

strike out everything down to line 8. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I knew the time was fast coming in this House when the drys 
would try to gag Members of this House trying to give expres
sion on this great issue. 

I want to congratulate the gentleman from illinois [Mr. 
SABATH] for standing firm for his words, and the gentleman 
_who happened to occupy the Speaker1s chair for his good sense 
and courage. 

I noticed one thing during the discu~sion of the Linthkum 
amendment. You did not have to gag the drys. They did not 
want to talk about this poisoned alcohol. Not one of them was 
ready to stand on his feet and oppose the amendment. 

This proposition of $50,000 for propaganda represents to me 
a very senseless waste. You are not going to dry up this coun
try with any circulars. I will admit that if you published the 
Bar Tender's Guide officially you would have a great demand 
for it, but you are no.t going to have any demand for th~e 
circulars you want to print in the dry cause. 

I do not suppose you are going to stop drinking in this coun
try until some doctor, maybe my friend SmoVICH will do it, will 
get up some kind of an a.ntidrink serum ; and then all the drys 
will insist on everybody in the country being vaccinated with 
this serum. [Laughter.] 

The great·danger of this $50;000 appropriation is that it ls a 
departure which permits the Government to go into propaganda 
with Government money. 

This wet and dry question is the most important issue before 
the country. The country is split on it. The next congressional 
elections will be solely absorbed in the wet and dry question, 
and it is highly unfair for the drys to use $50,000 of the public 
money for dry propaganda for the coming election. Let us 
have this election on the merits of the question. Let not this 
Government of ours go into the advertising business; let not 
this Government of ours take a campaign contribution from 
the Treasury of the Go,ernment to help the friends of the ad
ministration. This is highly unfair and unprecedented. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. 'Viii the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK. I can not yield now, because I am afraid the 

gentleman's remarks will have to be taken down. [Laughter.] 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I just want to ask a brief question. 
Mr. BLACK. Maybe I will yield after a while. 
There is no need for this proposition. There is no need for 

this advertising. The best-advertised proposition in this coun
try to-day is prohibition. It is getting millions of dollars of 
free space every day in the papers. It does not have to be 
advertised at all. 

I will suggest a way to help the people on this propo itlon 
along your own lines. It is a simple proposition. You do not 
have to spend any money. I am just going to ask the drys in 
this country . to stop drinking and set an example, and then 
maybe the rest of the country will come along. 

I yield back the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman, or if I 
have the time I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ·COOPER of Ohio. I just wanted to ask the gentleman 
from New York if we did not settle that question last November? 

Mr. BLACK. No; we did not settle it. 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. That was the big issue in the last 

campaign. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. No such thing-not in New York State. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. BLACK. The gentleman has been in the House all day. 

This question is far from being settled. [Laughter and a~r 
plause.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The que tion now is on the amendment 

of the gentleman from New York. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend· 

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 21, line 4, after the word " warehouses," insert uprot·ided fur

ther, That no part or Portion of this appropriation be expended by an7 
agent, inspector, or undercover men, to purchase any intoxicating liquors 
for his or companions' u e in any public or private place." 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the fact that 
it is impossible to enforce prohibition in this country I have 
voted for nearly all the appropriations. But I am unwilling 
that the peoples' money should be used by the undercover men, 
and by these prohibition agents, a.s it has been used during 
the last six or e~gbt years. If the reports in the newspapers 
are true thousands upon thousands of dollars have been ex
pended -by these agents ' who later have been discharged from 
the service for dishonesty, bribery, and corruption. 

I recognize that it is impo sible for the department to get 
honest ·men to -do this· work that is assigned to these undei·
cover men, but notwithstanding "that fact, I feel that more care 
should be tak-en before men are assigned to these important 
duties. 

I have read of cases where these men have spent $75 or $100 
in cabarets with their lady friends, having a wonderful time at 
the expense of the t~Upayers of the United States. Now, I am 
unwilling that the i:noney I vote for should be expended in that 
way. 

But, gentlemen, I think we could easily cut $1,000,000 from 
the appropriation that is to be expended by undercover men and 
these agents. I think we could get one-dollar-a-year men who 
would be willing to serve for the pr'vi1ege of being a prohibi
tion agent, because what I have beard in the majority of in
stances these men in the service in a short space of time become 
tremendously rieh. So it is a paying proposition, anu I know 
there are hundreds and thousands of men, especially now, when 
we have such a tremendous unemployment, who would be will
ing to serve the Government as prohibition agents, without any 
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compensation, recognizing the fact that there is plenty of . easy 
money to be had under our prohibition laws now in effect. 

So I feel that the least thing I can do is to offer the amend
ment, culling your attention and the attention of the country 
to how the money has been expended, and try to prevent in the 
future the expenditure of large sums of money on the part of 
those the most of whom, I am informed, have been discharged 
from the service, and many of them, if the truth were known, 
would be discharged for corruption and bribery. 

In view of that fact, I feel that if you are honest with pro
hibition you will vote for the amendment and let this tre
mendous appropriation be expended in a way that will do the 
most good. I repeat that you can not enforce the law, and the 
most of the money is squandered. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment and all amendments to the section do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentl~man from Indiana. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from illinois [Mr. SABATH]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 20, line 20, after the word "thereby," insert ((Promded further, 

That no money herein appropriated shall be paid to any person who has 
been convicted of a felony or any person who has an indictment for a 
felony pending against him." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

SABATH) there were 18 ayes and 83 nays. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: Page 19, line 18, strike out 

"$15,000,000" and insert in lieu thereof "$300,000,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the ame~d
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

TITLE II. POST OFFICI!l DEPARTMENT 

The following sums are appropriated in conformity with the act of 
July 2, 1836 (U. S. C., title 5, sees. 380, 786), for the Post Office De
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, namely : 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. WooD: Page 65, line 5, strike out " sees. 

380, 786," and insert in lieu thereof the following: " Sees. 380, title 39, 
sec. 786." 

The CHAIRl\IA.N. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Post Office Department; Washington, D. C. 
Office of the Postmaster General. 

Mr. YON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
and ask unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes out of 
L)rder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unani
mous consent to proceed for five minutes out of order. ls 
lbere objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. YON. Mr. Chairman, I was interested in the remarks of 

my good friend Mr. RANKIN, of Mississippi, the other day, 
when he attacked various and sundry newspaper and news-reel 
people for their seeming exaggerf!tion of accounts and pictures 
taken and the means undertaken in procuring pictures of the 
famons fire in the Capitol on the night of January 3 of this 
year. Also, I have listened to the remarks of my good friend 
and distinguished leader of the opposition, Mr. TILSON, as he 
opened his remarks with a reference to that famous fable of 
..Esop's, "Wolf, wolf, when there was no wolf.'' But, in pro
ceeding, since I have referred to these two of the best friends I 
have in the House, I want, as one who was fortunate or maybe 
as the occasion presented itself, to express my feelings or, in 
other words, the consternation that overcame my American 
patriotic soul at the time, and I take no issue with my distin-

guisbed colleagues in doing so, for, as I have said before, they 
are two of my best personal friends. And for Mr. TILSON to . 
hold the position be does as leader of the opposition party, that 
of a real Florida-cracker Democrat, as I am, he ba.s been un
usua,lly kind and considerate to me. 

But in proceeding, I will say that I left my home district, the 
third Florida, on the afternoon of January 1, after driving over 
a lot of the most delightful and picturesque paved highways, 
and for the next two days through Georgia, South Carolina, 
North Carolina, and Virginia of the old historic South. And on 
this drive through Florida I was reminded of Ponce de Leon, 
De Narvaez, and De Soto; through Georgia of James Ogle
thorpe, Robert Toombs, Sydney Lanier, the poet, and others of 
the illustrious past; through South Carolina of Francis Marion, 
John C. Calhoun, and others who have added laurels and luster 
to the Nation's history; through North Carolina I was reminded 
of the dispute between North and South Carolina as to which 
belonged the honor of giving the first light of day to the personi
fication of Democracy in America-Andrew Jackson, and thought 
also of Nathanael Greene, and of a more recent date, Josephus 
Daniels, Secretary of the Navy in the late war-and he dried the 
Navy. Through the grand Old Dominion, Virginia, and my 
thoughts were of Washington, Jefferson, Stonewall JackSOn, 
~ · Jeb" Stuart, Lee, and a host of others that have added luster, 
and memory of them should act as a guiding star to future 
Americans as examples of patriotism and fidelity to Democratic 
and patriotic principles, and arrived in the Capital of the great
est Nation on earth in time to get dinner and walk out on the 
street in front of my hotel, to hear the fire alarm. To my con
sternation, I beard the added remark, " The Capitol is on fire." 
Living down across the Capitol Grounds, northwest, I looked up 
and beheld the :flames just bursting forth. Imagine the emotion 
and the consternation that raged in my soul, for it was nearly 
three years ago when I first came to this city to assume the 
responsibilities that my people at home bad intrusted to me, and 
from this same abode I trudged up the " Hill " and thought of 
the greatness and grandeur of this edifice, representative of a 
great Nation and this thought came to me in all of my excite· 
menton the night of January 3, 1930: That this grand exempli· 
fication of the American Nation was on fire. 

In my excitement, I ran for my topcoat and bat that I might 
go and help extinguish the blaze, and as I ran up the walk 
through the grounds that surround the Capitol and reached the 
ramparts or western approach, never such an emotion or a 
more patriotic fervor overcame anyone. From these western 
ramparts I looked up and, as the blaze and threat from the 
:flame was whipping toward the magnificent dome, yet and yet 
Old Glory in the light of our early evening, by the light of 
the innumerable illuminations that make an object of beauty 
of the dome, and in the lightning blaze of a fire that was threat
ening its foundation, yet with the screeching sound of the 
sirens of the fire engines from the 27 to 30 fire stations in 
the District, which were shrieking a warning for the right of 
way, nothing so thrilled me, though, as I looked skyward, and 
even though th'e blaze threatened its foundations, I was re
minded that it would not give way its duty "To wave o'er 
the land of the free and the home. of the brave." I was re
strained to remember of what I had read of the immortal 
Francis Scott Key as be was held on a ship in view of Fort 
McHenry when, in his patriotic fervor and after going through 
the terrible night's vigil, from the early morn's light h'e could 
vision Old Glory, and the view inspired him to write tho e 
memorable lines: "Ob, say can you see by the dawn's early 
light what so proudly we bailed at the twilight's last gleam
ing," and so forth, or the words of our nationa ~ anthem, and 
with a thought of what happened to the Nation's Capitol 
in 1814, under Gene1·al Ross and his army of BritisherN, I 
rushed around to the east front about the time the firemen 
arrived and, after having observed such a threat as I had to 
the Capitol, I joined in with the gallant firemen and others who 
felt as I did, to aid in pulling the bose through a smashed 
main entrance Capitol door that it could be used at the seat 
of conflagration on the top :floor; and I tell you it was no 
easy job. Pretty soon the blaze was out and I started away, 
and pretty soon I ran into a policeman and a Mr. Lieutenant 
of Police-that, after everything was over, except the moving 
pictures. I did not s·ee the picture taking as I bad gone home; 
but there was a fire, but not nearly so much fire as there was 
smoke afterward. But during the height of the flame· I got a 
thrill I will never forget. I thank you. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows : 
When specifically approved by the Postmaster General, transfers may 

be made between the appropriations or · allocations of appropriations in 
this title under the respective jurisdiction of ·any bureau, office, institu-
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tion, or service,. in order to meet increases in compensation, ~:esulting 
from the reallocation by tbe Personnel Classification Board of positions 
under any such organization unit. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, and ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
four minutes out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to 
strike out the last word and asks unanimous consent to proceed 
for four minutes out of order. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am prompted 

to take this time to answer some of the remarks of my distin
guished colleague from the State of Ohio [Mr. CooPER]. He 
stated that the last presidential election was a referendum on 
the prohibition question. The facts clearly indicate he is in 
error. No one can truthfully state that the election of Presi
dent Hoover was an indication that the American people favor 
the prohibition laws. Nearly all of the States that Mr. Hoover 
failed to carry are well known to be the driest of the. dry, 
wherein the Ku-Klux Klan and Anti-Saloon League are excep· 
tionally strong. . 

The people of Wisconsin in 1926, on a stra~ght referendum, 
voted by a majority of almost 200,000 in favor of modification 
of the Volstead Act, and in 1928 gave President Hoover a ma
jority of almost 100,000. Subsequently on a straight referendum 
they voted to repeal the State prohibition law with a majority 
of over 150,000. 

The Democratic standard bearer obtained most of his electoral 
votes below the Mason and Dixon line, the citadel of the dry 
Anti-Saloon League and Ku-Klux Klan. Who is there in 
America to-day who can truthfully state that the Democratic 
candidate received these votes below the Mason and Dixon 
line because he was wet? We know that the heart of the 
Democratic Party is below the Mason and Dixon line, and there 
we have the heart of the dry movement, and that is one reason 
why the liberty-loving citizens of the State of Wisconsin who 
are against the existing sumptuary prohibition laws did not 
follow the Democratic Party in the last presidential campaign. 
In speaking in Milwaukee, Governor Smith correctly stated that 
before the President could act on a modification of .the Volstead 
Act, Congress would have to pass it. He also correctly stated 
that before the eighteenth amendment could be modified or 
repealed, action would have to be taken by the Congress and the 
State legislatures. He also said that if we wanted the prohibi
tion laws modified we should put the Democratic Party back in 
power. The liberty-loving people of Wisconsin knew it was 
merely a campaign gesture, and that if we want to modify or 
repeal these sumptuary prohibition laws, we can not do it by 
putting the dry Democratic Party in power. 

:Mr. Speaker, the voters of Wisconsin gave President Hoover 
a majority of almost 100,000. Not on the prohibition question 
but because he was the best qualified candidate for the position. 
They voted for him b€cause of his great ability and his out
standing record of achievements and his position on great public 
questions, such as the St. Lawrence waterway and the protective 
tru.iff of the Republican Party. [Applause.] · 

Mr. Chairman, if we refer to the roll call and debate on the 
$25,000,000 annual additional appropriations to enforce the 
prohibitio~ laws, ~e will find that the Democratic leaders sup
ported this huge mcrease, and that with very few exceptions 
the Democrats voted in favor of that additional appropriation. 
We will also find that the Republican leaders opposed the ex
traordinary excessive increase, and that the Republican Members 
of the House voted against it with few exceptions. So I say to 
the gentleman from Ohio, the State where the disreputable Anti
Saloon League was conceived, born, and reared and in which 
its national headquarters is now located, and who'se police statis
tics show that they do not drink the way their Representatives 
~ the legislative halls vote and talk, that the presidential elec
tion was not a referendum on the wet-and-dry question. I 
would ~equest the gentleman from Ohio and the other drys to 
get behmd the movement of the wets to bring out in the open 
on the floor of this House the question of changing these pro
hibition laws and support our demand for a record vote so 
that the word can go to the country just how the Member~ of 
Congress stand. I feel confident that in the following Congress 
we will then have a great many more liberal-minded liberty-
loving, antiprohibition Members than we . have to-d~y. [Ap-
plause.] · 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two minutes in order to ask the gentleman frOm 
Wisconsin a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

· Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. So~FER] a moment ago made the remark that the 
Dem~r~tic leaders had invariably voted for increases in ap· 
propriatwns, for the purpose of enforcing the prohibition law. 
He followed that, as I understood him, with ·the statement that 
the Republican leaders had opposed· it. The gentleman made 
that statement, I presume, for the purpose of declaring to the 
country that the Republican Party, his party, is oppo ed to the 
enforcement of the Volstead law? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I merely made a statement 
of facts, which the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD indicates. 

Mr. BYRNS. The object of my inquiry was to ascertain 
h_ow the gentleman construed the action of the leaders on both 
~Ides of the House and as to whether his statement was made
m order to lead us to infer that the leaders of his party the 
Republican Party, were opposed to the enforcement of the iaw? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. It was made because I 
wanted to expose the fanaticism of the dry Democratic sup
porters of the prohibition laws: 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for one minute. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the 

gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ScHAFER] directed some of his 
remarks to me and asked that we have a showdown in this, 
House, I will say that he stands with the committee of 67-I 
think the number is-who a1·e going to attempt to bring about 
some legislaion on the floor of this House along the line of the 
abolition of the Volstead Act or the repeal of the eighteenth 
amendment. I want to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that I welcome that test and it can not come too quickly for me. 
[Applau e.] · 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to· strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida J..Uoves to. 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. GREEN. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SoHAFEB] --

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. The 
gentleman is not speaking in order. 

:Mr. GREEN. I am speaking in order, I a ure the gentleman. 
Mr. WOOD. The gentleman has not said anything about the 

last word. 
Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

proceed for two minutes along the line of the subject matter 
now pending before the House. 

Mr. WOOD. l\lr. Chairman, I object. The gentleman is out 
of order. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I move to strike out the last two words. 
The CHAffil\IAN. The gentleman from Florida moves to 

strike out the la t two words. 
Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, the question of party bas been 

brought into this debate by the gentleman from Wisconsin and 
the attitude of the voter south of Mason and Dixon line. 
Those people below Mason and Dixon Jine have ever been 
l?yal to the principles of th~ Democratic Party. In these prin
Ciples they have found the1r solace and protection· in fact 
they largely founded the principles of the Democratic Party: 
~h~y. vote these principles ; with them principle rise. above 
IndiVIduals. They wrote these principles into the Com:titution 
and its amendments; and you will find the people below the 
Mason and Dixon line :fighting for the Constitution and main
taining it and also all of its amendments. We believe in the 
majesty of the law and the integrity of the Constitution. 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Office of the First Assistant Postmaster General, $525,8GO. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to Etrike out the 
last figure. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog-
nized. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, in the item under considera
tion fo1· clerical services in the office of the First Assistant Post
master General, and in the items in the following paragraphs 
for like services under the Second, Third, and Fourth Assistant 
Postmasters General I notice that the amounts appropriated this 
year are abnormally increased over those carried in the existin<P 
law. It is something, as I :figure it, over $250,000 of increa~ 
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for new services In the offices of the several Postmasters 
General. 

If my figures are correct, the current act provides, iii the 
office of the First Assistant, $461,740, and we provide here for 
$525,860. In the office of the Second Assistant the current law 
p1·ovides $332,880, and we provide here for $408,180. In the 
office of the Third As istant the current law provides $744,810, 
and we provide in this bill $751,010, a slight increase. In the 
office of the Fourth Assistant in the last appropriation act, the 
amount carried was $434,530, and I notice there is a reduction 
here to $313,270, making a reduction under the Fourth Assistant 
Postmaster General of $121,000. I was in error in thinking 
there was an increase under each of these Assistant Postmasters 
General. I now ask if this increase of $150,000 is caused by an 
abnormal condition? 

Mr. WOOD. No. The only increase in the items that the 
gentleman refers to is $8,120. All the rest are transfers. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then they are only apparent increases? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. There is $1,800 transferred to the Fourth 

Assistant on account of the transfer of the personnel. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Are these the . budget estimates that are 

carried in this bill? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman give the committee in

formation as to how many instances there are in which the 
committee reduced the Budget estimates? 

.Mr. WOOD. They are set out in the report. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I mean the number of paragraphs. 
Mr. WOOD. They are set out in the report, also. 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. I know; but I thought the gentleman had 

the exact number of instances where he exceeded the Budget 
figures, and in how many instances the committee has slashed 
the Budget estimates. 

Mr. WOOD. We have reduced the Budget estimates over 
$3,000,000. 

?tfr. STAFFORD. I remember reading that statement in the 
gentleman's report. I was desirous of ascertaining the number 
of paragraphs where a cut was made. Mr. Chairman, I with
draw the pro forma amendment. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For miscellaneous items, including purchase, exchange, maintenance, 

and repair of typewriters, adding machines, and other labor-saving de· 
vices ; not to exceed $3,000 for purchase, exchange, hire, and mainte
nance of motor trucks and motor-driven passenger-carrying vehicles ; 
street-car fares not exceeding $540 ; plumbing; repairs to department 
buildings ; floor coverings ; postage stamps for correspondence addressed 
abroad, which is not exempt under article 47 of the London convention 
of the Universal Postal Union ; $56,000 ; and of such sum of $56,000, 
not exceeding 14,500 may be expended for telephone service, not ex· 
ceeding $1,800 may be expended for purchase and exchange of law 
books, books of referen~e, railway guides, city directories, and books 
necessary to conduct the business of the department, and not exceeding 
$2,000 may be expended for expenses, except membership fees, of attend· 
ance at meetings or conventions concerned with postal affairs, when 
incurred on the written authority of the Postmaster General, and not 
exceeding $800 may be expended for expenses of the purchasing agent 

·and of the solicitor and attorneys r.onnected with his office while travel· 
ing on business of the department. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I want to call the attention of the committee in a 
word or two to one practice of the Post Office Department which, 
in my judgment, is tremendously unfair to the smaller post
masters and post offices of the ceuntry. I have had this 
brought to my attention by some of the smaller postmasters of 
the country_ The permit system which is used discriminates 
against the smaller post offices. Where these large companies are 
located, and they are mostly in large cities, they send out their 
mail over the country with a return envelope containing a per
mit. They use this permit in place of stamps and that deprives 
the local post offices of the sale of additional stamps or the 
cancellation, I am told. I feel this is a matter in which the 
Members of the House are vitally interested. I believe we need 
to look into it and see if something can not be done, because 
many of our smaller post offices, particularly the second and 
third class offices, are struggling. They are located iri inade
quate quarters for the simple reason that they do not have 
receipts up to a certain amount. I think it is a vital question 
which we need to take note of in passing these appropriation 
bills. I just wanted to call this to the attention of the com-
mittee. • 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN · (Mr. 1\I.APES). Without objection, the Clerk, 
on page 67, line 11, after the word "Union," will change the 
semicolon to a comma. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Office of chief inspector : For salaries of 15 inspectors in charge of 

divisions, at $4,500 each ; and 525 inspectors, $1,984,125 ; in all, 
$2,051,625. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New ·York offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. BLACK : On page 70, line 11, add : " Pro- . 

vide4, That no part of this expenditure shall be used to pay the salary 
of an inspector who usurps the duties of a postmaster or who recom
mends the demotion or dismissal of a postal employee without a full 
hearing of the facts in the case by the Civil Service Commission, with 
an opportunity for the accused to appear in person or through a chosen 
representative." 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order against 
the amendment. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I am grateful · to the chairman 
of the committee for reserving his point of order. The purpose 
of this amendment is to curb the arbitrary power that some of 
the inspectors have assumed to themselves in their dealings with 
other members of the Postal Service. The Post Office Inspection 
Service is a great arm of the Government, an efficient arm of 
the Government, but that is no reason why they should be given 
any such power as they seem to have assumed in some cases. 

This amendment is prompted by the fact that the Post Office 
Deparhnent has recently turned over the management of the 
service to its inspection force. A corps of inspectors is now 
engaged in a so-called survey which apparently has for its 
purpose a breaking down of the employees' protective laws and 
e tablishing technical restrictions to harass and annoy them. 

For instance, these inspectors have taken rest bars or stools 
out of the Detroit post office, now requiring women distributors 
to stand all day or all night, as the case may be, at their work. 
This is a cruel hardship inflicted upon defenseless employees in 
the name of the great Hoover god-economy. 

In Buffalo these inspectors have rearranged working shifts 
which result in much unneces ary night work. Clerks are now 
required to work an entire month on a night set, when hereto
fore they changed sets weekly. This is a very unpopular change, 
but again we find the ·welfare of the employees subordinated to 
the whim of these inspectors who override the judgment -of 
postmasters. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK. Yes. 
Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. In Chicago, where we have 13,500 

postal employees, the men work nights for years at a time 
before they get a day shift. 

1\Ir. BLACK. That is a condition we should remedy. 
1\Ir. SPROUL of Illinois. I do not know whether we should 

remedy it or not. The men appear to be perfectly satisfied. 
Mr. BLACK. The men in Buffalo are complaining about the 

situation. 
Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I am getting no complaints from the 

people back there to have the rules changed. 
Mr. BLACK. Probably it is safer in Chicago to be working 

indoors at night. 
Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I do not know; and I am not so 

SUI'e about that. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLACK. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. The gentleman from Illinois 

is a distinguished member of the Post Office Committee, and I 
know he is friendly to the postmen. He .has demonstrated that 
time and time again. I have had complaints in New York 
about men having to work nights all the time. They prefer to 
shift day to night and night to day so that they will have 
some time at home with their families. 

1\Ir. SPROUL of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield again? 
Mr. BLACK. Certainly. 
Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. About· a year and a half or two 

years ago we gave the night employees a 10 per cent increase 
over what the day men receive. They are more tban satisfied 
with it, and the men who are working days are crazy to get 
back to working nights in order to get the $210 increase. 

Mr. BLACK. I know the gentleman from Illinois has the 
best interests of his constituents at heart. He is one of the 
finest men in this House. 
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Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. And is also ·interested in the 

postmen at large. 
Mr. BLACK. Certainly. In Pittsburgh, a veteran super

visory employee committed suicide because of the harassment 
visited upon him by these inspectors who found fault with hls 
methods of adminjstration. I am not responsible for this state
ment. It was told to me, and I am willing to let the proper 
party take the responsibility for it. 

In Cincinnati, the home of our respected Speaker, many 
changes detrimental to the employees have been forced upon the 
postmaster. Tours and shifts have been ruthlessly changed to 
the inconvenience of hundreds of defenseless men and women. 

In Boston the postal employees for years enjoyed the privilege 
of weekly salary payments, but the inspectors decided that this 
concession would have to be abandoned. Instance after in
stance could be cited in which these inspectors, working in the 
dark and acknowledging no superior authority, have outraged 
the rights of the postal employees. It is time for the Congress 
to inform this bureaucracy-the postal inspection force-that 
it can not take over the management. of the Postal Service and 
disregard the rights of the employees and the officials. 

It seems to me that the po t-office inspectors, . having been 
brought up in the· service, realizing the hardships of the service 
and realizing their own loyalty to the service, should also 
realize the fact that there are other men in the service who are 
loyal to the service and anxious to be efficient but who· are also 
anxious to have all the comforts they can reasonably have. I 
submit that the amendment I have offered is a fair amendment, 
because you have another branch of the Government passing 
upon these dismissals-the Civil Service Commission. If you do 
not provide for that these post-office inspectors can arbitrarily 
throw out good men without giving them an opportunity to 
defend themselves. 

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

Mr. BL.ACK. I ask for two minutes more. 
Mr. WOOD. I have no objection to the gentleman having two 

additional minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 

unanimous consent to proceed for two additional minutes. Is 
there objection? 
Th~re was no objection. 
Mr. BL.ACK. I thank the gentleman for his unusual gener

osity. It can easily be seen how this Post Office Inspection Ser
vice can be used for political purposes, so that it can make 
charges against men and throw them out of the service at the 
behest of the administration. In 19.24 the Republicans charged 
the Democrats with using this service for tbat purpose. I am 
not making that charge, however. I am just bringing before 
my good friend orne facts which he should have and probably 
does have. 

1\Ir. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 'Order that 
while the first part of the amendment is in the form of a 
limitation; the latter part imposes additional duties on a public 
officer. 

Mr. BLACK. l\I.r. Chairman, it is plain that the amendment 
is a limitation on an appropriation bill. It saves money. It 
bring the Post Office Inspection Service back to its proper place, 
and it provides that the Civil Service Commission shall hear 
all cases of dismissaL I submit my argument against the point 
of order is as good as the gentleman's argumeut for the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the state
ment made by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. 'VOOD. I make the point of order that while the pro
posed amendment starts out in the form of a limitation, the 
Chair will find that the last part of it imposes new dutie~ upon 
a public officer, which puts it outside of the Holman rule. It is 
an affirmative direction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand the pro
posed amendment imposes any new duties except to say that 
the inspectors shall not recommend the discharge of anyone 
unless be bas already been allowed to have an examination by 
the Civil Service Commission. 

M.r. WOOD. It does not say anything about the civil service. 
Mr. BLACK. Yes. 
Mr. S.AB.ATH. May we have the amendment again reported, 

Mr. Chairman. 
The amendment was again reported. 
The CH.AIRM.AN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

WooD] desire to discuss the question further? 
Mr. WOOD. No; I think it is perfectly patent upon its face. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to think the amend

ment is in order. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BLACK]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For payment of rewards for tbc detection, arrest, and conviction of 

post-office burglars, robbers, and bighway mail robbers, $45,000 : Pro
vided, That rewards may be paid, in tbe discretion of the Postmaster 
General, when an offender of the class mentioned was killed in the act 
of committing the crime or in resisting lawful arrest: PrOVided further, 
That no part of this sum shall be used to pay any rewards at rates 
in excess of those specified in Post Office Department Order 7708, dated 
July 1, 1922, except that not more than $2,000 may be paid, in the 
discretion of the Postmaster General, for tbe arrest and conviction ot 
any person on the charge of robbing a postmaster or any employee of 
a post office of money or property of the United States : Provided fur
ther, That of the amount herein appropriated not to exceed $20,000 
may be expended, in the discretion of the Postmaster General, for the 
purpose of securing information concerning violations of the postal laws 
and for servic-es and information looking toward the apprehension o' 
criminals. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman·, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

We are coming again to that part of the J)ost-offiee program 
regarding the first-class postmasters. I bad occasion the other 
day to take up the time of the House in a plea for more reason
able compensation for clerks and carriers of this service, a.nd I 
made an incidental reference at the time, and I made a long 
speech in the House last year, covering the compensation of the 
first-class postmasters, with particular reference to the city of 
New York. 

.At that time and at this time I made, and again make the 
statement, that during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, the 
post office at New York brought into the Treasury of the United 
States in round figures $80,000,000, under the supervision of 
this efficient and hard-working officer, John J. Kiely, who bas 
been in the service of the United States for more than 40 years, 
and who has charge and control of 20,000 men and women, 
clerks and carriers. The record of years and of service is sub-
stantially true of Albert Firmin, the distinguished postmaster 
at Brooklyn, N. Y.; and no doubt of the other great cities in 
the list. 

For this amazing work, and for this great authority that bas 
been given him by reason of his position, with its tremendous 
responsibility and the great amount of money he brings into 
the Treasury, for every cent of which be is bond~d to the 
Government, the great Government of the United States pays 
him just $8,000 a year. 

But this is not all of it. This $8,000 a year, I will say to the 
distinguished chairman of this committee and the Members of 
the House, was fixed on the 3d of May, 1875, which was 55 
years ago, and at the present time his office alone takes in more 
money than the entire Dominion of Canada with all its great 
Provinces. 

Mr. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question 1 
1\lr. O'CONNELL of New York. Certainly. 
1'1Ir. DOWELL. Is it not also true that all of the post-

masters' salaries were fixed at the same time? 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. Oh no. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. I do not know that. 
Mr. DOWELL. I think so. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from New York yield? 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Certainly. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The salaries of the postmasters in the 

first grade have been increased in the last decade, for instance, 
at Milwaukee from $6,000 to $8,000. 

Mr. DOWELL. Of course, the gentleman will concede that 
the postmaster at New York would be in the first class. 

Mr. STAFFORD. .About 15 years ago we passed in an ap· 
propriation bill a special authorization increasing the salaries 
of the postmasters in the five largest cities, New York, Phila· 
delphia, Chicago, St. Louis, an j Boston. 

Mr. SPROUL of illinois. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
there. The postmasters have received increases at several 
different times where the receipts were up to $1,500,000, but 
above that they have received no increase. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. O'CONNELL] is absolutely right in bis 
statement 

M.r. STAFFORD. I am taking the position that the salaries 
of the postmasters at New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, St. 
Louis, and Boston have been increased since 1875. . 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. I want to say to the ~entleman 
that so far as New York is concerned the gentleman is mistaken. 
I have gone into that matter very thoroughly. 

) 

t 
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Mr. STAFFORD. I do not like to challenge the statement 

of the gentleman from illinois [Mr. SPROUL], who is a member 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. A bill providing for such an in
crease was passed, but failed of passage in the Senate. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri I know that the salary of the 
postmaster in St. Louis has not been increased. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPROUL] introduced such a bill, and the bill 
pas ed the House but failed in the Senate. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The postmaster's salary in St. Louis has 
not been increa ed since 1875? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri I do not know about 1875 ; that 
was before my time. 

Mr. SPROUL of Dlinois. The salaries were increased in 
the offices up to the point where the receipts were $1,500,000, 
but above that they have received no increase. 

Ml'. O'CONNELL of New York. And the salary of the post
master at New York since 1875 has not been increased. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. It has not been increased. It was 
$8,000 then and it is $8,000 now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlem11n from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr.. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent for five additional minutes, because I would like 
to answer these questions. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DOWELL. My inquiry was whether there ha been any 

raise in t11ese other offices since the raise, if there was a raise, 
in the New York office, and whether or not a number of offices 
throughout the country are standing in the same situation as 
the office in the city of New York? 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Yes; and unjustly so, too. 
Mr. DOWELL. I concede that. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. According to the bearings of 

the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations we have 
14 fir 't-class offices in the United States, as follows: New York, 
Chicago, Philadelphia, Boston, St. I.ouis, Detroit, Kansas City, 
:Mo., Washington (because of franked mail), Los Angeles, Cleve
land, Brooklyn, N.Y., San Francisco, Pittsburgh, and Cincinnati. 
The postmasters of these cities receive $8,000 a year, and I 
leave it to the judgment and fairness of the chairman of the 
committee if he does not think that an officer such as the post
master at New York-and these other great cities as well-with 
the reasons I have advanced, and the great work he performs 
in the handling of these 20,000 men and women, with many of 
the substations in the system of New York taking in more 
money for the Government than some of the States of the 
Union, should not be more suitably compensated, and that the 
rest of the 13 postmasters, including the other 13 cities I have 
enumerated, should get better compensation from the Gov
ernment. 

In the debate of a few moments ago my friend from Wiscon
sin [1\Ir. STaFFORD], whose diligence everybody recognizes and 
appreciates, called attention to the officers here in Washington 
of the first, second, third, and fourth class, and bow largely 
their increases ran in this appropriation bill over the bill last 
year. 

If they are going to be generous in this connection, why do 
they not single out the workers in the system who are held re
sponsible? The sum of $8,000 is a ridiculous compensation for 
an officer where the output or· business or enterprise brings into 
the Treasury $80,000,000 a year, and in the process takes per
sonal charge and control of 20,000 employees. Surely some
thing should be done about that, and I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana if lie does not think that something should be done? 

Mt·. WOOD. I will say that in my opinion several postmasters 
throughout the United States are not paid in proportion to the 
responsibility they have. But this committee bas nothing to 
do with that; the postmasters' salaries are all fixed by law. 
The salaries of some are automatically increased up to a certain 
point where the receipts amount to a certain sum of money. The 
salary of the New York postmaster is one that does not increase. 
But this committee bas no power to remedy that. That is a 
matter for the legislative committee. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New Yo.rk. How, then, are we going to 
bring it to the attention of the House? 

Mr. WOOD. It can be brought to the attention of the House 
in two ways; either let the Postmaster General bring it before 
the Post Office Committee of the House or let some Member in
troduce a bill and have it passed by the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. SPROUL of Dlinois. There is a bill now pending before 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads to do just what 
the gentleman asks for. It bas been passed once in the Senate 

and was passed over here in the House and died in the Senate 
in the last days of the session. The bill has again been intro
duced and will be on the calendar in a few days. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, that is real 
worth-while information, and I thank the gentleman. His bill 
shall have my whole-hearted support. I ask unanimous con
sent to include in my remarks the bill (H. ·R. 740) a bill intro
duced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPROUL] for the 
information of the House. 

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

There was no objection. 
The bill is as follows : 

H. R. 740 

A bill to increase the salaries of certain postmasters of the first class 
Be it enacted, etc., That the second paragraph under the heading 

"Reclassification of postal salaries," in section 1 of title 1 of the· 
act of February 28, 19~5, reclassifying the salaries of postmasters be, 
and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows : 

" First-class, $40,000 but less than $50,000, $3,200 ; $50,000 but 
less than $60,000, $3,300; $60,000 but less than $75,000, $3,400 ; 
$75,000 but less than $90,000, $3,500; $90,000 but less than $120,000, 
$3,600; $120,000 but less than $150,000, $3,700; $150,000 but less than 
$200,000, $3,800; $200,000 but less than $250,000, $3,900; $250,000 
but less than $300,000, $4,000 ; $300,000 but less than 400,000, $4,200 ; 
$400,000 but less than $500,000, $4,500 ; $500,000 but less than $600,-
000, $5,000; $600,000 but less than $1,500,000, $6,000; $1,500,000 but 
less than $3,000,000, $7,000; $3,000,000 but le s than $7,000,000, 
$8,000; $7,000,000 but less than $10,000,000, $9,000; $10,000,000 but 
less than $20,000,000, $10,000 ; $20,000,000 but less than $40,000,000, 
$11,000 ; $40,000,000 and upward, $12,000." 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ri e in opposition to the 
pro forma amendment. It was my privilege during the first 
eight years that I served in the House to be on the Committee 
of the Post Office and Post Roads. I was a member of the sub
committee No. 1, that had jurisdiction of the appropriations for 
the Post Office Department. It was during that service that I 
tried to make the work of the Post Office Department my 
special study. 

It is true that as to the five leading offices in the country the 
Congress bas been woefully neglectful i.i:l increasing their sal
aries. As the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has 
said, the salaries of second, third, and fourth class postmasters 
increase as their receipts increase, so the postmasters at those 
classes of offices have not the basic ground for complaint as 
first-class postmasters whose salaries have not been increased 
as the receipts of their offices increased. 

There is no denying the fact that in view of the debasement 
of the dollar since the World War, with the cost of living up 
67 per cent above pre-war times, that the salaries of the post
rna ters of the first class should be increased decidedly. Who 
can defend the ...,alaries of the postmasters in Chicago and New 
York, where the receipts run into millions-not receipts alone 
but the actual net income to the Government is in millions of 
dollars-who can defend paying a salary of only $8,000 a year? 

I do not know what salary is carried in the bill that passed 
the House in the last Congress, which the gentleman from Illi
nois speaks of, for New York and Chicago. 

Mr. SPROUL of Illinois. Twelve thousand dollars. 
Mr. STAFFORD. That is not too much. The salaries of the 

next grade of post offices-Philadelphia, St. Louis, Boston, and 
Detroit-stand out in this connection. We ought not to be 
guilty of paucity in paying such niggardly salaries when there 

·has been to my knowledge in the postmastership at New York 
men of the highest executive ability and who in commercial life 
could command as much as $25,000. They have done wonderful 
work, and when this bill is brought up--and may it be soon-I 
hope that we will pass it so that justice may be done to these 
underpaid executives. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For transportation of foreign mails by steamship, aircraft, or other

wise, including the cost of advertising in connection with the award 
of contracts authorized by the merchant marine ~t of 1928 (U. S. C., 
title 46, sees. 861-889 ; Supp. III, title 46, sees. 866-891x), $28,000,000, 
and in addition thereto any unexpended balances under the appropria
tions for foreign mail transportation for the fiscal year 1930 are con
tinued and made available : Provided, That not to exceed $5,100,000 ot 
this sum may be expended for carrying foreign mail by aircraft : Pro
vided fUrther, That the Postmaster General is authorized to expend 
such sums as may be necessary, not .to exceed, $250,000, to cover the 
cost to the United States for maintaining sea post service on ocean 
steamships conveying the mails to and from the United States and not 
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to exceed $3,600 for the salary of the Assistant Director, Division of 
International Postal Service, with Jl,eadquarters at New York City: 
Provided further3 That not exceeding $10,000 of this appropriation may 
be available for expenses of delegates designated from tOO Post Office 
Department by the Postmaster General to the Pan A.me~ican :Postal 
Congress of Madrid, including traveling expenses, subsistence or per 
diem in lieu th~reof (notwithstanding the provisions of any other act), 
entertainment, and such other expenses as may be authorized by the 
Postmaster General. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment oft'ered by Mr. PATMAN: Page 75, line 20, strike out the 

figures " $"28,000,000 " and insert in lieu thereof the figu1·es 
"'$21,400,000." 

Mr. PATMAN. If the appropriation for ocean mail service 
1s decreased to $21,400,000 it will mean that contemplated 
contracts can not be carried out until an additional appropria
tion is made. The contemplated routes, 13 in number, are 
estimated to cost the next fiscal year, $6,600,000. My ameno
ment is to reduce the item in the bill that much. In order that 
the Members of the House may know something about these 
contemplated contracts, I desire to invite your attention to 
the one that is contemplated from Tacoma, Wash., to Valparaiso. 
The Post Office Department will probably issue an order to-day 
asking for bids from steam hip companies to carry the mail on 
this line. The department will require 17 trips each year and 
will pay for the service, $284,920, or $16,700 a trip. Of course, 
we do not know how much mail this line will carry. Upon 
investigation I discovered that a line was operated between 
these points during the year 1929, and made 18 trips. The 
total amount of fir t-class mail carried was 42 pounds. The 
total amount of other mail including parcel post amounted to 
1,263 pounds. The largest amount of mail carried on either 
of these trips was 5 pounds of letters and 145 pounds of parcel 
post. 

If this appropriation is not reduced the Post Office Depart
ment in compliance with a duty under existing law will no 
doubt enter into a contract with a steamship company for a 
term of 10 years under which the Government will be obligated 
to pay this steamship ·company $284,920 a year or $2,849,200 
for 10 years for carrying the United States mail on a line 
where the total amount carried during the fiscal year of 1929 
amounted to 42 pounds of letters and 1,263 pounds of packages. 

There are 12 other contemplated contracts besides this one. 
I have not had the time to investigate them. This is the <>nly 
contemplated contract on which I have been able to receive 
information so far, although the officials in the Post Office 
Department have cooperated with me fully in obtaining this 
information and there wa no reluctance on the part of anyone 
in that department to disclose the facts fully. 

If the same amount of mail is carried by the Tacoma
Valparaiso line that was carried during the fiscal year 1929, the 
value of the service rendered on each trip by the steamship 
company to the United States Government will be $2.36, 61 
cents worth of letters and $1.75 worth of packages. For (>Reb 
one of these trip the steanLShip company will receive $16,700. 
In other word , the steamship company will receive about 
$7,000 for every $1 worth of ervice rendered. 

A glaring example of a subsidy may be pointed out in the case 
of recent ocean mail .contracts where the owners of one vessel 
received from the Government $14,915 for transporting a few 
pounds of mail. A service that was worth $7.10. 

November 14, 1929, the steamship Everett sailed from Ta
coma Wash., for Manila. It carried as a part of its cargo 
United States mail con i ting of 16 pounds of letters, or first
class mail, and 136 pounds of parcel post. The Everett is owned 
by the Tacoma Oriental Navigation Co., a private corporation; 
on February 16, 1928, she was purchased by this company from 
the United States Shipping Board ; before the purchase the name 
of the ves el was West Ison. The purchase price was $91,-
644; one-fourth of the amount or $22,911 was paid in cash 
and the remainder to be paid to the Government in eight an
nual payments; the unpaid amount draws interest at the rate 
of 4:14 per cent. The Shipping Board at the expense of the 
Government before delivering this vessel put it in first-class 
condition and ready for operation. 

If the owners of the Everett were paid the same price 
that foreign vessels will carry our mail for they would have re
ceived $7.10 for conveying this 16 pounds of letters and 136 
pounds of parcel post. But instead of the Government paying 
the owners $7.10 for this service, the owners of this vessel are 
receiving from the Government $14,915 for carrying a hatful 
of letters and a mail-sack full of parcels. 

The Tacoma Oriental Navigation Co. has this contract with 
the Government, made by the Post Office Department, whereby 
it will be permitted to make 12 such trips each year from Ta- · 
coma: to Manila and to be paid for carrying this small amonnt 
of mail the sum of $178,983, or approximately $14,915 a trip. 
The contract is for a period .of 10 years commencing August 1, 
1929. 

The same steamship company has a similar contract to carry 
the mail for our Government from Tacoma, Wa~ h., to Taku · 
Bar, China. November 30, 1~29, the steamship Shelton, one 
of the company's vessels, sailed fr0m Tacoma for Taku Bar. 
It carried as its entire United States mail cargo 24 pounds of 
letters and 276 pounds of parcel po t. A reasonable price for 
the Government to pay for this service would have been $13.14. 
The amount actually paid was $14,058. 

The Tacoma Oriental Navigation Co. purchased the Shelton 
from the United States Shipping Board February 16, 1928. Be
fore the purchase the name of the vessel was Ouprum. The con
sideration paid and agreed to be paid by the company to the 
Shipping Board for the ves el was $101,199; one-fourth of the 
amount was paid in cash and the remainder to be paid in eight 
annual installments, with interest at 41,4 per cent. The company 
received the boat from the Government in first-cia condition 
and ready for operation. The contract on this . line is for 12 
trips a year for $168,696 for the term of 10 yeru·s from August 1, 
1929. 

The Post Office Department, in ct>mpliance with existing law , · 
has made contracts with shipping companies for the operation 
of dozens of such mail line where it is possible for the com· 
pensation paid to be as unreasonable as in the cases cited above. · 
Many other such contracts are contemplated in the near future. 
All of them are for a term of 10 years. 

On page 75, line 20, of the appropriation bill there is the 
item of $28,000,000 for transportation of foreign mails by steam
ship and aircraft; $5,100,000 of it is to be expended for the 
transportation of foreign mail by aircraft. In other words, 
$22,900,000 is for the transportation of foreign mails by steam
ship, and of this amount I -estimate $16,000,000 represents a direct 
subsidy, gift, or bonus to the steam hip companies from the 
United States Treasury. 

If our Government had paid the owners of the Everett a 
reasonable priee for transporting the 16 pounds of first-class 
mail and the 136 pounds of parcel post on its trip November 14, 
1929, the amount paid would have been $7.10. Instead of $7.10 
the owners of Everett received $14,915 for this service. In other 
words, the Post Office Department is paying the shipowners 
$2,100 for every dollar of service rendered by this vessel in 
foreign mail service. 

For every $2,100 paid the owners of this ve sel 1 of it rep. 
resented services rendered and the other 2,099 repre ented 
either a bonus, subsidy, subvention, or gift, whatever you prefer 
to call it. Regardless of the word or term used to describe the 
payment of the $2,099 from the Government, it will mean that it 
is a sum that was paid in addition to regular and reasonable 
pay. 

If Congress expects to encourage the sugar industry in the 
United States by being as generous to the growers of sugar
cane and sugar beets as it has been to the shipping industry in 
the ocean mail contracts, ·the beet grower who markets a ton 
of beets, which is reasonably worth on the market $8, the Gov
ernment will pay to this farmer $16,800 as a bonus, subsidy, or 
gift, whatever you prefer to call it, that amount will represent 
$2,100 for every dollars' worth of beets grown. The Louisiana 
citizens will get $21,000 for every $10 worth of sugarcane grown. 
·The 6,500,()()() farm families in the United States will be happy 
to receive $16,800 each for raising 1 ton of beets. If our 
Government can afford to and will be as liberal ana generous 
with its plain people-the ones who protect our Nation in time 
of war and who build it in time of peace-as it has been with 
these private corporations in the shipping business, we can dis
continue discussing the farm problem, as it will be solved. 

If the same generosity is extended by our Government to the 
wheat farmer, for every $1 he receives for a bushel of wheat 
the Government will pay him a bounty or sub"idy of $2,099. 
If the same generosity is extended to the cotton fanner for 
every bale of cotton he grows which is marketed for $75, the 
Government will pay him as a bounty or subsidy the enormous 
sum of $157,500. 

The farmers of our Nation are reasonable; they are not ask
ing for any such concessions from their Government; all they 
want is a square deal, which they have not received. 

The American South African Line has recently made a con
tract with the Government to cany the mail from New York 
to Cape Town, South Africa. There will be 12 trips made each 
year, or one each month, .and the Gover;nment will pay more 
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than $20,000 a trip or, to be exact, $248,280 for the year. The 
contract will become effective February 1, 1930, and will re
main in-effect for 10 years. A slower boat is now being main
tained on this same line. The American South African Line is 
constructing a ship, the City of N(}W York, which will be one 
of the boats used to carry the mail from New York to Cape 
Town. It is being built in an American shipyard with American 
material and labor, and by reason of these facts 75 per cent of 
its cost is being advanced by the Government through the Ship
ping Board. 

The advancement will be paid back in 20 equal installments 
at a rate of interest of 3 or 372 per cent. The interest has .not 
yet been determined. Of course, it is not known how much mail 
these new vessels will carry, but slower vessels are now carry
ing the mail for the Government on an average of 40 to 50 
pounds of first-class mail each trip, or $32 or $40 worth of 
sernce at the regular steamship rate paid by the Government 
for carrying the mail. 

The City of New York will cost $1,800,000. The steamship 
company will advance $450,000 of this money and the Govern-

-ment, through the Shipping Board, will advance the other 
$1,350,000. The - Government money · will be advanced to the 
shipping company at a low rate of interest, probably around 3 
per cent. Each boat will make two trips a year from New York 
to Cape Town. It will receive for carrying the 40 or 50 pounds 
of first-class mail and a few hundred pounds of parcel post 
$20,690 for each trip, or $41,380 for the two trips. It will be 
noticed that the Government is paying the shipping company a 
subsidy equal to the amount of interest it is paying the Govern
ment for 75 per cent of the value of the ship. Therefore, con

-sidering it from this standpoint, the Government is furnishing 
~the steamship company 75 per cent of the money with which to 

construct this vessel without any interest charge at all. 
Vessels engaged in the carrying of United States mail for 

the first four years of the contract are not even required to have 
a full American crew. They are only required to employ one· 
half of their crew citizens of the United States for the first four 
years of operation and after four years one-third of the crew 
may be citizens of a foreign country. 

The honorable chairman of the subcommittee of the Hou-se 
Committee on Appropriations in charge of the Post Office ap
propriation bill for 1931 referred to the appropriations for ocean 
mail contracts as " mails subventions." A distinguished mem
ber of another legislative body in speaking over the radio 
recently admitted that in the passage of the act which permitted 
the enormous subsidies to be paid to steamship companies that 
we were approaching a ship subsidy, but stated-

There were returns to the Government and the Post Office Depart
ment. We call it by a less objectionable name of subvention. 

I am of the opinion that the name of the act has much to 
do with the support that it will receive by Members of Con
gress. The debenture plan for the farmers was opposed by· 
many .Members of Congress who say that they are in favor 
of governmental ajd being extended to the cotton and wheat 
growers of the Nation on the theory that the debenture plan 
is in effect a subsidy to the farmers. The bounty _that has 
been proposed to the sugar growers of America will doubtless 
be defeated in Congress for the reason that it is openly and 
boldly referred to by its correct name. 

I suggest that those of us who favor granting governmental 
aid to the farmers of the Nation that we change the name of 
such a measure from " debenture plan " to the " subvention 
plan " and possibly the alleged obnoxious debenture plan will 
become a meritorious measure under its new name. 

The point I desire to make in urging this . amendment is 
this: That if this amendment fails Congress is go,ing on record 
in favor of the Post Office Department maktng 10-year con
tracts with steamship companies to carry the United States 
mail on the basis of paying $7,000 in Government money for 
every one dollar's worth of services rendered. If we are going 
to give a subsidy to steamship companies we should call it a 
subsidy by name and should grant it in an entirely different 
manner to the way it is granted through the Post Office De
partment. If we admit it is a subsidy then we can only help 
those lines that are in need of help and not give $7,000 for a 
dollar's worth of service to a line that is already making an 
adequate return. 

If we are compelled to adopt the subv~ntion plan instead of 
the debenture plan-which will meet with my approval jf- it 
will aid the farmers-! presume the only way the advocates 
of the ship-subvention plan will approve it will be for the 
bounty to be paid to the farmers through the Weather Bureau 
in a siJnH.Jtl' manner to the way it ~ paid to the shi1>s through 
the Post Office Department. Congress could make a sufficient 
~ppropriation to the Weather Bure~u and authorize contract 

to be made with the farmers. The fa.rm.er, in carrying out 
his contract with the Weather Bureau, would make observation 
of the weather each day as he plowed his beets or cotton or 
attended to the cult;ivation of his soil and make his reports 
to the Weather Bureau and for these reports he could receive 
his subsidy. The farmers, in a case like that, would be render
ing about as much service for their money as the steamships 
are rendering-in at least a number of cases-for the money 
they receive from the Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, of course everyone will concede 
that you can carry the mail more cheaply in foreign vessels 
than you can in Ameriean vessels under the provisions of the 
Jones-White Act, but Congress in 1928 decided that we should 
prefer to carry American mail in American ships and American 
goods in American ships, and therefore it passed the Jones
White Act to encourage an American merchant marine. This 
provision merely carries out tlie express will and intent of Con
gress. The appropliation of the $6,600,000 objected to will 
result in the building of 29 new vessels in American yards at a 
total approximate cost of $175,000,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Does the gentleman agree with the statement 

of the gentleman from Texas that we are paying $7,000 to these 
shipping companies for one dollar's worth of service? 

Mr. BACON. I do not concur, and I think a careful exami
nation of the figures will show that they are not accurate. 

Mr. RANKIN. What part of those figures cited by the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. PATMAN] does the gentleman from 
New York challenge? 

Mr. BACON. I have not challenged any of those figures as 
yet, except to express the opinion that they do not fairly and 
accurately present the true situation. 

Mr. RANKIN. If the gentleman from Texas is correct in 
citing those figures, if he is accurate, does not the gentleman 
from New York think that this provision ought to go out of the 
bill until it can be more thoroughly investigated by the Senate 
or by some one else? 

Mr. BACON. No; I certainly do not. 
-Mr. RANKIN. Then, if the .gentleman from Texas is cor

rect in his assertion that we are paying $7,000 for one dollar's 
worth of service, the gentleman from New York thinks we ought 
to continue that policy? 

Mr. BACON. This policy was fully discussed when the Jones
White Act passed Congress in 1928, and this House by a very 
large majority determined that it wished to have an American 
merchant marine and therefore provided encouragement for the 
building of American boats in American yards to carry American 
gaods. 

Mr. RANKIN. This House never understood md never 
dreamed that you were -going to pay these shipping companies 
at the rate of $7,000 for one dollar's worth of service, when 
that bill passed. If the Congress and the country had under· 
stood it, you would probably not have gotten two dozen votes for 
the proposition. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Rll"XXN], the Jones-White Act gives discre
tion to the Postmaster General with reference to the letting 
of these mail contracts, and I apprehend that the Postmaster 
General in the exercise of his discretion will make those con
tracts in such a way and with such lines, and they are all 
competitive, that there will not be the disparity between the 
receipts and the pay that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PAT
M.AN] has given in the case of some isolated vessels. The 
purpose of the Jones-White Act is to encourage the building of 
a merchant marine. By reason of our not giving any attention 
to an American merchant marine our flag had faded off the 
seas. We realized that and awakened when the war broke out 
to tbe absolute helplessness of our condition. We then had 
to charter vessels from our allies to carry the boys across 
to France. We had to charter colliers for the purpose of 
coaling our vessels, and a most humiliating spectacle it was 
when the President of the United States attempted to go 
around the world. I am not admitting that there is the dis· 
parity which the gentleman speaks of, but I am contending that 
even though it be true it is money well invested if the purpose 
be carried out and we finally have a merchant marine carrying 
the fiag of the United States wherever civilization exists and 
carrying, if you please, the products of this country. You are 
asking for something to help the farmer. The best thing to 
help the farmer is to build up an American merchant marine 
that may carry the products of the farm into the South Ameri
can countries. to which the gentleman from Texas refers, 
where to-day we have not the markets we should have. 

The best agency in this world for the purpose of establishing 
trade and extending it the world around is an Americ.Rn m~-
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chant marine. [Applause.} - I -say to the gentleman and to all 
gentlemen here that an English vessel is not an agent for the 
United States, and England iB giving greater subventions 
and subsidies than we have ever thQught of. The vessels of 
France are not agents of the United States, and we are paying 
tribute to those vessels f!lld making it easier for France to 
maintain her merchant marine every time that we deal a death
blow to the American merchant marine. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. I yield. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Is it not ~ matter of fact that the Post 

Office Department has been making these cont.I_acts with Ameri· 
can shipping prior to the passage of the Jones-Wbite Act, 
whereby the Post Office Departm~t gave a subsidy without 
authority or justification of law? 

Mr. WOOD. T.hey had a preferen~ before that act was 
passed, on the poundage. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Was not the reason for the passage of the 
Jones-White Act to give some semblance of law for that 
proceeding? 1 

Mr. WOOD. It was for the purpo e of building up the Amer-
· ican merchant marine. It had a double purpose. We were 
trying to establish an American merchant marine through the 
operation of the Shipping Boar<;! . . It was eosting a, great ~ount 
of money, and we were getting nowhere. The United States 
has always pz:oclaimed a policy to keep the Government out of 
business, and it was the policy of the Government and the ad
ministration that established the United States Shipping Boord 
tbat as soon as possible we should put all the ships built by the 
Government into private hands, with a view to building up the 
American merchant marine. 

Mr. ARNOLD. The gentleman is aware of the fact that under 
the Jones-White Act the Government pays a subsidy amounting 
to $18,000,000 a year? _ 

Mr. WOOD, That IPay be true; but it is the duty of the 
United States Government to encourage the building of American 
vessels. _ 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man from Indiana permit me to ask the gentleman from Texa 
{Mr. PATMAN) a 1}Uestion? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. · From whom did the ge~tle

. man .. get the statement that that large amount of money he 
indieated was expended by the Government? 
Mr~ PATMAN. I got the information from the department. 

. These are not isolated cases picked OJit for the pm-pose. They 
were not the only ca ·es on record in the Post Office Department. 

. I picked out cases where they bad existing lines before this· 
legislation was enacted. I did not know anything about those 

.rates before my inquiry. I got the figures from tl1e Post Office 
Department. I have called and talked to at least half a dozen 
of the employees in the department. I ha T"e their names, and 
I shall be glad to submit them for the RECORD in the extension 
of my remarks if_ any gentleman wishes to see them~ I do not 
think that the figur~ can be denied. 

· The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
' amendment. 

·The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. . 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I think we should have a 
division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma demand: 
a division. . 

The committee divided; and there were-ayes 14, noes 56. 
So tlie amendment was rejected 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

.Mr. Chairman, on page 79;llne 10, is the item, "For wrapping 
twine and tying devices, $470,000." If the department is not di
rected to the contrary, it will expend this amount of money 
during that year to buy jute twine for use in all the post offices 
of the Nation. 

Jute is a foreign product. It is produced in India, with the 
cheapest kind of labor, and imported into the United States free 
of tariff duty. It competes with cotton. If the Post Office 
Department had used cotton twine the last 10 years instead of 
jute, approximately 60,000 bales of cotton would have been used 
for that purpose. If cotton was used by the American people for 
all the purposes that jute i now used for-and it would be were 
it not for the importation of jute-from 400,000 to 2,000,000 
more bales of cotton would be consumed by the American people 
each year. If cotton instead of jute had been used in America 
the last few years, we would not have a cotton SUI'Plus to-day, 
and the cotton farmers would be receiving a fair price for their 
cotton. 

The country coolies in India who produce jute are paid wages 
as low as 2¥,a cents a day. The operatives of a jute mill in Cal
cutta receive from 10 cents to 15 cents a day. American manu
facturer of jute in India report earnings of 54 per cent a year 
on the capital invested, and in addition to the large dividends 
paid they report reserves of more than three times the amount 
of the capital. 

Jute is a vegetable fiber. The time of sowing extends from 
the middle of March to the middle of June, while the reap1ng is 
performed from the end of June to the middle of October. The 
fiber is separated from the stalk and made into bundle . The 

. proper cultivation of jute requires that it be ploughed about 
fom· times and all weeds removed. Attempts have been made 
to grow the jute plant in America, Egypt, Africa, and other 
places, but up to the present the fiber has proved much inferior 
to that obtained from plants grown in India, and such experi~ 

, ments declared unsuccessful. 
When the Post Office Department was in need of jute twine 

during the past several years and bids were asked for, only two 
concerns _pffered bids. One of these companies was the Ludlow 
Manufacturing Associates, a -Massachusetts corporation, with 
an office at 80 Federal Street, · Boston, Mass. It bas eight sub
sidiaries, including the Allentown Spinning Co., Allentown, Pa. 
The Ludlow Manufacturing Associates took the place of the 
old Ludlow Manufacturing Co. during the year 1928. The 
American Manufacturing Co., the other concern that offered 
bids, is a Massachusetts corporation with an office at 172 
Atlantic A venue, Boston, Mass. The only two concerns in 
America that offered bids to furnish jute to the Post Office 
Department were Massachusetts corporations having offices 
within a few blocks of one another in the same city, Bo ton, 
Mass. 

Mr. Billany, of the Post Office Department, at a hearing before 
a ubcommittee of the House Committee on Appropriations in 
charge of the post-office appropriation bill for 1926, testifie<l as 
follows: 

The CHA.nnuN. How many of these people are engaged in the jote.. 
twine business'/ 

Mr. BILLANY. Practically only two. 
The CHAIRMA..."i. And they are in combination? 
Mr. BILLANY. No; they are not in a combination. One is the Ameri

can and the other is the Ludlow. The American is a small concern. 
They are not able to furnish us the quantity that we need. They fur
nished us a price th:iB year, I think, about a cent and a half cheaper 
for the jute twine than the Ludlow people, and we took all that they 
could· furnish us at that price, and the balance we had to give to the 
Ludlow people. 

Evidently from Mr. Billany's testimony there is only one con
cern in the United States that is in a position to supply the 
Government's needs. Therefore this. concern · baa in effect a 
monopoly. 

For wrapping twine and tying d~vices, $4:70,000. The Ludlow Manufacturing Associates, according to a 1lnan-
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. cial journal ,published in Calcutta, India, as refen-ed to by the 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment honorable gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FuLMER] in his 

offered by the gentleman from Texas. ' speech in the House of Representatives May 22, 1929, has in· 
The Clerk read as follows.: vested in American currency the total invested ordinary capital 
Amendment offered by ltr. PATMAN: on pa~ 79, line 10• after the of this group of jute mills that is owned by this concern the sum 

figures "~70,000" insert the following: "Pnwided, however, That no of J~~~~~~r the last complete year-of 1927-were $20,
part of this appropriation · shall be -used to purchase twine made of 767,933, or 41.31 per cent, on the outstanding common stock. 
jute or any other commodity not produced in the United States of Average com.rrlon earnings for the eight years--1920 to 1D27, 
.America." inclusive-were $18,496,198, or 36.79 per cent. _The total market 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman. I reserve a point of order on 
tbat. 
' Mr. PATMAN. I · thank the gentleman from IndiAna for 
reserving the point of order. 

value of these common or ordinary stocks is .$197,-535,150, or 
approximately four times the original Investment. There are 
48,888 looms in these mills. Earnings in 1927 were about $452 
per loom. 
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During the last six fiscal years the Post Office Department has 

used about 3,000,000 pounds of jute each year. During the fiscal 
year 1924-25 the American Manufacturing Co. furnished 224~85 
pounds. During the fiseal year· 1925-26 the American Manu
facturing Co. fq.rnished 1,523,680 pounds. For the other years, 
being four in number, the Ludlow .Manufacturing Associates 
and subsidiaries furnished the entire amount. 

It is my understanding that both of these concerns-the 
American and Ludlow-have jute mills in India and import 
into this country all of their jute either in the raw or manu
factured stage. 

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

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

The CHAIRl\IAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PATMAN. President Hoover bas always contended that 

the American farmer· should have the American market. At 
St. Louis he said : 

Many factors enter into a solution of this whole problem. One is by 
the tariff to reserve to the American farmer the American market ; to 
safeguard him from the competition of imports of farm products from 
countries of lower standards of living. 

Adequate tariff i essential if we would assure relief to the farm. 
The first and most complete necessity is ·that the American farmer 
have the American market. That can be assured to him solely through 
the protective tariff. 

, Notice that our President says that the American farmer 
must be safeguarded from the competition of imports of farm 
products from countries of lower standards of living. Jute is 
recognized as a competitor of cotton. It is produced in a 
foreign country. It is imported into the United States in com
petition with a farm product, to wit, cotton. It is produ<!ed 
from a foreign coilntry where there is a lower standard of 
living. According to what President Hoover bas said, the 
American cotton farmer should be safeguarded against the 
importation of jute. The tariff bill which pass~d the House 
contained no such protection. Our Chief Executive can carry 
out his promise, in a small way, if he will instruct the Post
master General to make no further purchases of twine that is 
made of jute. Under the present law, it is my understanding, 
the Postmaster General can purchase cotton twine instead of 
jute twine if he desires to do so. 

The argument is made that our Government can not afford to 
purchase cotton twine which would cost 20 cents a pound or 
more, when jute twine can be purchased for around 15 cents a 
pound. Let us see if that argument is consistent with the policy 
of our (}Qvernment in other matters. 

The same Post Office Department that buys jute twine instead 
of cotton twine because jute, although a foreign product, is 
cheaper, has chai"ge of letting of ocean mail contracts and the 
directing of mail on noncontract vessels to foreign countries. 
Our Goverrunent, through this department, patronizes American 
ships to transport mail to foreign countries and pays them 80 
cents a pound for transporting first-class mail although foreign 
vessels have offered to render the same service, give the same 
bond for faithful performance, secm·ity, etc., for 26 cents a 
pound. The difference amounts to approximately $14,000,000 a 
year. How can the same Government consistently pay the ship
ping interests a bounty of $14,000,000 a year on the theory. that 
American ships should be patronized in preference to foreign 
ve ..,els and yet refuse to purchase cotton twine because it is a 
few cents a pound higher than jute. These 80 cents a vound 
contracts are in effect on lines not more iavorably subsidized 
under the recent merchant marine act. 

It is said that our foreign markets must be expanded. We 
have the best market on earth right here in America. We have 
acres of diamonds in· our own yard. If the farmers and wage 
earners of our Nation are made prosperous the wheels of indus
try can turn twice as fast, the factories producing comforts, 
neee saries and luxuries of life can double their capacity, and 
yet there will be a shortage of production. The demand in 
America will be greater than the supply. [Applause.] · 

1\Ir. CHIN'DBLOM. Mr. Chairman, ·did the gentleman from 
Indiana, chairman of the subcommittee, reserve a point of 
order? 

1\:lr. WOOD. Yes; but I withdraw my reservation. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. · If the gentleman from Indiana has no 

disposition to press the point of order, I shall not make it, but I 
must say we are going somewhat afield in the matter of limita
tions. We are dumping everything in the appropriation bills, so 
far as the parUru:nentary situation is concerned, under color ·ot 

limitation, when clearly the purpose is not limitation, but the 
accomplishment of other purposes, as is the· case here. Here the 
purpose is to reach a tariff question which was argued long and 
fully b~fore the Committee on Ways and Means. But if the 
committee thinks otherwise, I shall interpose no objection. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. If the Chairman wishes to make a ruling, 
I will make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMA.l.'{. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes a 
point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. My point of order is that this is legisla· 
tion on an appropriation bill. It is fundamental under the deci
sions of this House that you can not in the form of a limita
tion enact any legislation that changes existing law. I cite sec· 
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes, which delegates to the depart
ment full authority to make purchases by contract of all sup
plies, including the Post Office Department. It reads: 

All purchases and contracts for supplies or services in any of the 
departments of the Government, except for personal services, shall be 
made by advertising a sufficient time previously for proposals respecting 
the same, when the public exigencies do not require the immediate deliv· 
ery of the articles or performance of the service. When immediate 
delivery or performance is required by the public exigency the articles 
or service required may be procured by open purchase or contract at the 
places and in the manner in which such articles are usually bought and 
sold, or such services engaged, between individuals. 

I further direct the Chairman's attention to the manual, page 
365, paragraph 824. There we find these propositions succinctly 
laid down. 

Propositions to establish afiirmative directions for executive . offices 
(IV, 3854-3859), even in cases where. they may have discretion under 
the law so to do (IV, 3853), or to take away an au:tb.ority or discretion 
conferred by law (IV, 3862, 3863), are subject to the point of order. 

This amendment proposes legislation on an appropriation bill 
and it is fundamental under the -decisions of this House that 
you can not accomplish by indirection what you can not accom
plish by direction. The purpose of this amendment is to take 
away the authority of the Postmaster General, in bls discretion, 
to determine what character of twine shall be used in the 
Postal Service. There is nothing here as far as the Holman 
rule is concerned. It is a question of legislation, where you 
usurp the authority given under existing law and attempt to 
direct the gentleman who exercises control over this depart· 
ment what he shall do with reference to the purchase of twine. 
I could cite decisions at l~ngth but I will not take up the time of 
the Chair by doing so at this late hour in the afternoon. 
Earlier in the afternoon, when there was another occupant in 
the chair, a decision was rendered which I think violative of 
the rule, because I think the amendment be held in order was 
clearly legislation. So I certainly expect the present occupant 
of the chair will bold that you can not carry legislation on an 
appropriation bill which impairs the discretion that is lodged 
in an executive officer to determine how he shall rnn his 
department. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, the decisions referred to and 
the rnle cited by the gentleman from Wisconsin are not in J)<}int. 
This is simply a limitation. It is a limitation as to how this 
money shall be spent, and by decision after decision in this 
House since I have been a Member of it similar points of order 
have been overruled. We have a right to place this limitation 
in the bill by a vote of the committee if we want to. It is not 
a positive direction, as the gentleman from Wisconsin intimated, 
but it is a limitation that comes within the Holman rule and 
the point· of order should be overruled. ' 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SNELL). The Chair is ready to rule. 
The Chair desires to call the attention of the colilmittee to a 
decision which was rendered by Chairman Dingley in 1896: 

The liouse in Committee of the Whole has the right to refuse to 
appropriate for any object, either in whole or in part, even though 
that object may be authorized by law. That principle of limitation 
bas been sustained so repeatedly that it may be regardM as a part of 
the parliamentary law of the Committee of the Whole. 

When we were considering the Army appropriation bill in 
January, 1929, the gentleman from New York [1\.Ir. LAGUARDIA] 
offered an amendment to the appropriation bill providing that no 
money should be . paid to any officer or enlisted man on the re
tired list -of the .Army who was in the employ of the United 
States and whose salary exceeded $2,500 per annum. That 
amendment was held in order as a limitation. The gentleman 
from CQnnecticut [Mr. Tn.soN] was in the chair, and his deci· 
sion is as follows : 

The amendm~t offered by the gentleman from New York seems to 
the Chrilr clearly a llmltatlon, and a proper !.imitation from a pad.ia-
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.mentary !iJtaDdpoint. It -refers only to th~ -money appropri!lted in this 
bill and limits the pmposes for which this money may be expended. 
The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The present occupant of the chair thinks the amendment 
before the committee at the present time is entirely on all fours 
with the amendment which was offered last year to the Army 
appropriation bill, and the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen
tary inquiry. 
· The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Did the Chair hear the gen
tleman from Texas say it would cost more for this cotton twine 
and therefore bring it outside the Holman rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair bas ruled. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say to the committee 

that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PATMAN] has demonstrated 
he is at least inconsistent. He spoke for 10 or 15 minutes a 
short time ago in support of an amendment to reduce the appro
priation for carrying our foreign mail in the sum of $6,000,000 
for the reason it was a subsidy. He now immediately turns 
around and asks that this amendment be adopted for the pur
pose of giving a sub~idy to the manufacturers and producers of 
cotton in the United States. 

Aside from this, I wish to say that the amendment should 
not be adopted for very many reasons. In the first place, it 
would operate, according to the gentleman's own argument, to 
create a monopoly in the United States in the manufacture of 
this twine. According to his argument and according to the 
testimony before the committee upon which he based his argu
·ment, there are but two, or practically one manufacturer of such 
twine in the United States, and in consequence there could 
-be no competition and thi would give a monopoly to one concern. 

On the other hand, we are raising jute in the Philippines. 
It is one of the great industries of the Philippines. The cane 
industry, the coconut industry, and the jute industry are the 
three principal industries of the Philippines to-day and I do 
not believe it is the pm·pose of this Congress to take away from 
the Philippine Islands, as long as they are in our possession, 
one of the means or one of the products they have to make them 
self-supporting. 

Fm·tber, we have been talking here about economy. This jute 
is costing us 15 cents a pound. The cotton would cost us over 
~0 cents a pound. So, as a matter of economy, we are justified 
in sustaining the action and commending, if you please, the 
action of the Postmaster General in purchasing as he is now 
purchasing. · 

I trust the amendment will not prevaiL 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on 

the amendment 
The distinguished gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of 

the Appropriations Committee, in speaking of the inconsistency 
of the· gentleman from Texas [Mr. PATMAN] certainly does 
draw the attention of the House to the fact that be himself is 
straining at the gnat and swallowing· the camel He criticizes 
the gentleman from Texas for asking for the adoption of this 
amendment on the ground, as the gentleman f1·om Indiana· says, 
it would be a subsidy that would take care of "the small amount 
of about 470 bales of cotton produced by the American farmer; 
and, right on the other band, the gentleman from Indiana pro
poses to give a subsidy to the ships that carry this mail, not 
of a few thousand dollars, but of millions of dollars, and give 
them $7,000 in money out of the pockets of the American people, 
including these cotton farmers, for one dollar's worth of service. 
He does leave a getting-out place, I believe, by calling this a 
subvention_ - -

The gentleman talks about trying to bring about legislative 
coercion. You have done that time and time again through your 
filled milk bill, your oleomargarine laws, and other law:s that 
are designed to protect a few American farmers to a small 
extent; yet to-day, when the American farmer is depressed 
from one end of the country to the other, when his dollar is 
worth 44 cents less, according to your own Department of Agri
culture, than it was in 1919, '''hen the farmer's dollar bas less 
purchasing power by 32 cents than it had in 1913, before the 
outbreak of the World War, when the gentleman from Texas 
rises and asks that you give the cotton farmer this one small 
crumb that falls from the table while the subsidized shipping 
interests are feasting out of the Treasury under this subter
fuge, through the Post Office Department, then you accuse him 
of wanting a subsidy for American agriculture. 

I trust that the amendment will be adopted. . 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, may I speak for a few min

utes in answer to the gentleman from Indiana? 
The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent; the g~tleman 

has already spoken on the amen·dmeht. 

Mr~ PATMAN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
I may be permitted to proceed. for three additional minutes. 
, The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
-mous consent to proceed ior three additional mintes? Is there 
·objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentleman of the 

committee, the distinguished gentleman from Indiana stated 
I was inconsistent in that I was opposing a sub idy for the 
ocean steamship lines and favoring a subsidy for the cotton 
farmers. What I discussed about the ocean steamship lines 
was giving money directly out of the Trf'.asury of the United 
States through the Post Office Department without any way 
on earth of determining whether that money is being paid to a 
steamship line that is making money or one that is losing 
money. So far as the gentleman from Indiana knows, some 
of these steamship lines are already making a large per cent 
on their investment, and certainly we should not give them a 
subsidy or a direct appropriation out of the United States 
TI"easury. 

I suggested that any subsidy that should be paid, if any, 
should be paid as a subsidy and given to tho e companies that 
needed the money and denied those that were already making 
an adequate retuTn. 

The gentleman from Indiana also stated that the cotton 
twine would cost over 30 cents. I desire to invite the gentle
man's attention to the fact that the Post Office Department has 
asked for bids for the last several years and, although it has 
been 15 years since a bid was accepted, cotton spinners con
tinue to put in bids, and the last bids we had were 22 cents, 23 
cents, and 20 cents, and while the Granit.e Falls Manufactur
ing Co. of North Carolina bid 20 cents on cotton, which was 
the last bid, I believe, in 1927, the Ludlow Manufacturing CoJ 
bid 12-% cents qn jute and got the contract, of course. 

The gentleman is in error when be says that cotton twine 
would cost more than 30 cents. Cotton twine certainly should 
not cost more than 22 or 25 cents; and, so far as a monopoly is 
concerned, the Ludlow Manufacturing Co., the jute manufac
turerJ bas a monopoly now. They have a mill in India, and 
they are producing tl:!is jute in India and they bring it across 
either in a manufactured state or in the raw state. They are 
producing it in India and they are the only concern in America 
that has the capacity to furnish the needs of the Government. 

Therefore it is a monopoly; if we change it to cotton there 
will be no monopoly, because a large number of manufactm·ers 
in the North, East, and South can produce cotton twine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RANKIN) -there were 23 ayes and 53 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows.: 
For rent, light, and fuel for first, second, and third class post 

offices, $18,770,000. 

Mr. MAAS.. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 80, line 16, after the amount, $18,770,000, add: "ProVided. 

further, That no part of this appropriation shall be available for the 
payment of any rent or other expenses to the Commercial Station 
Post Office (Inc.), its agents, attorneys, representatives, or assigns, 
for use of premises Jrnown as Commercial Station at Third and Sibley 
Streets, St. Paul, Minn." 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of the amendment 
which I understand is acceptable to the chairman of the 
committee, is simply to relieve a legal situation that exists. 
The Government has condemned the present building in which 
the commercial station at St. Paul is situated, and the Govern
ment is in possession. They will rent temporary quarters. 
In the lump-sum appropriation the amount of $120,000 was 
allotted. This will not alter the total appropriation, but will 
leave that amount or whatever of it is necessary to be paid for 
temporary quarters until the old building is torn down and the 
new building is put up. It simply makes it clear that none of 
the money is to be spent under the terms of that lease which 
is canceled by the condemnation proceedings of the Govern
ment itself. There is the possibility that without the provision 
I have added by this amendment the passage of this bill con
tinuing to carry $120,000 for rent at St. Paul might be con
sidered a ratification by Congress of the lease which has been 
condemned by the Government. The expert testimony was 
that this building was worth about $84,000, for which there is 
a lease calling for the payment of $120,000 a year for 12 years 
more. 
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Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Has the. lease been vitiatell? 
Mr. :M.AAS. The Government bas taken possession under 

court order, and that cancels the lease, but the owners have 
appealed, and this provision under my amendment by the terms 
of the lease itself automatically terminates the lease and clari
fies the Government's position in the amount of the award. 
When this bill becomes a law with this amendment the lease 

_will cease to exist and can thereafter be disregarded and the 
appeal settled on the merits of the valuation of the property 

.itself. . 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition, and 

. would like to ask the chairman of the committee whether the 
committee thinks this action by Congress is necessary to help 
the department run its affairs? 

Mr. WOOD. I will say that I have no objecti<m to the amend
ment for this reason: We have two statutes under which con
demnations may be made. It may be had with the persons 
interested in the premises who have a lease from the Govern
ment, or they may proceed as owners, as I understand they are 
likely to do in this case. . 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The two statutes to which the gentle· 
man refers both give the department the authority to exerci e 
its discretion. Is it necessary that Congress shall go into a 
particular case and direct the department bow to proceed? 

1\Ir. WOOD. No; I do not think we dir.ect them bow they 
shall proceed. If the amendment carries it would serve this 
one purpose. If the Government is taking possession of the 
premises they are taking po session while the Gove1·nment itself 
is owner. If they take it as owner these people are not entitled 
to this rent. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. If the owners or lessees have rights we 
can not take away those rights or abolish them by this legis
lation. 

~lr. WOOD. Certainly, we can not; but here is what would 
be the re ult. It might be helpful to the Government in this 
respect if the amendment should be· adopted~ In a condemna
tion proceeding the defense will be that we are taking away 
something that be is entitled to, which, under the law, I con
tend be is not entitled to. It is simply the affirmation of a legal 

. proposition. 
l\1r. CHINDBLOM. And we are trying to settle the lawsuit 

here? 
Mr. WOOD. No; we are notJ but it might be possible that 

the Government itself might pay whatever amount of money 
this is for the pm:po e of avoiding this lawsuit. I do not think 
they ought to pay, and I do not think it ought to be the measure 
of damages. 

The CHAIRMA..I..'\T. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the followi~g amend

ment, -:vhicb I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. SA.BATH : Page 80, line 16, after the word 

"officers.," strike out "$18,770,000" and in ert "$18,600,000." 

Mr. SABATIL Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress I called 
attention to the fact that I had received several complaints 
about the exorbitant rents that the Government bas been paying 
fo:r substations and post offices, and that a few favored contrac
tO'I's receive all the contracts for construction of Go-vernment 
buildings. I was assured that I would receive information that 
would satisfy me that these charges were not borne out. I have 
endeavored to obtain that information, but up to this time have 
failed to secure it. I am informed that there is a clique of men 
who make it their special business to lea e to the Government 
these substations for which they receive, in many instances, 50 
to 100 per cent greater rental than the value of the property 
justifies. I am informed that these men have grown rich in 
the last 1() years out of that business. 

I believe it the duty of this House to look into this and see 
what there is to the charges. I am creditably informed that 
several of these substations leased by the Government from 
these real-estate manipulators, due to the protests of citizens, 
were abandoned, and new premises more suitable secured ; and 
in view of the fact that the Post Office Department has abolished 
the practice of inserting a cancellation clause the Government is 
obliged to continue to pay rental on these abandoned stations. 

I recognize that the Committee on AppTopriations is a busy 
committee, and that it can not ferret out all of the wrongs that 
are committed in each and every department; but in view of the 
large increase in this appropriation for rentals I feel that we 
owe it to ourselves and to the country to make investigation and 
ascertain who has been leasing these stations to the Government 
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and who the firms are with whom they are connected: and the 
reason why it is possible for them to secure these fat leases. I 
know of one lease with the Pennsylvania Railroad Oo., in the 
city of Chicago, where I believe the Post Office Department has 
made a lease at least 2-5 to 50 per cent above a fair market 
va1uati.on. That is but one of many instances wherein the 
Government is paying outrageously high rentals on properties 
leased thf." last 10 years for post offices in the United States. 

I offered this amendment for the purpose of again calling 
the attention to this charged conspiracy by which the Govern
ment is mulcted out of hundreds of thousands of dollars 
so that an investigation may be instituted to ascertain what 
there is to these charges and who is responsible for these 
conditions. 

I withdraw the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 

withdrawn, and tlie Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
If the revenues of the Post Office Department shall be insufficient to 

meet the apprcpriations made under Title II of this act, a sum equal to 
such deftciency_ in the revenues of such department is hereby appre
priated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to supply such deficiency in. the revenues of the Post 
Office Department for the. fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and the sum 
needed may be advanced to the Post Office Department upon requisition 
of the Po tmaster General. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wiscon in. Mr~ Chairman, I offer the fol
lowing amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. ScHAFER of Wisconsin: Page 82, after the end of 

line 16, insert : "Provided, That no part of this appropriation for the 
Post Office Department shall be e.-q~ended for the payment of the salary 
of any postal s.upervisory official or other person having charge of the 
work of postal employees ming the stop-watch unit system or any 
weighing or other device used in lieu of a stop-watch system. 

"Provided further, '!'hat nothing contained in this section shall be 
construed to prevent the continuance of the customary established 
tests, such as the case examination, to determine the fitness of postal 
employees for continuance or promotion in the Postal Service." 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wi ~cousin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-

man reserve the point of order? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, the National 

Fede1·ation of Post Office Clerks and other organizations of pos
tal employees have frequently protested against the practice of 
weighing the output of distributors as injur.:Xms to the welfare 
of the man affected. I am reading into the RlOOORD an excerpt 
from the last report of Secretary-Treasurer Thomas F. Flaherty, 
of the National Federation of Post Office Clerks, dealing with 
this subject. 

ELIMINATION OF SPEED-UP SYSTEMS 

The l}ractice of weighing the output of distributors, which we have 
characterized as a speed-up system, was made the subject matter of pro
longed discussions at our last two conventions. Bills were sponsored 
in the Sixty-ninth, Seventieth, and Seventy-first Congresses by Repre
sentative SCHNEIDER, of Wisconsin, to outlaw the practice. Uttle prog
ress was made toward legislative relief, but we have succeeded in stop
ping the extension ot this objectionable practice througfi administrati-ve 
action. 

Heeding our objections in part, the department has confined this 
speed-up system to eight post offices. We have care~ully watched its 
operations in these offices and have promptly protested any local ad
ministrative departures from the department's policy. In one instance 
we succeeded in having an over-2ealous supervisor demoted and trans
ferred because of his misapplication of the welgbfug practice. No in
stances have been brought to our attention o! demotions or dismissals 
of employees because of the operations of the system. Nevertheless, 
it is objectionable in principle. 

The fact that the department is disinclined to extend it beyond the 
offices where it is now in operation is an indication of a realization of 
its defects. My hope is the present administration will view the plan 
as we do--an impractical abomination which should be promptly dis
carded. 

My recommendation is that tbe convention reaffirm the position taken 
by the last two conventions on this question and instruct the executive 
committee to continue to seek the complete elimination of the weighing 
plan, which we know to be detrimental to service efficiency a m1 in
jurious to the morale and the health of the workers upon whom it is 
inflicted, either by the enactment of the Schneider bill or through ad
ministrative action. 
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Mr. Chairman, at the last convention of the :N'ational Federa

tion o Post Office Clerks, which was hetd in New York City 
September 1 to 7, 1929, the following action wa taken against 
the weighing system : 

SPEED-UP SYSTE~IS 

"My recommendation is that the convention reatllrm the position 
taken by the last two conventions on this question and instruct the 
executive committee to continue to seek the complete elimination of the 
weighing plan, which we know to be detrimental to service efficiency und 
injurious to the morale and the health o( the workers upon whom it is 
in1licted, either by the enactment of the Schneider bill or through ad
ministrative action." 

Vice President Weinstock spoke of the abuses of the weighing system 
in Philadelphia, where men are required to distribute 30 pounds an 
hour even during overtime periods. 

Delegate Flood, of Philadelphia, stated the weighing practice was a 
particular hardship on the older men who had difficulty in making the 
30 pounds required. The system, be declared, was causing nervous 
breakdowns and heart trouble, and clerks were required to do their 30 
pounds an hour for 10 or 11 hours. Foremen, be said, insisted that 
clerks meet the poundage requirement but failed to rate them 100 per 
cent when this requirement was met. 

Delegate Cohen told of the evils of the weighing system in Chicago. 
He pleaded for cooperation from the offices that were fortunate enough 
not to have this abomination, to aid in bringing pressure upon Congress 
for its abolishment. 

Delegate David, of Philadelphia, thought the abolishment of the 
weighing system should be made the paramount issue and condemned it 
as a damnable practice. 

In reply to an inquiry, Vice President Weinstock stated that Phila
delphia employees who fall below the 30-pound-an-bour standard are 
penalized by being rated low. For a time, he said, employees could earn 
credits by producing the required amount, but this was done away with. 
Even during the Christmas rush, he declared, young men were put to 
work ch~king older distributor , requiring the latter to speed up beyond 
a reasonable pace. 

Delegate G<lldstein, of New York, stated there were speed-up methods 
in operation in various ways in all offices. In his station, he said, fore
men would stand behind the clerks with a watch and if the distributors 
fell below 40 a minute they are reprimanded. 

Delegate Bernstein, of Philadelphia, wished to be recorued as favoring 
the speed-up elimination as a major issue of the convention. 

The report of the committee was approved. 

l\Ir. Chairman, I do not believe this amendment is subject to a 
point of order. On a number of occasions the point of order 
against stop-watch amendments has not been sustained. I sin
cerely hope that in view of the fact that the War Department 
appropriation bill which passed this session, with the approval 
of the Appropl'iations Committee, contained a similar stop
watch provision, that the chairman of that great committee 
will withdraw his point of order, and a k that this worthy 
amendment be incorporated in the bill. Let u send word to 
the hundreds of thousands of faithful, efficient employees in 
the Postal Service that this Congress will not discriminate 
against them. If this stop-watch provision is good for the War 
Department, why should it not be good for the Postal Service? 
[Applau e.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana make 
the point of order? • 

Mr. "'\\"OOD. l\Iy point of order is that the latter part of the 
amendment is legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point of order that the second proviso is legislation. It seems 
to the present occupant of the Chair that unle there is law 
on the statute book at the present time which provides for these 
customary established te ts, there is no que tion but that the 
last part of the amendment is legislation on an appropriation 
bill, and the point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

now ri. e and report the bill to the House with the amendments, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the cbaii·, Mr. SNELL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole Horne on the state of the Union, having had under con
sideration the bill (H. R. 8531) making appropriations for the 
Ttea ury and Post Office Departments for the 1.i cal year ending 
June 30, 1!)31, and for other purposes, reported that that commit
tee had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendment , with the recommendation that the amend· 
ment.· be agreed to and that the bi)l as amended do pass. 

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

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend

ment. If not, the Chair will put the amendments in gross. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The que tion is on the engrossment and 

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

and was read the third time. 
.Mr. PATI\!AN. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to l'ecommit. 
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. PATMAN. Ye , sir. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers a motion 

to recommit. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. PATMAN movE:>s to recommit the bill to the Committee on Appro

priations, with instructions to report it back to the Honse forthwith, 
with the following amendment: On page 70, line 20, strike out 
the figures "$28,000,000" aii.d insert in lieu thereof the figures 
"$21,400,000." 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the motion to recommit. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit, 

submitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PATMAN]. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 

noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 
The SPEAKER A division is demanded. 
The House divided ; and there were-ayes 13, noes 112. 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the 

ground of no quorum. ' 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 

Evidently not a sufficient number. The Clet"k will call the roll. 
As many as favor the motion to recommit will, when their names 
are called, answer "yea"; those opposed will an wer "nay." 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 62, nays 178, 
not voting 187, as follows: 

Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
Bell 
Box 
Brand, Ga. 
Briggs 
Browning 
Byrns 
Cannon 
Cartwright 
Collier 
Cooper, Tenn. 
Cross 
Doxey 
Drewry 

Ackerll}an 
Adkiml 
Allen 
Andresen 
Andrew 
Arentz 
A swell 
Ayres 
Bacharach 
Bacon 
Baird 
Barbour 
Beedy 
Beers 
Black 
moom 
Bolton 
Brigham 
Britten 
Brumm 
Buckbee 
Burtness 
Campbell, Iowa 
Campbell, Pa. 
Carter, Wyo. 
Chalmers 
Chindblom 
Clague 
Clancy 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cochran, Pa. 
Connery 
Corning 
Coyle 
Craddock 
Cramton 
Ct·owtbel' 
Culkin 

[Roll No. 4] 

YEAS-62 
Edwards 
Eslick 
Fulmer 
Garner 
Gasque 
Glover 
Hammer 
Hare 
Hastings 
Hill, Ala. 
Howard 
Huddleston 
Johnson, Okla. 
Johnson, Tex. 
Jones, Tex. 
Kvale 

Lampert 
Lankford, Ga. 
Larsen 
Lee, Tex. 
Lozier 
McCloskey 
McKeown 
McSwain 
Milligan 
Moore, Ky. 
Morehead 
Nelson, Mo. 
Parks 
Patman 
Patterson 
Peavey 

Quin 
Ragon 
Rainey, Henry T. 
Ram speck 
Rankin 
Hay burn 
Romjue 
Sa bath 
Sanders, Tex. 
Stevenson 
Tarver 
Warren 
Wingo 
Wright 

NAY8-178 
Cullen 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Denison 
DeRouen 
Douglass, Mass. 
Dow elY 
Dunbar 
Eaton, Colo. 
Eaton, N.J. 
Elliott 
Englebrigb t 
Esterly 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Free 
Freeman 
French 
Garber, Okla. 
Garber, Va. 
Glynn 
Green 
Greenwood 
Guyer 
Hall, Ill. 
Hall, Ind. 
Hall, N.Dak. 
Halsey 
Ilardy 
Hawl~y 

· Hess 
Hill, Wash. 
Hoch 
Hoffman 
Hogg 
Holaday 
ilooper 
Hope 

Hull, Morton D. Nelson, Wis. 
Hull, Wis. Newhall 
lgoe Nledringllaus 
Irwin O'Connell, N. Y. 
Jenkins O'Connell, R. 1. 
Johnson Ill. O'Connor, La. 
Johnson, Ind. O'Connor, Okla. 
Johnston, Mo. Owen 
Jonas, N.C. Palmer 
Kading Pittenger 
Kearns Pritchard 
Kemp Ramey, Frank M. 
Kendall, Pa. Ramseyer 
Ketcham Reece 
Kiess Re d, N. Y. 
Kopp Robinson 
Kurtz Rogers 
Lambertson Rowbottom 
Langley Sandlin 
Lankford, Va. Schafer, Wis. 
Leavitt Seru·s 
Letts Selvig 
Ludlow Shott, W.Va. 
McCormack, MallS. Shreve 
McDuffie Simmon 
McLaughlin Sinclair 
McMillan Sirovkh 
Maas Sloan 
Manlove Smith, Idaho 
Mapes Snell 
Mead Snow 
Michaelson Sparks 
Michener Speaks 
Miller Spearing 
Montet Sproul, Ill. 
Moore, Ohio Sproul, Kana. 
Morgun Stafford 
Mouser Stalker 
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Stobbs 
Strong, Kans. 
Strong, Pa. 
Swanson 
Swick 
Swing 
Taber 

Taylor, Tenn. Wainwright 
Temple Wason 
Thatcher Watres 
Thurston Watson 
Tilson Welch1 Calif. 
Vestal Whittmgton 
Vincent, Mich. Wigglesworth 

NOT VOTING-187 
Abern{lthy Dominick Johnson, S. Dak. 
Aldrich Doughton Johnson, Wash. 
Auf der Heide Douglas .. Ariz. Kahn 
Bachmann Doutricn Kelly 
Bankhead Doyle Kendall, Ky. 
Beck Drane Kerr 
Blackburn Driver Kiefner 
Bland Dyer Kincheloe 
Bohn Ellis Knutson 
Bowman Estep Korell 
Boylan Evans, Calif. Kunz 
Brand, Ohio Evans, Mont. LaGuarllia 
Browne Fenn Lanham 
Brunner Fish Lea, Calif. 
Buchanan Fisher Leech 
Burdick Fort Lehlbach 
Busby Foss Lind ay 
Butler Frear Linthicum 
Cable Fuller Luce 
Canfield Gambrill McClintic, Okla. 
Carley Garrett McClintock, Ohio 
Carter, Calif. Gavagan McCormick, TIL 
Celler Gibson McFadden 
Chase Gifford McLeod 
Cbristgau Golder McReynolds 
Christopherson Goldsborough Magrady 
Clark, Md. Goodwin Mansfield 
Clark, N.C. Graham Martin 
Clarke, N.Y. Gregory Menges 
Cole Griffin Merritt 
Collins Hadley Montague 
Colton Hale Mooney 
Connolly Hall, Miss. Moore, Va. 
Cooke Hancock Murphy 
Cooper, Oblo Hartley Nelson, Me. 
Cooper, Wis. Haugen Nolan 
Cox Hickey Norton 
Crail Hopkins O'Connor, N.Y. 
Crisp Houston Oldfield 
Crosser Hudson Oliver, Ala. 
Curry Hudspeth Oliver, N. Y. 
Davenport Hughes Palmisano 
Davis Hull, Tenn. Parker 
Dempsey Hull, William E. Perkins 
De Priest James Porter 
Dickinson Jeffers Pou 
Dickstein Johnson, Nebr. Prall 

So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs : 
On the vote: 

Williamson 
Wilson 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Wolverton, W.Va. 
Wood · 

Pratt, Harcourt J. 
Pratt, Ruth 
Purnell 
Quayle 
Ransley 
Reid, Ill. 
Rutherford 
Sanders, N.Y. 
Schneider 
Seger 
Seiberling 
Shaffer, Va. 
Short, Mo. 
Simms 
Smith, W. Va. 
Some:rs, N.Y. 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stone 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sullivan, Pa. 
Summers, Wash. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thompson 
Timberlake 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Tucker 
Turpin 
Underbill 
Und~rwood 
Vinson, Ga. 
Walker 
Welsh, Pa. 
White 
Whltebead 
Whitley 
Williams 
Wolfenden 
Woodruff 
Woodrum 
Wyant 
Yates 
Yon 
Zihlman 

Mr. McClintic of Oklahoma (for) with M:r. Ma.grady (against). 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Bachmann with Mr. Smith of West Virginia. 
Mr. Fenn with Mr. Bland. 
Mr. Ellis with Mr. Griffin. 
Mr. Brown with Mr. Somers of New York. 
Mr. Frear with Mr. Canfield. 
Mr. Lehlbach with Mr. Jeffers. 
Mr. Short witb Mr. Tucker. · ~ 
Mr. Luce with Mr. Steagall. 
Mr. Merritt with Mr. Prall. 
Mr. Welsh of Pennsylvania with Mr. Buchanan. 
Mr. Murphy with Mr. Celler. 
Mr. Yates with Mr. Hudspeth. 
Mr. Porter with Mr. Stedman. 
Mr. Wyant with Mr. Quayle. 
Mr. Underhill with Mr. Yon. 
Mr. McFadden with Mr. Dominick. 
Mr. Treadway with Mr. Lindsay. 
Mr. McLeod with Mr. Crisp. 
Mr. LaGuardia with Mr. Kincheloe. 
Mr. Kiefner with Mr. Brunner. 
Mr. Purnell with Mr. Sumners of Texas. 
Mrs. McCormick of Illinois with Mr. Vinson of Georgia. 
Mr. Johnson of South Dakota. with Mr. Gavagan. 
Mr. Carter of California with Mr. Bankhead. 
M:r. Beck with Mr. Kunz. 
Mr. White with Mr. Davis. 
Mr. Thompson with Mr. Gregory. 
Mr. Summers oi Washl.ngton with Mr. Boylan, 
Mr. Leech with Mr. Woodrum. 
Mr. Seger with Mr. Rutherford. 
Mr. Ransley with Mr. Taylor of Colorado. 
Mr. Johnson of Washington with Mr. Kerr. . 
Mr. Martin with Mr. Carley. 
Mr. Ziblman with Mr. Hall of Mississippi. 
Mr. Sullivan of Pennsylvania with Mr. Auf der Heide. 
Mr. Seiberling with Mr. Underwood: 
Mr. Reid of Illinois with Mr. Whitehead. 
·1\fr. Gifforrt with Mr. Cox. 
Mr. Aldridge with Mr. Lea of Calilornia. 
Mr. Dyer with Mr. Williams. 
Mr. Bowman with Mr. Sullivan of New York. 
Mr. Fo. s with · Mr. Mooney. 
Mr. Cable with Mr. Doyle. 
Mr. Golder with ~Irs. Oldfield. 
Mr. Christopherson with Mr. Pou. 
Mr. Haneoek- with Mr. Douglas of Arizona. 
Mr. Connelly with Mr. Busby. 
Mr. Uudson with Mr. Clark of North Carolina. 

M.r. Cooper of Ohio with Mr. Dickstein. !-
Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Oliver of New York. 
Mr. Graham with Mr. Gambrill. 
Mr. Dickinson with Mr. Mansfield. 
Mr. Kelly with Mr. Drane. 
Mr. Parker with Mr. Goldsborough. 
Mr. Harcourt J. P:ratt with Mr. Collins. 
Mr. Wolfenden with Mr. Lanham. 
Mr. Tinkham with Mr. Montague. 
Mr. Perkins with Mr. Driver. 
Mrs. Ruth Pratt with Mr. O'Connor of New York. 
Mr. Menges with Mr. Garrett. 
Mr. Knutson with Mr. Palmisano. 
Mrs. Kahn with Mr. Oliver of .Alabama. 
Mr. Sanders of New York with Mr. Fuller. 
Mr. Stone with Mrs. Norton. 
Mr. Walter with Mr. Moore of Virginia. 
Mr. Woodruff with Mr. Fisher. 
Mr. Bohn with Mr. Crosser. 
Mr. Fort with Mr. Hull of Tennessee. · • 
Mr. Hickey with Mr. McReynolds. 
Mr. Hadley with Mr. Daughton. 
Mr. Goodwin with Mr. Evans of Montana. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAK.ER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
The bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. Wooo, a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

COMMITTEE ON PATENTS 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Patents may be permitted to sit on Monday 
next during the session of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent that the Committee on Patents may be permitted 
to sit on Monday next during the session of the House. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman it 
that is the request of the committee? 

Mr. VESTAL. Well, it is my request. 
Mr. GARNER. I wish the gentlemau would submit the mat

ter to his committee. The minority might not want to sit, and 
I feel the gentleman should submit the request to his committee 
and be able to say that he is instructed by his committee. I 
hope the gentleman will withdraw his request until he can 
consult his entire committee. 

Mr. VESTAL. If that is the wish of the gentleman I will 
be glad to do so. 

Mr. GARNER. I think that is the proper thing, because the 
minority might not wish to sit on that day. 

Mr. VESTAL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the request. 
THE r:N'.l'ERNATIONAL T.B.ADE EXHIBITION AND FREE ZONES 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanii:nous 
consent to extend my remarks in the REcoRD on Free Zones, and 
to incorporate therein a bill by Senator JoNES and my bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker and Members 

of the House, supplementing and extending the remarks I made 
a few days ago in regard to the New Orleans International 
Trade Exhibition, the port of New Orleans, and the merchant 
marine, I wish to give my constituents and other countrymen 
the benefit of my investigations and studies of a subject that 
has been discussed in a more or less desultory way for many 
years in the United States by men of light and leading. 

The Port of New Orleans would lend itself admirably to a 
free zone. Pretermitting the fact that the treaty by which 
the Louisiana Purchase was acquired guaranteed the commer
cial freedom of the Mississippi River, because such guaranty, 
without any warrant in law or morals for it, when neglected 
became obsolete and died as a result of inanition and is in
voked in vain where it is not in harmony with the policies 
of the country in other directions and particularly where it 
might be in apparent antagonism to uniformity of governmental 
functioning and operation, the practical demands of the present 
would justify the conferees in writing into their report, in 
accordance wit~ their undoubted prerogative and power, the 
necessary pernnssion for ports to create the free zone which 
has been advocated both in the House and Senate for many 
years. 

If it were admitted that the rights and privileges secured to 
the people of the Louisiana Purchase and their decedents are 
in. as full vigor as when the great treaty was ratified, we could 
ourselves create a free zone which is not in conflict with the 
constitutional power and right of Congress to lay and collect 
taxes, and impose for revenue and even other purposes, duties 
upon importations. But ancient rights, however acquired, unless 
used and developed become atrophied and moribund, and like 
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the reservations which the States or Colonies stipulated as 
conditions precedent to becoming members of the Union, in the 
course of the years become as dead as Hector in his tomb upon 
Mount Ida these several thousand years. So I will not press 
the right of the people of the Mississippi to the free use of the 
great river, as however good the note itself, it may be dis
cordant because not in tune with the legal and political devel
opment of the Nation to-day. I will endeavor to show the ne
cessity of a free zone and the ideal site the port of New Orleans 
would be for its location, by extrinsic evidence as it were, and 
the arguments that have been made against their feasibility, 
as my desire is more to stimulate discussion rather than to 
express in an orthodox manner any definite opinion ex cathedra, 
as it were, although I would modestly set forth my personal 
view. It is on the anvil of discussion that the spark of truth · 
will :fly, and my purpose will be served if I throw a light of suffi
cient intensity upon the subject to show how the New Orleans 
International Trade Exhibition and a free zone working to
gether would be a magnificent asset to the Nation and the 
countries of this hemisphere, on which we have our place and 
existence. To do this I will proceed in what appeals to me as 
a logical method. I will at this time ask you to read my bill 
H. R. 2564, now ·pending before the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
A bill to provide for maintaining, promoting, and advertising the Inter· 

national Trade Exhibition 
Whereas the President elect is presently on a journey and mission of 

good will in order to cement finer, nobler, and more enduring relations 
among the peoples of our country and those who live to the south of 
us in Mexico, Central America, and South America, as well as in the 
islands of the Gulf and Caribbean Sea, all of whom will feel and reflect 
the generous motives of a great American who believes that the inhabit
ants of the Western Hemisphere should dwell in amity, accord, under. 
standing, and fraternal affection ; and 

Whereas the :M:onroe doctrine will take on a more comprehensive 
significance and be seen as a. protecting shield in a larger and fuller 
sense and be accepted with a more appreciative understanding of its 
continental and democratic purpose as a rl:'sult of this historic visit; and 

Whereas the good will engendered may be secured and made perma
nent and a greater field of enterprise developed by maintaining an agency 
already established and recognized by our Government, known as the 
International Trade Exhibition, a nonprofit domestic corporation formed 
for the purpose of fostering better trade relations between the people of 
the United States and of foreign nations by exhibiting fabricated and 
raw products of the United States and similar products of foreign 
countries; and 

Whereas it is desirable that the magnificent effects of this · epochal 
journey, approved unstintedly and enthusiastically by the people of the 
United States, should not fade from our view but remain permanently in 
the minds of our people ; and 

Whereas it is the sense of Congress that the good-will trip of the 
President elect be logically sustained and supported and its beneficial 
re ults be made permanently productive of closer bonds through adver· 
tising it and the New Orleans Trade Exhibition appropriately in the 
leading newspapers and magazines of the world and in any other manner 
that the board of directors may deem consistent with this great chapter 
in our history : Therefore 

Be it etuzctcd, etc., That for the purpoS{' of providing the corporation 
known as the International Trade Exhibition with funds for use in 
maintaining, promoting, and advertising the permanent trade exposiUon 
at New Orleans, La., inaugurated on September 15, 1925, there is hereby 
authorized to be appropriated a sum not in excess of • 500,000. Such 
sum when appropriated may be expended for such purposes by the corpo
ration. All expenditures shall be allowed and paid upon the presentation 
of itemized voucher~ therefor approved by the board of directors and 
signed by the president of such corporation. 

To show and evidence the relationship that exists funda
mentally between the underlying purposes of the exhibition and 
a free port and that if unified a great commercial development 
woulcl result, I will at this point print the salient if not all of 
the outstanding features of the bill by Senator JoNEs. 
A bill to provide for the establishment, operation, and maintenance of 

foreign trade zones in ports of entry of the United States, to expedite 
and encourage foreign commerce, and for other put-poses 
Be it enacted, etc., That when used in this act-
The term "Secretary" means the Secretary of Commerce; 
The term "public corporation" means a State, a legal subdivision 

thereof, or a municipality, or a lawfully authorized public agency of 
a State or a municipality. 

The term " applicant" means a public corporation applying for the 
right to establish, operate, aDd maintain a foreign trade zone; 

The term "grantee" means a public corporation to which the privi
lege of establishing, operating, and maintaining a foreign trade zone 
has been gran ted ; 

The term " zone " means a " foreign trade zone " as provided in 
this act. 

SEc. 2. The Secretary is hereby authorized, subject to the conditions 
and restrictions of this act and of the rules and regulations made 
thereunder, upon application as hereinafter provided, to grant to public 
corporations the privilege of establishing, operating, and maintaining 
foreign trade zones in or adjacent to ports of entry under the jurisdic
tion of the United States. Not more than one zone shall be authorized 
in or adjacent to any port of - entry, except that when a port of 
entry is located within the confines of more than one State a zone 
may be authorized in each State in the territory comprised in such 
port of entry. 

SEc. 3. Foreign and domestic merchandise of every description, ex
cept such as is prohibited by law, may, without being subject to the 
customs laws of the United States, except as otherwise provided in this 
act, be brought into a zone and there stored, exhibited, broken up, 
repacked, assembled, distributed, sorted, refined, graded, cleaned, mixed 
with foreign or domestic merchandise, or otherwise manipulated, but 
not manufactured, and be exported, and foreign merchandise may be 
sent into customs territory of the United States therefrom, in the 
original package or otherwise; but when foreign merchandise is so 
sent from a zone into customs territory of the United States it shall 
be subject to the laws and regulations of the United States affecting 
imported merchandise: Provided, That when the privilege shall be 
requested the collector of customs shall supervise the unlading of 
foreign merchandise in the zone, cause such merchandise or any portion 
thereof to be appraised, and the duties liquidated thereon. Thereafter 
1t may be stored or manipulated under the supervision and regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and within two years 
after such unlading such merchandise, whether mixed with domestic 
merchandise or not, may be sent into customs territory upon the pay. 
ment of such liquidated duties thereon; and if not so sent into customs 
territory within such period of two years such merchandise shall be 
disposed of under rules and regulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury and out of the proceeds the duties shall be paid and the 
remainder, if any, to be delivered to the owners of the property: 
Provided turtl~er, That subject to such regulations respecting identity 
and the safeguarding of the revenue as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may deem necessary, articles the growth, product, or manufacture of 
the United States, and articles previously imported on which duty has 
been paid, or which have been admitted free of duty, may be taken 
into a zone from the customs territory of the United States, and may 
be brought back thereto free of duty, whether or not they have been 
combined with or made part, while in such zone, of other articles : 
Pt"O'Vid.ed, That if in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury their 
identity has not been lost such articles not entitled to free entry by 
reason of noncompliance with the requirements made hereunder by the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be treated when they reenter the 
customs territory of the United States as foreign merchandise under 
the provisions of the tariff laws in force at that time. 

SEC. 4. The Secretary of the Treasury shall assign to the zoM the 
necessary customs officers and guards to protect the revenue and to 
provide for the admi sion of foreign merchandise into customs territory. 

SEC. 5. Vessels entering or leaving a zone shall be subject to the . 
operation of all the laws of the United States, except as otherwise 
provided in this act, and vessels leaving a zone and arriving in customs 
territory of the United States shall be subject to such regulations to 
protect the revenue as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

SEc. 6. Each application shall state in detail-
(1) The location and qualifications of the area in which 1t is pro· 

posed to establish a zone, showing (a) the land and water or land or 
water area or land ~rea alone if the application is for its establishment 
in or adjacent to an interior port; (b) the means of segregation from 
customs territory; (c) the fitness of the area for a zone; and (d) 
the possibilities of expansion of the zone area; 

(2) The facilities and appurtenances which it is proposed to provide 
and the preliminary plans and estimate of the cost thereof, and the 
existing facilities and appurtenances which it is proposed to utilize; 

(3) The time within which the applicant proposes to commence 
and complete the construction of the zone and facilities and appur
tenances; 

(4) The methods proposed to finance the undertaking; 
(5) Such other information as the Secretary may require. 
The Secretary may upon his own initiative or upon request permit 

the amendment of the application. Any expansion of the area of an 
established zone shall be made and approved in the same manne.t· as 
an original application. 

SEc. 7. If the Secretary finds that the proposed plans and location 
are suitable for the accomplishment of the purpose of a foreign trade 
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zone under this act, and that the facilities and appurtenances which 
it is proposed to provide are sufficient he shall make the grant. If 
the Secretary refuses the grant, the applicant may appeal to a board 
eonsisting of the Secretary of Commerce, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and the Secretary of War, whose decision shall be rendered within 
three months from the filing of such appeal 1Uld be final as to the 
grant of the application. 

SEC. 8. The Secretary shall prescribe such rules and regulations 
not inconsistent with the provisions of this Act or the rules and _·egu
lations of the Secretary of the Treasury made hereunder and as may 
be necessary to carry out this act. 

SEC. 9. The Secretary shall cooperate with the State, subdivision, 
and municipality in which the zone is located in the exercise of their 
police, sanitary, and other powers in and in connection with the free 
zone. He shall also cooperate wJth the United States Customs Service, 
the Post Office Department, the Public Health Service, the Bureau of 
Immigration, and such other Federal agencies as have jurisdiction in 
ports of entry described in section 2. 

Sllc. 10. For the purpose of facilitating the investigations of the 
Secretary and his work in the granting of the privilege, in the estai: 
lishment, operation, and maintenance of a :Zonne, the President may 
direct the executive departments and other establishments of the 
Government to cooperate with the Secretary, 4lnd for such purpose 
each of the several departments and establishments is authorized, 
upon direction of the President, to furnish to the Secretary ~ucb 
records, papers, and information in their possession a.s may be. reqmred 
by him, and temporarily to detail to the service of the .Secretary such 
officers, experts, or engineers as may be necessary. 

SEc. 11. If the title to or right o? user of any of the property to 
be included in a zone is in the United States, an agreement to use such 
property for zone purposes may be entered into between the grantee 
and the department or officer of the United .States having control of 
the same, under such conditions, approved by the Secretary and such 
department or officer, aa may be agreed upon. . 

SEc. 12. Each grantee shall pronde and maintain in connection with 
the zone-

(a) Adequate slips, docks, wharves, warehouses, loading and un-
loading and mooring facilities where the zone is adjacent to water ; 
or, in the case of an inland zone, adeqnate loading, unloading, and 
warehonse facilities ; 

(b) Adequate transportation connections with the surrounding terri
tory and with all parts o! the United States, so arranged as to permit 
of proper guarding and inspection for the protection of the .revenue ; 

(c) Adequate facilities for coal or other fuel and for light and 
power; 

(d) Adequate water and sewer mains; 
(e) Adequate quarters and facilities for the ofticers and employees 

of the United States, State, and municipality whose duties may require 
their presence within the zone ; 

(f) Adequate inclosures to segregate the zone from customs terri
tory for protection of the revenue, together with suitable provisions 
for ingress and egress of persons, conveyances, vessels, and mer· 
chandise; 

(g) Such other facilities as may be required by the Secretary of 
Commerce, the Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
acting jointly. 

SEC. 13. The grantee may, with the approval o! the .Secretary of 
Commerce and the Secretary of the Treasury, and under reasonable and 
uniform regulations for like ·conditions and circumstances to be pre
scribed by tlrem, permit private persons, tirm!l, corporations, or asso
ciations to erect such buildings and other structures within the zone 
as will meet their particular requirements: Provided, That such per
m.ission shall not constitute a vested rigllt as against the lJnited States, 
nor interfere with the regulation of the grantee or the permittee by 
the United States, nor interfere with or complicate the revocation of 
the grant . by the United States : And provided further, That in the 
event of the United States or the grantee desiring to acquire the prop
erty of the permittee no good will shall be considered as accruing 
from the privilege granted to the zone: Ana rwovitleil further, That 
such permits shall not be granted on terms that conflict with the public 
use of the zone as set forth in this act. 

SEC. 14. Each zone shall be operated as a public utility, and all 
rates and charges for all services or privileges within the zone shall 
be fair and reasonable, and the grantee shall afford to all who may 
apply for the use of the zone and its facilities and appurtenances 
uniform treatment under like conditions, subject to such treaties 
or commercial conventions as are now in force or may hereafter be 
made from time to time by the United States with foreign govern
ments and the cost of maintaining the additional customs service 
required under this act shall be paid by the operator of the zone. 

SEc. 15. No person shall be allowed to reside within the zone 
except Federal, State, or municipal officers or agents whose resident 
presence is deemed necessary by the Secretary. 

The Secretary shall prescribe rules and regulations regarding em
ployees and other persons entering and leaving the zone. All rules 
and regulations concerning the protection of the revenue shall be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasuiy. · 

The Secretary may at any time order the exclusion from the zone 
of any goods or process of treatment that in his judgment is detri
mental to the public interest, health, or wafety. 

No retail trade shall be co~ducted within the zone except under 
permits issued by the grantee and approved by the Secretary. Such 
permittees shall sell no goods except such as are brought into the 
zone from customs territory. 

SEc. 16. The form and manner of keeping the accounts of each 
zone shall be prescribed by the Secretary. 

Each grantee shall make to the Secretary annually, and at such 
other times as be may prescribe, reports containing a full statement 
of all the operations, receipts, and expenditures, and such other 
information as the Sect:etary may require. 

The Secretary shall make a report to Congress on the first day 
of each regular session containing a summary of the operation and 
fiscal condition of each zone and transmit therewith copies of the 
annual report of each grantee. · 

SEc. 17. The grant shall not be sold, conveyed, transferred, aet 
ove1·, or assigned. 

SEC. 18. In the event of repeated violations of any of the pro
visions of this act by the grantee, the Secretary of Commerce, the 
Secretary of War, and the Secretary of the Treasury, or a majority 
9f them, may revoke the grant after four months' notice to the grantee 
and affording it an opportunity to be heard. The testimony taken 
before the Secretaries shall be reduced to writing and filed in the 
records of the Department of Commerce together with the decision 
reached thereon. 

In the conduct of any proceeding under this section for the revocation 
of a grant the Secretaries may compel the attendance of witnesses 
and the giving of testimony and the production of documentary evidence, 
and for such purpose may invoke the aid of the district courts of the 
United States. 

An order under the provisions of this section revoking the grant 
issued by the Secretaries shall be final and conclusive, unless within 
90 days after its service the grantee appeals to the circuit court of 
appeals for the circuit in which the zone is located by filing with the 
clerk of said court a written petition praying 'that the order of the 
Secretaries be set aside. The clerk Qf the court in which such a 
petition is filed snail immediately cause a copy thereof to be delivered 
to the Secretaries and they shall forthwith prepare, certify, and file in 
the court a full and accurate transcript of the record in the proceedings 
held before them under this section, the charges, the evidence, and the 
order revoking the grant. The testimony and evidence taken or sub
mitted before the Secretaries, duly certified and filed as a part of 
the record, shall be considered by the court as the evidence in the case. 

On such appeal the court shall review the record of proceedings 
before the Secretaries, and, if a decision of said Secretaries shall be 
supported by evidence, shall only make decision on errors of law: 

SEc. 19. In case of a violation of this act, or any regulation of the 
Secretary under this act, by the grantee, any officer, agent, or employee 
thereof responsible for or permitting any such violation shall be sub
ject to a fine of not more than $1,000. Each day during which a 
violation continues shall constitute a separate offense. 

SEc. 20. If any provision of this act or the application of such 
provision to certain cir<:amstances be held invalid, the remainder of the 
act and the application of such provisions to circumstances other than 
those as to which it is held invalid shall not be affected thereby. 

SEC. 21. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
reserved. 

The United States Tariff Commission in 1919 issued a pam
phlet on the subject after considerable hearings throughout the 
country. The essence- of this report was contained in Senate 
Report No. 257, Sixty-seventh Congress, submitted by Senator 
JoNES, of Washington, as chairman of the Committee on Com
merce, as the report of that committee on a bill proposing the 
authorization of foreign-trade zones. But a briefer discussion 
of foreign-trade zones, particularly in relation to the proposal 
for embodying authorization for their establishment in the tariff 
bill now under consideration, may be found in the recommenda
tions of the Department of Commerce, in reply to a request 
from the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and 
printed in the hearings. 

But a pamphlet issued by the United States G'hamber of 
Commerce several years ago is still the best brief summary of 
the arguments for and against free zones or free-trade zones 
fi·om the viewpoint of the United States. In that pamphlet will 
be found a particularly fnll discussion of the arguments in 
their favor. 
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The Department of Commerce bas long-been impressed with 

the fact that, compared with the other major commercial na
tions, the consignment, reexport, and transshipment trade of 
the United States is remarkably small in volume, even when 
account is taken of the difference in the geographic location of 
the United States and the major countries of Europe. The 
department has, therefore, been pleased to give its indorse
ment, in principle, to various measures introduced into Con
gres in recent years which propose to authorize the establish
ment of foreign-trade zones in the ports of the United States 
on the part of local authorities or groups. 

'Vhile it can· hardly be expected that there would be de
veloped in the United States as extensive operations of this 
character as are now found at Hamburg and certain other so
called free ports of Europe, it is our belief that, if properly 
located with regard to the currents of trade and planned in the 
light of the volume of business that may reasonably be expected 
to develop for them at given ports, foreign-trade zones may be 
of material benefit to this country. They should not only aid 
in the expansion of our export and trans hipment trade, but 
should make possible the fuller and more effective utilization of 
our merchant marine. 

IJ'oreign-trade zones are in principle but an extension of the 
system of bonded warehouses and drawback now provided for 
in the American tariff law. The customs administrative regu
lations have, indeed, been so liberalized in the course of the 
last tariff revision in 1922 that most of the activities relating to 
the manipulation of merchandise contemplated by the original 
project for foreign-trade zones may now be carried on in bonded 
warehouses without requiring the payment of duty. However, 
they are so necessarily encumbered with customs regulations, 
such as the filing of manifests, making formal entry of all for
eign merchandise, whether intended for ultimate entry into the 
country or not, having the goods weighed or otherwise examined 
before they are allowed to be deposited in bonded warehouses, 
that the privileges available are not sufficiently attractive to be 
used to any large extent. Essentially it is the minimizing of 
the official limitations and costs involved in the present for
malities and control that is contemplated by the proposal for 
the authorization of foreign-trade zones. 

Moreover, the proposal bas cogency in connection with the 
efforts to assist the American merchant marine. In so far as 
such foreign-trade zones would create consignment markets and 
larger transshipment business in American ports, they should 
help to secure larger and more balanced cargoes for American 
ships, both inward and outward bound. The possible saving in 
operation costs resulting from the quicker turn-around that is 
possible when goods may be deposited in a customs free zone, 
without waiting for the usual customs documents and formali
ties, is also a consideration. 

While this project for the authorization of foreign trade zones 
is now before Congress in the form of two bills of identical con
tent, introduced by enator JoNEs (S. 66) and Congressman 
WELCH of California (H. R. 8557), it might very well be consid
ered in connection with the revision of the administrative para
graphs of the present tariff act since substantially it represents 
an extension of the present facilities for "manipulation in 
warehou..,e" provided by Section 562 of the tariff act of 1922. 
If it is desired so to handle it, the essential purpose can be ac
complished by the inclusion in the tariff act of a general pro
vision authorizing the establishment of foreign trade zones, sub
ject in its details to regulations to be established by the Secre
tary of the Treasury in cooperation with the Secretary of 
Commerce. 

It is believed that the desirable ob.iectives which the authori
zation of foreign trade zones would further can be attained 
without weakening the effectiveness of any import duties which 
Congress may consider necessary for the protection of domestic 
industries, and without minimizing national revenue. 

During the continuance of a system of free trade England 
has to many intents and purposes been one great free port. In 
some quarters there was agitation in England for the establish
ment of technical free ports, but the bulk of opinion seems to 
have been that tile British customs formalities incidental to the 
administration of the few revenue duties which have prevailed 
in England for many years have not interfered to any great 
extent with the transshipment and reexport business which are 
so important in British commerce. 

When a country has not a comprehensive schedule of, and 
when most merchandise i~ exempt from, customs duties, customs 
supervision and customs routine are not likely to bear heavily 
on merchandi"'e brought into ~ country temporarily· and reex-

ported! either in its original form or after manipulation or 
manufacture. On the other hand, in a country which does have 
a comprehensive schedule of customs duties, particularly pro
tective duties that are high, customs supervision over all classes 
of imports becomes close, and the transshipment and reexport 
busine s are likely to become entangled in more or less necessary 
red tape. Accordingly, a country under a protective tariff 
regime which attaches importance to the building up of inter
national commerce, and deyeloping the transshipment and reex
port business, may strive to set up machinery which will facili
tate the transaction of such bu ine , while not interfering with 
the operation of the protective principle for the country itself. 
It is in this connection that the institution of the free port or 
free zone in a seaport has been established in some foreign 
countries and has become of interest in the United States. 

The free zone is an institution which at present the United 
States does not possess, and which a number of foreign countries, 
notably European countries, do possess. Naturally, the idea of 
free zones in ports of the United States has had its opponents 
as well as its vigorous advocates. Both independently and by 
reason of various official Federal hearings, the cl1ambers of· 
commerce and national trade bodies have had special commit
tees report, and have passed resolutions or otherwise taken a 
position for or against free zones. In most of the commercial 
organizations the proposal that there should be free zones in the 
United States has received hearty indor ement. As a result of 
its study, and hearings in Yarious parts of the United State , 
the Tariff Commission came to the conclusion that there is 
merit in the free-zone idea and a ked that it haYe the fayorable 
consideration of Congres . The National Foreign Trade Coun
cil has gone on record as favoring free zones, and the list of 
local chambers of commerce that have approved and urged free 
zones is long. The principal chambers in the port cities of the 
country, with one exception, haYe upported the free-zone idea. 

POSITION OF NATIO:'i'AL CHAl\IBElt 

At the eighth annual meeting of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the United States a resolution regarding "foreign-trade zones " 
was adopted, reading as follows: 

Unnecessary obstacles and unnecessary costs, together with anti
quated regulations, affect importation of materials which nre to be 
exported after manufacture in conjunction with domestic materials, 
and of goods which, after being repacked, are distributed to foreign 
customers. Removal of these impediments will inure to the benefit of 
American industry, American commerce, and Ame1ican merchant ship
ping. To this end Congress should enact legislation permitting the 
creation in American ports of areas where foreign materials and goods 
can be received for manufacture, repacking, or other necessary handling, 
and be distributed to foreign destinations, without the expense · and 
delays incident to passage through tbe customs_ 

BILLS IN CONGRESS 

The United States Tariff Commission has recommended that 
Congress enact permis ive legi lation making possible the estab
llihment of foreign-trade zones in ports of the United State . 
Thi recommendation was made by the commis ion after it had 
conducted hParings in 1917 and 1918 in various parts of the 
country. 

DEFINITION OF FREE ZONES 

The United States Ta1·iff Commission has given the following 
definition of a free zone : 

A free port or free zone is a place, limited in extent, that dill'ers u·om 
adjacent territory in being exempt from the customs laws as all'ecting 
goods destined for reexport; it means, simply, that, as regards customs 
duties, there is freedom, unleE!s and until imported goods enter the domes
tic market. A free zone may be defined as an isolated, inclosed, and 
policed area, in or adjacent to a pol't of entry, without resident popula
tion, furnished with the necessary facilities for lading and unlading, for 
supplying fuel and shipS' stores, for storing goods, and for reshipping 
them by land and water; an area within which goods may be lnnaed, 
stored, mixed, blended, repacked, manufactured, and reshipped without 
payment of duties and without the intervention of customs officials. It 
is subject equally with adjacent regions to all laws relating to public 
health, ve el inspection, postal service, labor conditions, immigration, 
and, indeed, everything except the customs. 

IN FAlOR OF FREE ZOXES 

First. Free zones, with cutting of cu toms red tape on Yes el 
movement and immediate inspection of mercltandi e, will di"ect 
increased transshipment trade to American ports, providing 
more dependable cargo volume, which will help the American 
merchant marine and improve the ocean services offered to 
American manufacturers. 



I 
I 

i, 
I 

1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD--HOUSE 1925 
Second. Free zones will provide facilities for extensive con

signment markets for dutiable raw materials and semimanu
factured goods as well as for dutiable finished products. 

Third. The installation of free zones will provide great im· 
provements in port and terminal facilities. 

Fourth. Free zones will make up for the inadequacy of a 
system of bonded warehouses and drawbacks, in so far as indus
tries manufacturing primarily for export and dependent upon 
dutiable imported supplies are concerned, and in permitting the 
rehandling, conditioning, and reexportation of imports. 

Fifth. Free zones obviate the necessity of advancing large 
sums for bonds and duty payments, the expenses of customs 
supervision, etc., and provide an opportunity for earnings for 
American bankers, insurance companies, forwarders, brokers, 
and others engaged in handling the port's business. 

Sixth. Free zones bring about a simplification and reduction 
of the work of customs administration, are quite in harmony 
with a protective truiff system, and are easy of administration 
from a customs standpoint, with all due regard to the safe
guarding of customs revenue and the prevention of smuggling. 

OPPOSED TO FREJ!l ZON!>S 4 

First. The United States does not possess the geographical 
advantage of number and proximity of different countries (some 
of them inland countries), which has encouraged the creation 
of free zones in European ports; free zones in the United States 
would be uneconomic, since tending ·to intercept the direct 
movement of goods from producing to consuming countries, en
couraging the processes and expenses of transshipment. 

Second. Free zones are a step toward free trade; foreign 
manufacturers would get business away from American manu
facturers by having stocks readily available in American ports 
for the domestic market, in addition to near-by foreign markets. 

Third. The systems of bonded warehouses and drawbacks and 
the extent to which raw materials are free of duty in the 
United States make free zones unnecessary; their establish
ment would only lead to smuggling and evasion of the customs 
laws and would involve additional expense to protect the rev
enue, without benefit to the country. 

Fourth. Free zones would promote commerce or trade, rather 
than manufacturing. 

Fifth. Friction would arise as to which cities should have 
free zones, and it would be difficult to comply with Article I, 
section 9, of the Constitution of the United States, reading: 
"No preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce 
or revenue to the ports of one State over those of another." 

Sixth. Because of the miscellaneous character of freight 
cargoes, in practice ships must be discharged at the regular 
terminals and the merchandise for the free zones be transferred 
to the free zones. 

TRANSSHIPMIDIT TRAD.IIl 

The principal reason for the existence of free zones is the 
development of transshipment trade. In all great ports there 
is a certain amount of transshipment business. Vessels in .line 
traffic, especially those making a limited number of ports, come 
into a port and discharge, in addition to the cargo intended for 
domestic distribution through the port itself, a certain amount 
of cargo intended for shipment to other ports not touched by 
the vessel in question. Other vessels coming into the port are 
destined to the other ports in foreign countries for which the 
transshipment cargo is eventually destined. These other ves
sels pick up the transshipment cargo and carry it to its ultimate 
port of destination. Obviously, from a shipping standpoint, 
there is a distinct advantage in having such transshipment cargo 
available, in order to provide adequate cargo volume for vessels 
making a given port, since the load factor-full loads when pos
sible-is fundamental in economical shipping. Transshipment 
business offers a clear opportunity for an approach to the equali
zation of inward and outward cargo tonnage. 

Doctor MacElwee, discussing the shipping advantages of free 
zones, bas put the case as follows : 

The institution of the free port has its economic corner stone in the 
load factor. The large ship is more economical than the small one. 
The trouble is to find cargo for her. Also, the more ships come to 
port, the better the service, the more animated the business of the port, 
the greater the possibility of filling the large and economical freight 
liner. This type of ship gives better service, sails oftener and faster, 
and generally stimulates business. On the other hand, few consumer 
communities absorb commodities in shipload lots. A family knows that 
tt ean boy veal cheaper per pound by buying a whole calf, but the 
average family can not use a whole calf. Certain countries may fill a 
ship with coffee, as Brazil, or with sugar, as Java or Cuba, or with 
steel rails or harvesters, as the United States, but few markets can 

absorb such shipments with regularity. The way to secure low freight 
rates and frequent express service overseas is to be able to unload lots 
at the warehouses of a great port, from which small short-haul feed~r 
lines distribute the commodities to the secondary market. In the past, 
the United States has absorbed cargo lots within its own borders and 
bas therefore bad little reexport complications. However, in the .fu
ture, with the smaller South American markets opened to the United 
States, it will be good business if many products, now handled oneco· 
nomically in broken lots, if at a:ll, be consigned to an American free 
port in cargo lots for feeder-line distribution to the smaller markets 
of Mexico and Central and South America. • • • It will therefore 
be necessary after the war to develop the feeder-line system to an extent 
not known before. 

Transshipment business has been a very large feature of the 
development of some of the world's greatest ports. A study of 
practically any inward vessel manifests covering cargo shipping 
on vessels from the chief European ports shows the extent to 
which transshipped cargo, originating in remote parts of the 
world, contributes to the making of cargo brought into our ports 
from Europe. The development of transshipment business has 
been characteristic of the trade of all the European coUlltries 
which have built up large mercantile marines. - It is remarkable 
in the trade moving through British ports, Hamburg, Bremen, 
Copenhagen, Rotterdam, Amsterdam, Antwerp, Le Havre, Bor· 
deatix, Marseilles, and Genoa, to enumerate but a few. The two 
chief German ports mentioned, Hamburg and Bremen, are the 
outstanding examples of the operation of free ports in connec
tion with this transshipment trade. Bremen developed a cotton 
transshipment business of vast dimensions, and the transship
ment trade of Hamburg in coffee and numerous other lines has 
been striking. . 

GEOGRAPHIC AND ECONOMIC SITUATION 

Opponents of free zones in ports of the -United States have 
argued that the geographical location of the United States is 
against the development of American ports in transshipment 
business. It is argued that the geographical location of the 
European ports, by reason of the existence of numerous different 
countries, some without seaports, reasonably close to each other, 
lends itself to the breaking ·up of large shipments in the princi
pal ports and to the subsequent distribution of merchandise in 
comparatively small quantities to the markets of the consuming 
countries. It is argued, on the other hand, that the comparative 
isolation of the United States from foreign countries is against 
the substantial growth of any such business in this country. 

Another argument which has come out in the hearings, tied 
up with the geographical basis for trade, is to the effect that 
European countries which have free zones are countries which 
depend largely on foreign countries for materials for manufac
ture and in turn depend upon foreign countries for a market for 
the things which are manufactured. On the other hand, the 
United States is portrayed as producing the bulk of its materials 
for manufacturing at home, and distributing the bulk of its 
output at home. This argument is then tied up directly with 
the idea that it is the development of a manufacturing indush·y 
within a free port or free zone that is the important thing; 
that there is room for the development of this line in Europe; 
but, from the wide difference in our position, there is no geo
graphical basis for such development here. As a mutter of 
fact, in some of the European free ports there is no manufaC: 
turing; manufacturing is not allowed. Further, in tbe Euro
pean free ports where manufacturing is allowed it is only in a 
comparatively few lines, particularly lines having to do with 
ship's supplies, that manufacturing has developed on a scale 
of any special significance. Copenhagen has had a free port 
for 25 years, and, while its transshipment and consignment 
business and the manipulation of goods have grown to large 
dimensions, practically no manufacturing takes place in the free 
harbor. . 

In the opinion of many students of the subject there is 
slight force to the argument about the difference between gecr 
g1·aphical and economic conditions in Europe and in the United 
States, if the shipping connections of the ports of the United 
States with foreign countries are increased and diversified as 
it is the hope of American business men that they will . be. 
To-day we get rubber, tin, wool, flax, burlap, v:egetable oils, 
hides and skins, and a wide variety of other products in trans
shipment from British and continental European ports. On the 
Pacific coast we bring in a considerable variety of merchandise 
that bas formed transshipment cargo in Singapore, Manila, 
Hong Kong, Shanghai, KobE!, Yokohama, and other oriental 
ports. If we had or if we were going to have no great, depend
able, frequent shipping service to the West Indies and Latin 
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America, to th~ Scandinavian countries, and to other parts of 
the world with which, possibly, we have had inadequate shipping 
connections in the past, naturally the building up of a greatly 
increased transshipment business might be regarded ns out of 
the question, and it might be admitted that there is no reason 
for the widening of our port facilities to encourage a line of 
business that has grown up in Europe where conditions are 
different. 

To-day, however, we have a foreign-trade sentiment in the 
United States and an economic position in the world which 
impel us toward the extension of our foreign trade. We have 
the material for the vast American mercantile marin~, which 
will give us the shipping connections between various American 
ports and all the important ports of foreign countries. Our 
exporters and importers are determined that we are going to 
have this adequate ocean-shipping service and are confident that 
we shall be able to work it out with our own merchant marine. 
It is stated that cargoes coming to the United States are over
whelmingly for domestic distribution. A study of our. inward 
cargoes shows, as indicated, that we have been forced to go to 
great European entreJ)Ot ports and get merchandise that has 
been transshipped in Europe from tropical and other remote 
points. 

With the development of our foreign-trade banking system 
and our merchant-marine connections with more foreign coun
tries, American trade is bound to develop on new lines to meet 
changed conditions. We are a creditor Nation and shall un
doubtedly continue to be a source of capital for the further de
velopment of foreign countries. It is recognized that we must 
import more goods. Our shipping activities have increased 
much and will increase more. We are building up insurance 
facilities for foreign busine s, and it is undoubted that the 
United States will have a bigger position, a greater activity in 
practically all lines of international busine ~- Certain geograph
ical and economic conditions maldng for the growth of trans
shipment business in European ports do not exist here but, 
on the other hand, from the shipping, financing, and other 
service standpoints, and from · n mercantile standpoint, the 
United States ports do possess good possibilities for bringing 
about greatly increased transshipment trade. 

CONSIGNMENT MARKETS 

Alongside transshipment trade the other chief argument for the 
free port or free zone is its importance in building up a broad 
consignment market-that is, a consignment market for import 
as well as for reexport. In the free ports of European coun
ries having protective tariff systems and in the ports of free
trade England, extensive consignment markets have grown up. 
Many grades of many commodities-raw materials and semi
manufactured materials for use in manufacturing, as well as 
finished products-are shipped to the great entrepot ports in 
quantities large enough to make for economical ocean ship
ment. There the manufacturers and merchants of the country 
and buyers from foreign countries go and buy for immediate 
delivery, in the quantities desired by each individual pur· 
<ehaser, grades of merchandise which are known from actual 
display. Auctions in consignment markets lead to advanta
geous purchasing. Grades and commodities found not to be 
suitable for the trade of the domestic market cnn be reexporterl 
without seriously hampering customs formalities. 

In the United States we have a high protective tariff bearing 
on a wide range of raw materials and semima.nufactured ma
terials for further use in manufactm·ing. On manufactured 
products our manufacturers and merchants do not have the 
advantages of a consignment market. Our system of bonded 
warehou es has imposed certain handicaps on this class of 
business. The American manufacturer or merchant to-day has 
to negotiate at long range, often through foreign middlemen, for 
comparati"rely large quantities of dutiable merchandise. With 
free zones in the United States, where a broad cons~gnment 
market could be built up, the American business men would 
l!ave the advantages which European business men have, of 
negotiating in the ports of their home country for quick de
livery of merchandi e in amounts immediately desired and 
grades known by inspection. The American manufacturers 
would benefit by having stocks of dutiable supplies readily ac
cessible and could buy in quantities as needed without tying up 
the large sums of money now tied up in carrying comparatively 
large stocks, by reason of the nonexistence of the facilities of 
a consignment market in the United States. As a diversified 
entrep{)t and consignment business grows up in the United 
States it would direct to our markets a great many Latin 
American and other buyers from abroad, who now do their buy
ing in the establi bed consignment mar~ets in European centers. 

BONDED W ABEHOUSE AND DRAWBACK SYSTEMS 

Some opponents of free zones dismiss the subject summarily 
as being unnecessary because we have a rather well-rounded-out 
bonded-warehouse system, and a workable drawback system. 
There are some -...ery important advantages, however, which 
froo zones possess over any systems of bonded warehouses and 
drawbacks. One of the big advantages which all observers have 
pointed out in connection with the free zones of Europe is the 
cutting down of customs formalities in connection with vessels 
bringing in merchandise intended for poss:ble transshipment. 
Vessels coming to the free ports are free from practically all 
customs formalities. They discharge and take on cargo, come in 
and go out, with the red tape of customs inspection practically 
eliminated. This advantage, which speeds up shipping turn
around and leads to distinct economies, has made a certain 
scattered appeal even in England, for although there are few 
customs duties in England and customs formalities on shipping 
have been reduced to a minimum to encourage shipping, each 
vessel's cargo is subject to full customs formalities in order 
adequately to protect the British revenue on such merchandise 
as is dutiable. 

DISADVANTAGES OF BONDED WAREHOUSES 

Those who stand up for the bonded warehouse and drawback 
and oppose free zones point to the possibility of manufacturing 
in bonded warehouses in the United States. As a matter of fact, 
manufacturing does not thrive in bonded warehouses. The 
customs formalities, which our customs officials declare have 
been reduced to a minimum, exercise a hampering effect which 
can not be overcome. Too much emphasis has been laid, in 
discussing free ports and free zones, on the question of manu
facturing. Manufacturing is not the big thing; transshipment 
and consignment trade are the strongest reasons for free zones. 
In the legislation proposed in recent sessions of Congress au
thorization for manufacturing is not carried, and in comparison 
with the other advantages conferred by a free zone, that omis~ 
sion, so far as most ports are concerned, might not prove serious. 
At the same time, the subject is of some importance and de
ser-...es consideration. Under our bonded-warehouse system, as 
a general rule, articles fully manufactured in bond are not 
allowed to be brought into the domestic market. Cigars are 
a notable exception to the rule. For most products manufac
tured in bond, only the by-products-grain hulls, for example
may be brought into the domestic market. 

The bonded warehouse may not be used for repack-ing or 
otherwise manipulating or processing general merchandise, ex
cept when necessary to prevent deterioration of the merchandise. 
The display of merchandise for sale in bonded warehouses is 
not allowed. Opponents of the free-zone idea contend that the 
bonded-warehouse regulations of the United States could be 
amended to get away from these existing disadvantage . There 
still remain decided disadvantages to the bonded warehouse, 
however. In bonded warehouses merchandise has to be entered, 
examined, assessed, and entry liquidated; credit is given against 
the warehouse entry as the merchandise is withdrawn and duty 
actually paid, in the case of imports coming out of the ware
house for consumption in the domestic market. Similarly, 
credits are given against the warehouse entry on goods re
exported from bonC.ed warehouses. If merchandise is trans
ferred from one bonded warehouse to another there are fur
ther customs formalities. The expenses in connection with cus
toms storekeepers and . especially the red tape in connection 
with the inspection, supervision, and recording of bonded mer
chandise, its movements to and from · bonded warehouses, all 
have a deadening effect. In addition, there is the expense of 
the bond for payme.at of double the amount of the duties. 

DIFFICULTIES IN USE OF DRAWBACK 

In order to overcome the disadvantages of manufacturing in 
bonded warehouses some of our export manufacturers who are 
dependent upon dutiable supplies from abroad u e the drawback 
system. Customs duties on imported supplies are paid. When 
the export merchandise containing the imported dutiable sup· 
plies is exported from the United States the manufacturer can 
obtain a refund of the amount of duties paid, with the exception 
of a customs charge of 1 per cent. Whereas in the case of 
bonded warehouses the manufacturer has to pay only the 
amount of the bond for double the duties and the charges for 
customs storekeepers and other incidental charges, the manu
facturer relying on drawback suffers the lo s of the interest 
on the amount of customs duties actually paid when the mer
chandise was brought in. In addition to the costs of this 
operation of drawback there are again the burdens of customs 
red tape in properly identifying the merchandise, proving 
the amounts of dutiable imported materials covered in the 
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export shipments, and other vexations delays in getting the 
refund of drawback. 

MANUFACTURING IN PREE ZONES 

The subject of manufacturing in free ports or free zones, 
alread,y referred to, gives rise to various lines of attack on 
the part of opponents of the free-zone system. One manufac
turer in ·testifying at a Government bearing stated that be 
was opposed to free zones because they are primarily of benefit 
to commerce and not primarily of benefit to industry. ·It is 
stated that within the necessarily limited area of free zones 
it is unthinkable that large-scale and greatly varied manufac
turing industry can be built up. It is further stated that the 
history of Hamburg, the most notable of the European free 
ports in which manufacturing is permitted, shows that big 
manufacturing growth can not be expected in a free zone ; it is 
the ship-repair industries1 the ship-supply industries, and a lim
ited number of exclusively export industries that have pros
pered in the free zones ; that the industrial development within 
the free zone is not comparable with that outside the free 
zone. There is an obvious disadvantage to manufacturing 
within a free zone any dutiable article for sale within the 
domestic market. The industry in the free zone must pay the 
customs duty on the finished product, whereas the manufac
turer within the country outside the stockade of the free zone 
pays customs duty only on such dutiable materials as may be 
imported. The manufacturer within a free zone has, therefore, 
a real handicap in case he has to dispose of any of his output 
within the country. It bas, however, been pointed out that the 
manufacturer within the free zone bas distinct advantages over 
the manufacturer outside the free zone in the same country, 
so far as export trade is concerned. · 

There is no particular dispute as to the facts of most of 
these contentions. The commerce of the United States should 
be encouraged, as well as the industry of the United States. 
It is believed that the United States generally will benefit by 
handling a large share of the world's business, getting the 
profits from shipping, warehousing, financing, insuring, and 
render.ing other services in connection with the transshipment 
trade. It is believed that the American manufacturer will 
benefit directly from the advantages of this transshipment 
business and the establishment of a broad consignment market 
through which he can get his needed dutiable supplies from 
abroad. It is adm,itted that no marvelous development of 
manufacturing industries in the free zones may be expected. 
It is felt .that certain export industries, now .conducted with 
difficulty in bonded manufacturing warehouses and with the 
aid of drawback, w.ill be stimulated and marvelous develop
ment of manufacturing industi ·es in the free zones are made 
available to American manufacturers. There is no force to 
the argument that a manufacturer operating within a free 
zone will have an advantage over the manufacturer making 
goods for export outside the free-zone stockade. It is to be 
expected that the manufacturers who wjll manufacture within 
the free zone will be chiefly Americans. If an American manu
facturer has a sufficient volume of business to justify the es
tablishment of a factory working exclusively for export within 
a free zone and is thereby enabled to get more nearly on a 
parity with compet;i.ng manufacturers in foreign countries, 
American industry will receive the benefit. · 

FEASIBII.ITY OF .i'B.EE ZONK8--SHIPPING STANDPOINT 

The advantages of free zones to vessels operating in the 
transshipment trade have been discussed. Opponents of free 
zones have argued that since a large percentage of freight im
portations are of miscellaneous character and for general d,is
tribution primarily in the domestic market, ships carrying such 

. cargo would, as a rule, dock at their regular terminals and any 
portion of the cargo intended for the free zone would have to 
be transported from such a terminal to the free zone. From a 
sh,ipping standpoint there is no reason why it would not be 
feasible for any snch cargo, intended for storing in the free 
zone or for transshipment through the free zone, to be ligbtered 
to the free zone as possible consignment cargo or transshipment 
cargo, with as little effort or expense as would be required for 
lighterage to any other point for transshipment or for trans
portation to bonded warehouses, in the caSe of merchandise 
which might eventually in pa1·t find its way into the domestic 
market, but which it :j§ not desirable at the time of discharge 
from the vessel to put through the customs for immediate 
entry. We do, as a matter of fact, bring j.nto our ports at 
present many whole cargoes of single commodities-{)il, coffee, 
fruits, nitrates, sugar, sisal, copra, and so forth. As our 
shipping business and our shipping connections improve .it is 
reasonable to expect that we shall do more such business. Our 

carrying trade in bulk commodities will increase and the 
Un,ited States wm depend less upon obtaining such eom
~odities as a part of miscellaneous cargoes from the entrep()t 
ports of Europe, and will itself establish a larger transship
ment market in American ports. Free zones are feasible and 
desirable from a shipping standpoint, not only ~ view of the 
act:ual extent of single-commodity cargoes, but with regard to 
the economical handling through the free zones of such por
tions of miscellaneous cargoes as may be discharged from 
vessels completely discharging at terminals outside of the free 
zone. 

According to port authorities, the incorporation of an ade
quate free zone can be made with relatively little difficulty as 
an integral part of any general plan of port improvement in 
most of the ports of the United States. The free-zone idea is 
applicable to a small as well as to a large port; the free zones 
in many European ports operate with only a few acres of land. 

RELATION TO A PROTJIICTIVE TAJUJJ'F 

The argument that a ·system of free ports or free zones 
diminishes protection of the domestic market by a tariff, or 
is the first step toward "free trade," is based on a false con
struction of the word "free." In reality, the free zone permits 
.of the highest degree of protection of the domestic market, with
out sacrificing the development of the transshipment trade and 
of a wide consignment market. Addressing the Committee on 
Commerce of the United States Senate in October, 1918, Secre
tary of Commerce William C. Redfield said : 

There seems to be a lingering impression in the minds of some 
persons that a foreign-trade zone has something to do with free trade. 
I wish, therefore, to repeat here that a free zone, or a foreign-trade 
zone, is a normal accompaniment of a so-called "protection policy!' 
There is no occasion for a foreign trade zone in a free-trade colJ.Dtry. 
The tariff status quo of the United States is maintained in principle 
and in fact by the provision of bill S. 3170. 

Likewise the argument has been made that free zones have 
a tendency to become dumping zones. Free zones do not alter 
customs rates or general customs tariff policy. The tariff 
affords adequate means for protecting, through regular customs 
duties and antidumping clauses, against dumping. Bonded 
warehouses are as open to any argument of lending themselves 
to dumping as would be free zones. 

Another opponent of free zones has referred to them as "for
eign islands in United States Territory." " Economic invasion " 
of the United States through free zones has been referred to. 
They are not foreign islands, but domestic places where Ameri
can shipowners, merchants, and middlemen may earry on a line 
of activities for the benefit of American business. The argu
ment against free zones bas been made that foreigners will -reap 
the benefits ; that foreign shipping compa,nies will benefit from 
a share in the transshipment business; that foreign manufa~
turers and merchants will get business away from American 
manufacturers and merchants by having stocks available in 
the American ports. The committee would not favor any at
tempt to restrict the 'Ordinary commercial use of established 
free zones in American ports to Americans, barring out foreign
ers. It is a matter of fact that the merchant vessels of a coun
try use the ports .of the home country more than they use foreign 
ports. The committee sees no reason to believe that Americans 
would not be the ones to develop t;he warehousing and trans
shipment and consignment trade in free zones .of United ·states 
ports. Experience in free ports and free zones in foreign coun
tries where no restrictions are placed on the nationality of per
sons and companies operating, give no reason to believe that 
American free zones would fall under the domination of the 
citizens or subjects of foreign countries . 

LEGALITY 

S~me opponents of free zones in the United States have con
ten-ded that the establishment of such zones woul<.l be unconsti
tutional in view of Article I, section 9, clause 6, of the Federal 
Constitution, which provides in part as follows : 

No preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce or revenue 
to the ports of one State over those of another • • •. 

In the official hearings, considerable legal opinion bearing 
upon this point was introduced. From Pennsylvania v. Wheel
ing & Belmont Bridge Co. (18 How. 421, 433, 435), considered as 
a leading ease on the construction of clause 6 in section 9 of 
Article I of the Constitution, the opinion of Mr. Justice Nelson 
is quoted, as follows : 

It is a mistake to assume that Congress is forbidden to give a prefer
ence to a port in one State over a port in another. Such preferenc!') is 
given in every instance where it makes a port in one State a port of 
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entry and refuses to make another port in another State a port of entry. 
No greater preference in one sense can be more directly given than in 
this way, and yet the power of Congress to give such preference . has 
never been questioned. Nor can it be, without asserting that the 
moment Congress makes a port in one State a port of entry it is bound 
at the same time to make all other ports in all other States ports of 
entry. 

The applicability of this line of reasoning to the authorization 
of the establishment of free zones in certain ports of the United 
States without thereby making it necessary to authorize the 
establishment of free zones in all ports of the United States, is 
convincing. · 

CONCLUSION 

Permissive legislation should be passed authorizing the estab
lishment by local bodies at their own expense, under approved 
Federal regulation, of free zones in the ports of the United 
States. It is believed that a free zone is a part of the equip
ment of a country for doing a diversified international trading 
business which American business men ought to have made 
available to them. It is believed that with free zones in Ameri
can ports the American merchant marine will benefit from an 
increased share in the carrying trade of the world; that Ameri
can merchants and manufacturers will benefit in a vatiety of 
ways from the advantages of a wide American consignment mar
ket for foreign products; that the free zones will bring needed 
improvements in American port and terminal facilities ; that 
free zones will bring added business to American banks, insur
ance companies, freight forwarders, and warehousemen; that 
free zones will bring about a vast improvement of the type ot 
facilities provided at present only by bonded warehouses and 
drawback, together with a simplification and saving in the work 
of cu toms administration. The United States, with its ·mer
chant marine, its expanded equipment for foreign banking, for
eign merchandising, and marine insurance, occupies a new place 
in the trade of the world. The establishment of free zones will 
be a step forward in improving our material equipment for 
building up our international trade. 

New Orleans, the great port of the valley, is the place for such 
a noble experiment, and I am not speaking facetiously but 
earnestly and sincerely. It is at the bottom of the river, the 
last great city on its banks. It is connected with all of the 
waterways of the country and the world. Every drop of snow 
or rain or hail that falls between the Alleghenies and the 
Rockies sings its way past the doors of New Orleans to the 
Gulf of Mexico. On the completion of the Louisiana-Texas 
intercoastal canal it will reach by an inland waterway the Rio 
Grande and in the near future will, by a similar inland water
way, be connected with every village, town, and hamlet on tho 
banks of the great canal that will connect up Florida and the 
Atlantic coast as far. north as Boston. · It is in touch now but 

·soon will be in closer commercial waterway contact with St. 
Paul and Minneapolis, with Chicago and the other cities of 
the Great Lakes, with Pittsburgh and Cincinnati, with St: Louis 
and Kansas City and Yankton, for the dream of our President 
will in the near future become a reality and "the glory that 
was Greece and the grandeur that was Rome " will be the lot 
of many noble cities of the valley, whose opulence- will be the 
result of his magnificent vision and dream come true. 

"For a dreamer lives forever and a toiler dies in a day." 
New Orleans is kin with all of the ports of the earth, and the 
seven seas are the road over which argosies of wealth will be 
brought to the valley and under the elastic provisions of the 
free port manipulated and changed into even greater wealth to 
be again shipped into strange lands and sold and distributed 
among strange peoples, who will learn to trade on a larger and 
more active scale with us of the United States. But particu
larly with our neighbors of Mexico and the Central and South 
Americas and the West Indies will such an institution, coupled 
with the international trade exhibition, become a lighthouse 
and a beacon of hope. Trade will keep them and ourselves 
alive, good neighbors, and affectionate friends, for it is through 
trade that the peace of the earth will be made. Remember, 
gentlemen, of the coming conference on the tariff bill, that a 
free-trade zone will stimulate business and that it is our duty 
to promote the welfare of our own land and thereby other lands 
as well, by adopting such means a,s will be consistent with the 
protective prfnciple and extend our commerce, for without it we 
will begin slowly and inevitably to crawl to our tomb. 

PERMISSION TO .ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. GARBER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that on Monday next, after the reading of the Journal 
and disposition of matters on the Speaker's table, I may be per
mitted to address the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani· 
mous consent that on Monday next, after the disposition of mat
ters on the Speaker's table and the orders heretofore made by 
the House, he may address the House for 15 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol
lows: 

To Mr. WYANT (at the request of Mr. DARRow), for Monday, 
Tuesday, and Wednesday of next week, on account of official 
business. • 

To Mr. KELLY (at the request of Mr. DARRow), for Monday, 
Tuesday, and Wednesday of next week, on account of official 
business. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

_The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 
mmutes p.m.) the House adjourned until Monday, January 20, 
1930, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COl\fl\IITTEE HEARINGS 
.Mr. TILS9N submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearmgs scheduled for Monday, January 20, 1930, as 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 

COMMITl'EEl ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To consider bills concerning aliens from countries of the 

Western Hemisphere immigrating to the United States. 
COMMITI'EE ON ELECTIONS NO. 3 

(10 a.m.) 
To consider the Wurzbach-McCloskey election contest. 

OOMMI'ITEEl ON TERRITORIES 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To consider several bills proposed affecting Alaska and Hawaii. 

OOMMI'ITEE ON EDUCATION 

(10.30 a. m.) 
. To amend an act entitled "An act to provide for the promo

tion of vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry 
or otherwise and their return to civil employment," approved 
June 2, 1920, as amended. (H. R. 7138.) · 

COMMITrEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

(10 a.m. and 2 p.m.) 
Independent offices' appropriation bill. 
Navy Department appropriation bill. 
Deficiency appropriation bill 

COMMITI'EE ON AGRIOULTURE 

(10 a.m.) 
Making applicable for the year 1930 the provisions of the act 

of Congress approved February 25, 1929, for relief to farmers in 
the flood-stlicken areas. (H. J. Res. 131, H. J. Res. 145, H. J. 
Res. 148.) 

For the relief of farmers and fruit growers in the storm and 
flood stricken areas of Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina and 
South Carolina. (H. R. 5719, H. J. Res. 138.) ' 

Making applicable for the year 1930 the provision of the joint 
resolution of Congress approved February 25, 1929, for relief to 
farmers in Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
Florida, and Alabama. (H. J. Res. 183.) 

For the emergency relief of flood sufferers in the area over
flowed by the Rio Grande River in the State of New Mexico. 
(S. J. Res. 73.) 

EXECUTIVE COMMUl\"TJ:CATIONS, ETC. 
273. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV a letter from the Acting 

Secretary of the Department of Commerce, transmitting report 
of an accumulation of papers which are not needed in the trans
action of public business and have no permanent value or his
torical interest, was taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS· 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. KIESS: Committee on Insular Affairs. H. J. Res. 211. 

A joint resolution to authorize additional appropriations for 
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tbe relief of Porto Rico-; without amendment· (Rept. No. 267). 
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 Accounts. H. Res. 122. A 

resolution to pay Evelyna Lowe, widow of Stanley B. Lowe, six 
months' compensation and defray funeral ex_Qenses (Rept. No. 
265) . (Ordered to be printed.) 

Mr. UNDERHILL: Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 127. A 
resolution to pay Marguerite K. Kerrigan six months' compensa
tion and an additional amount not to exceed $250 to defray 
last sickness and funeral expenses of Michael X. Kerrigan, late 
an employee of the House (Rept. No. 266). (Ordered to be 
printed.) · 

Mr. ffiWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 3948. A bill for 
the relief of W. C. Moye; without amendment (Rept. No. 268). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. GAMBRILL: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 1449. 
A bill for the relief of Paymaster Charles Robert O'Leary, 
United States Navy; without amendment (Rept. No. 269). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HALE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 1798. A bill 
for the relief of Francis Leo Shea; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 270). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 3104. 
A bill for the relief of Lieut. Edward F. Ney, Supply Corps, 
United States Navy; with amendment (Rept. No. 271). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. 
H. R. 4055. A bill to authorize a cash award to William P. 
Flood for beneficial suggestions resulting in improvement in 
naval material; without amendment (Rept. No. 272}. Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval .Affairs. H. R. 4763. 
A bill for the relief of Russell H. Lindsay ; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 273). Referred to the Committee of the Wbole 
House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 af Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. CRAIL: A. bill (H. R . 8803) to enact a uniform pen

sion law for dis~bilities incurred in war service and ·granting 
pensions and inc1·ease of pensions to certain soldiers, sailors, 
marines, and nurses who served the United States in time of 
war~ and for othe1· purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8801) to enable the 
Secretary of Agriculture to control emergency insect infesta
tions on the national forests; to the Committee on AgTiculture. 

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8805) to authorize 
the acquisition for military .purposes of land in the county of 
Montgomery, State of Alabama1 for use as an addition to 
Maxwell Field ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 8806) to authorize the £ost
master General to impose fines on steamship and aircraft car
riers transporting the mails beyond the borders of the United 
States for unreasonable and unnecessary delays and for other 
delinquencies; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. . 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 8807) to .provide for the co
ordination of the public-health activities of the Government~ 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. · 

By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 8808) authorizing the 
county of Vanderburgh, Ind .• to construct, maintain, and oper
ate a toll bridge across the Ohio River at or near Evansville, 
Ind. ; to the Committee on Interstate. and· Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8809) to amend 
the act entitled "An act to regulate interstate transportation 
of black bass~ and for other purposes," approved May 20, 1926; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8810) to amend 
the act entitled "An act to authorize and direct the survey, 
construction, and maintenance of a memorial highway to con
nect Mount Vernon, in. the State of Virginia, with the Arlington 
Memorial Bridge across the Potomac River at Washington/' b' adding thereto two new sections, to be numbered sections 
8 and 9 ~ to the Committee on Roads.. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 88:1,.1} for the relief 
of the owners of lots in the unfiooded portion of the old townsite 

at American Falls, Idaho ; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 8812) authorizing the 
Menominee Tribe of Indians to employ general attorneys; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8813) , to refer the claim of the Menominee 
Tribe of Indians to the Court of Claims with the right of 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8814) to provide for 
old-age pensions for persons residing in the District of Colum
bia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SffiOVICH: A bill (H. R. 8815) to provide for the 
discontinuance of the use of poison in the denaturation of 
alcohol ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 8816) to grant a World War 
service pension to certain disabled soldiers, sailorst and marmes 
of the World Wa1·; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 8817) to amend section 29 of 
the act of August 29, 1916, entitled "An act to declare the pun
pose of the people of the United States as to the future political 
status of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide 
a more autonomous government for those islands " ; to the Com
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALLEN: ·A bill (H. R. 8818) for the relief of James 

M. Pace; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 8819) for the. relief of Laura 

Reese Gregg; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 8820) granting a pension 

to Waldo 0. McCollum; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8821) granting an in

crease of pension to Annie Garner ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: A. bill (H. R. 8822) for the relief of 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians of Oklahoma, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. CLARK of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 8823) for the re
lief of Joseph J. Baylin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missomi: A bill (H. R. 8824) gl'anting 
a pension to Nathaniel Elliott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. CULKIN: A bill (H. R. 8825) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary J~ Hutchinson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8826) granting. an increase of pension to 
Ella F . Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 8827) granting an in
crease of pension to Elizabeth E. Nichols; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNBAR; A bill (H. R. 8828} granting an increase of 
pension to Amanda C. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EATON of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8829) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria M. Riley ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. ESTERLY: A bill (H. R. 8830) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza Kiefer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma:- A bill (H. R. 8831) for the 
relief of Eddie French; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HALSEY: A bill (H. R. 8832) granting an increase of 
p.ensian. to :Melissa. J. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 8833) granting a pension to 
John W. Cole : to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. IDLL of Alabama: .A. bill (H. R. 8834) for- the relief 
of Robert A. Burns; to the- Committee on Military Affairs. 

By M.r. HOFFMAN: A bill {H. R. 8835) for the relief of 
Hany Harsin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 8836) for the relief of the 
·French Co. of Marine and Commerce; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8837) for the relief of the Government of 
China ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also~ a bill (H. R. 8838.) for. the relief of Jasper Daleo ; to 
the Committee on Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H~ R. 8839) for the relief of Enriqueta Koch v. 
de Jeanneret; to the Committee-on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8840) for tbe. relief of Don. C. Fees; to the 
Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8841) for the relief of William K. Kennedy; 

to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) for the relief of Francis B. Kennedy; 

to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. B. 8843) to allow credits in the accounts ot 

certain disbursing officers of the United States Veterans' Bu
reau; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) for the relief of Benjamin Gonzalez; 
to the Committee on Claims. 
. Also, a bill (H. R. 8845) to authorize credit in the disbursing 
account of Eckley C. Guerin ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8846) for the relief of C. N. Hildreth, jr.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8847) grant
ing an increase of pension to Robert L. Boyd; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 8848) for the relief of 
Daniel W. Seal; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 8849) for the relief 
of Mrs. George Logan and her minor children, Lewis and Bar
bara Logan ; to the Committee on (Jlaims. 

By Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 8850) to se
cure a survey of Turtle River from Southern Docks to Cri pin 
Island and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. · 

By Mr. LEECH: A bill (H. R. 8851) granting an increase of 
pension to Anna M. Bryan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8852) granting a pen
sion to Mamie V. Brittingham; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8853) granting a pension 
to Evalena Johns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McREYNOLDS: A bHl (H. R. 8854) for the relief 
of William Taylor Coburn; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8855) for the relief of John W. Bates; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8856) for the relief of J. B. Elliott; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8857) granting an increa~e 
of pension to Jennie V. Proctor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: A bill. (H. R. 88~~) for the ~elicf 
of Elizabeth Moncravie; to the Committee on M1lltary Affairs. 

By Mr. ROWBOTTO:M: A bill (H. R. 8859) ~ranting an i~
crease of pension to Sarah C. Tate; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 8860) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 8861) granting an increase of pension to 
Mattie' J. Irwin ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8862) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria E. John on ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 8863) grantin.g an increase ~f 
pension to Myrtie E. Preston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By :Mk. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 8864) granting an increase 
of pension to Sophia A. Treese ; to the Committee on Invalid 

3205. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of George SJru>le and 78 
other citizens of Rockford, lll., asking for early and favorable 
consideration by Congress of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, 
providing for increased rates of pension to the men who served 
in the a1·med forces of the United States duiing the Spanish 
War period ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3206. By Mr. BURTNESS : Petition of citizens of Thompson, 
N. Dak., for the speedy consideration and pas age of Senate bill 
476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension 
to veterans of the Spanish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3207. Also, petition of citizens of Crocu , Clyde, and Egeland, 
N. Dak., for the speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill 
476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pen
sion to veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

3208. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa : Petition of 82 citizens of 
Sioux City, Woodbury County, Iowa, urging speedy considera
tion and passage of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, provid
ing for increased rates of pension to the men who served in the 
armed forces of the United States during the Spanish War 
period ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3209. By Mr. CANNON: Petition of E. Barton and other citi
zens of Montgomery City, Mo., favoring an increase of pension to 
Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee qn Pension& 

3210. By Mr. CHALMERS : Petition sign·ed by residents of 
Lucas County, Toledo, ninth congressional district of Ohio, 
urging the passage of legislation increasing the pensions of 
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on: Pensions. 

3211. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of 588 citizens 
of Broome County, N. Y., asking support of House bill 2562 and 
Senate bill 476~ increasing pensions of Spanish War veterans; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3212. Also, petition of 279 citizens of Otsego County, N. Y., 
asking support of Hou~e bill2562 and Senate bill 476, increasing 
pensions of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on 
Pensions. ' 

3213. Also, petition of 246 citizens of Delaware County, N. Y., 
asking support of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, increasing 
pensions of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

3214. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of sundry citizens of Los 
Angeles County, Calif., favoring the passage of legislation for 
more liberal pensions for Spanish War veterans; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

3215. By Mr. CULKIN: Petition of sundry citizens of Con
stantia, N.Y., and vicinity, praying for the passage of legislation 
increasing the pensions of veterans of the war with Spain; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3216. Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Oneida, N. Y., and 
vicinity, praying for enactment of legislation granting increased 
pensions to veterans of the war with Spain, to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

3217. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Watertown, N. Y., 
praying for the en·actment of legislation to increase pension of 
veterans of the war with Spain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3218. By Mr. DRIVER: Petition of citizens of Clay County, 
Ark., urging speedy consideration and passage of legislation in
ereasing pensions of veterans and widows of veterans of the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Pensions. 
By Mr. YON: A bill (H. R. 8865) granting 

Peyton Paramore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3219. By Mr. DUNBAR: Petition of Perry Moon and 167 citi
a pension to zens of Paoli, Ind., urging favorable action on legislation per

taining to veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 3220. By Mr. EATON of Colorado: Petition signed by 16 
Under clau e 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid voters of Denver, Colo., petitioning for the passage of House bill 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 
3201. By Mr. ADKINS. Petition of citizens of Tuscola, Ill., 3221. Also, petition signed by 64 voters of Denver, Colo., peti-

requesting speedy consideration and passage of House bill 2562; tionlng for the passage of House bill 2562 ; to the Committee on 
to the Committee on Pensions. Pensions. 

3202. Also, petition signed by Dennis Cashman and other resi- 3222. Also, petition signed by 73 voters of Denver, Colo., peti· 
dents of Danve1·s, :Mass., favoring increa e in pensions paid to tioning for the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; 
Civil War veteran and widows of veterans; to the Committee to the Committee on Pensions. 
on Invalid Pensions. 3223. By Mr. ELLIOT!': Petition of 19 citizens of Rushville, 

3203. Also, petition signed by FTancis X. Gaudreau and other Ind., urging enactment of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, 
citizens of Beverly Farms, Mass., and vicinity, favoring the pas- for increased rates of pension to men who served in the Spanish 
sage of legislation to increase pensions for Spanish War veter- War; to the Committee on Pensions. 
ans ; to tho Committee on Pensions. 3224. By Mr. ESTEP : Petition of city council, to adopt legis-

3204. By Mr. BACHMANN: Petition of L. E. Polen and other lation for the observance of October 11 each year as " General 
citizens of New Cumberland, W. Va., urging immediate consid- Pulaski Memorial Day"; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
eration and passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, 3225. Also, petition of council of the city of Pittsburgh, in
providing for increased rates of pension to tbe veterans of the dorsing Senate bill 15, retirement bill; to the Committee on 
Spanish-American War; to the Committee on Pensions. · the Civil Service. 
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3226. By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of 46 citizens of Day· . 

ton, Ohio, praying for early consideration and passage of House 
. bill 2562, providing for pension increase for veterans of the 
Spanish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3227. Also, petition of 71 citizens of Middletown, Butler 
County, Ohio, praying for early consideration and passage of 
House bill 2562, providing for increases in pension for Spanish 
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3228. By Mr. FREE: Petition of John Juneman, of 21 South 
Fourth Street, San Jose, Calif., and 65 other residents of San 
Jose, Calif., urging passage of Senate bi'll 476 and House bill 
2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the men who 
served in the armed forces of the United States during the 
Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3229. By Mr. HALE: Petition of George F. Frohock, Lake
. port, N.H., and 68 other residents of Belknap County, N. H., to 
secure speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill 476 and 
House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3230. By Mr. HARDY: Petition of citizens of Pueblo, Colo., 
urging the· passage of House bill 2562, granting an increase of 
pensions to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

. 3231. By Mr. HESS: Petitions of various citizens of Cincin
nati, Ohio, urging speedy consideration and passage of .House 
bill 2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3232. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of tb.e sixth con
gressional district of Michigan, urging favorable action on House 
bill 2560, providing for increased rates of pensions to the men 
who served in the armed forces of the United States during the 
Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3233. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Dupont, Wash., favoring pendin~ legislation to in
crease the rate of pensions to veterans of the Spanish-American 
War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3234. By Mr. KEARNS: Petition by W. S. Wilkin and other 
residents of Highland County, in the sixth district of Ohio, 
favoring increased rates of pensions for Spanish War veterans; 
to the Cominittee on Pensions. 

3235. By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition signed by Christ Davids
meyer and 59 other residents of Sturgis, Mich., requesting speedy 
consideration and passage of House bill 2562, providing for 
increased rates of pension to the men who served in the armed 
forces of the United States during the Spanish War period; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3236. By Mr. LEAVITT: Petition of Paul Carroll and other 
citizens of Billings and vicinity, favoring increased rates of 
pension for veterans of the Sp~nish-American War, widows of 

·veterans, and' orphans; to the Committee on Pensions. 
3237. By Mr. McCLINTOCK of Ohio : Petition of 42 resi

dents of Canton and North Canton, Ohio, favoring increased 
pensions for Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3238. By Mrs. McCORMICK of illinois: Petition of sundry 
citizens of the State of Illinois, urging the passage of House 
bill 2562, for the relief of Spanish-American War veterans and 
widows of veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3239. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Quincy, Ill., urging 
favorable action on House bill 2562, for the relief of Spanish
American War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

3240. By Mr. McFADDEN: Petition of Edgar C. Frear, the 
only survivor of Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 211, and 
other citizens of Wyoming County, Pa., urging enactment of 
legislation for the relief of Civil War veterans and their 
families; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3241. By Mr. McKEOWN: Petition of James M. Hanks, of 
705 South Market Street, Shawnee, Okla., and other citizens of 
the fourth congressional district of Oklahoma, urging speedy 
consideration of the bills providing for increased rates of pen
sion to those who served in the armed forces of the United 
States during the Spanish War period; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3242. By Mr. McREYNOLDS : Petition containing the name! 
of 219 voters of Hamilton County, Tenn., requesting Congress to 
take immediate action on pending bills ( S. 476 and H. R. 2562) 
for the relief of Spanish-American War veterans and widows of 
veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3243. By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of sundry citizens of Nor
walk, Stamford, Stratford, Bethel, Bridgeport, and Fairfield, . in 
the State of Connecticut, favoring the passage of legislation to 
increase the pensions of veterans of the Spanish War ; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

3244. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Westport, in the 
State of Connecticut, favoring · the passage of legislation to in-

crease the pensions of veterans of the Spanish War; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

3245. Also, petition of sundry citizens of. Bridgeport, Stepney 
Depot, Stratford, and Fairfield, in the State of Connecticut, 
favoring the passage of legislation to increase the pensions ot 
veterans of the Spanish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3246. By Mr. MOREHEAD : Petition signed by the governor, 
other State officials, judges of tile supreme court, and many 
prominent citizens of Nebraska, asking for passage of House 
bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, . to obtain just and appropriate 
pensions for the deserving soldiers of the Spanish-American 
War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3247. By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of Croton, Lick
ing County, Ohio, urging the passage of the Spanish-American 
War veterans' pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3248. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the New 
York Ladies' Auxiliary Branch, No. 1, New York Post Office 
Clerks' Association, favoring the passage of the La Follette
O'Connell Saturday half holiday bill for postal employees; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

3249. By Mr. PEAVEY: Petition of citizens of Merrill, Wis., 
urging the early enactment of Senate bill 476 and House bill 
2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the veterans of 
the Spanish War ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3250. By Mr. FRA.NK M. RAMEY: Petition of James A. 
Busby and other residents of Butler, Ill., and vicinity, urging 
favorable consideration of House bill 3799, providing for the 
construction of a Lincoln memorial highway from Vandalia, III., 
to Springfield, Ill. ; to the Committee on Roads. 

3251. By Mr. ROMJUE : Resolution of Cyril A. Graham Post, 
No. 261, Edina, Mo., favoring legislation granting increased 
pensions to Civil War veterans and the widows of such veterans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3252. By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: Petition of Marshall Russell 
and others of Evansville, Ind., that Congress enact into law at 
this session legislation for the relief of Spanish-American sol
diers ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3253. By Mr. SHORT of MisSouri: Petition of citizens of 
Stoddard County, Mo., urging increased pensions for Spanish 
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3254. By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Petition signed by 70 citizens 
of Boise, Idaho, urging the enactment of House bill 2562, grant,. 
ing an increase of pension to Spanish-American War veterans; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3255. By Mr. SPEARING. Petition of Eugene L. Enoth and 
others, to bring to a vote a certain Civil War pension bill ; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3256. Also, petition of T. S. Nalmsley and others, in favor of 
extending service-connected disability allowance; to the Com
mittee on World War Veterans Legislation. 

3257. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens 
of Clarion County, Pa., in favor of increased rates of pension for 
veterans of the war with Spain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3258. By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of the Philippine Veter
ans' Travel Pay Association, for travel pay for those -Spanish 
War veterans who served beyond the term of their enlistments 
in the Philippines during the Philippine insurrection; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

3259. Also, petition of Franklin Parent-Teachers' Association, 
Council Bluffs, Iowa, urging the passage of the Robsion-Capper 
bill to create a Federal department of education ; to the Com
mittee on Education. 

3260. By Mr. TREADWAY: Resolution of Congregation Sons 
of Zion, Holyoke, Mass., opposing any change in the calendar 
which in any manner endangers the fixity of the Sabbath ; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

3261. By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of citizens of Luzerne 
County, petitioning the Senators and Representatives from Penn
sylvania and the Representative from Luzerne County to use 
every effort to secure speedy consideration and passage of Senate 
bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3262. By Mr. WASON: Petition of Irving C. A very and 13 
other residents of Sunapee and Newport, N.H., requesting favor
able action on House bill 2564, for the relief of the veterans of 
the Spanish War ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3263. By Mr. WHITLEY: Petition from Rochester, N. Y., 
urging enactment of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, pro
viding increased rates of pensions to Spanish War veterans; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3264. By Mr. YON: Petition of W. G. Barrineau, W. A. Brow·n, 
G. J. Morgan, H. A. Brosnaham, and R. L Kendrick, constituting 
the board of county commissioners, Escambia County, Fla, urg
ing the passage of House bill 2562, granting an increase of pen
sion to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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