
1935 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 12451 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWN of Georgia: A bill <H. R. 9038) to extend 
the times for commencing and completing the construction 
of a bridge across the Savannah River at or near Lincolnton, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.· 

By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill <H. R. 9039) providing retire
ment for persons who hold licenses as navigators or engineers 
who have reached the age of 64 years and who have served 
25 years or more in the Army Transport Service; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FENERTY: A bill <H. R. 9040) to provide for the 
erection of a memorial in the National Cemetery of Phila
delphia, Pa., in honor of 40 Unknown soldiers of America's 
wars who lie buried there; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MAVERICK: A bill <H. R. 9041) to provide for the 
payment to the American War Mothers of interest on the 
fund known as the" Recreation fund, Army"; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARTLEY: A bill <H. R. 9042) to provide for the 
sale of the Port Newark Army supply base to the city of 
Newark, N. J.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLENBOGEN: A bill <H. R. 9043) to promote 
industrial recovery, to encourage fair competition, to amend 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

PRIVATE BILL 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
Mr. FENERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 9044) granting a 

pension to Nellie Dorschlag, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

9264. By Mr. FENERTY: Resolution of Purity Temple, 
No. 7, Order of United Americans, of Philadelphia, Pa., urging 
passage of the so-called "Dies bill" <H. R. 5921); to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

9265. Also, petition from sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging enactment of House Joint Resolution 346, direct
ing the President to proclaim September 13, 1935, Commo
dore John Barry Memorial Day; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9266. Also, petition from sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging enactment of House Joint Resolution 346, direct
ing the President to proclaim September 13, 1935, Commo
dore John Barry Memorial Day; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9267. Also, petition from sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for enactment of House Joint Resolution 346, 
directing the President to proclaim September 13, 1935, 
Commodore John Barry Memorial Day; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, 

SENATE 
MONDAY, AUGUST 5, 1935 

<Legislative day of Monday, July 29, 1935) 

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

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. ROBINSON, and by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the Journal of the proceedings of the calendar 
day Thursday, August 1, 1935, was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. ROBINSON. 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: 
Adams Costigan Lewis 
Ashurst Dickinson Logan 
Austin Dieterich Lonergan 
Bachman Donahey Long 
Bankhead Duffy McAdoo 
Barbour Fletcher McCarran 
Barkley Frazier McGill 
Black George McKella.r 
Borah Gerry McNary 
Bulkley Gibson Minton 
Bulow Glass Moore 
Burke Gore Murphy 
Byrd Guffey Murray 
Byrnes Hale Neely 
Capper Hastings Norbeck 
Caraway Hatch O'Mahoney 
Chavez Hayden Overton 
Clark Johnson Pittman 
Connally King Pope 
Copeland La Follette Radcliffe 

Reynolds 
Robinson 
Russell 
Schall 
Schwellenbach 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Steiwer 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 

Mr. LEWIS. I announce that the junior Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. HoLT] is absent from the Senate because 
of illness, and that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BAILEY], the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. BILBO], 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BROWN], the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. COOLIDGE], the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
HARRISON], the Senator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS], the Sena
tor from Connecticut [Mr. MALONEY], and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. TRUMAN] are necessarily detained from the 
Senate. 

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. I announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. BONE] is absent 
because of illness. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I announce that my colleague the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. COUZENS] is absent because of 
illness. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce that the Senator from Wyo
ming [Mr. CAREY], · the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
KEYES], and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. METCALF] 
are necessarily detained from the Senate. 

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

PF(TITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter in 

the nature of a petition from Marie Pulpit, of New York 
City, N. Y., praying for the reduction of taxation and gov
ernmental expenditures, which was ref erred to the Commit-
tee on Finance. • 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from Mrs. Anna 
Walsh, of Schenectady, N. Y., relative to the failure of the 
Portland Gas & Coke Co., of Portland, Oreg., to pay dividends 
on its pref erred stock, which, with the accompanying paper, 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TYDINGS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against alleged atrocities per
petrated upon and persecution of the Jews in Germany, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hagers
town, Md., praying for the prompt revision of the neutrality 
laws, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
West Mineral, Kans., praying for the enactment of the bill 
cs. 3150) to levy an excise tax upon carriers and an income 
tax upon their employees, and for other purposes, which was 
ref erred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Penalosa 
and Preston, both in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
enactment of legislation establishing a retirement system for 
railroad employees, which were ref erred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by officers and 
members of Hoisington Lodge, No. 564, Brotherhood of Rail
road Trainmen, of Hoisington, Kans., favoring the enact
ment of legislation establishing a retirement system for rail
road employees, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce .. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 7199) to provide for 
the donation of certain Army equipment to posts of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 1194) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 3176) to authorize the Secretary of War to lend 
to the Reunion Committee of the United Confederate Vet
erans, to be delivered to a United s•cates property and dis
bursing officer, 3,000 blankets, olive drab, no. 4, and 3,000 
canvas cots, to be used at their annual encampment to be 
held at Amarillo, Tex., in September 1935, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report <No. 1195) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill <S. 3057) for the relief of John B. Jones, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report <No. 1198) 
thereon. 

Mr. MINTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill <S. 2962) to correct the military 
record of John Pate, reported it with amendments and sub
mitted a report <No. 1196> thereon. 

Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
. and Grounds, to which was referred the bill <S. 3345) to 
authorize the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs to exchange 
certain property rights now vested in the United States at 
Veterans' Administration facility, Perry Point, Md., for cer
tain property and rights of the Pennsylvania Railroad. Co. 
in that vicinity, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report <No. 1197) thereon. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill CS. 2791) to amend the Long
shoremen's and Harbor· Workers' Compensation Act, re
ported it with amendments and submitted a report <No. 
1199) thereon. 

Mr. PITTMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to which was referred the bill <S. 3280) for the relief of 
Doris Allen, reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report <No. 1200) thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

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

By Mr. ROBINSON (for Mr. HARRISON): 
A bill <S. 3356) for the relief of Alney E. RobinSon; to 

the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 3357> for the relief of Henry Thornton Meri

wether; to the Committee on Finance. 
By Mr. MINTON: 
A bill <S. 3358) granting a pension to James S. Morgan 

<with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill <S. 3359) to authorize the presentation of Distin

guished Service Crosses to Pleas E. Greenlee and George L. 
Robins <with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 
A bill <S. 3360) for the relief of Alice Markham Kava

naugh; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SHEPPARD: 
A bill (S. 3361) for the relief of Margaret C. (Lacks) King; 

to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 3362) for the relief of Mahlon G. Frost; to the 

Committee on Military A1f airs. 
<Mr. O'MAHONEY introduced Senate bill 3363, which was 

referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ap
pears under a separate heading.) 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 
A bill (S. 3364) granting 6 months' pay to Beatrice Gil

dart; to the Committee on Military A1Iairs. 
By Mr. MOORE: 
A bill (S. 3365) to permit children to wade or play in 

public fountains in the District of Columbia; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEIWER: 
A bill CS. 3366) authorizing the Secretary of War to lend 

certain Army equipment to Klamath Pos~ No. 8, American 

Legion, Klamath Falls, Oreg., for use on camping trips for 
boys; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULOW: · 
A bill <S. 3367) for the relief of James Gaynor; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. BURKE: 

. A bill <S. 3368) authorizing the Village Board of the 
village of Niobrara, county of Knox, State of Nebraska, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the 
Missow·i River at or near Niobrara, Nebr.; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 
A bill (8. 3369) providing for the posthumous appaint

ment of Ernest E. Dailey as a warrant radio electrician, 
United States NavY; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill CS. 3370) to amend the act entitled "An act to pro
vide for the construction of certain public buildings, and 
for other purposes", approved May 25, 1926; to the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 
A bill <S. 3371> for the relief of John Walker; 
A bill CS. 3372> to provide funds for cooperation with the 

public-school district at Hays, Mont., for construction and 
improvement of public-school buildings to be available for 
Indian children; and 

A bill <S. 3373) to credit the tribal funds of the Indians 
of the Fort Belknap Indian Reservation in Montana with 
certain swns expended therefrom for the purchase and main
tenance of tribal herd, and for the purchase of horses de
stroyed during a dourine epidemic; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

REGULATION OF COMMERCE 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I ask consent to in
troduce a bill to regulate commerce among the States, and 
I give notice that at the earliest opportunity tomorrow I 
shall undertake to discuss the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection. the bill will 
be received and appropriately referred. 

The bill <S. 3363) to insure domestic tranquility and to 
promote the general welfare by regulating and promoting 
commerce with foreign nations and among the States in 
commodities and industrial articles, to regulate the flow of 

. such commerce, to prescribe the conditions under which 
corporations may engage in such commerce, to provide for 
the formation of corporations to engage in such commerce, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and 
ref erred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO TAX Bll.L 

Mr. GORE and Mr. STEIWER each submitted an amend
ment intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the 
bill (H. R. 8974> to provide revenue, equalize taxation, and 
for other purposes, which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL PROGRAM OF FOREST-LAND MANAGEMENT-AMENDMENT 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have heretofore entered a motion to 
reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill CH. R. 6914) 
to authorize cooperation with the several states for the 
purpose of stimulating the acquisition, development, and 
proper administration and management of State forests 
and coordinating Federal and State activities in carrying 
out a naitional program of forest-land management, and 
for other purposes. In the event the motion to reconsider 
shall be agreed to, I will propose an amendment to the 
bill which I now ask may be printed, printed in the RECORD, 

and lie on the table. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so 

ordered. 
The amendment is as follows: On page 4, line 6, to strike 

out subsection Cb), including lines 6 to 15, inclusive, and in
sert the following: 

In order to insure a. stable and efficient organization for the 
development and administration of the lands acquired under this 
act, the · State shall, after the passage of this act, provide for 
the employment of a State forester who shall be a trained forester 
of recognized standing. 
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PRODUCTION COSTS OF 'WOOLEN KNIT GLOVES AND MITTENS 
Mr. COPELAND submitted the following resolution <S. 

Res. 178) , which was ref erred to the Committee on Finance: 
Resolved, That the United States Tariff Commission is directed, 

under the authority conferred by section 336 of the Tariff Act 
of 1930, and for the purposes of that section. to inyestigate the 
differences in the costs of production of the followmg domestic 
articles and of any like or similar foreign articles: Knit gloves 
and mittens made wholly or in chief value of wool, -dutiable under 
paragraph 1114 (b) of such act. 

ADDITIONAL TAXATION--STATEMENT BY SENATOR BARBOUR 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 

have extended in the RECORD a statement on the pending tax 
bill made by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR], 
which appeared in the Newark Sunday Call of Sunday, 
August 4. 

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

(From the Newark (N. J.) Sunday Call of Aug. 4, 1935) 
BARBOUR FLAYS TAX BILL, CALLS IT VOTE SEEK.ER-JERSEY SENATOR 

DECLARES ADMINISTRATION PLAN RETARDS RECOVERY 
WASHINGTON, August 3.-" Votes and votes alone are the objec

tive of this half-baked measure, not jobs," United States Senator 
w. WARREN BARBOUR (Republican, New Jersey), says in a statement 
issued today with regard to the tax bill now before Congress. 

He declares the bill goes counter to all the sound principles of 
taxation and will retard recovery by crippling business initiative. 
The New Jersey Senator adds: 

"Any national policy which threatens to curb the creation of 
wealth, which operates as a curb upon private initiative, is con
trary to all sound economics, and is a threat both to living stand
ards and to employment. Taxation is a scientific problem to be 
approached with caution, so that in any tax system as a whole 
the principle of ability to pay is soundly established. Taxation 
is not arbitrary, unnecessary hardships are avoided, and the wells 
of income from which taxes must come are not dried. up. 

"Never in the history of this country has a more flagrant pro
posal to violate all these tenets and to misuse the taxing power 
come from a high offi.cial of the Government than the recent taxa
tion message of the President of the United States, deliberately 
thrown into the tail end of a congressional session when it could 
not have due consideration. This, coupled with the President's 
demand that Congress 'rubber-stamp ' the proposal without giving 
it intensive study, is a challenge to every Member of Congress, 
regardless of party affi.liation, to reject such high-handed procedure. 

ASSAILS "EXTRAVAGANCE" 
"It is inescapable that higher taxes will be necessary to meet the 

billion-dollar deficits piled up by the profligacy of this administra
tion. We, our children, and our children's children will find in
comes sapped to pay off this huge indebtedness. The present 
administration plays the tunes and hopes to collect the votes, but 
the taxpayer must dance for years to come. 

"Taxation has but one function. It is to raise revenue for the 
legitimate operating expenses of Government. The Constitution so 
provides, and the Supreme Court in the past has rejected the theory 
that the taxing power may be used to effectuate devious policies. 

"Yet no member of this administration has dared to challenge 
the repeated statement made by eminent newspaper writers that 
this is not a bill to raise revenue, but is designed solely as a politi
cal gesture. To the contrary, it is brazenly admitted that this is 
not a Budget-balancing measure, that it has no relation to making 
income meet outgo, but is intended to accomplish some weird 
social objective. 

" There is but one lssue and one objective before this country 
today. We must seek recovery, which means reemployment, above 
all else. We must gratify the eternal craving of every American for 
a job in private employment, and any policy · which does not aim 
directly at this objective is obnoxious to me at this time. Any 
policy which threatens to create new obstacles to recovery and to 
delay reelll1>lomnent is doubly ill-advised. 

BARBOUR'S SUGGESTION 
"If this Government will cooperate and use its every effort to 

stimulate recovery of business, then most of the problems with 
which this Congress is asked to concern itself would vanish into 
thin air. But this tax bill does not in any way contemplate 
reemployment. If any-thing, it will act as a further drag upon 
those industries which must be depended upon to reemploy the 
idle millions. It does not even approach a balancing of the 
Federal Budget, which, in the final analysis, can come only 
through a curtailment of governmental spending. 

" It ignores the fact that if we concentrate upon recovery 
and upon stimulating private business, the present tax rates 
would yield revenue estimated at more than four and one-half 
billion dollars. It ignores the fact that the present tax rates are 
already producing larger revenues than the Government received 
in any year from 1923 to 1928. 

" It Ignores the fact that these revenues were nearly 80 percent 
larger this year than in 1932, and that they have produced $3.70 
this year for every $2.10 they produced 1n 1932. And it ignores 
the principle of taxation expressed by Woodrow Wilson 1n 1919, 
when he said: 

" ' There is a point at which in peace times high rates of income 
and profits taxes discourage energy, remove the incentive to new 
enterprise, encourage extravagant expenditures, and produce 
industrial stagnation, with consequent unemployment and other 
attendant evils.' 

"What this bill actually attempts is to climb upon that hard
ridden steed 'Share-the-Wealth' and ride him away While the 
demagogues who have pressed him so sorely in the past are looking 
in the other direction. Particularly, it aims its punitive features 
at corporations which have grown large. 

"These corporations and those who profit greatly from them 
should and must carry their just burden of the Nation's tax load. 
But in trying to reach this source of revenue we must avoid the 
pitfalls so obvious in this bill of penalizing the millions of small 
shareholders whose income is derived from the profits of these 
corporations, and the other millions of employees whose living 
might be endangered. 

" In this country there are more than 10,000,000 stockholders in 
corporations. Many of them have no other source of revenue. 
Many of these investments represent the thrifty savtngs of a life
time, and mostly they are in large corporations. In 103 industrial 
companies alone there are nearly 4,000,000 shareholders. 

" There is but one sound program for the Government to follow 
if we are not to further obstruct recovery and are to preserve the 
credit of the Nation. This bill to feed $250,000,000 into the pot of 
billion-dollar expenditures is placing the cart before the horse. 
The bill should be laid a.way until the next session of Congress, 
when the Budget for the following fiscal year will be presented. 
Then, in the light of carefully appropriated Federal moneys, we 
can determine how much revenue will be needed to operate." 

SOCIALISTIC TRENDS OF GOVERNMENT-ADDRESS BY SENATOR 
METCALF 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, on July 28 the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. METCALF] delivered an address over 
the radio, which I ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD. 

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

Those persons who have dared warn the country that the na
tional administration is leading our Government into socialism or 
communism have been branded as Tories and as backward citizens. 
The " brain trusters " declare that their program is not socialistic 
or communistic. It is time for us to get to the truth of the 
matter. 

Dr. Rexford Tugwell, now Under Secretary of Agriculture, briefly 
defines socialism as involving the public ownership of the means 
of production and the control of economic activity by society. He 
declai·es that communism differs from socialism in that the latter 
requires a dictator who represents the wage earners of the coun
try. Probably the best measure by which to determine if this Gov
ernment is becoming socialistic or communistic is to study the 
facts. I shall attempt to briefly analyze the accomplishments of 
the new deal as they are related to the platform of the Social
ist Party adopted in 1932 and the manner in which it is threat
ening our traditional Government by overwhelming taxation. 

The platform of the Socialist Party urged a Federal appropria
tion of $5,000,000,000 for relief and $5,000,000,000 for public works. 

The new deal answered this by providing $4,250,000,000 in the 
Emergency Relief Act of 1933, and the N. R. A. Act of 1934. Only 
this year the President was given an additional check for $4,800,-
000,000, which completes the promises of the Socialist Party in 
that regard. The Democrats, in 1932, had no such clause in their 
platform. This money was largely raised through an increase in 
the public debt, all of which must be repaid from taxes. 

Labor legislation approved by the Socialist Party included a 
6-hour day and a 5-day week, a system of free public employment 
agencies, a compulsory system of unemployment insurance, old
age pensions, health and maternity insurance, improved systems of 
workmen's compensation, and the abolition of child labor. These 
seven points of the platform of the Socia.list Party have been 
largely carried out by this administration. None of these things 
were advocated in the form accomplished by the Democratic 
Party. Legislation passed by the Congress to accomplish these 
purposes will tax every worker and every industry in the United 
States in order to accumulate in the Treasury a huge fund for 
future use. 

It wm place new taxes on business at a time when business is 
already overburdened with taxes. By the economic-security legisla
tion we have imposed a load which is far greater than industry 
and labor ought to be asked to bear in these crucial Cays. It has 
been estimated that the full effect of the social security bill will 
be an eventual burden of 17 percent of the total national pay roll. 
Can the workers of tomorrow stand that? 

One of the outstanding points of the Socialist Party's platform 
was the public ownership and control of natural resources and 
public utilities dealing with light, power, and transportation. The 
Socialist Party believes these industries should be owned and 
managed by the Government. The reforestation program of this 
administration, the attempt to control petroleum, the creation of 
the socialistic Tennessee Valley Authority, and the acquisition of 
marginal lands have been a direct answer to this clause in the 
Socialist platform. I doubt if a Socialist Party President could 
have more nearly accomplished in this short time the promises of 
his political followera. 
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Hundreds of m1llions of dollars are being squandered to carry 

out this part of the new deal. The Tennessee Valley Authority 
has been cited by Norman Thomas as an example of pure socialism 
and it must necessarily be financed for generations from money 
paid in the form of taxes by our citizens. 

Insofar as banking is concerned, the Socialist platform provided 
for a socialization of our credit and currency system and the 
establishment of a unified banking system. This administration 
has made much headway toward carrying out this pledge. The 
Eccles' banking bill, passed by the House of Representatives, would 
have accomplished this purpose in a very large degree. The Secre
tary of the Treasury, while testifying before the Banking and 
Currency Committee of the House, definitely stated that he was 
highly in favor of government ownership of stock in the Federal 
Reserve banks. Thanks to the fine statesmanship of Senator CAR
TER GLASS, this effort failed to win the approval of the United 
States Senate, and the theory of individual responsibility for our 
banking system has in some degree been retained. T.:ie Democratic 
candidate in 1932 promised a sound currency, to be maintained at 
all hazards. 

Almost immediately the support was taken from our currency 
and it is now at the mercy of our Washington " brain trusters." 
So much for these promises of the Socialist Party. 

On the subject of taxation the Socialist platform had two things 
to say. I wm read them: " First, steeply increased inheritance 
taxes and income taxes on the higher incomes and estates of both 
corporations and individuals; second, a constitutional amendment 
authorizing the taxation of all Government securities." To carry 
out the first of these pledges of the Socialist Party the adminis
tration is now attempting to push through Congress one of the 
most radical tax bills that has ever been introduced. It does not 
seek to tax in order to obtain revenue for the Government, but in 
order to destroy capital and break down the responsibility of large 
·corporations continuing as such. In his platform of 1932 the 
Democratic candidate promised a balanced Budget and a fair and 
equitable system of taxation. In practice this administration has 
done exactly the opposite by fulfilling the promises of the Socialist 
platform and abandoning the promises upon which the people 
elected their candidate. 

The proposal of the administration was that large corporations 
should be taxed heavily on their income and small corporations 
should pay a smaller percentage of taxes. The heavy taxes on large 
organizations were to be assessed regardless of the actual per
centage of earned profit. In other words, corporations are to be 
penalized and taxed simply because they are large. Likewise, 
almost completely confiscatory taxes are to be placed on large in
heritances. In this regard the administration has carried out 
almost to a letter the pledges made by the Socialist candidate in 
1932 and completely ignored those of the Democratic platform. 
To analyze the new-deal program for the rehabilitation of agri
culture is a t ask which would require much time. In short, the 
Socialist Party promised a reduction of tax burdens for the farmer, 
increased Federal and State subsidies to road building in rural 
communities, the creation of a Federal marketing agency for the 
purchase and marketing of agricultural products, the acquisition 
by cooperatives of the agencies for marketing farm products, long
term credit to farmers at low interest, social Insurance, and the 
creation of bureaus to discover the best use for farming land. 

Anyone who is slightly familiar with our present agricultural 
program will know that this administration not only has lived up 
to the promises of the Socialists and gone them one better, but 
has at the same moment broken the solemn promise of the Demo
cratic Party 3 years ago. Nearly a billion dollars in processing taxes 
has been collected and the money spent to plow under crops and 
for other agricultural benefits. All of us want the farmer to prosper, 
but I doubt If there are any thinking farmers in this country who 
want to give up their form of government and have their agricul
tural pursuits controlled by a Washington dictatorship. These 
taxes have proved an overwhelming burden, particularly to the 
cotton mills of the Nation. Thousands of textile workers have 
been thrown out of employment and our foreign market for cotton 
is rapidly being lost to other countries. The price of the necessities 
of life is being artificially increased by these taxes. High prices will 
inevitably reduce the consumption of industrial and agricultural 
products and increase unemployment in this country. 

The Socialist platform provided the abolition of the power of 
the Supreme Court to pass upon the constitutionality of con
gressional acts and repeal of the eighteenth amendment. Some 
of these points have already been proposed. The "brain trust" 
has on numerous occasions urged that the Supreme Court be pro
hibited from passing upon the constitutionality of congressional 
acts. Bills are now pending in Congress which would have exactly 
this effect. • No such mention was made by the Presidential can
didate of the Democratic Party 1n 1932. Once again we find the 
new deal ignoring the promises of 1932 and adopting many of 
the pledges of the Socialist Party. In this part of the two plat
forms there is one agreement, and that is on the repeal of the 
eighteenth amendment. 

The Socialist Party promised Federal legislation to guarantee 
freedom of speech and assembly. We have always had freedom 
of speech until this administration attempted to curb it through 
punitive measures and criticism of those who dared to speak out 
against it. 

The Socialist Party promised to protect aliens from deportation 
becauae of political, social, or economic beliefs, and a modifi,cation 
of our immigration laws. Every one of these points is certainlJ 

being carried out to the letter by the Secretary of Labor as a part 
of the new-deal program. 

The Socialist Party promised the enforcement of constitutional 
guaranties for the Negro and the passage of drastic antilynching 
laws. The legislation to bring this about was bitterly fought in 
the Senate by members of the administration's own party, and 
finally was shelved. 

The final section of the Socialist platform is that which deals 
with international relations. It is a section which is very largely 
in conformance with the views of our Washington" brain trusters ... 
The Socialists promised the recognition of Soviet Russia and the 
encouragement of trade and industrial relations with that country. 
That has not only been brought about, but the new deal has 
gone so far as to ignore $700,000,000 in Russian debts and at the 
same time extend Federal concessions to the Soviet Union .. 

The remaining points in the foreign-relations section of the 
Socialist platform are yet to be accomplished by the new deal, 
but they certainly Incorporate the philosophy which is expressed 
every day by the advisors to the administration. 

So far as I have been able to learn, practically every clause 
in the platform of the Socialist Party has been carried out in 
some degree by this administration. That same administration 
had promised a sound currency and yet started infiation; prom
ised a fact-finding tariff commission free from executive inter
ference and inaugurated trade agreements with foreign countries 
without giving American industries an opportunity for adequate 
consultation. The Democratic Party promised a balanced Budget 
and economy in government and substituted for that promise 
the unbalanced Budget and extravagance threatened in the 
Socialist platform. While the Socialist platform is being largely 
accomplished, only a few minor promises of the Democratic plat
form are being carried into effect. Who won the election? The 
Socialists? Most certainly their pledges and their principles are 
ruling in Washington. The Democrats? There ls hardly any
thing left of the old-time philosophy of the Democratic Party 
and only a few shreds here and there of the platform upon which 
they elected their candidate may be found in the National Capital. 

The Communists? Surely the constant cry for "Power! Power! 
Power! " is a cry which can lead only to the dictatorship which 
separates socialism from communism. What are we getting into? 
What ls happening to us, that as American citizens we can stand 
idly by and see our Government taken from us by a small group of 
academic radicals? 

I am unable to define pure socialism, but if the platform of 
the Socialist Party in 1932 ls any gage, I should like to ask my 
audience: Is there any doubt in your mind but that the admin
istration is socialistic in its very nature? There is no instance in 
political history where a country has successfully undertaken a 
socialistic government. The only modern example ls Soviet Russia. 
Surely that has not been successful. There is no liberty in Russia 
and the American people will not use that as a model for our 
own governing system. This administration is demanding radical 
legislation from Congress and using this legislation to impose such 
heavy taxes on the people that our Government, however strong 
it has been in the past, must naturally waiver under the terrific 
load. If we can put a stop to this trend toward socialism we 
might expect a return In confidence, and only then will we be on 
the way to a permanent prosperity. 

GOV. GEN. FRANK MURPHY, OF THE PHILIPPINES 

Mr. LA FOLLE'ITE. Mr. President, I have here several 
resolutions adopted, respectively, by the Philippine Legisla
ture, the cabinet of the Philippine Islands, and the Philippine 
Department of the American Legion, and also an editorial 
from the Philippines Herald pertaining to the services of the 
Honorable Frank Murphy as Governor General of the Philip
pine Islands. I ask unanimous consent that they may be 
inserted in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the resolutions and article were 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
JOINT RESOLUTION APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY BY THE PHILIPPINE SENATE 

AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES JULY 3, 1935 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the Philippine 
Senate concurring), To express, as it is hereby expressed, the grati
fication of the Phillppine Legislature upon the nomination by the 
President of the United States of His Excellency Fi·ank Murphy, 
Governor General of the Philippine Islands, as High Commissioner 
of the Unit~d States to the Commonwealth of the Phillppines; to 
express to the Honorable Frank Murphy the warm congratulations 
of the Philippine Legislature upon his nomination for that high 
post which has come to him as a fitting recognition of his able, 
high-minded, and statesmanlike discharge of the duties of the omce 
of the Governor General of the Ph111pplne Islands during the past 
2 years, and because he possesses in equal measure the confidence 
and faith of the American Government and of the Filipino people, 
for whom he has shown deep and abiding interest and friendship; 
and with the hope that the nomination of the Honorable Frank 
Murphy be confirmed by the Senate of the United States; to 
voice the best wishes of the Fil1pino people and that in his new 
capacity he will continue to render constructive and fruitful 
service to both the United States and the Phillppines and promote 
ever-growing cordial relations between the peoples of the two 
countries. 
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RESOLUTION -CONGRATULATING HIS EXCELLENCY, THE GOVERNOR GENERAL, 

FOR HIS APPOINTMENT AS FIRST HIGH COMMISSIONER OF THE UNITED 

STATES IN THE PHILIPPINES 

Whereas His Excellency, Governor General Frank Murphy has 
been nominated by President Franklin Delano Roosevelt as the first 
High Commissioner of the United States for the Philippines, and 
said nomination has just been unanimously confirmed by the 
Senate of the United States; 

Whereas no happier selection could have been made by the Presi
dent .in view of Governor Murphy's br1lliant record in the Philip
pines, in that he has endeared himself to Filipinos, Americans, and 
foreigners alike by his devotion to duty, his high ideals, his clean 
manhood, his sense of absolute justice, his solicitousness for the 
welfare of the masses, his adherence to a sound policy of economy 
and a balanced budget, his successful work in the United States in 
laying the foundation for the approval of the Constitution of the 
Commonwealth of the Ph111ppines, as well as the basts for mutually 
beneficial economic relations between the United States and the 
Philtppine Islands; and above all, his.sympathetic understanding 
of the needs, ideals, and longings of the Filipino people; and 

Whereas his appointment is an added assurance of sympathetic 
consideration of the problems that will confront the Flltpino 
nation during the transition period, preparatory to its independent 
status: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the members of the cabinet, To congratulate, as they 
do hereby congratulate, His Excellency, the Governor General for 
his well-deserved appointment and to wish him at the same time 
complete success in his new commitment. 

Approved at the special session of the cabinet, July 3, 1935. 
(Sgd.) J. RALSTON HAYDEN, 

Vice Governor. 
(Sgd.) TEoFllO SISON, 

Secretary of the Interior. 
(Sgd.) JOSE Yu10, 

Secretary of Justice. 
(Sgd.) RAMON TORRES, 

Secretary of Labor. 
{Sgd.) ELPIDIO QUIRINO, 

Secretary of Finance. 
( Sgd.) ANTONIO DE LAS ALAS, 

Secretary of Public Works and Communications. 
(Sgd.) EULOGIO RODRIGUEZ, 

Secretary of Agriculture and Commerce. 

A RESOLUTION PASSED BY THE PHILIPPINE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
AMERICAN LEGION IN CONVENTION ASSEMBLED JULY 4, 1935 

Whereas the Honorable Frank Murphy, a member of the American 
Legion, has for 2 years served as Governor General of the Philip
pine Islands with a sole regard for the honor and welfare of the 
United States and the Philippines; and 

Whereas in his administration of the government he has mani
fested the highest characteristics of American statesmanship, and 
in his relations with the people of the Phllippines has won the 
admiration and respect of every element in the national com
munity: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Philippine Department of the American Le
gion in convention assembled expresses its appreciation of the 
service that Comrade Frank Murphy has rendered as Governor 
General of the Phtlippine Islands, and its gratification that he 
has been appointed by the President of the United States to be 
the first High Com.missioner in the Philippine Islands; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the President 
o! the United States, His Excellency Governor General Murphy, 
and to the national convention of the American Legion. 

[From the Ph111ppines Herald, July 4, 1935) 
OUR LEADER'S TRmUTE 

It is but fitting and proper that on the eve of the celebration 
of the glorious Fourth, the leader of the FiUptno people, the 
president of the Philippine Senate, Manuel L. Quezon, on the fioor 
of the senate, should pay a. tribute to Governor General Frank 
Murphy, first American High Com.missioner in the Philippine 
Islands. 

In the person of Frank Murphy is epitomized America's work 
1n the Philippines. He represents the highest type of American 
manhood and he embodies 1n his personality the true spirit of 
sound Americanism. 

To quote President Quezon " • • we know that none of 
his predecessors can excel him in his sympathetic understanding of 
our problems, in his devotion to his duties, in his love of justice, 
in his courage to fight the wrong man. No American has landed 
on these shores, whether in the Government service or out of 
it, who has a. more sincere affection for the Filipino people, a 
better appreciation of their virtues, more faith in their abllity, 
and a. greater interest in their welfare, than Frank Murphy." 

It is difficult to improve on that tribute paid Governor Murphy 
by the acknowledged leader of the Filipino people. One can only 
wish that Frank Murphy could be retained in our country to 
continue as the representative of the United States long after 
the Commonwealth had been inaugurated, for at no time in the 
history of the Philippines do we stand more in need of a true 
American to help us and give us the right slant on American 
attitude toward us than during the first years of the Common~ 
wealth. 

Frank Murphy has endeared himself 1n the Filipino heart 
because he is honest and sincere and because he is the personi
fication of everything the Filipinos have learned to love and 
admire in that which they know as genuine Americanism. 

REVISION OF COPYRIGHT ACT-LETTER FROM SENATOR M' ADOO TO 
MR. IRVING BERLIN 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a letter which 
I addressed on the 2d of August this year to Mr. Irving 
Berlin in relation to the copyright bill, together with the 
exhibit.s attached thereto. 

There being no objection, the letter and exhibits were 
ordered to be printed in. the RECORD, as follows: 

Mr. IRVING BERLIN, 
Hollywood, Calif. 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON PATENTS, 

August 2, 1935. 

DEAR MR. BERLIN: Your telegram of July 16 was received and, of 
course, given careful consideration. Your objections to the copy
right bill, S. 3047, have been studied, and I reply at some length 
because I believe that you and your advisers have seriously mis
interpreted the b111. Just as I appreciate your criticisms, I trust 
that you in tum will be assisted by my explanations. 

I hope that you will give particular attention to them, because 
as a fellow writer, and a friend of every creator of literature, 
music, and art, I am anxious that neither you nor any other 
creators of literary and artistic works should be Inisled into argu
ing against this bill by information which is one-sided or inac
curate. This b111 seeks to accomplish exactly the reverse of what 
many seem to think that it ts intended to do. If you, on further 
consideration, continue to doubt the desirabillty of the l>ill, I 
request you to write me again, setting forth your diffi.culties as 
specifically as possible. 

Before commenting on the separate points of your telegram, I 
should like to say, parenthetically, that I have been surprised to 
observe that only a few authors recognize the numerous provisions 
written into this bill at the direct request of the authors' repre
sentatives. As these provisions may not be generally known to 
authors, I enclose a copy of a mimeographed document entitled 
"New Advantages for Authors in the Copyright B111 ", which 
enumerates most of them. 

A copyright bill, as you, of course, appreciate, must be to a 
large extent a compromise. The varying private interests which 
are concerned with legislation of this sort make such a compro
mise inevitable if a reasonably fair and just enactment is ever to 
be reached. In the case of a compromise no interest can obtain 
everything that it asks for. It is true that the representatives of 
authors' organizations .asked for some provisions which the Com
mittee on Patents did not feel that it could include in the bill, but 
it remains true that on balance there is every reason to believe that 
every individual interest w111 be a gainer as compared with the 
present law. This is in part because the bill is calculated to bring 
the law into line with present-day developments and to eliini
nate provisions which now adversely affect all interests, especially 
the public interest. 

(1) You state that the bill removes the Ininimum-damage pro
vision embodied in the existing law and that this change will 
work a hardship upon the little fellow. 

The pending b111 does indeed remove the stated minimum
damage fee of $250. The reason for this is that persistent com
plaints have been received by Members of Congress from all parts 
of the country to the effect that this provision of the present law 
is used to bring undue pressure upon little fellows who are users 
of copyrighted works to require them to take out costly licenses if 
ther wish to continue such use. 

But the bill does not leave the author or composer unpro
tected. It provides definitely that there shall be what is in effect 
a provision for minimum statutory damages. The court before 
which a case asking for such damages is brought must, under 
mandate of the blll, make an award suffi.cient to stop infringe
ment. The amount ts left to the discretion of the court because it 
ts not believed that it is possible to fix in a statute an amount 
that will be in all cases just. There is fully as great a possibility 
of obtaining a verdict, and hence of assuring to the poor author 
his costs, as there is under existing law. There is nothing to 
prevent the award of attorney fees; moreover, the terms of the bill 
practically assure substantial damages if substantial infringement 
is proved. But the bill does not offer returns disproportionate to 
the infringement, as does the present law. 

You wlll, I am sure, recall in this connection th.at 1llegit1mate 
use of copyrighted works may be the act of all manner of people, 
from the street-organ grinder to the world-wide broadcaster. 
Obviously a damage fee of $250 would be absurd in the case of a 
single tune in a crossroads dance hall, just as the present maxi
mum of $5,000 might be wholly insufficient in the case of a conti
nental hook-up. Accordingly, the minimum amount ts left to the 
court and the maximum amount is quadrupled, from $5,000 to 
$20,000. 

At the same· time, the b111 undertakes to encourage a concen~ 
tration of payments and to discourage more than one payment for 
the same use of the copyrighted work. Thus, if a broadcaster pays 
for the right to broadcast, it 1s not deemed to be generally sound 
procedure to require the owner of a receiving set to be liable 
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also. The bill makes an exception of this rule, however, in cases 
of the use of receiving sets or other such instruments by profit
seeking establishments whose customers are clearly charged for 
the music or other entertainment so received. , Theaters which 
display sound pictures, the scores of which include copyrighted 
music, must pay the owner of the copyright, notwithstanding the 
fact that the motion-picture producer has paid for production 
rights. Dance halls, as well as restaurants that make cover or 
similar ·charges, must, if they use broadcast music, or any sort of 
"canned" music, pay the copyright owner just as though they 
employed their own orchestras. The bill will not affect the present 
practice of tak.ing out licenses for the purpose of using copyrighted 
music. This seems a fair compromise in the interest of all 
concerned. 

I enclose a m.imeographed document entitled " Remedies for 
Infringement of Author's Rights", which shows how extensive 
are the remedial measures provided for. The pending bill is be
lieved to offer more adequate as well as more satisfactory safe
guards against infringement than does the present law. The 
present law is known to work injustice and the bill · offers to 
authors a medium whereby damages can be adjusted in a manner 
that is just both to · the plaintiff and . to th-e defendant iu an 
-infringement case. A law the enforcement of which the courts con
sider unjust is seldom a good thing even for its nominal bene
ficiaries. 

(2) You state also that the bill would enable broadcasters and 
other users of music for profit to help themselves to works w.ithout 
any worry of penalty for infringement. 

As remarked above, the bill undertakes, while making certain 
changes in the present law for the purpose of maintaining justice, 
to give full and adequate protection to authors. The increased 
maximum of damages without proof of loss is an instance. The 
provision designed to encourage centralization of . payments in 
·broadcasters and others, instead of scattering ·them so broadly 
among vast numbers of owners of receiving sets, ought in the long 
run, if for no other reason than because it envisages better busi
ness methods, to be no less advantageous to composers than it is 
to their customers and to the public. Simplification of this kind 
usually results in greater advantage for all concerned. The fact 
that it is advantageous to users of music does not make it dts
advantag-eous for the creators. 

(3) You state that the bill grants to foreign authors and com
posers rights which are denied to· American authors. This is an 
inacc.urate assertion. The bill, as you recognize, has a primary 
purpose, the alteration of American copyright laws so as to con
form .to the requirements of the convention for the protection of 
literary and artistic works. The convention and the bill are en
tirely reciprocal. They provide for American authors protection of 
their copyrights in other countries and they provide for the au
thors of other countries protection of their copyrights in the 
United States. I attach a mimeographed statement, entitled 
" Equality of Treatment in Copyright ", which undertakes to ex
plain this feature of the blll. No right enjoyed by America_n 
authors is taken away. On the other hand, protection of Ameri
can authors in other countries is definitely enhanced. 

(4) You state that the bill "will tend to encourage more usage 
of foreign works when American writers are in tirgent need of 
every encouragement possible." 

I confess myself at a loss to understand the idea back of this 
statement. The only possible connection with such an idea which 
I can find in the bill lies in the fact that there will be increased 
copyright protection for foreign authors and composers. Increased 
copyright protection certainly does not mean that they can, with 
greater facility, sell their works in this country. It does mean that 
they can more readily prevent piratical usage of their works. 
Inadequate copyright protection frequently has been known. to re
sult in the use of foreign literature and ar~ by publishers, and va
rious imiustries, because they can do so without paying the au
thor. Competition between the unpaid foreign author and the 
native author who naturally demands payment, may be and at 
times has been intense. The pending copyright bill will effec
. tively protect the American author against that sort of competition. 
. If alleged advantage to the foreigner is the argument against 
the copyright bill, all our authors ought to be for it. 

With best wishes, I am sincerely yours, 
W. G. MCADOO. 

NEW ADVANTAGES FOR AUTHORS IN THE COPYRIGHT BILL (S. 3047) 
(See also Report of Committee on Patents (No. 896), pp. 2-3 

and &-6; Report of Comm.ittee on Foreign Relations (Executive 
No. 4) pp. 15-16.] 

In the preparation of the copyright bill, the Authors' League of 
America was accorded more conferences, and more extended and 
careful attention w·as given to their requests than ih the case of 
any other interest. Numerous provisions of the bill-probably as 
far-reaching and important as in the case of any other interest-
were inserted because of the known views of the Authors' League 
or at the direct instance of the league's representatives. These 
reforms for the improvement of the authors' situation and the 
increase of their rights are principally as follows: 

( 1) Protection in other countries: American authors and com
posers are deeply concerned about protection of their works in 
other countries, where they have, potentially· at least, very lucra
tive markets. The representative of the American Society of Com
posers, Authors, and Publishers has testified that such protection 
is vital to the future of the creative arts in this country. The 
bill, which furnishes enabling legislation for the pending copyright 

treaty, brings this protection. (The enabling provisions are scat
tered through the bill.) 

(2) Divisibility (S. 3047, p. 27, line 23 to p. 29, line 8): At 
present assignment of copyright normally means the entire 
copyright; moreover, in case of published works, copyright is nor
mally obtained by the publisher. Therefore the publisher, not 
the author, o:wns it and may co~trol all the uses of it, such as 
future broadcasting and motion-picture rights. The bill specifi
cally recognizes the right of an author separately to assign . to 
different purchasers as many component parts of copyright !l-5 he 
may find profitable, for such localities and for such periods o! 
time as he may desire. This reform, the value of which is en
hanced by the right accorded in the bill to copyright unpublished 
manuscripts, has for many years been a leading objective o! 
authors. 

(3) Copyright in unpublished works (p. 8, line 22 to p. 9, 
line 16): Under the present statute, books and most qther kinds 
of literary works cannot be copyrighted until they are published. 
The bill provid_es for- copyl;ight ,.ln all the writings of an author, 
regardless of publication. This gives to authors a large measure 
of protection and large tactical advantages in dealing w.ith those 
who purchase their works. 

(4) Right of radio broadcasting (p. 4, lines 7-9): The bill 
amends the law so as specifically to recognize that the author 
shall have control of the broadcasting of his work. , . 

( 5) Right of public delivery or recitation (p. 2, lines 15-16) : 
The bi11 similarly amends the law w.ith reference to these subjects. 

(6) Single term of 56 years (p. 12, lines 17-19): The present 
law provides for 28 years, with right of renewal. The renewal is 
often lost through inadvertence, hence the single term promises 
increased protection. 

(7) Copyright of works in magazines (p. 4, lines 11-15) : The 
bill gives the author of a work in a · copyrighted periodical or other 
composite work all the rights he would have if his contribution 
were separately copyrighted in his own name. 

(8) Registration of composite works (p. 8, lines 14-19): The bill 
provides s1milarly~wtth reference to reg.istration. 

(9) Errors not to invalidate (p. 11, line 20, to p. 12, line 5): 
The present law with respect to notice of copyright is liberalized 
in this respect. · 

(10) Importation for individual use (p .. 25, lines 9-10): Not
withstanding the general prohib.ition against importation of copjes 
of books by American authors copyrighted in the United States, the 
bill allows the authors thereof to bring in for their own use five 
copies of foreign editions. 

(11) Correction of errors (p. 29, lines 12-15): Th.ls provides for 
the correction of .erroneous copyright ·entries. 
. (12) Authorship of employees (p. 30, lines 18-25): The bill rec
ognizes that employees are authors of the works they produce for 
hire; employers are merely assignees. Authors working under com
m.ission are not ordinarily employees. 

( 13) More detailed enumeration of subject matter of copyright 
(p. 5, lines 4-6, 9-10, and 11-14) : These specifications are not in 
the present law. They amplify the protection of authors. 

(14) The author has exclusive rights (p. 1, lines 1-11): The 
present law provides that " any person entitled thereto " shall have 
the exclusive right to copy. The bill specifies that it is authors 
who have copyright-a recognition which the authors were deeply 
concerned to obtain. 

REMEDIES FOR INFRINGEMENT OF AUTHORS' RIGHTS 

The copyright law lays down affirmative rights for authors. 
These rights are measurably increased by the pending bill (S. 
3047). The· law also provides for remedies in case these rights are 
infringed. The · bill adapts these remedies to modern conditions 
and, in so doing, strengthens them and increases their protective 
power for the benefit of authors. 

The remedies against infringement which the law, as amended 
by the bill, will provide are as follows: 

( 1) Actual damages resulting from infringement. There is no 
limitation upon the amount recoverable . 

(2) Award of the profits accruing to the infringer. 
(3) Statutory damages, to be awarded on proof of infringement 

of copyright, w.ithout the necessity of proof of damages, up to a. 
maximum of $20,000. 

(4) Injunction against the consummation or the repetition of 
an infringing act. 

(5) Impounding of infringing articles and instrumentalities of 
infringement. 

( 6) Criminal action against the infringer. 
Discussion of- these remedies has been concerned chiefiy w.ith 

statutory damages and with the right of injunction. 
STATUTORY DAMAGES 

Statutory damages constitute an extraordinary remedy, a special 
protection which the law provides for the owners of copyrights 
and industrial property. The existing copyright law specifies, in 
respect of most types of infringement, a m.inimum of $250 and a 
max.imum of $5,000. The bill does not specify a m.inlmum, but 
raises the maximum to $20,000. 

The omission of the $250 min~um award on proof of infringe
ment, without proof of damage, grows out of its w.ide-spread use 
not as a remedy but. as a means of stimulating the sale of U~enses 
to use copyright material. The objectives of the infringement 
provisions of the copyright law are to stop infringement and com
p.en..sate _ tbe .authpr. _These are the only object.Ives. There has 
been much dissatisfaction on the part of Federal judges ~t ~lng 
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obliged to impose damages of $250 when, as often· occurs, the 
defendant obviously has committed no offense t:omparable with 
such an imposition. 

The bill, accordingly, eliminates the fixed minimum, but cll
·rects the · courts to impose statutory damages sufficient to stop 
infringement, and such as are just, proper, and adequate in view 
of the circumstances of the case. The maximum has, on the 
other hand, been quadrupled, because new inventions and new 
methods, such as the Nation-wide hook-up, have made possible 
the use of copyrighted works on a unprecedented scale. The 
courts may find the increased sums necessary to stop infringe
ment and compensate the authors in such cases. 
· The Authors' League has been fearful lest the lack of assurance 

of a definite award, like $250, would deter poor authors from seek
ing remedies through court action. This fear is believed to be 
unwarranted. Federal judges, ·realizing the greater flexibility and 
greater possibilities for doi.ng just-ice under the bill may be ex
pected to enforce it with zeal. They must, under mandate of the 
proposed -law, award damages sufficient to stop infringement. So 
1! the infringement is worth· anything at all to the infringer, the 
court must award something. Moreover, as stated, the award must 
be just, proper, and adequate in view of · the circumstances ' of 
the case. 

The present -law obviously works- injustice. The bill provides for 
a just method of protecting authors against infringement. That is 
the essentia~ reason for the change. -

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

Injunction is a drastic _remedy and should itself be used with 
restraint. Both the present law and the bill tnclude injunction 
among the remedies for infringement of copyright. . Both the pres
ent bill and all the other bills that have recently ll!ade he:;i,ct.way in 
Congress contain specified-exceptions to the full exercise of injunc
tion. The fact that S. 3047 enlarges the field of copyright for the 
benefit of authors argues for enlarged circumspection with refer
ence to injunction. 

The users of copyrighted works urge that injunc_tion under 
certain circumstances may cause them losses out of all - propor
tion to the loss which t~e author would suffer if infringement 
occurred. Authors have banded themselves together into or
ganizations, so as to multiply their individual financial . capacity 
and influence. An authors' organization migh~ be able to put 
up the necessary bond to restrain the publication of a great 
newspaper, already on the press, because some contributor, neces
sarily of a very small portion of the contents, alleged that his 
copyright was being violated. _ . . 

Publishers feel that the law should be changed so as to prevent 
such possibility. Broadcasters take the same view with reference 
to their programs about to go on the air. Motion-picture pro
ducers and operators take the same view with reference to pic
tures in process of production · and distri-bution. The public 
undoubtedly takes the same view with reference to the appear
ance on schedules of its news, broadcasts, and movies. They 
feel that it is more just that the author, who of course would 
have his other remedies, including unlimited damages, should 
take a chance on infringement than they should run such risks. 
Any copyright law, by its ·very nature, grants a monopoly. Monop
olies should be exercised in such a way as not to interfere with 
the just rights of other people. 

On the whole, the publishers and the others seem, in this 
instance, to have the better of the argument. The Committee on 
Patents, which necessarily had to .consider all sides of the matter 
and to try to arrive at the nearest possible approach to equity 
for all concerned, especially the general public, finally decided 
t.o make the limitation in question on _the right to injunctive 
relief, provided always that the defendant was ignorant of the 
fact that he was infringing, or about to infringe, and that he is 
solvent and able to pay adequate damages. Otherwise, injunction 
may issue as heretofore. 

There would seem to be no likelihood whatever of any substan
tial diminution of relie! to authors under this proposal. There is 
real danger of heavy losses to ·the authors' customers, .the con
sumers of copyrighted works, unless the change is made. 

EQUALITY OF TREATMENT IN COPYRIG~T. 

The pending copyright bill (S. 3047) is based on the twin prin
ciples of equality and reciprocity in. respect of American authors 
and the authors of other countries. It paves the _ way_ for the 
enforcement of the general copyright treaty under which Ameri
can authors will be entitled to what they have so long and so 
valiantly striven for, copyright without .formality (in other words, 
automatic copyright) in all the countries of the copyright union. 
Equally and reciprocally, the bill and treaty provide for copyright 
without formality in the United States for authors under the 
jurisdiction of those countries. 

In each ca'!:ie the provision takes care of the essential need. 
American authors need automatic copyright in other countries 
because it is impracticable for them to comply with formalities in 
distant places. They do not especially need it at home because 
they have always registered -their works at- the Copyright Office, 
have become used to it, and know the procedure. · The bill takes 
nothing away from American authors that they now enjoy. It 
assures to American authors automatic copyright in nearly 50 
countries. 
_ Similarly, it gives to authors of other countries automatic copy

right in this country, where they need it, because they are distant 
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from it and cannot, like native authors, readily ·comply with the 
formalities. · The bill holds out to them, however, inducements to 
register their works and amx notice of copyright by providing 
much greater remedies for infringement if these formalities have 
in fact been complied with. 

The public and the user of copyrighted works are deserving of 
consideration. From their point of view registration is desirable. 
Copyright is a monopoly. The Constitution specifies that it is to 
be enjoyed by authors for limited periods. These periods come 
to an end. Registration not only furnishes some guide as to the 
works in which copyright is currently claimed, but helps a prospec
tive user of a literary or artistic work to know when copyright 
has expired. 

The assertion has been made that registration is unimportant 
because anyone knows whether a literary or artistic work belongs 
to him or whether it does not, hence he should not copy it until 
he has received the author's permission. Such an assertion is 
inexact. Works in which copyright has expired or is not claimed 
do not belong to anyone who cares to use them. It is good 
public policy to keep as careful account as practicable of ·the works 
that are protected by the copyright monopoly and of those that 
are not. The use of works of foreign authors is relatively unusual 
and unimportant in this country, and omission of compulsory 
registration for them is not too high a price to pay for the privi
lege to American authors of automatic copyright in other coun
tries. There are plenty of precedents in current practice for re
quiring registration of the home authors while not requiring it of 
authors entitled to automatic . cop¥1"ight under the treaty. · 
· Efforts of American authors to obtain unlimited automatic copy

right have always failed and have no present prospect of success. 
It · is desirable to observe carefully the working of a law which goes 
part way toward the goal. · It may be that, having gone part way, 
there -will appear arguments not now apparent for further move
ment in the· same direction. The present bill (S. 3047) carries 
American authors forward a long way toward many of the things 
they desire. It offers them -a large balance of advantage as com-

. pared with the present law. 

MILBURN, THE BLIND MAN ELOQUENT 

Mr. BYRNES. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
RECORD a story from the Christian Advocate with reference 
to the service of -Rev. William Henry Milburn as Chaplain 
of ·the United Stat.es Senate. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in t_he RECORD, as f ollo~s: 

- -~ [From the Christian Advocate) 
MILBURN, THE BLIND MAN ELOQUENT 

By_John Tevis Hearn 
William Henry Milburn, a southern Methodist preacher who was 

chaplain of the United States Senate in 1845, is now an almost 
forgotten man, whose life story was a blending of tragedy and 
comedy. When a boy of 5 he lost the sight of one eye. A boy 
threw a piece of glass which struck him in his right eye. After 
2 years of suffering, imprisonment in a dark room, and agony of 
the treatment to save his eye, he came through with the loss of 
his eye. 

William. resisted his call to preach, feeling that his youth and 
inexperience, his lack of education, and want of vision were too 
heavy· a handicap. Of this he said: " It is a solemn ordeal when 
one ceases to be a_ youth; when he is to leave tlae shelter of his 
father's house and the pitiful tenderness of his mother to take 
upon himself the responsibilities of life." 

But he mounted his horse for a life of wandering. He had a pair 
of saddlebags stuffed with books and clothing. "It had been .ar
ranged that I was to travel with the license of an exhorter in com
pany with my venerated friend, Mr. Peter Akin. He wa>S a presid
ing elder, having a sort of supervision over a dozen charges 
located within a circuit of. near 500 miles. Mr. Akin, for learning 
and power as a preacher, was without a peer. He would 'hold 
forth ' for 25 hours. One night, after he had been preaching 2 hours, 
he noticed a man in the congregation taking out his watch. Mr. 
Akin said to him: ' Put up your watch; it is not bedtime yet.' 
Another time when the sermon was protracted a man started to 
leave the church, when the preacher shouted to him: 'Hold on, 
I'm not through yet.' , The man retorted: •Go on, sir; I'm just· 
going to dinner. I'll be back before you are through.' " 

An episode in the life of our blind young preacher is told in his 
own language: 

"We left Cincinnati on the steamer Hfbernia. The boat was. 
crowd~d. Among tlie passengers there was a considerable number 
of Congressmen. I canµot say how much I was shocked and how 
indignant I became at discovering that not a few of these repre
sentatives of .the people of the United States swore outrageously, 
played cards day and night, and drank whisky in excess. On Sun
day morning a committee of the passengers waited on me to know 
if I would preach to them. Never did I say 'Yes' more gladly. 
A congregation of nearly 300 assembled, and I took my stand. I 
had never spoken under such circumstances before, but preached as 
well as I could, which is not saying much. At the close of the 
discourse proper I said to the Congressmen: 'I must tell you that 
as an American citizen I feel disgraced by your behavior. As a 
,preacher of the gospel I am commissioned to tell you that unless 
you renounce your evil courses, repent of your sins, and believe 
upon the Lord Jesus Christ, you will be damned.' 
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"At the close of the serm<>n I retired to my stateroom to con

sider my impromptu address and whether, 1f called to a reckoning 
for it, I should be willing to abide by it and its consequences. I 
came to the conclusion that nothing had been said of which I 
ought to be ashamed, and I would stand by every word of it, let 
the issue be what it might. While thus cogitating there was a tap 
at the door. A gentleman entered, who said: 'I have been re
quested to wait upon you by the Members of Congress on board, 
who have had a meeting since the close of tbe religious exercises. 
They desire me to present you with this purse of money (handing 
me between $50 and $100) as a token of your sincerity and fear
lessness in reproving them for their misconduct. They also desire 
me to ask 1f you will allow your name to be used at the coming 
election of chaplain for Congress. If you will consent to this, they 
are ready to assure you an honorable election.' Quite stirred with 
this double messa.ge, I asked time for quiet reflection. As the boat 
neared Wheeltng my decision was asked. I assented to their pro
posal. They went forward to the Capital. I tarried -in Wheeling to 
preach. By the agency of my new friends I was, in due time, 
elected. Their money paid my expenses to Washington and I 
entered upon my duties as Chaplain to Congress. 

" Called thus unexpectedly to fill a novel and representative 
position, I found myself sorely perplexed as to the course I should 
pursue. Moreover, as one virtually blind, I occupied the most 
important conceivable position before an audience. When I first 
stood in the Vice President's place to open the deliberations with 
prayer, the solemn hush that pervaded the room betokened the 
grave decorum of the 50 men who stood with their gray heads 
bowed reverently as a beardless boy commended them to the care 
and guidance of the God of nations." 

In the closing chapter of his book Milburn, after referring to 
sneers leveled at the Christian ministry, says: " While there may 
be unworthy members of the clerical profession, for patient toll 
and disinterested labor, for self-sacrifice extending through life, 
for brave and cheerful performance of duty, that profession stands 
unrivaled, unapproached in the annals of the world.'' 

CHESTERFIELD, S. C. . 

THE LATE SENATORS JONES AND DALE-ADDRESS BY COLE L. BLEASE 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a few days ago a former 

Member of this body, Hon. Cole L. Blease, of South Carolina, 
at Georgetown, S. C., July 19, 1935, made a very interesting 
speech touching on the record of two former Members of 
the Senate. I ask unanimous consent that it be published in 
the RECORD. 

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

Mr. Chairman and my fellow countrymen, ·ladies, and gentlemen, 
I appreciate very much indeed the invitation to be with you on 
this occasion. I am not going to make a speech but simply give 
you the complete record in the introduction and passage of the 
act that gave you this bridge. I do not wish under any circum
stances to put any unpleasantness in this occasion, but I do think 
that you should have named the bridge the Andrews and Sawyer 
Bridge. 

General Lafayette was a great man, one whom I loved and have 
loved and admired from my childhood, but he has monuments in 
sand, in marble, in stone, in bronze, 1n brass, and in writing 
which will forever keep him remembered and loved by all 
Americans. 

Former Mayor Walter H. Andrews was the prime mover and the 
real cause with the assistance of Dr. Olin Sawyer, also of your 
city, of this bridge being here today. I do not say that it would 
not have been built at some time, but it would have been a 
long time had it not been for my friendship and love for these 
two men who came and through their personal and political 
friendship appealed to me to make the record which I read and 
file with your chairman. 

The Republican Party was in power when this record was made, 
and I am proud to say that I had some influence with their 
leading men in the United States Senate and appealed to them 
for their special aid and assistance, which they gave to me. 
Senator Wesley Jones, who was presiding, recognized Senator 
Porter Dale, of Vermont (which, by the way, was the State in 
which Walter H. Andrews was born). At my special request Sen
ator Dale, who was chairman of the committee to whom this bill 
was referred, went to some extra trouble to aid me in getting a 
favorable report, pushed it ahead of other bills in order that it 
might be put through and passed without delay, and when he had 
his report all ready Senator Jones, by special request from me, 
gave him the fioor, and he made the report out of regular order. 
I, of course, knew he was going to do so and stood ready. Sen
ator Jones then recognized me, and I made the motion which 
caused the passage of the bill without it even being placed on the 
Senate calendar. It is not necessary to speak of my other work 
in reference to the passage of the bill in the House and what my 
friends did for me in asking the President to not delay his approval 
of it. These matters are mentioned that the record may be kept 
straight. 

Congressman GASQUE deserves much credit for the prompt and 
efficient manner in which the bill was handled in the .House of 
Representatives. 

It is with great sorrow that we learn that three of those promi
nent in securing this structure have passed on to the other home, 
Messrs. Andrews, Dale, and Jones. We wish that they could be 

here now to share the pleasures of the day and receive th& 
plaudits of this people. God grant that each of them are receiv
ing as their reward for their labors while on this earth a home in 
Heaven. 

The official record of the introduction and passage of the act 
which gives to you this beautiful and wonderful structure is as 
follows: 

"UNITED STATES SENATE, 
"OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

"LIBRARY, 
"Washington, D. C., July 2, 1935. 

" BRIDGE ACROSS PEEDEE AND WACCAMAW RIVERS NEAR GEORGETOWN, S. C. 
" S. 4182, Seventy-first Congress, second session, granting the 

consent of Congress to the County of Georgetown, S. C., to con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across Peedee River and a 
bridge across the Waccamaw River, both at or near Georgetown, 
s. c. 

"By Mr. Elease; referred to Committee on Commerce, introduced 
April 16, 1930 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 7104). 

"Reported with amendments (S. Rept. 534, 71st Cong., 2d sess.) 
and passed Senate, as amended, April 25, 1930 (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, p. 7706). 

".The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones in the chair). 
"BRIDGE NEAR GEORGETOWN, S. C. 

"Mr. DALE. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
favorably with amendments the bill (S. 4182) granting the con
sent of Congress to the county of Georgetown, S. C., to construct, 
maintai.n, and operate a bridge across Black-Pee Dee River and 
Waccamaw River at or near Georgetown, S. C., and I submit a 
report (no. 534) thereon. 

"Mr. BLEASE. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con
sideration of the b111. 

"There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

"The amendments were agreed to. 
" The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

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

the third time, and passed. 
''The title was amended so as to read: 'A bill granting the con

sent of Congress to the county of Georgetown, S. c., to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Pee Dee River and a 
bridge across the Waccamaw River both at or near Georgetown, 
S. C.' 

" RefeITed to House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, April 29, 1930 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 8016). 

"Reported with amendments (H. Rept. 1416, 71st Cong., 2d 
sess.), May 9, 1930 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 8707). 

"Amended and passed House, May 20, 1930 (CONGRESSIONAL REC
ORD, pp. 9249-9250). 

" Senate concurs with an amendment to the amendment of the 
House, May 22, 1930 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, pp. 9405-9406). 

" House concurs in. Senate amendment to House amendment, 
May 24, 1930 (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 9490). 

"Approved: Act May 29, 1930-Publlc, No. 282, Seventy-first 
Congress ( 46 Stat. 479) .'' 

I thank you for your attention. 

REGULATION OF PUBLIC-UTILITY HOLDING COMPANIES--ARTICLE BY 
'\VESTBROOK PEGLER 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD a very clever article by a brilliant 
columnist, Westbrook Pegler, as it appeared in the Washing
ton Post of August 3, relative to the regulation of public
utility holding companies. 

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

(From the Washington Post of August 3, 1935) 
INFLUENCE BY WIRE 

By Westbrook Pegler 
NEW YoRK, N. Y,. August 2.-You wouldn't imagine that anyone 

on the holding companies' side of the row would have the gall 
to mention the matter, but a little pamphlet issued by the Amer- · 
lean Federation of Utllity Investors, Chicago, contains the follow
ing: 

" For the first time in the history of our country, Congress has 
been influenced by the letters and telegrams of mllUons o:r 
investors.'' 

This reference obviously embraces among the millions of inves
tors those thousands of phantom-investors whose names were 
gathered by telegram messenger boys for a royalty of S cents each, 
after the messengers had explained the deep political 4nd economic 
meanings of the case. 

Where those whom Mr. Harding used to call the "best minds " 
disagree so violently on a tangled issue, it is only by instinct that 
the layman chooses his side of the barricade. 

In the case, remembering how thoroughly · the great body of 
thrifty, self-supporting citizens who constitute the- investor class 
were frisked by the promoters of holding companies when the frisk
ing was good, it is natural that the ordinary, dumb citizens should 
look upon the holding companies' solicitude with a fishy eye and 

' ask " Why are you boys trying to. be so good to me now? " 
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It is a queer situation, 1n which the stick-up man, having gone 

over his victim once, stands his ground and undertakes to protect 
him from the cop. 

The great body of thrifty, self-supporting citizens who con
stitute the investor class has been reduced to a handful, thanks 
in large part to the great altruists who now defend them against 
the brutal policy of the Government. The small body of survivors 
have put their money away under a loose brick or in the savings 
banks or insurance, which amounts to the same thing. A man 
with money to invest, accumulated by thrift, has no idea where 
to put his money into action with a reasonable degree of safety. 
If he invests it in industry there is a danger that the Government 
will do something to the business which -will destroy his invest
ment. On the other hand, he well remembers the great New York 
banker who was called before Ferd Pecora in Washington and 
forced to admit that he was getting out from under while the 
clerks and other employees in the humble ranks of his bank were 
being docked every pay day for payments on stock in the same 
bank which they had bought at the peak. Long after he took his 
loot and touched shoe leather, completing the bargain, these mem
bers of the great body of thrifty, self-supporting citizens who con
stitute the investor class were continuing to make forced pay
ments on a dead horse. 

And, finally, adding insult_ to robbery, they were all assessed for 
voluntary contributions to buy a $3,000 retirement present for 
the man who had double-crossed them. . 

Recalling the sad experiences of the investor class when they 
were protected only by the conscience of the master patriots who 
now view with alarm the blow to private industry, it is easy to 
understand why the survivors hesitate to trust private industry 
again. Mr. Roosevelt's police methods may be such that in shoot
ing the bandit he will also hit the victim, but the bandit, himself, 
is in no position to complain about that. 

The trial of Mr. Sobbing Sam Insull, 1n Chicago, showed that 
the holding-company issue is so complex that the investor class 
cannot hope to understand what it is all about and will have to 
trust to luck, realizing, however, that Mr. Roosevelt is more likely 
to have honest, altruistic motives than the holding companies. In 
Mr. Insull's trial there were charts endeavoring to show the pyra
mided relationship of his in-bred holding companies which looked 
like the family tree of the all-American mutt. Even Mr. Insull, 
him.self, the weeping wizard of the Middle West, was not entirely 
clear on all the details, and it may be judged from that whether 
the jury which decided that he was a sick, sad old man and let 
him go was guided by intelligent understanding of the evidence 
or by emotion and a wish to be magnanimous to a fallen big shot. 

If the great body of thrifty, self-supporting citizens is asked 
to make a choice of defenders between President Roosevelt, on one 
extreme, and big-hearted Howard Hopson, the vanishing altruist 
of the Associated Gas & Electric, on the other, and if all that 
each side charges against the other is correct, what dUierence does 
it make who wins? But when did big-hearted Howard develop 
this great sentimental crush on the poor widows and orphans of 
the investor class, and is it really love? 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT-APPROVAL OF BILLS 

Messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta. one 
of his secretaries. who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed the following acts: 

On July 31, 1935: 
S.1404. An act to promote the efficiency of national 

defense. 
On August 2, 1935: 
S. 3059. An act to authorize the acquisition of land on 

McNeil Island. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Hal
tigan, one of its reading clerks, announced that the House 
had passed without amendment the joint resolution (S. J. 
Res. 167) to amend the public resolution approved June 28, 
1935. entitled "Joint resolution providing for the participa
tion of the United States in the Texas Centennial Exposition 
and celebrations to be held in the State of Texas during the 
years 1935 and 1936, and authorizing the President to invite 
foreign countries and nations to participate therein. and for 
other purposes." 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
the bill CS. 1629) to amend the Interstate Commerce Act, 
as amended, by providing for the regulation of the transpor
tation of passengers and property by motor carriers operat
ing in interstate or foreign commerce. and for other 
purposes, with amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3090) for the relief of Mayme Hughes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill <H. R. 8974) to provide revenue, equalize taxation, and 
for other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had 
agreed to the concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 22), as 
follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur
ring), That the action of the Speaker of the House of Representa
tives in signing the enrolled bill -{H. R. 6914) to authorize coop
eration with the several States for the purpose of stimulating the 
acquisition, development, and proper administration and man
agement of State forests and coordinating Federal and State activ
ities in carrying out a national program of forest-land manage
ment, and for other purposes, be, and the same is hereby, 
rescinded. 

The message returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the bill (H. R. 6914) -to authorize cooperation with 
the several States for the purpose of stimulating the acquisi
tion, development, and proper administration and manage
ment of State f crests and coordinating Federal and State ac
tivities in carrying out a national program of forest-land 
management, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED Bil.LS SIGNED 

The message announced that the Speaker had affixed his 
signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

S. 2259. An act to amend sections 966 and 971 of chapter 
22 of the act of Congress entitled "An act to establish a Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia", approved March 3, 
1901, as amended, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 3090. An act for the relief of Mayme Hughes. 
LAWS AND RESOLUTIONS OF PHILIPPINE LEGISLATURE 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying documents, ref erred to the 
Committee on Territories and Insular Affairs, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
As required by section 12 of the act of Congress approved 

August 29, 1916, entitled "An act to declare the purpose 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", I transmit here
with a set of the laws and resolutions enacted by the Tenth 
Philippine Legislature during its first regular session, from 
July 16 to November 8, 1934, and its first special session, 
April 8, 1935. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

Tm: WHITE HOUSE, August 5, 1935. 

REGULATION OF INTERSTATE TRAFFIC BY MOTOR CARRIERS -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill CS. 
1629) to amend the Interstate Commerce Act, as amended, by 
providing for the regulation of the transportation of pas
sengers and property by motor carriers operating in inter
state or foreign commerce, and for other purposes, which 
were, on page 1, line 4, to strike out the word ." part " and 
insert "Part"; on page 2, line 2, to strike out "CID" and 
insert" II"; on the same page, line 3, to strike out "(II)" and 
insert" II"; on the same page, after line 3, to insert" Short 
Title"; on the same page, line 25, after the word "carriers", 
to insert "engaged in interstate or foreign commerce"; on 
page 3, line 9, after the word "the", to insert "exclusive"; 
on page 7, line 11, after the word" part", to insert a comma 
and "except the provisions of section 204 relative to quali
fications and maximum hours of service of employees and 
safety of operation or standards of equipment,"; on the 
same page, line 24, after the word "monuments;", to in
sert" or (4a) motor vehicles controlled and operated by any 
farmer, and used in the transportation of his agricultural 
commodities and products thereof, or in the transportation 
of supplies to his farm; or (4b) motor vehicles controlled 
and operated by a cooperative association. as defined in the 
Agricultural Marketing Act, approved June 15, 1929, as 
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amended;"; on page 8, line 3, after the word "service;", to 
insert "or (6) motor vehicles used exclusively in carrying 
livestock, fish (including shell fish), or agricultural com
modities (not including manufactured products thereof) ; or 
(7) motor vehicles used exclusively in the distribution of 
newspapers;"; on the same page, line 6, after ~ word 
" part ", to insert a comma and " except th~ prov1s1ons of 
section 204 relative to qualifications and maximum hours of 
service of employees and safety of operation or standards of 
equipment,"; on the same page, line 6, to strike ou~ "(6)" 
and insert "(8) "; on the same page, line 20, to str~ke out 
"(7)" and insert "(9) "; on page 9, line 20, to strike out 
" with respect to the " and insert " to promote safety of ~P
eration and to that end prescribe"; on the same page, hne 
21 to ~trike out "and safety of operation"; on the same 
pa,'ge line 21, after the word "and" where it appears the 
seco~d time, to insert " standards of "; on the same ~ge, 
line 22, after " ment.", to insert " In the event such reqmre
ments are established, the term' motor carrier' shall be con
strued to include private carriers of property by motor ve
hicle in the administration of sections 204 (d) and <e>; 205; 
220; 221; -222 (a), (b), (d), (f), and (g); and 224."; o~, page 
19 line 3 to strike out " though such matter arose and 
i~ert " the Commission has in a matter arising "; on the 
same page, line 7, to strike out " are provided in " and insert 
" though such matter arose under "; on page 22, line 1, to 
strike out " in 1934 " and insert " on June l, 1935 "; on the 
same page, line 5, to strike out " in 1934 " and. insert ·;, ~n 
June 1 1935 "· on the same page, line 15, to strike out m 
1934" 'and ~ert "on June 1, 1935,"; on page 26, line 20, 
to strike out "in 1934" and insert "on July 1, 1935,"; on 
the same page line 24, to strike out "in 1934" and insert 
"on July 1, 193

1

5,"; on page 27, line 7, to strike out" in 1934" 
and insert "on July 1, 1935,"; on page 29, line 14, after the 
word "person", to insert " after January 1, 1936,"; on page 
38, line 8, after the word "Act", to insert "(including penal
ties applicable in cases of violations thereof)"; on page 43, 

· line 13 after the word" operated", to insert a colon and the 
followbig proviso: "Provided, however, That nothing in this 
part shall empower the Co1nmission to prescribe, or in . any 
manner regulate, the rate, fare, or charge for in~rastate 
transportation, or for any service connected therewith, for 
the purpose of removing discrimination against interstate 
commerce or for any other purpose whatever."; on page 47, 
line 12 after the word" express", to insert" and/or water"; 
on paie 63, line 23, to strike out " July " and insert " Octo
ber"; on page 64, line 2, to strike out "July" and insert 
" October "; and on the same page, line 4, to strike out 
"January" and insert "April." 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Montana be kind enough to explain the amendments·? 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, the House amended the 
bill in minor details, generally liberalizing the provisions of 
the measure with reference to trucks which are owned by 
farmers, and which carry farm products. The bill was also 
liberalized with reference to associations of cooperative farm 
organizations. It was liberalized in those respects. I per
sonally have no objection to the amendments, and think the 
bill is improved. 

Mr. McNARY. I understand the amendments cover trucks 
owned by cooperative farm associations. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is correct. 
Mr. McNARY. As well as individual farmers? 
Mr. WHEELER. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, is it the truck measure to 

which the Senator is referring? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 
Mr. BORAH. The only changes are those liberalizing the 

uses of such vehicles for farmers and cooperative associa
tions? 

Mr. WHEELER. That is correct. I move that the Sen
ate concur in the House amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE Bil.L REFERRED 
The bill (H. R. 8974) to provide revenue, equalize taxation, 

and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and re
f erred to the Committee on Finance. 

SPECIAL MUNITIONS COMMITTEE-H. S. RAUSHENBUSH 
Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, sometime since I in

serted in the RECORD, without comment on my part, an ar
ticle by H. S. Raushenbush, who is the investigator for the 
Special Munitions Committee in the investigations being con-
ducted by it. -

Following that, the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. NYE] 
took occasion to insert in the RECORD a considerable portion 
of the committee's report. I know of no objection why it 
should not all be inserted in the RECORD if such is the desire. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], also a member 
of the committee, took occasion to make some remarks with 
reference to my insertion of that article in the RECORD. 

I wish to say that I did not listen to the statements by 
those Senators, and I have little concern whether or not they 
listen to me, but I suggest that a record ought to be made 
here. My original objection to the selection of Mr. Raushen
bush was suggested to a member of the committee in good 
faith. I had no reason for wanting to criticize the committee 
in any way. I am a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs that reported ·the resolution providing for the in
vestigation. I have no desire either to handicap or in any 
way hinder the committee in its investigations. On the 
other hand, I was and am desirous of having the committee 
make a thorough investigation; and if there is anything that 
can be done to make the defense of this country more effi
cient, I want to see it done. I do not believe that anybody 
can accuse me of being a big-navy man or a big-army man; 
in fact, my record in Congress does not so indicate. On the 
other hand, I do not have a shipbuilding interest of any kind 
in my State. Therefore my interest in this matter is purely 
that of a Member of the Senate without any ax to grind, 
without anyone to favor, or without anyone to punish. 

The Senator from Missouri in his statement suggested 
that undoubtedly I was under the influence of the " unspeak
able scoundrel, William B. Shearer." Before going farther, I 
desire to state that I have never met Mr. Shearer to this good 
day. I do not know the man. He has never telephoned me. 
I have never talked to him directly or indirectly. Therefore 
the accusation on the part of the Senator from Missouri that 
I was under the influence of Shearer is entirely wrong. 

I wish further to state that the suggestion that I quoted 
from Mr. Shearer's letter is incorrect. When I made my 
statement on the floor of the Senate I read directly from the 
artiCle written by Mr. Raushenbush, and I read the portion 
which I think would stand out in the mind of any red-blooded 
American if he should read the type of sentiment which is 
expressed in the article. I did not quote anyone, for the rea
son that the sentiments expressed in the article, I think, 
would attract the attention of any good American. 

From page 86 of his statement I quoted-and my quotation 
is found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of June 24, at page 
10389-as follows: 

The students coming from the colleges today can do something 
more than be filled with wholesome and cleansing incllgnation. 
They can be of enormous use to the movement as Government 
officials, starting in small and definitely working on the reasonable 
hope that in the course of another 10 years we shall have Govern
ment control of a much more definite kind over our trust.s, banks, 
and general industries. 

The Senator from Missouri, undoubtedly thinking I had 
read from Mr. Shearer's letter, quoted the same sentence, but 
he did not signify that Mr. Shearer in his letter did not use 
the full sentence I had used. The quotation from the state
ment of the Senator from Missouri is as follows: 

The students coming from the colleges today can do something 
more than be filled with wholesome and cleansing indignation. 
They can be of enormous use to the movement as Government 
officlals. 

There the quotation stopped, which shows that the elisions 
are entirely dllf erent, and the quotation was not as I in-
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eluded it in my statement, and bears out the suggestion which 
I have made that the quotation as I used it was directly from 
the article written by Mr. Raushenbush and had no reference 
whatever to the statement made by Mr. Shearer in his 
letter. 

The same question is involved in the remainder of the quo
tation. I quoted, as will be found on page 10389 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of June 24, 1935, reading from Mr. 
Shearer's book, as follows: 

One good man, with his eyes, ears, and wits about him, inside 
the Department-whether it be the Interior, where the oil scandal 
started and the Boulder Dam bill received most active support, or 
the Treasury, where the taxation scandals br~ed and the Govern
ment tax policies originate-can do more to perfect the technic 
of control over industry than a hundred men outside. 

The Senator from Missouri quoted the following: 
One good man, with his eyes, ears, and wits about him, inside-

And then there was an elision-
can do more to perfect the technic of control over industry than 
a hundred men outside. 

I make this statement in order that the Senate may 
understand that in no way whatsoever was I under any 
control or influence of William B. Shearer. 

I also suggest that the editorial in the Washington Post, 
which was under the date line of June 28, 1935, on Boring 
from Without contained this statement: 

Also the same quotations from his earlier writings together with 
the same elisions. 

If the editor had been careful enough and thoughtful 
enough and student enough, he would have found there was 
a difference in the elisions, there was a difference in the 
statements made, and he would have found from the RECORD 
that my statement was quoted directly from the article pub
lished by 1\-Ir. Raushenbush, which I inserted in the RECORD. 

So much for the question of whether or not I am or was 
under the influence of Mr. Shearer. 

The amusing thing to me ~ that, although Mr. Shearer 
is termed an " unspeakable scoundrel ", yet I find in the 
committee's report that there are 28 printed pages devoted 
to the purpose of discrediting the Navy and reflecting upon 
the policies of the Navy; and in all the 28 pages there is 
absolutely nothing but the testimony of Mr. Shearer given 
in suport of the committee contentions and the committee 
findings. I quote from page 237 of the committee report, 
as follows: 

Mr. Shearer stated he went to Geneva in 1926 at the request of 
Admiral Pratt. 

Then follows the quotation from Mr. Shearer's testimony. 
I understand Admiral Pratt retired from the Navy about 
1932. He has been a retired officer for a number of years. 
I do not think he was called by the committee to determine 
whether or not the statement was true, and yet the " un
speakable scoundrel", the man with whom I was "in bad 
company", if I was with him at all, is quoted for 28 pages 
to discredit the Navy. 

I am not here to discredit or defend the Navy. I think 
the Navy bas its shortcomings, but I think there are many 
good, honest men in the Navy dedicating their lives to pub
lic service, doing what they think ought to be done. They 
should be entitled to credence, and we ought to find some 
evidence other than the testimony of an " unspeakable 
scoundrel" before we turn aside and indict the Navy for 
participation in all the matters which have been suggested. 

I quote further from page 237 of the report: 
Mr. Shearer's intimate relationship with the Navy is revealed 

in the following Shearer testimony. 

The committee continues to quote Mr. Shearer in his testi
mony through all those pages, and yet they call him an " un
speakable scoundrel." Therefore, I am wondering whether 
we ought to place any credence in the report of the com
mittee when it is supported so much by the testimony of 
Mr. Shearer. 

Continuing as to the political efforts of the Navy, I quote 
from page 228 of the report, item K: 

The nature of Mr. Shearer's political efforts for Navy purposes 
is revealed by the following testimony. 

The committee was quoting Mr. Shearer only. On page 
239 they quoted him as follows: 

As evidence of cooperation between the Navy and Shearer, 
Shearer stated that an unnamed naval officer showed him a secret 
order for the sinking of the Washington, thus giving Shearer an 
opportunity to prevent the order from being carried out. 

There is no other testimony, no defense from the NaVY, 
no statement whatsoever from the NaVY. 

That is enough to suggest that my relations with Mr. 
Shearer are those of an entire stranger; that I am not under 
his influence in any way, shape, or form; that I have never 
had anything to do with him. On the other hand, whatever 
I did in this matter has been done for the purpose of 
def ending the country and not against it. 

I recall being told on the floor of the Senate fallowing the 
incident that the chairman of the committee was going to 
" take me for a ride." If I go for " a ride ", I am not going 
with Mr. Shearer. On the other hand, if I go for" a ride", 
I am not going to go with either Dorothy Detzer or Mr. 
Raushenbush. I do not believe in their philosophy of life. 
I do not beiieve in their theory of government. In view of 
the fact that the Senator from ·Missouri brought in both 
names I am going to refer to Dorothy Detzer, state briefly 
who she is, where she comes from, what her object is, and 
why she is around Washington. 

Dorothy Detzer is in Washington representing the Women's 
International League for Peace and Freedom. In order that 
Senators may understand what that League is, I am going to 
give a statement of its aims. 

The Women's International League for Peace and Freedom aims 
at bringing together women of· different political and philosophical 
tendencies united in their determination to study, make known, 
and abolish the political, social, economic, and psychological 
causes of war, and to work for a constructive peace. • • • 

Conscious that these aims cannot be attained and that a real 
and lasting peace and true freedom cannot exist under the present 
system of exploitation, privilege, and profit, they consider that 
their duty is to facilitate and hasten by nonviolent methods the 
social transformation which would permit the inauguration of a 
new system u'nder which would be realized social, economic, and 
political equality for all without distinction of sex, race, or 
opinion. 

They see as the goal. an economic order on a world-wide basis 
and under world regulation founded on the needs of the com
munity and not on profit. 

Under the heading "United States Program, 1934-35 ", I 
find that the legislation this league promotes is-

l. Disarmament: Vigorous measures to advance total and uni
versal disarmament by immediate reduction in our own military 
and naval budgets; by a program for radical naval decreases at 
the 1935 naval conference, and by continued pressure for com
plete world disarmament at the disarmament conference. 

I think it will be of interest to note that Great Britain 
has already announced that she has abandoned the 1922 
navy-building restriction and that she is going to build such 
navy as she thinks suitable for her own defense, and that 
Japan has adopted a similar attitude. Although I presume 
there are some here who will say that I have been an ex
treme critic of the present administration, I do say that I 
believe something was done which should have been done 
when the administration declared that as the nations of 
the world build stronger their defense, we will do likewise. 

The important phase of the program of the Women's In
ternational League is that they propose to disarm whether 
the rest of the nations of the world disarm or not. 

Item no. 2 in the 1934-35 program !Jf the league: 
2. Munitions: International treaties and domestic legislation 

for strict government regulation and control of the munitions 
industry as a first step toward complete abolition of the industry. 

It is not mere regulation they desire, but to do away with 
defense. I have never seen the time when I thought even 
a camp meeting could get along very well without a police
man. We always need somebody to help keep order. The 
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human family still requires that. I do not know of any 
municipality of any size whatsoever that gets along without 
a proper police force, nor do I believe that any nation in the 
world can proceed, particularly one which occupies a posi
tion such as our Nation occupies, without proper preparation 
for defense. 

3. Embargo on arms: Passage of the embargo bill to give the 
President power to forbid the shipment of arms from the United 
States to any other country. 

And yet in today's Washington Times I see great headlines 
reading: 

Ethiopia buys arms from Japan. 

I am not saying that we should sell them. I should like 
to see no further manufacture of arms; but I desire to say 
that so long as the other countries of the world are manu
facturing arms, we had better have a few arms for our own 
defense; otherwise, we shall find ourselves lacking in defense 
at a crucial time. 

5. Foreign investments: PMsage of the Wheeler bill to investi
gate terms and conditions under which concessions have been 
obtained in foreign countries by United States citizens and cor
porations. 

6. Phllippines: Amendment of Philippine independence bill to 
prevent economic distress caused by change in tartif policy. 

7.-

And this ought to be of great interest to the Senators 
from California-

Extension of the quota system to 1:mm1gran.ts without restriction 
based on race. 

8. Citizenship: Passage of the Griftln bill or simllar legislation 
permitting a.liens to acquire citizenship without swearing to bear 
arms. 

And yet we now find ourselves wondering whether or not 
proper significance is attached to the oath of allegiance of 
public officials. 

9. Antilynching: Passage of the Costigan-Wagner antilynching 
bill. 

10. World Court: Adherence of the United States, with optional 
clause, during next session of Congress. 

11. League of Nations: Cooperation with other organizations 
toward revision of the League Covenant to eliminate military 
sections. 

In other words, they are a pacifist organization. 
ORGANIZATION A.ND RESEARCH 

The first thing they want to do is-
l. Building up of a national congressional committee with local 

functioning units in all parts of the country. 

There is propaganda. While this League may proceed in a 
manner that is normal; on the other hand, if there is any 
viciousness in lobbying, I think that viciousness will be shown 
in this report before I conclude. 

2. Development of discussion groups which study and interpret 
current issues. 

3. Study directed toward the problem of cooperation with other 
peace organizations and with church, labor, and Negro groups. 

4. EJ..'])erimentation toward the development of a pacific technic 
in labor and mass movements. 

The Washington representative of this organization is 
Dorothy Detzer. I quote from a current report from the 
press: 

The Women's International League for Peace and Freedom, which 
is holding its international congress in Zurich this month, has 
been pioneering, and, one may fairly say, crusading, both for peace 
and for freedom ever since it was born at The Hague in the dark 
days of 1:915. The N. C. P. W. finds its time fully occupied pursuing 
the first of these aims; the Civil Liberties Union-

Which is probably the strongest communistic organization 
in the United States at the present time--
has a full-time job with the second. 

But the" W. I. L. ",as it is popularly nick.named, 1n campaigning 
for "Justice without violence", finds its scope broadened as it 
seeks to establish a world from which violence is barushed, alike 
from the international and the national economic and political 
relationships. 

abandonment of the policy of armed intervention, 10 years; and 
it was the first organization seriously to demand the investigation 
ot the munition makers, an event which would probably not have 
come to pass had it not been for the work of its nation.al secretary, 
Dorothy Detzer. 

This is the same Dorothy Detzer to whom the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] referred when he said on June 26, 
at page 1014.2 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

It would appear that Mr. Libby and Miss Dorothy Detzer, mov
ing spirits and the master pacifists of the National Council for 
the Prevention of War, had something to do with it. 

This is the same Dorothy Detzer. 
As a matter of fact, Miss Detzer seems to have good stand

ing with this committee. They not only employ Mr. 
Raushenbush as their chief investigator, but they take lunch 
with her over here in the Senate Office Building restaurant 
once in a while. 

Quoting further: 
The W. I. L. has members in 47 countries and national sections 

organized in 27 of these, but its greatest strength is centered in 
the British, United States, and French sections, the Dutch, Scandi
navian, Belgian, and Swiss sections constituting a vigorous second 
line. · 

Other sections follow these more or less afar off. Italy, Ger
many, and Austria once had important sections, but they have 
been more or less destroyed by the Fascist governments. Gertrud 
Baer, formerly the moving spirit of the German section, is in 
virtual exile. 

• • • • • • • 
The national headquarters of the United States section is in 

Washington, at 532 Seventeenth Street, 1n the same building as 
the N. C. P. W. Its national secretary is Dorothy Detzer, one of 
the most vivid personalities in the whole peace movement and 
one of the most successful political strategists. Her colleague in 
the Washington office is Mabel Vernon, who with sound judgment 
is organizing national activities calculated to make the strength 
of the peace movement felt politically. 

In order to know just what far-reaching effect an organ
ization of this kind has, I now read from the London News
Chronicle of September 27, 1934. This is a report sent there 
by Gerald Barry-I presume, the American correspondent: 

The United States Senate arms inquiry has been adjourned 
until November, but the muck which it has already brought to 
the surface wtll not subside in the interval. There is too much 
of it, and it stinks too much. Samples of it, I hope, will be taken 
away and examined by experts under the microscope-and the 
analysis made use of when the investigation reopens. 

Continuing to quote: 
I had the pleasure this week of hearing the inside story of how 

the Senate inquiry was set on foot from the Ups of Miss Detzer, 
who as executive secretary of the Women's International League 
(American section) was herself very largely responsible for get
ting it going. The tale she had to tell was sensation.al, and tt 
emphasized the extreme diffi.culty of getting past the obstruction
ists, faint hearts, and vested interests. 

At first sight, Miss Detzer is the usual type of charming Ameri
can woman, young, nice looking, with a pleasant voice and, one 
would say, considerable social gifts. She must have something else 
besides to do what she has done against such immense odds. 
Sheer hard work, helped by a stroke or two of good luck at criti
cal moments, got the Nye resolution dratted, passed through the 
Senate, and the right people appointed on the committee. 

That is very interesting-" the right people appointed on 
the committee." This is from Mr. Gerald Barry's ·write-up 
of Dorothy Detzer and her influence in getting this resolu
tion through the committee. 

It was a magniflcent effort, and the debt which civilization 
owes her and the Senator-

Referring,. of course, to the senior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. NYE]-
1s already a big one. 

Naturally the revelations incrimlnattng armament interests in 
this country have led to demands for an inquiry of our own. I 
see that the Congregational Union yesterday passed a resolution 
to this etrect. We ought to have one, and I hope we shall get it. 

The United States inquiry is only a success because it has full 
legal powers. It cannot only compel the attendance of witnesses--

This is in the London Times Chronicle: 

Quoting further with reference to the United States: It cannot only compel the attendance of witnesses, but can de
mand the surrender of all relevant documents. It can walk alike 

In our own country the W. I. L. has educated for 12 years for into Government departments and the omces of manufacturers 
recognition of Russia; for repeal of the Platt amendment about _and make an intensive inquisition into books and papers. It has 
as long; for withdrawal of our marines from Nicaragua, with a staff of over 60 paid investigators and a 1lrst sum of $50,00()-
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Which has now been increased to $125,000-

placed at its disposal tor expenses. It is, in fact, for its purposes, 
omnipotent. And, therefore, it is effective. 

It is on account of the· powers of this committee, of their 
authority under the Senate resolution, that they have a right 
to issue a search warrant and go into the most confidential 
files of the State Department, of the Army and of the NavY, 
and take from those files such information as they wish; 
and, as a result, when a Socialist or a Communist is so em
ployed, he may bring to the committee such information as 
he wants to give them, but may reserve much for his own 
use in the future among the organizations with which Mr. 
Raushenbush was identified, as I will show before I finish 
this statement. 

In order that the country may know just what is involved 
in this matter, I should call attention to the report of Dorothy 
Detzer to her own organization as to what she has done. I 
ref er to a Memorandum on the history of the munitions 
campaign of the Women's International League for Peace 
and Freedom prepared by Dorothy Detzer, dated June 1934. 

Mr. President, in order further to show the activities of 
the organization of which Dorothy Detzer is secretary, I shall 
·refer to a statement I have here with regard to the type of 
program and "how to start." I read: 

Try to find within the group someone to act at once as legisla
tive chairman. Send her name (she must become a paid-up mem
ber of thew. I. L.) to the State chairman. She will be sent special 
material on important legislative issues from time to time. Such 
representatives are needed now in every county. 

Someone should be delegated to plan for an educational program 
for the community, covering movies, schools, churches, libraries, 
clubs, men's groups, etc. 

They are going to cover all the territory. 
As the group grows, a regular set of officers and carefully kept 

minutes will become essential. Write to the State office for further 
information. 

Finally-s~art on a small scale and build up. 

Mr. President, I wish to refer to the report prepared by 
Dorothy Detzer, but before I take that up I shall refer to 
further methods of work suggested by this organization. All 
the lobbying in this country is· not being done by the public 
utilities. Some of it is being done by other interests. I read 
from some further suggestions as to how to proceed: 

Investigate the books and magazines in your library. What has 
tt on international affairs? Does it subscribe to the Nation? 

The Nation is one of the outstanding liberal publications 
of the country. 

The New Republic, Survey, Christian Century? Does it have 
the bulletins from various p0ace organizations? If the librarian is 
unsympathetic, try having the people ask for the desirable publi
cations and protest the undesirable . 
. All teachers in the schools of your district should have sugges

tions from you. Mention available international programs. Learn 
the attitude of the history teacher and see what history books are 
used (get a copy of the survey of history textbooks used in Canada). 
Talk to your city or county superintendent. See what is in your 
school library. Suggest peace programs for patriotic policies-

And so on. 
Send to the W. I. L. for figures and tax blank stickers. 
Use: 
Lincoln's Birthday for interracial occasions. 
Washington's Birthday to tell the truth about war. 
Pan American Day to talk about South American neighbors. 
Good Will Day to cooperate with children of Wales. 
Memorial Day for a peace heroes program. 
Kellogg Pact Day for some international good-will project. 
Armistice Day for planning a great peace celebration. Stress 

·peace on earth in Christmas programs. 
Borrow W. I. L. peace posters. Loan exhibit and use widely, 
Arrange debates between a militarist and pacifist. 
Secure exhibit of internationally minded books in book week. 
Plan interracial or international lunches, suppers, or musicales. 
Ask foreign-born residents to give a.n exhibit of native handi-

'9'0rk. 
Hold toy shows before Christmas with educational, not mm

. tary, emphasis. 
Plan a conference on teaching history and geography from an 

international standpoint. 
Study economic conditions in the community and learn the 

)?as1c -causes of labor or racial confilcts. 

· And on and on; -but this is sumcient. 

Mr. President, this is the reason we find such publication$ 
as the one to which I am about to refer and such public 
reports as this: 

The Nation has placed upon its 1934 honor roll Dorothy Detzer. 
executive secretary of the Women's International League for Peace 
and Freedom, for persuading almost single-handed the progressive 
Senate leaders to demand an inquiry into the arms trade and for 
her many realistic activities in the interest of peace. 

Raymond Fosdick tells us, "The Women's International League
does more effective work on a small amount of money than any 
other peace organization of which I know." 

I think the Senate and the country would be interested to 
some extent in what Miss Detzer has to say about her own 
activity. I have here her ovm report. It is not a confi
dential report, because the matter contained in it is of public. 
concern. This is her report to her own organization: 

The Women's International .League for Peace and Freedom was 
born at its first International Congress called by Jane Addams 
at The Hague in the latter part of April 1915. At that congress, 
meeting during the second year of the World War, the following 
resolution was passed, moved by Mrs. Pethick Lawrence, of Eng
land, and seconded by Dr. Anita Augspurg, of Germany: 

"This international women's congress sees in the private profits 
accruing from the great arms factories a powerful hindrance to 
the abolition of war. It urges that by international agreement 
each country should take over as a state monopoly the manufac
ture and control of arms and munitions as a step to complete and 
final international disarmament." 

One of the things this committee is investigating is 
whether or not we should have internationally owned gov
ernment manufaaturing plants. The history of every nation 
in the world which has ever attempted it has been that its 
defense began decaying when it adopted such a policy. 

At its second international congress, which met at the close o! 
the war in 1919, in Zurich, when the official Peace Conference 
following the war was opening in Paris, a plan for a -League of 
Nations was submitted to President Wilson by the Congress. In 
the plan we find this clause: 

" Immediate reduction of armaments on the same terms for all 
states and the abolition of the private manufacture of and traffic 
in munitions should be undertaken as steps toward total inter
national disarmament." 

In other words, the statement was made as far back as the 
year 1915 that the Government ought to go into the muni
. tions business. 

- In this same International Congress report of that date there ls 
recorded, under the heading:. 

"Action to be proposed to the League of Nations when estab
lished. 

"International commission on war profits: This International 
Congress of Women asks the League of Nations to appoint an 
International commission to sit in public with power to take evi
dence on oath and to command the attendance of any witness it 
may desire to call to inquire Into the facts regarding profitmaking 
due to war and preparation for war." 

So far as I know, there is nothing which now prevents the 
United States, in the case of declaration of war, from abso
lutely taking from every concern which manufactures mu
nitions of war every dollar of profit if the Government so 
desires. There is nothing which will prevent us from con
fiscating the implements of war as well as commandeering 
the personnel necessary for war. 

Nineteen years later the United States section of the Women's 
International League has succeeded in getting the United States 
Senate to take this action for our own country through the Nye 
resolution call1ng for an investigation of the munitions Industry. 
At the time of the 1929 Congress of the Women's International 

League at Prague, Mme. Waerne-Bugge, of Sweden, presented a 
report on the traffic in arms. She had made a study of the 
traffic between the years 1922 and 1929, and as a result of her 
findings suggested to our International Congress that if it were 
possible to chart future conflicts through the traffic in arms, we 
could look for the next crisis to occur in the Pacific area. 

In the meantime the United States, through the late Theodore 
Burton, of Ohio, and Ambassador Hugh Gibson, on June 17, 1925, 
at Geneva., along with 45 other nations, had signed the Conven
tion for the Supervision of the International Trade in Arms and 
Munitions and in Implements of War. This convention was only 
a first step. It provided primarily for publicity and registration • 
The results were so disappointing to Senator Burton that on his 
return to the United States he had introduced into the House, 
where he was a Member, a resolution in the Seventieth Congress 
(H.J. Res. 183) to forbid the shipment of arms to nations at war. 

Mr. President, it seems we have been talking over this 
matter all these years, and yet the Munitions Committee , 
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seems to think it has made an 01iginal finding at this time 
with respect to the manufacture and sale of munitions. 

This measure was immediately endorsed by the Women's Inter
national League and other peace organizations in the United 
States, and in March 1928, hearings were held before the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House at which the Secretary of War, 
the Secretary of the Navy, and others, appeared opposing the pas
sage of the resolution. 

A statement made by Senator Burton at the time seems sig
nificant and 1s here quoted: 

" In the hearings upon this resolution, a great variety of inter
ests have been represented, and prominent officials in the War 
and Navy Departments have been called upon to express their 
views. The objections to the resolution may be grouped under 
several classes: 

"First. Those who emphasized the profits from domestic manu
facture of the articles, the exportation of which the resolution 
seeks to forbid. 

"It certainly is the sentiment of the committee that this argu
ment should not have weight. OUr country cannot afford to enjoy 
profits from the manufacture of death-dealing implements, or 
promote an industrial or business interest which depends for its 
success upon foreign wars. 

"Second. The cessation of shipments to belligerents in time of 
war would very much hamper private manufacture of arms, and 
so forth, manufacturers and dealers in this country, in order to 
have a sufficient volume of business, must rely on the demands of 
foreign belligerents." 

In spite of the efforts made by Senator Burton and peace organi
zations at the time, public interest could not be aroused. 

The American Legion after the war had, from time to time, urged 
measures to take the profit out of war, and bad sponsored the 
Capper-Johnson bill for the conscription of capital and labor. 
This measure sounded well, but it was found that in its practical 
application, the conscription of capital would be interpreted as 
confiscation which is unconstitutional. 

Dorothy Detzer is even a constitutional lawyer, as may 
be seen from this report. 

Senator Dill, of Washington, thereupon introduced a resolution 
into the Senate calling for an amendment to the Constitution 
which would make confiscation of property const1tu.tional. This 
was so drastic a step and went so far beyond the intention of 
well-to-do Legion officials, that a joint resolution was introduced 
into the Seventy-first Congress (Senate Public Resolution 78; 
H. J. Res. 251), which created what came to be known as "the 
War Policies Commission." This Commission was composed of 4 
Members of the House, 4 Members of the Senate, and 4 members of 
the Cabinet, the latter being the Secretaries of War, Navy, Agri
culture, and Labor. They were authorized to bold public bear
ings, to study and consider the question of amending the Con
stitution to provide that private property may be taken by Con
gress for public use during war, and methods of equalizing the 
burdens and to remove the profils of war, together with the 
study of policies to be pursued in the event of war. The Com
mission was requested to report definite recommendations to the 
President to be transmitted to the Congress not later than Decem
ber 1931. 

• • • • • • • 
At the request of the National Board I represented the W. I. L. 

and took the following position (p. 728, Hearings before the Com
mission appointed under the authority of Public Resolution No. 
98, 71st Cong., 2d sess., May 14-22, 1931, pt. 3): 

"It would seem obvious that if you would take the profits out 
of war, you must take the profits out of preparation for war; 
in other words, remove any private gain from preparation • • • 
I suppose that it is rather trite to suggest that the munitions 
industries and other industries which gain through the war system 
must have a return from their investment. In this connection it 
would seem clear that if to take the profits out of war would 
help to promote peace, a surer check would be to take the profits 
out of preparation for war, that is, some control of the munitions 
industries and those who now gain through preparations for 
war." 

I also read into the RECORD the telegram sent on January 24, 
1928, to the Massachusetts Legislature and signed by The Assistant 
Secretary of War, C. B. Robbins, when this legislature was consid
ering the passage of a measure to control the sale of small arms in 
Massachusetts. The telegram I quoted is as follows: 

"The War Department considers continuance in existence of our 
arms and ammunition manufacturers as vital to national defense 
and is opposed to any bill prohibiting the manufacture of small 
arms or their properly controlled sale to law-abiding citizens which 
might result in forcing such manufacturers out of existence." 

Why does the Army take such a position? It takes that 
position because any effort to induce Congress to continue 
to appropriate sufficient money to provide proper preparation 
for war in the matter of the production of munitions ha.s 
always been found to be impossible and has never been suc-
cessful. · 

Seymour Waldman-

I presume he is one 'of the outstanding Socialists of the 
country-
in his book, Death and Profits, which was an analysis of the Com
mission's study, stated that thew. I. L. recommendat ion to elimi
nate peace-time profits in such war industries as munitions was 
perhaps the most important and practical one made to the Com
mission. 

Passing over a portion of this report, I now read as follows: 
The Women's International League sent out not only a question

naire to candidates for all political offices, but had joined with 
other left-wing peace organizations-

What does Dorothy Detzer mean by" left-wing peace or
ganizations"? There is only one meaning that can be placed 
on it, namely, communistic, socialistic organizations--
in a common draft of peace planks for the party platforms, among 
which was an arms-embargo plank. 

Some months later there was a definite reversal of policy on the 
part of the State Department. The situation in the Chaco had 
become acute. Neither Bolivia nor Paraguay had a munitions com
pany within its own frontiers, so here was a case in which a war 
could actually be starved out by the munitions states if they should 
agree to an arms embargo. The League of Nations was agitating 
for such action, and the United States Government appointed a. 
member of the ~estern European Division of the State Depart
ment as a munitions expert. Every bit of available material on 
the subject of munitions control was studied and a bill was drafted· 
by the Department giving the President the power to lay an em
bargo on arms in cooperation with other countries when in his 
judgment 1t was necessary to do so. 

Passing over a few pages of the report, I now read from 
page 10: 

In the meantime, President Roosevelt's administration had come 
into power, and I am informed that the embargo resolution was 
the only piece of resolution which the President asked to have 
enacted into law during the short session in the spring of 1933 
which was not passed by Congress. 

At the annual meeting of the Women's International League in 
May H>33, the resolutions committee presented a resolut ion to the 
meeting which had originally been drafted by Florence Luscomb, 
of Boston, secretary of our Massachusetts . branch. In its final 
form, after several revisions, it read as follows: 

" In view of revelations made regarding influence of private 
manufacturers of munitions in recently published reports, official · 
and unofficial, which state that armament firms foment war 
scares, stimulating excessive expenditures for arms, spread false 
reports, .and try to bribe otftcials; in view of later revelations 
made during the Shearer investigations and charges that the 
failure of the embargo resolution in the last session of Conirress 
was due to direct opposition of munitions manufactur~rs
we, the members of the Women's International League for Peace 
and Freedom, in convention assembled, call upon President Roose
velt to propose at once a senatorial investigation of the private 
manufacturer of arms covering: 

" 1. Stock ownership among leaders of public opinion and public 
oificials-- • 

They wanted to know who owned the stock in these 
corporations-

" 2. Financial support given to militaristic organizations, such as 
the Navy League, the American Legion, and to other so-called 
•patriotic societies.' 

"3. Lobby activities in general and particularly for the defeat · 
of the embargo bill in the past session of Congress. 

" 4. Efforts to prevent the success of the Geneva Disarmament 
Conference similar to those employed by them in 1927. 

" 5. Contributions to political parties to control nominations 
and elections. 

"6. Volume of sales to Japan, China, and the South American 
countries engaged in armed confilct in defiance of the Kellogg 
Pact. · 

"7. Profits of the industry." 
This was adopted and immediately after the annual meeting 

broke up, and before the session of Congress closed, I made what 
efforts I could to find a Senator who would be willing to intro
duce such a resolution for the investigation of the munitions 
industry. Out of 96 Senators I picked about 20 who might be· 
willing to introduce it, but some of the answers I received were 
as follows: "You are asking us to commit political suicide; no one 
on the floor of the Senate will have the courage to introduce it." 
During the summer we appealed to practically all the organizations 
in the country interested ln peace, urging them to support such an 
investigation, and the National Council for the Prevention of War, 
the National Council of Women, meeting in Chicago during the . 
summer, and various other groups endorsed the idea of an invest!-· 
gatlon. . 

When the Morgan Co. was appearing before a Senate invest!- · 
gating committee we again tried to obtain information on the 
munitions industry by getting questions asked regarding the 
tie-up between the Morgan banks and the munitions companies. 
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but could not get any adequate help from any Senators. Then, 
it seemed possible that there might be some check made through 
the code. 

That is under the famous N. R. A. 
The following memorandum. was drafted and presented to the 

Acting Secretary of State: 
In considering the whole matter of the control of the munitions 

industry, and the export and import of arms, it would seem pos
sible that some check might be made through the code. 

Our suggestion would be that on the committee known as the 
"code authority", the President appoint-

This is what might be called" stacking the court." 
That the President appoint--
I. A person to represent him to watch the munitions code, not 

from the angle of industrial relations but--
a. In respect to the sale of small arms, machine guns, etc., to 

bandits, kidnapers, etc.; and 

These are the individuals they were going to have the Presi
dent appoint---

2. Two persons--one the munitions expert in the State Depart
ment, Mr. Joseph Green, and one to represent the public, such as 
Mr. Raymond Fosdick, to watch the munitions code. 

All Senators have to do is to turn to the red network and 
find out who MI·. Raymond Fosdick is. 

a. In respect to the export, import, manufacture, and control of 
arms for the purposes of war. 

The Acting Secretary of State said he considered it an excellent 
idea and promised to take it up with the President, which he did; 
and we are informed that the President recommended the· sugges
tion to General Johnson. The latter turned it down in a vigorous 
note addressed to the President. So any possibility of a check 
through the code disappeared. 

Here Miss Detzer makes reference to negotiating with 
several Senators who are not on the munitions committee, 
and, therefore, I shall not read that portion of the report. 
From page 12 I read the following: 

After these eliminations-

Meaning the elimination of a number of Senators from 
consideration-
there were two Senators left, one of whom was Senator NYE. 

On Januia.ry 2, 1934, after putting the problem up to him and 
going into great detail, Senator NYE said that 1f I would continue 
to press and urge him his conscience would not let him refuse. 
After his acceptance, then came the need of getting an adequate 
bill drafted which would cover all the points of the Women's 
International League resolution, and yet which had a chance to 
go through the Senate. We were fortunate in securing a very 
skillful draftsman who was able to accomplish both of these 
things. 

The resolution was introduced in the Senate on February 8, but 
had practically no publicity for 2 days. The resolution was 
drafted so as to have it sent to the Foreign Atfa.irs Committee, . 
but Senator PITTMAN apparently was opposed to it, for, after it 
had lain in committee for a week or so, he asked unanimous con
sent of the Senate to have it referred to the Military Atfairs Com
mittee. This was done, and we feared that this action was going 
to kill the investigation. However, a subcommittee of the Mili
tary ·Affairs Committee was appointed to deal with the Nye reso
lution, as well as the blll introduced by Senator VANDENBERG to 
review the findings of the War Policies Commission in regard to 
taking the profits out of war. Members of the subcommittee were 
seen and they eventually recommended to the full committee, 
which happily concurred in reporting out the resolution favorably 
and combining both Vandenberg's and Nye's measures. The re
vised resolution recommended a select committee of seven with 
the power of subpena and a $50,000 appropriation. 

The measure then went to the calendar, and a poll of the Sen
ate •. directed by Jean Frost, of the Women's International League, 
indicated that there would be a good fight on it when the resolu
tion came to the floor, as such persons as Senator DIETERICH of 
Illinois, vehemently opposed its passage. The poll also tndic~ted 
that there were a good many who would not commit themselves 
until they knew the stand of the administration. It then was 
necessary to get either the President or the Secretary of State to 
commit himself, and after a good deal of work this was done. On 
March 19, the Secretary of State publicly approved it. 

At the time that the Nye resolution was introduced into the 
Senate, the Vinson billion dollar Navy bill was also betng con
sidered by that body. The Women's International League urged 
the passage of the Nye resolution, so that an investigation of the 
shipbuilding companies could be held before more Government 
money should be spent for the building of ships. 

Mabel Vernon, national campaign director, focused the atten
tion of the membership throughout the country on this policy 
and as a result our branches and workers kept up a constant 
barrage of resolutions, letters, telegrams, both on the President 
and. the Senate. Mass meetings were held throughout the coun
try, Senator NYE often being the chief speaker, and this, together 

with the books and magazine . articles which had appeared and 
the famous speech of Senator BoRAH in the Senate, -started the 
enormous popular pressure which rolled up behind the Nye reso
lution. A meeting at the Belasco Theater in Washington, organ
ized by Miss Vernon, registered the popular support 1n the Capital 
itself. At this meeting Walter Van Kirk pledged the powerful 
support of the Federal Council of Churches against the Vinson 
bill and for the Nye resolution. More than a thousand people 
attended a large meeting, similarly organized, in New York about 
this same time, and · meetings of this kind followed throughout 
the country. 

However, the measure was finally put through by an extremely 
clever parliamentary move on the part of Senator NYE. The tax 
bill was being debated, and Senator NYE offered an amendment 
calling for a 98-percent tax on incomes over $10,000 in the event 
of war. When the amendment was before the Senate, he an
nounced that he had 9 Senators to speak on it, as they desired 
to be fair and consider every side of the question. This very 
much disturbed Senator PAT HARRISON, of Mississippi, who was try
ing to push through the tax bill with dispatch. Accordingly, 
NYE suggested that 1f the Senate would consider a unanimous
consent motion for immediate consideration of his resolution for 
an investigation of the munitions industry, and 1f this passed, this 
amendment could be sent to that committee where time could 
be given for thorough consideration. The unanimous-consent 
motion was passed and the Senate investigating committee became 
a fact. 

I have read most of this report in order to lead up to the 
last paragraph, which is as follows: 

The comm.1ittee which was finally chosen by the Vice President, 
consisting of Senators BONE, v ANDENBERG, NYE, POPE, BARBOUR, 
CLARK, GEORGE, also was no accident, nor the choice of the chief 
investigator, Stephen Raushenbush. 

In other words, this organization takes credit not only for 
selecting the personnel of the committee but also for select
ing the investigator. 

With further reference to Miss Detzer's activity, I have a 
postal card, dated June 12, 1935, which reads as follows: 

There will be a hearing before the Foreign Atfairs Committee of 
the House (in the Capitol, third floor, House side) on Tuesday, 
June 18, at 10 o'clock a. m., on the neutrality legislation. 

We are hoping that we may have a large attendance in order to 
demonstrate the interest in these measures. 

Won't you please be there? 
Faithfully yours, 

DOROTHY DETZER, 
National Secretary. 

In other words, if the Chairman of the Foreign Afiairs 
Committee of the House or the Chairman of the Foreign 
Relations Committee of the Senate happened to have a large 
audience, he could know it was not an accident, but it was by 
reason of the fact that the members of the audience had been 
invited. 

So much for Dorothy Detzer. She is the one whom the 
Senator from Missouri approved with his compliments. She 
is the one with whom the committee takes lunch in the Senate 
Office Building. That is perfectly all right with me. 

I want to go a little further. I listened with keen interest 
and also read the statements by the members of the commit
tee with reference to the efficiency of Mr. Raushenbush as an 
investigator. I' want the Senate to remember that such an 
investigator is given the greatest authority with which any 
man can be clothed under the law. Raushenbush and his 
corps of assistants have the right to go into the State Depart
ment and to search their files; have the right to go into the 
Navy Department and search their confidential files; have 
the right to go into the War Department and search their 
confidential files. Mr. Raushenbush can bring to the atten
tion of the committee such material as he wants to bring, 
and can reserve in the back of his head such information as 
he may desire with reference to the future use he can make of 
it in carrying out the type of program which it has been 
indicated he has in mind. 

Who is Mr. Ranshenbush? To my amazement, at least 
two members of the committee said they selected him after 
they knew he had written socialistic books. One of the 
things the Socialist wants to do is to overthrow the defense 
of the country. I do not know who are Socialists. I am 
not contending that because a man believes in control of a 
certain industry he is a Socialist. I am not one of those 
who believe that because a man happens to have a particu
lar view with reference to public utilities he is a Socialist; 
I am not one of those who believe if 3: man happens to be 



12466 .CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE AUGUST 5 
convinced that public ownership of communications is nec
essary that he is a Socialist; but I suggest that the whole 
trend running all through the Government machinery at 
the present time is of a socialistic character, and one of the 
things the Socialists want to do is to see to it that they have 
control of the defense of the country. 

Mr. Raushenbush was selected special investigator of the 
committee. I wonder if they could not have found a man 
who is an American pure and simple and who believes in 
American fundamentals? 

Let us see who Mr. Raushenbush is. When the attention 
of the committee was called to the connections of Mr. Raush
enbush they said openly, " We selected him. We are going 
to stand by him. He has written socialistic books." Yet 
they were giving to him the authority to go into the most 
confidential files of the various departments of the Gov
ernment and use as be might see fit the information he 
could secure for such purpose as he might wish. 

He is now or was last week in the State of Pennsylvania 
speaking before organizations, the record of which I happen 
to have here. If he is doing anything to instill Americanism 
into the minds of anyone who listens to him there, I have 
not seen such a report in the public press. 

Who is Hilmar Stephen Raushenbush? 
He is the son of Walter Rauschenbush-note the difference in 

the spelling-a theologue with alleged leanings toward " Christian 
socialism "; was born May 12, 1896, in New York. He attended 
public schools of Rochester, N. Y., took his A. B. at Amherst in 
1917. While an undergraduate he was president of the Amherst 
chapter of the Intercollegiate Socialist Society, which society was 
organized by Jack London and other radicals in 1905, and fell later 
into such disrepute that its name was changed to "League for 
Industrial Democracy "-

Of which Mr. Raushenbush is still a member. 
What is the League of Industrial Democracy? It is a 

league which believes that all industry should be run for use 
and not for profit. Their slogan is: "Production for use 
and not for profit." 

H. S. Raushenbush claims Army service during the World War, 
and that he has been an oil worker, a labor manager for the United 
States Consular Service, and is an industrial researcher and special 
writer. While acting as economics assistant to anthracite miners' 
organizations in 1922-23 he claims some experience as a coal-mine 
worker. He was at one time an industrial adviser in the employ 
of Governor Pinchot, of Pennsylvania; and for some time, begin
ning in 1922, was a staff member of the Bureau of Industrial 
Research-part and parcel of the League of Industrial Democracy. 
In 1925 he was also connected with the National Child Labor Com
mittee, the principal founder of which was that translator and 
ardent proponent of Karl Marx, the late Florence Kelley, who was 
also an active founder of the Intercollegiate Socialist Society, now 
the League for Industrial Democracy. 

H. S. Raushenbush spent his boyhood in a Sociallst atmosphere, 
and his entire career to date shows no change in his type of 
thought. His industrial researches and his reports seem all to 
have been made with a single eye to the support of Socialist 
theses, and he is not a stranger to the methods of villification and 
the use of part truths which are equivalent to falsehoods in their 
effect. While identified with the left-wing Socialist leader-

! suppose that " left wing " means the same left wing to 
which Dorothy Detzer ref erred a little while ago. 

While identified with the left-wing Socialist leader, Norman A. 
Thomas, in the League for Industrial Democracy, he early became 
the protege and collaborator of Harry w. Laidler-

Harry W. Laidler, that outstanding proponent of Govern
ment ownership for purposes of building a socialist state. 

I shall read some extracts from Mr. Raushenbush and 
from Mr. Laidler. I am not putting the Senate committee 
in company with these men. If I am to be " taken for a 
ride", I do not want to go with Dorothy Detzer and I do not 
want to go with Mr. Raushenbush. I prefer people who be
lieve in the Amertcan flag and a proper type of Army and 
NavY in order to support it. · 

Through his research work he for years has kept Laidler sup
pl1ed with the ammunition for many of his lectures, radio talks, 
articles and books. 

That is the very thing suggested in the article of which 
Mr. Ral.J.Shenbush is the author and which I inserted in the 
RECORD. 

How much more information they will be able to give now 
in view of the fact that Mr. Raushenbush, with such wide 

authority from the Munitions Investigating Committee, can 
go into the confidential files of all the departments of the 
Government and of some of the biggest business concerns 
of the country, which have paid taxes to help pay the salaries 
of men who are dr·awing salaries as United States Senators. 

He was joint author with Laidler of a book, Power Control. This 
connection with Laidler is important, as Laidler (self-styled "econ
omist ") is, and has long been, one of the mainstays of the League 
for Industrial Democracy, as well as of other subversive institu
tions, and is an open friend of sovietism. 

In 1925, through his connection with Laidler and the League for 
Industrial Democracy, H. S. Raushenbush was made secretary of 
the adventitious and meddling committee on coal and giant power 
a child of the League of Industrial Democracy, which position h~ 
held until it died a natural death 2 or 3 years ago. As secretary of 
this committee he compiled and published a number of pamphlets 
attacking private industries, notably in the coal and utility fields 
all being" set against the background of the book Power Control"' 
and all, like the book, heavily subsidized (and probably completely 
paid for) by the American Fund for Public Service which ts the 
Communist " Garland fund ", whose directors have publicly stated 
to confine its aid to projects of a radical nature (with the purpose 
of changing our form of government). 

Mr. Garland, as I recall, is a wealthy man who was sent to 
the penitentiary for his communistic and free-love activities 
and then gave his entire estate for the purpose of setting u~ 
the" Garland fund." Whenever one happens to see a book 
published by the Vanguard Publishing Co., just let him 
remember that it is the Garland fun~ and the book, Social
ism of Our Times, is published by the Vanguard Press, League 
for Industrial Democracy. 

Among the members of the executive committee of the Commit
tee on Coal and Giant Power were the ex-anarchist, Oscar Amerin
ger; the American Civil Liberties Union leader, Arthur Garfield 
Hays; and Harry W. Laidler himself. 

As an example of the type of booklet issued by H. S. Raushen
~ush we may examine the 89-page High Power Propaganda, pub
lished in 1928 by New Republic, Inc. This purports to be an in
terpreted summary of the first part of the hearings held by the 
Federal Trade Commission on the subject of propaganda by the 
power companies. In this pamphlet Raushenbush accuses power 
companies of " dirtying the waters of public opin_ion ", spending 
hundreds of thousands of dollars to elect a single legislator "buy
ing the press", and controlling textbooks and school teaching to 
the exclusion of truth. He recites that municipal plants give 
lower rates than corporations, but fails to mention the difference 
in accounting which puts municipal plants and bonds on the 
shoulders of all taxpayers. He charges corruption even in the 
establishment and promotion of public-utilities courses in col
leges and universities-but does not mention the biased courses in 
" economics " given in " workers' schools " supported and instructed 
by his Socialist associates. The clear impression made by the pam
phlet is that H. S. Raushenbush favors Government ownership, 
with all its political implications and great losses to taxpayers. 
Some of the Raushenbush pamphlets have been advertised by the 
League for Industrial Democracy as " L. I. D. classics ", an example 
being the 36-page The People's Fight for Coal and Power, pub
lished in 1926, and still thus advertised in the L. I. D. Monthly 
for October 1929. 

His researches as secretary of the Committee on Coal and Giant 
Power did not consume all of the energy of H. S. Raushenbush. 
As a member of the Socialist Party he wrote articles for Socialist 
papers. One of these articles, published March 12, 1927, by the 
New Leader, official organ of the Socialist Party, is notable for its 
bearing here. In it Raushenbush outllnes the program which the 
Socialists should carry out in the United States to undermine capi
talism and by stages change the system to collectivism. He says 
that Socialists should work with the monopoly tendency and push 
everything important into some form of big business, and then 
declare these monopolies "affected with public interest", With the 
objective of governmental control, then ownership. Two of his 
paragraphs follow: 

"Our immediate aim is to declare ourselves in on these great 
consolidations that are going on. In return for giving up our 
much-touted system of competition for monopoly, it is not impos
sible to exact the price, to get some share of control which can 
then be extended as the need for it becomes evident. Once an. 
industry is declared affected with a public interest, it is reasonable 
to have the books opened, then to go on with a clamping down on 
excess profits, stock dividends, inflated mergers, etc., and to have 
a positive hand on stabilization of employment, uniform work
ing conditions, a minimum wage, supervision of all mergers, the 
establishment of the principle of recapturing excess earnings, as 
on the railroads, to go into a fund to buy out the industry. · 

"We must start small, as we did in the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, make a business of public business, and prove to the 
workers and the middle class that it works." 

With such openly expressed objectives, it was but natural that 
H. 8. Raushenbush should remain in the bosom of the League for 
Industrial Democracy, serve for at least 8 years ( 1926-33) as an 
oftlctal of its emergency committee for strikers' relief, and become 
a national councilor !rom New York in the league itself. 
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It has been mentioned that H. S. Raushenbush was for a time 

connected with the national child-labor committee. This is in 
exact line with his ingrained desire to establish governmental con
trol and ownership over everything. Under a smoke screen of hu
manitarian declarations and arguments, the national child-labor 
committee has as its prime purpose the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States to give Congress "power 
to limit, regulate, and prohibit the labor of persons under 18 years 
of age." No one knows how some future Congress might exercise 
this power if obtalned. Under it, entire social and economic regi
mentation of the people in their homes and schools could be accom
plished; and Federal control over educat ion from the nursery up 
could be utilized to inculcate the ideology of a new and untried 
social order; and that was and is the plan. The authors of the 
movement were Mrs. Florence Kelley Wischnewetsky-

That is good Americanism I presume-
(now deceased) , Miss Grace Abbott, then chief of the Children's 
Bureau; Miss Julia Lathrop, and the Communist, Anna Louise 
Strong, then a Federal employee under Miss Abbott, and now Mrs. 
Shubin, of Moscow, who spends much ti.me lecturing in the United 
States. Miss Strong is the daughter of the" Red Reverend" Sidney 
Strong, was a founder, and is now an associate editor of the Mos
cow News, official Soviet English language newspaper published in 
Moscow and circulated in the United St ates. Although the child
labor amendment was defeated before the middle of 1927, it was 
revived by the Socialist associates of H. S. Rausbenbush, again de
feated, and is still on their program for reintroduction at the 
earliest ·possible opportunity. 

It has been mentioned that books and pamphlets written by 
H. S. Raushenbush and Harry W. Laidler were subsidized by the 
Communist "Garland fund." 

This is the same Garland fund to which I refe1Ted a little 
while ago-

Official reports of this fund show H. S. Raushenbush by name to 
have received at least $16,000 from the fund between 1925 and 1928 
for his work in preparing these publications for the League for 
Industrial Democracy. 

The American Fund for Public Service (Garland fund) was 
founded by Charles Garland, of Massachusetts, who served a term 
in the penitentiary for operating a "free love" farm. He opposed 
private ownership of property, so in 1922 he gave his inheritance 
to establish the fund for the promotion of radical projects. The 
board of directors of the fund is a self-perpetuating group and has 
always included Communists. For many years it was the owner 
and publisher of the magazine New Masses. William Z. Foster, 
Scott Nearing, Clarina Michelson, Benjamin Gitlow, and Robert W. 
Dunn, all prominent Communists, have been members of this 
board, which has permanently disbursed about $2,000,000 for sub
versive work. Some of the money has been used over and over, 
on a revolving-fund basis, so that the effect has been that of a 
larger fund. Anarchist, Communist, I. W. W., American Civil Lib
erties Union, Socialist, League for Industrial Democracy, and 
pacifist projects, and many others, have been financially aided by 
the Garland fund, which at the close of 1934 had been practically 
all used up or engaged in the commitments for the current year. 

Following 1932 H. S. Raushenbush appears to have engaged in a 
new spurt of activity. That he was by that ti.me recognized as a 
distinctly left-wing Socialist ts shown by his inclusion by Com
munist publications favorably in their releases. In the Federated 
Press Clipping Sheet for January 10, 1933, is an announcement by 
H. S. Raushenbush of the formation of the Pennsylvania Security 
League. 

By the way, that is the very league which has had Mr. 
Raushenbush lecturing for the past week, filling engage
ments in various localities all over the State of Pennsyl
vania. He is still drawing his pay as an investigator for 
this committee, but is lecturing for this league up in Penn
sylvania. 

In the Qaily Worker, issue of December 5, 1933, is a favorable 
review by H. S. Raushenbush of a Commun.1st play, Peace on 
Earth. 

The most extensive of the new activities undertaken by H. S. 
Raushenbush at this period is in connection with the John Dewey 
group of Socialists, who have long been playing with the Rand 
School crowd and the Abraham J. Muste-Brookwood Labor College 
aggregation. Due to Harry W. Laidler's connection and influence 
with this group, especially in the League for Independent Political 
Action, the Conference for Progressive Labor Action, and the Con
ference for Progressive Political Action, H. S. Raushenbush in 
1933 became a member of the committee for action of the latter 
conference. 

The Conference for Progressive Political Action is part of the 
League for Independent Political Action's campaign for state 
socialism, which has be€n going on for 6 years. The purpose of 
this conference is to attract agriculturalists, merchandisers, pro
fessional people, and "white collars" generally. Because small 
groups of agriculturalists must be welded into larger groups, With 
some degree of fanaticism for a continuing cause, in order to 
induce the cohesiveness and insure some solidity for such an organ
ization as the Conference for Progressive Political Action; and, of 
course, in turn, for its parent, the League for Independent Politi
cal Action; increasing efforts are being made to form or help 

form local radical political parties and blocs wherever possible. 
To such lengths have these efforts extended that doors have been 
opened wide (through the Communist-controlled American League 
Against War and Fascism, and other affiliates) for the adherence 
of such " red " bodies as those organized by Communists like 
" Mother " Ella Reeve Bloor among the farmers and industrial 
workers. 

In the 1934 political campaign the Conference for Progressive 
Political Action, with its parent, the League for Independent Po
litical Action, was concerned much with the organization and 
assistance of liberal and progressive parties in the Northwest 
States. 

On May 25, 1934, while acting as director tn the organization 
of this northwest campaign for the action group, Howard Y. 
Williams, member of the L. I. P. A. and C. P. L. A., and connected 
with the League for Industrial Democracy, wrote to his organizers 
as follows (in part): 

"Those State parties we are. forming must support President 
Roosevelt to the 11.mit when he is right. We must push him more 
to the left, develop a national political movement that w111 go 
beyond him if he fails." 

It may be noted, without affirming any necessary connection 
between the two events, that the letter from which an extract has 
just been quoted was dated just 4 days after the appointment of 
H. S. Raushenbush to the secretaryship of the Senate Special 
Munitions Investigation Committee, a position virtually that of 
prosecutor in its inquiries. With Harry W. Laidler supporting 
Howard Y. Williams on the one hand and H. S. Raushenbush on 
the other, it is conceivable that the 4 days gave ti.me for the 
United States mails to transport to Williams, in the Northwest, 
the joyful news of Raushenbush's appointment in the East, and 
that the inspiration of this "further victory for the cause" had 
something to do with Williams' determined enthusiasm on this 
occasion. 

The membership of H. S. Raushenbush in the Socialist Party, 
his decade of work under the aegis of the League for Industrial 
Democracy, his membership on the committee for action of the 
John Dewey-Harry W. Laidler Socialist group, and his public rec
ord in connection with the munitions investigation, are insepar
able parts of the picture or map of his attitude toward private 
ownership, individual or corporate capitalism, and the basic struc
ture of our system of government under the Constitution. From 
this picture or map can be charted with reliable accuracy his 
present motives and his future line of action in any field into 
which he can insert himself or can be inserted by the Laidler
L. I. D. forces. 

The chief sponsor of H. S. Raushenbush-namely, Harry w. 
Laidler-by his writing, speaking, and organization work a main
stay of the Socialist League for Industrial Democracy, was labeled 
10 years ago (1925) by the Better America Federation of California 
as " a professed Socialist who is in with the extreme Communists." 
And the record of the la,st decade calls for no revision of the char
acterization. 

Harry W. Laidler is an outstanding advocate of Government 
ownership; has been outspoken in his prosovietism, and has led 
the L. I. D.-Open Road, Inc. {Soviet) "Intelligent Student's Tour 
of Socialism " in the Soviet Union; is now on the faculty of Rand 
School, and has been connected with Brookwood Labor College, 
both of which entertain Communist lecturers; was active in ar
ranging for the United States Congress against war which gave 
birth to the Communist-controlled American League Against War 
and Fascism; was active in the Brooklyn Civil Liberties Bureau; 
and, as late as May 18, 1935, was one of the leaders of a large 
pacifist parade and mass meeting in New York City, in which the 
Communist song "International." was sung, the red fiag of com
munism displayed, and the following ."litany" recited by the 
crowd under the leadership of one of the immediate associates of 
Harry W. Laidler-

" If war comes I wm not fight. 
If war comes I will not enlist. 
If war comes I will not be conscripted. 
If war comes I will do nothing to support it. 
If war comes I will do everything to oppose it. 
So help me God! " 

Mention has been made of the close cooperation connection of 
Harry W. Laidler with Abraham J. Muste, for many years and un
tn recently head of the Brookwood Labor College. Muste has been 
head of the Conference for Progressive Labor Action, previously 
mentioned as a.n affiliate of the John Dewey group of organiza
tions, since its inception in 1929. As long ago as 1928 this. school 
was branded by the American Federation of Labor as communistic . . 
All A. F. of L. support was officially withdrawn. Muste is now 
head of the Workers' Party of the United States of America, the 
Trotsky Communist organization in this country, and is still work
ing intimately with the Dewey group. 

It may be mentioned in passing that the keynote of a pamphlet, 
Ending the Depression, published by Muste's Conference for 
Progressive Labor Action, is expressed by one of its chapter .heads, 
" Marxism Fits the Facts." 

The League for Industrial Democracy, of whose program H. S. 
Raushenbush is an indefatigable exponent, is primarily a propa
ganda institution, one of the mouthpieces and recruiting agencies 
for the Socialist Party. Mr. John Spargo, a famous educator, who 
was at one time a member of the executive committee of the 
National Socialist Party, wrote as follows (in 1928, concerning 
such activities as it. carries on) : 
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" I know, and every well-informed student 1n America knows, 

that for many years public ownership and socialism have been 
preached in American colleges, academies, and high schools by 
the paid lecturers of organizations maintained for the special pur
pose. This was true many years before any public ut111ty pub
licity bureau in this country ever made the least effort to reach 
those channels. These paid lecturers did not aim to present ob
jective facts; they did ·not make the slightest pretense that they 
were aiming at anything other than converting the students to 
socialism, to belie! in public ownership and all the economic and 
social changes that belief implies." 

During the course of the twenty-fifth anniversary celebration 
of the League for Industrial Democracy, held at Union Theological 
Seminary, New York City, during the closing days of 1930, Paul 
Blanshard~ne of the paid lecturers of the league--is reported to 
have said from the rostrum, in answer to questions: 

"Any pacifist agitation · which does not point to the fact that 
the causes of war lie in the basis of capitalism is not only futile 
but it actually aids in causing war. 

" I think the Socialist Party should stand squarely against an 
international conflict; whether we attempt to work for a general 
strike or attempt to get its members to refuse to serve in the 
Army and Navy. 

~· I believe that no man should join the Socialist movement un
less he is willing to pledge that he will not be a creature of na
tionalism in the next war." 

The League for Industrial Democracy, which has shaped every 
step of the career of H. S. Raushenbush, teaches students that 
"only the abolition of a system that uses war to settle arguments 
between rival groups of imperialists will achieve" the abolition of 
war; and "Students, if they a.re really opposed to war, must carry 
the fight home to the economic system that produces war." 

The League for Industrial Democracy is communistic. It is com
munistic not only because in the ranks of its leaders are to be 
found · such Communists (expelled for disciplinary reasons from the 
Communist Party, United States of America, and now allied with 
A. J. Muste) as J.B. S. Hardman, Ludwig Lore, Jay Lovestone, and 
James Oneal; not only because many of its leaders are also on the 
official lists of Communist-aiding and Communist-controlled or
ganizations; not only because many of its leaders meet Sidney 
Hook's analytical definition, viz, "If by communism one means a. 
form of social organization in which the associated producers 
democratically control the production and distribution of goods, 
then it is possible to be a Communist without being a Marxist, 
although every Marxist must be a Communist "-but particularly 
because its objective is identical .with the . final and fundamental 
objective announced by communism. 

• • • • • • • 
Raushenbush, using the name "Hilmar Rauschenbush ", enlisted 

at Allentown, Pa. (Medical Department), July 18, 1917. His resi
dence at the time he enlisted was given as Rochester, N. Y. He 
was discharged at Mitchel Field, June 18, 1919, as private, first 
class. At the time of enlistment he was 21 years and 2 months. 

• • • • 
The League for Industrial Democracy " would build a world in 

which- the productively engaged would own and control the eco
nomic structure that gives them life". On its membership-solici
tation cards it states that its object is " education for a new social 
order based on production for use and not for profit." Moissaye 
J. Olgin, publicist, one of the most rabid Communists in the 
United States, in his pamphlet, Why Communism, recently pub
lished by the Communist firm, Workers' Library Publishers, has 
this to say: 

" We do not mean -a. system where the big industrialists swallow 
up the small and middle industrialists and where the big banker 
gobbles up everybody and everything. 

"When we Communists speak of a society organized on the basis 
of planned production snd distribution we mean something en
tirely different. What we have in mind is very simple. It is clear 
cut. Do away with production for profit." 

The League for Industrial Democracy, component of the Socialist 
Party, career mother o! H. S. Raushenbush, is increasingly found
as an organization, and through its leaders-in" united front" and 
other joint actions with Communists. The public contumely 
which Communists and Socialists each heap upon the party of 
the other is but "smoke screen", simulated party jealousy. Prof. 
Paul H. Douglas, of the University of Chicago, a leader in the 
League for Industrial Democracy, and an acknowledged spokesman 
for both the league and the Socialist Party, has written and pub
lished articles in which the following phrases occur: 

" • • • The doctrines of Karl Marx which have become the 
fountain head o! modern socialism" and" he (Marx) declared that 
it was the mission of the working class to take over the factory 
system bodily and run it for their own benefit. No class," he said, 
"ever voluntarily gave up a system in which they were masters." 

The commonly accepted definition of the difference between 
socialism and communism, both admittedly having as an objective 
state socialism, has been that socialism would proceed peaceably 
to attain conditions which communism would attain by the sup
posedly more rapid and efficacious method of violence. If further 
evidence than the preceding paragraph is required to indicate the 

· complaisant Socialist attitude toward the Communist method o! 
violence, even to the actual adoption of the method, reference can 
be made to the proceedings of the 1934 convention of the Socialist 
Party, United States of America (Detroit), in which official ar-

rangements were made for a revolutionary policy committee to in
clude more violent action in the directives of the party. This re
moves the last practical difference between socialism and com
munism in the United States. 

Mr. President, it is my understanding that the Munitions 
Committee has had available $125,000; that the committee 
is also interested in a munitions and arms project author
ized under the F. E. R. A., no. 16; that this project began 
July 23, 1934; and up to date has had some $37,000; and has 
had in its employ about 49 persons. I should like to make 
inquiry concerning that subject in a public way, and I shall 
ask that the information as to who these employees are be 
furnished me through the F. E. R. A. In other words, I am 
told that this organization is employing as investigators men 
who are able to support themselves; it is employing them 
and placing them on the relief rolls; it is employing them 
at the suggestion of the Munitions Committee. I do not 
know whether or not that is true; I am simply stating the 
information I have at hand. I also understand that under 
the F. E. R. A. there is another new project, no. 89, entitled 
"Revision of Neutrality Laws, etc.", in connection with 
which a number of people are also being employed under 
similar circumstances. It seems to me that the F. E. R. A. 
should give that information to the Senate, and I shall ask 
it from them in a letter which I shall write to them as soon 
as I have time. 

What is the Communistic Party? The Communistic Party 
falls under two subheads: First, the Young Communist 
League; second, the American Civil Liberties Union, and 
also the National Students' League, to which I have here
tofore referred. Under the Young Communist League we 
find subversive activities in the Army and Navy. 

Under the American Civil Liberties Union we find the 
League for Industrial Democracy, Mr. Raushenbush being its 
principal spokesman, and the American League Against War 
and Fascism and also other radical activities. 

Under the Young Communist League we find Shipmates' 
Voice, which is a group of people distributing communistic 
propaganda among seamen. We also find the Students Re
view, doing communistic work among the students in our 
various universities; also Student Activities Against Reserve 
Officers' Training Corps and Government; also Teachers 
College, Columbia University; Moscow Universities; Women's 
International League for Peace and Freedom; Trades Union 
Unity League; World Peace Ways; Communist Labor Organ
izations. 

I find that some of these organizations preach doctrines 
which I cannot understand how anyone could support. I 
find an article by Winifred L. Chappell, secretary Methodist 
Federation for Social Service. I desire to say that this does 
not have the approval, as I understand, of the Methodist 
Protestant Episcopal Church. I quote from her article: 

But now a third choice, hardly so much as even heard of during 
the World War, appears in this possibility: Stay out of jail-why 
thus separate yourself from the masses? Why thus let yourself 
be put out of the game? Accept the draft, take the drill, go into 
the camps and onto the battlefield, or into the munitions factories 
and transportation work-but sabotage war preparations and war. 
Be agitators for sabotage. Down tools when the order is to make 
and load munitions. Spoil war materials and machinery. 

I think it would be interesting to know what the members 
of the munitions committee had in mind even before they 
began taking any testimony. I cannot speak for the indi
vidual members of the committee. I do not say that I can 
reflect the sentiment of many of the members of the com
mittee. I believe that the committee had a good purpose in 
mind, but I do not believe that that good purpose has been 
carried out when it is attempted to justify the existence of 
the committee through the influence of Dorothy Detzer, or the 
investigator of the committee in the person of Mr. Raushen
bush. I find on August 30, 1934, before any testimony had 
been taken, that this statement appeared in the New York 
Times of that date: 

Senator NYE, Republican, of North Dakota, chairman of the com
mittee, and Senator BONE, Democrat, of Washington, both go fur
ther. They advocate complete Government operation of munitions 
plants, which, they contend, will lessen the possibility of interna
tional conflict by taking the" profits out of war." 
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Yet all the best authorities on munitions-I do not know of Iil order to understand why -Mr. Raushenbush is eligible 

a single, solitary exception-absolutely insist that proper to have an article in the book, let me set forth the purposes 
defense cannot be maintained except in cooperation with for which the book was printed. From the introduction on 
private interests as we have done ever since the beginning of page 13_, I read: 
our country. It is based on a Conference of the League for Industrial De-

Senator CLARK, Democrat, of Missouri, said such a move should mocracy at Camp Tamiment late in June 1928. Wbile it utilized 
be "very desirable", and a .. great deal could be accomplished in papers submitted at that conference in discussion at the confer
that direction toward peace", but added that he wished to study ence, the book is no mere transcript of proceedings. Papers and 
the question more thoroughly before taking a positive stand. discussions have been rearranged and re~ised with the consent of 

The views of other committee members were not obtainable. the authors of_ the papers and ne~ material has been added. Only 
"We cannot eliminate the activities of munitions makers in 

1 
the most pertment parts ?f the mformal discussio? at the Tami

urging huge appropriations for war preparations", Senator PoPE 1 ment Conference, over which Norman Thomas p_res1~ed, have been 
said, "or eliminate their subversive activities at peace and dis- used. The ~or_k has been done by men who beheve m the general 
armament conferences until something is done to remove profit truth of socialism and profound~y believe i? the i~p~rtance, par
from war." ticul~rly in. our headlong ~merica, o~ straight thmkmg_ and the 

. Wbat the committee does will depend a great deal upon public workmg philosophy on which any wise program of action must 
opinion. If the investigation discloses all that is expected, there depend. 
wm .b~ almost universal de~and for Government operation of That is a quotation from the introduction of the book, 
mumtions or other war-material plants. wherein is included, I think, one of the most socialistic 

Almost universal demand! articles I ever read under the authorship of our splendid 
I read from the New York Times of Tuesday, September and efficient investigator, Mr. H. S. Raushenbush. I read 

25, 1934: again from page 14: 
John Taylor, Legion legislative representative here, predicted 

that the National Legion convention at Miami next month would 
advocate stiff penalties for war-time profiteers and a universal 
draft law. 

He said that commodity and labor prices should be "frozen" 
in the event of war at an average of the prices prevailing for 3 
years previously. • • • 

Although welcoming these views, Mr. NYE differed with the 
Legion leader on Government control of munitions making. 

"The private munitions manufacturer must be destroyed or 
be regulated more closely than any other private business", the 
Senate investigator declared, making it clear that he strongly 
favored Government monopoly of the production of essential 
munitions of war. 

" The Government can't do that ", Mr. Taylor asserted in an 
interview. "It hasn't the facilities. It cannot hope to maintain, 
in peace time, an industrial organization prepared to meet the 
demands of war." 

In a speech over the radio the Senator from North Da
kota [Mr. NYE] said: 

The most effective way to do this is to make the Govern
ment the sole munitions maker and to write now, not after we 
have gone to war, law which will fix the rates of taxation 
to apply upon incomes automatically with a declaration of 
war. • • • 

. It would be unfair to say that munitions makers were wholly 
responsible for wars, for they are not. But it can be said with 
large justification that the danger of more war can be very 
greatly reduced by simply removing the element of profit from 
preparedness and the prospect of any profit for anyone from 
war. 

I am simply giving the Senate these statements to show 
what is in the minds of members of this committee with 
reference to public ownership and operation of plants which 
produce munitions of war. 

Where does that lead us? I find a very definite plan in a 
socialistic program, and I now quote from the Vigilante: 

Every great revolution, but especially the Socialist revolution
even if there had been no external war-is unthinkable without 
an internal war. The stupidity is evident of the chatter about 
Democratic unity, the dictatorship of the Democracy, the uni
versal Democratic front, and such like silly twaddle. Anyone 
who has not learned from the course of the Russian revolution 
of 1917-18 that half-and-half measures are impossible must 
be finally dropped. We conquered through methods of suppres
sion. • • • It ls necessary to introduce absolutely regular 
work so that it runs like clockwork. But how can the strictest 
unity of will be secured? By the subordination of the will of 
thousands to the will of a single person. Today the revolution 
demands, and that in the interest of socialism, the unquestioning 
subordination of the masses under the single will of the director 
of the process. 

In other words, Mussolini is in control of the affairs of 
government in Italy to a greater extent than the friends of 
communism would put their dictator in control of the affairs 
of this country of ours. 

Why should I make any complaint? In support of the 
statement that there was a socialistic trend I inserted into 
the RECORD an article written by H. S. Raushenbush. I have 
shown his connection with other men and other organiza
tions. The book from which I will now quote is entitled 
"The Socialism of Our Times", printed by the Vanguard 
Press in 1928. 

Against this background we are ready in part III to take up the 
various points of view that divide radicals on tactics in general 
and next steps in America in particular. • • * Such is the 
purpose of the bill. Its pages in its conclusions must speak for 
themselves. They must be tested in life. Their importance is 
anything but academic. They are bound up with the supreme· 
adventure of mankind: The effort of men collectively to manage 
the physlcal power they have unloosed and the machinery they 
have created so as to make them a blessing instead of a curse; a 
source of freedom for the workers and not their deep slavery; of 
life, not death, for us all. 

The first article, chapter 1, is entitled " The Dynamics of 
a Socialist Society ", and is written by Harry W. Laidler, to 
whom I have heretofore referred. Let me quote one sentence 
from page 3: 

Socialists, of course, are of the opinion that the workers, when 
they secure control of government-human nature being as it is
wi_ll, sooner or later, decide to use .their power to eliminate waste 
and war and exploitation, to secure an increasing amount of 
liberty, equality of opportunity, and democracy, and that this 
can be attained only by increasing control by the workers over 
their industrial life. 

From page 4 I quote the following: 
But what about industry? Will all industry be socially owned · 

under a cooperative commonwealth, following the picture of such 
writers as Edward Bellamy, or will some industry still be retained 
in private hands? • • * · 

Of course, the amount of individual ownership and of social 
ownership will differ, as has been suggested, at different stages of 
social development, and the boundaries between the two will never 
be clearly marked. But probably for decades to come individual 
enterprise will be found in at least four types of industry. These 
include, first, the · field of handicraft industry. • * • 

Second, there will probably continue to be considerable private 
ownership in agriculture. 

They are going to let us have a garden-" Considerable 
private ownership in agriculture." 

• Thirdly, individual enterprise will probably continue 
in certain forms of intellectual production. 

We will still have something to do with our own minds. 
• There is also a fourth field where the continuance of 

private industry may be socially desirable, and that is in the field 
of new enterprises where business men are experimenting on new 
inventions or devices. 

From page 6 I quote the following: 
During the period of private ownership it, of course, would be 

perfectly possible to safeguard the worker and the consumer by 
certain legislation relating to hours, wages, sanitary conditions, 
prices, quality, profits, and taxation. And the employee of a 
private enterprise would always have the alternative of return
ing to social industry if dissatisfied with his tr_eatment. 

The criterion as to whether private or public ownership should 
exist in any case would be that of social welfare. 

In other words, it is going to be determined by the social 
dictatorship itself. 

From page 7 I read the following: 
In dealing with social ownership, there has, in the nature of the . 

case, especially among European Socialists, been a good deal of ~ 
discussion of late regarding the territory that should be assigned 
to voluntary cooperative groups on the one hand and community · 
ownership, or, as Webb has it, to compulsory cooperation on the 
other. The battle is still waging and no Socialist is in a position 
to dogmatize regarding the limits of the two kinds of control. 
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The writer still says that there may be a little ownership 

of private property. I have been quoting from Mr. Laidler's 
article. He is an adviser, an associate, and a colleague of 
our friend Raushenbush. I read further from page 8: 

Tb.us a distinct place would be found for private industry and 
for voluntary cooperative industry under socialism. Finally, and 
most important, is the field allocated to public, governmental in
dustry-municipal, State, and national. To public control would 
naturally be allocated the great industries connected with the ex
ploitation of our natural resources-coal, oil, water, power, etc. 

I do not know whether or not he has ever heard of the 
Guffey coal bill. 

These resources are now concentrated in the hands of a few 
interests. Four-fifths of the anthracite coal is owned by eight 
companies. One-half of our iron-ore reserves are controlled by two 
corporations. • • • 

The banking interests, the power industry, and the more im
portant manufacturing industries would also, sooner or later, be 
transferred to public ownership. • • • 

As for the land used for exploitation or speculation, it would 
either be made public property or the community would see that 
any increase in land value, due ~o community effort, reverted to 
the public. 

Tb.is transfer to social control cannot, of course, be accomplished 
overnight. It is a matter of years. It should be undertaken, 
under normal circumstances, only as rapidly as the community 
can assume control on an efficient and democratic basis and is 
probably likely to proceed in most industries from the most cen
tralized to the less centralized concerns. 

I now quote from page 10: 
At the present the most intelligent Socialists are thinking rather 

in terms of nonprofit governmental corporations, operating with 
very considerable powers outside of the machinery of the political 
state. 

In other words, I take it that that means Delaware corpo
rations organized by various authorities which are given the 
right to sell electrical equipment and go into the manuf ac
turing business and do anything else they please. 

A number of experiments in recent years have forced Socialists 
increasingly to consider the advantage of this type of organiza
tion, including the Government corporations set up durin~ the war, 
the Russian trusts and syndicates, and such specific bodies as the 
Ontario "Hydro" Commission and the Port Authority of New 
York. The guildsmen agitation has also had its effect. 

That is preliminary to referring to the main articles to 
which I wish to call the attention of the Senate. This book, 
I repeat, was published by the Vanguard Press. A note in the 
back of the books reads as follows: 

Tb.is book is published jointly by the Vanguard Press and the 
League for Industrial Democracy, under the joint publication offer 
of the Vanguard Press to organizations engaged in education and 
propaganda in the social sciences. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. POPE in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. DICKINSON. I yield. 
Mr. LEWIS. Who is supposed to be the editor of the 

publication from which the Senator is reading? What is the 
authority from which the Senator reads? 

Mr. DICKINSON. I did not understand the Senator. 
Mr. LEWIS. Who is the editor, who is the publisher, what 

is the authority? 
Mr. DICKINSON. The vanguard Press is the publisher, 

and it is edited by Harry W. Laidler and Norman Thomas, 
both gentlemen being well known. One of them often vists 
Chicago. 

Mr. LEWIS. Does the Senator indicate that I should know 
him because he visits Chicago? 

Mr. DICKINSON. From page 133 of this book I quote the 
following: 

Nothing would help European Socialists more than the existence 
1n America of a strong and creative Socialist Party. 

I now come to the article written by Mr. Raushenbush. 
The title of it is " Some Measures in Transition ", and I quote 
from page 83. 

The very subject "transitional state" implies that we have 
accepted the alternative of encroaching control 1n place of the 
dream of cataclysmic socalism which has engrossed people dis
satisfied with the world for so many years. There is an acceptance 
here of our own realities. The drama of conflict-the last of the 
great St. Peterburgs of the world-does not represent the world 

we ltve in. It fs not pleasant to give up that dream of a violent 
triumph. We are sensitive about it. We hear the charge of 
cowardliness, of the unheroic quality of compromise. Let us 
face that and have it down. It is a conflict and extends into all 
phases of life. 

From page 84, I quote the following: 
To throw over economic interest and power for more spiritual 

values seems a bad and forced second choice. According to Stol
berg, Christ did exactly that. In the first stages He was a revo
lutionary patriot--wanted power. When He saw that He could 
not have that, He said, "Well, then, at least I will possess lllY 
own soul-blessed are the meek." He saw that power, such as all 
human, full-blooded people want, could not be had without 
compromise, except at one point--<ieath. The revolutionists today 
are the true Christians. 

What is the duty of the American citizen? Mr. Raushen
bush tells us what it is. Mr. Raushenbush is the man who 
has been given carte blanc authority as the chief investigator 
for the munitions committee to go into private files where 
you, Mr. President, cannot go, where I cannot go, and take 
therefrom any information he may want. 

What is the duty of the American citizen? I quote from 
page 85: 

Some of us are introverted and turn away from the bustle of 
politics to our books and dialectic discussions with so much relief 
that our political efficacy will probably always be amateurish and 
slight. Others of us have the capacity to be politicians, and in 
them our hope for the speeding up of the transitional state 
rests now. 

The carrying drive of any movement or organization in this 
country today is simply pragmatic. This side of revolution
Russia, Italy, Germany-we can only take what opportunities we 
can make ourselves or are offered for illustrations in Socialist 
practice to convince both the workers and the middle class that 
we are right--that the abolition of the profit system is to their 
interest and will result in higher real wages, greater security, 
freedom from wars, and other forms of autocracy. 

In other words, this great investigator says that it is only 
by turning Socialist, turning the country over to the So
cialists, that we will attain higher real wages, greater 
security, freedom from wars, and other forms of autocracy, 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 

Iowa yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
Mr. DICKINSON. Certainly. 
Mr. LEWIS. May I ask the Senator who it is that named 

the investigator, or the person whom the S~nator character
izes as an investigator, and may I ask the Senator what he 
is investigating? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Permit me to suggest to the Senator 
that he is the investigator selected by the munitions com
mittee, a special committee appointed by the Senate to de
termine whether we ought to own, operate, and control all 
the munitions plants of the country, and also whether the 
Army and Navy are efficient in their defense and in their 
methods of preparation for defense. He is the chief investi
gator. 

My complaint is, I will say to the Senator frankly, that 
he does not want to make the Army or the Navy more effi
cient. He wants them destroyed if he fallows the course 
he has been heretofore pursuing as a proponent of socialistic 
measures in this country of ours. 

Continuing, I quote from page 85: 
We need more leverage places like the latter. And there are 

parts of our political life today where we have such a wedge. 
The students coming from the colleges today can do something 

more than be filled with wholesome and cleansing indignation. 
They can be of enormous use to the movement as Government 
officials, starting in small and definitely working on the reason
able hope that in the course of another 10 years we shall have 
Government control of a much more definite kind over our trusts, 
banks, and general industries; that there will be Government cor
porations operating and managing, not only the port of New York 
and Muscle Shoals, but many other developments. There is a 
cha.nee here for young men not only to keep the liberal groups 
informed about the dirty work going on and times and ways to 
prevent it, but also to look forward to careers of usefulness in 
executive positions, making the Government control over industry 
more adequate, pioneering in a field of essential importance. · 

• • 
Yet the problem of Government officials ts a major problem of 

immediate socialism. In Germany, after the revolution, the 
bureaucracy was nationalist and nearly sabotaged the republican 
government, until it had been replaced. 
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· Note this in particular: 
One good man, with his eyes, ears, and wits about hlm, inside 

the Department--

Inside the Department! Inside the Government! This is 
the man who, through the authority of this investigating 
committee, can go " inside " where no Member of the Senate 
can go, to obtain confidential information, all for the pur
pose of carrying out the objects of this investigation. 

One good man, with his eyes, ears, and wits about him, inside 
the Department--whether it be the Interior, where the oil scandal 
started and the Boulder Dam bill receives the most active support, 
or the Treasury, where the taxation scandals breed and the Gov
ernment tax policies originat~an do more t o perfect the tech
nique of control over industry than a hundred men outside. 

Yet this is the man who, members of the committee are . 
saying, is most efficient. This is the type of mind he has. 
I do not know how much information he may give the com
mittee. I do not know how much information he may secure 
which he will never give to the committee, but may keep for 
the purpose of writing articles and radio addresses for his 
friend, Mr. Laidler, who is the author of this book. 
-can do more to perfect the technique of control over industry 
than a hundred men outside. His reward will be more immedi
ate than if he becomes a teacher. If he finally decides to leave 
the Government for labor, he will bring something more than a 
general willingness. He will bring a background. 

From page 87 I quote: 
We need a group of men who will do and be the same for the 

opposition. 
Now this is power politics-just as the proposal that we give our 

help, support, and honors to the men who are politicians enough 
to know and help the people in their own districts well enough 
to be elected by them, is power politics. I admit its dangers in 
the transitional state of affairs. 

Then he speaks of the Tammany organization and con
tinues: 

The very idea of saying to people that you want Government 
ownership of railroads or electric power, not because it is eternally 
right but because it ls cheaper for the workers and can be so 
proved, will be hailed by some as a compromise or betrayal of 
socialism. But as I understand it, Lenin himself summed up each 
situation by itself and met it as he could, practically and pragmati
cally, and after that was done sat down to write these long, dry 
theses of rationalization proving that Engels and Marx would have 
agreed. • • • 

The spiritual leaders of the liberal and radical movement will see 
to it that the new power used for the purposes we have always 
desired, that the ideals, are not forgotten. 

From page 88 I quote: 
This was an important thing to the workers of the country, and 

a nasty position· for any honest man to be in, but important be-. 
cause indicative not only of how many tricks the controlling powers 
would have in the bag to make the transitional state difficult, but 
of the danger of compromising at the wrong time. Still the busi
ness of having leaders at all involves this danger. 

There has been more said about the development of a political 
party that will have some power to effect a transitional state than 
about the relative places of industrial, parliamentary, cooperative, 
and educational action in such a State. It is likely that Within 10 
years the dominant unions--

Meaning the labor unions--
of the country Will have exhausted the possibility of their present 
policy of being respectable at any price. 

Being respectable at any price. 
Virtue can be its own streetwalker for only so long. 

He must be skilled in the art of street walking. 
By that time we may expect new leaders and a different drive 

behind them. 

I now read from page 89. Remember that at least two 
members of the committee have said that they approved 
this man after they knew he was a Socialist: 

There is nothing in a long line of judicial decisions which pre
vents a control analogous to that which is exercised by the Fed
eral Government over banks from being applied by a State legis
lature to any industry which is held to be affected with the public 
interest. • • • 

Once an industry ls declared affected With the public interest It 
1s reasonable to have the books opened; then to go on with the 
clamping down on excess profits, stock dividends, inflated mergers, 
and to have a positive band in stabilization of employment, uni-

form working conditions, minimum wage, supervision of all 
mergers, establishment of the principle of recapturing excess earn
ings, as in the railroads, to go into a retirement fund through 
which the State can finally buy out the industry on an annuity 
plan. 

" Through which the State can :finally buy out the indus
try on an annuity plan". 

Page 91: 
While the long-time aim of the liberal and radical groups 1s the 

abolition of the profit system for private use, our present strategy 
should be to make and take every opportunity to prove that there 
is something better than the profit system. Within the next 10 
years we are going to have a chance such as we have not had for 
the last 40. 

There are some of the views presented by Mr. Raushen
bush in his own article, over his own signature, as to what 
should be done for the benefit of America. 

I have referred to this socialistic trend. I now wish to 
suggest that it is not only in our economic life but it is in
vading the educational atmosphere of our country. I read 
from the American Historical Review, from a report of the 
Commission on the Social Studies, at page 303 of the issue 
for January 1935: 

Educators stand today between two great philosophies of social 
economy; the one representing the immediate past and fading 
out in actuality, an individualism in economic theory which has 
become hostile in practice to the developemnt of individuality 
for great masses of the people and threatens the survival of 
American society; the other representing and anticipating the 
future on the basis of actual trends-the future already coming 
into reality, a collectivism which may permit the widest develop
ment of personality or lead to a bureaucratic tyranny destructive 
of ideals of popular democracy and cultural freedom. 

If education continues to emphasize the philosophy of indi
vidualism in economy, it will increase the accompanying social 
tensions. If it organizes a program in terms of a philosophy 
which harmonizes with the facts of a closely integrated society, it 
will ease the strains of the transition taking place in actuality. 

In other words, while this report is not by Mr. Raushen
bush, Mr. Raushenbush has here a report on social educa
tion which apparently hints, at least, at the approval of 
such a transjtion as he described. 

As to the specific form which this "collecttvtsm ", this integra
tion, and interdependence, is taking and will take in the future, 
the evidence at hand ts by no means clear or unequivocal. It 
may involve the limiting or supplanting of private property by 
public property, or it may entail the preservation of private prop
erty, extended and distributed among the masses. Most likely 
it will • • • represent a composite of historic doctrines and 
social conceptions yet to appear. Almost certainly it will in
volve a larger measure of compulsory, as well as voluntary, co
operation of citizens in the conduct of the complex national 
economy, a corresponding enlargement of the functions of gov
ernment, and an increasing State intervention in fundamental 
branches of economy previously left to individual discretion and 
initiative-a State intervention that, in some instances, may be 
direct and mandatory and in others indirect and facllitative. 

I also find that one of those associated with Mr. Raushen
bush, a man whose name I have already called, is Mr. Paul 
Blanshard. In the August issue of the Forum I find an 
article by Mr. Blanshard headed" Shall We Scrap the Con
stitution? " 

Mr. Blanshard says, "Yes." Quoting: 
It seems to me that it is the Constitution and not the Supreme 

Court which is primarily at fault. If we did not have a thoroughly 
obsolete Constitution, the Supreme Court could not hamper 
progress by interpreting it literally. 

Then Mr. Blanshard sets out several reasons why this is 
wrong. 

First, the Constitution is too inflexible. 
Second, the Constitution hampers progress, because tt imposes 

upon us an artificial and obsolete distinction between executive 
and legislative functions. 

That is the very fight which is being made here, all along 
the line, at the present time. 

Third, the Constitution hampers progress because it prevents 
central control of our economic life and a unified system of labor 
laws. 

In other words, the Constitution is doing the very thing 
which, in my judgment, it should do. 

Fourth, the Constitution frustrates our need of a nationa.l 
system of compulsory social insurance. 
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That is another man who has been giving expression to 

the same theory. 
I now quote from page 415 of the April Atlantic. This 

is an article on" The Progressive Tradition", by Rexford G. 
Tugwell: 

Yet this is the most hopeful battle in which the American people 
have yet joined. And if it should be measurably successful, it will 
be the most merciful of recorded human revolutions. For our ene
mies are not individuals so much as they are institutions created 
by those who misread the strength of our cultural purpose. We 
shall need no firing squads, no guillotines, no deportations, or con
centration camps. A few disconsolate millionaires may take refuge 
on the ·Riviera and a scattering of self-conscious entrepreneurs may 
go into eager exile in Greece or any other country whose extradition 
laws are flexible. 

. In other words, he believes in such changes. 
This change is being advocated openly and avowedly. 

Secretary Wallace, in his recent publication, said: 
If we finally go all the way toward nationalism, it may be neces

sary to have compulsory control of marketing, licensing of 
plowed land, and quotas for every farmer for every product for 
each month in the year. We may have to have Government con
trol of all surpluses and a far greater degree of public ownership 
than we have now. It may be necessary to make a public utility 
out of agriculture. Every plowed land would have its permit 
sticking up on its post. And yet we have applied in this country 
only the barest beginnings of the sort of social discipline which a 
completely determined nationalism requires. 

I now read from page 199 of Land and Freedom for July
August 1935. This is the " Code for the Agricultural Artel 
Adopted by the Second All-Union Congress of Collective 
Farm Udarniks and Confirmed by the Soviet of People's 
Commissars of the U.S. S. R., February 17, 1935 ": 

The working peasants of the villages and country voluntarily 
unite in the (name) Arte!, to construct a collective economy by 
general means of production and collectively organized labor, to 
secure full victory over the kulak, over all exploiters and enemies 
of the toilers of hand or brain, to conquer hunger and darkness, 
-overcome the backwardness of small individual agriculture, create 
a high productivity of labor, and thus secure a better life for the 
collective farmers. 

The members of the Artel pledge themselves to strengthen their 
organization, work honestly, divide the collective fann income ac
cording to the work done by each member, protect the general 
property, guard the common good, care well for the tractors, ma
chines, and horses, fulfill all duties to the workers' and peasants' 
government, and so make this collective farm Bolshevist and all 
collective farmers prosperous. 

2. ABOUT THE LAND 

All boundary marks, fonnerly dividing the separate lands of the 
members of the Artel, are to be abolished, and all lands converted 
into a single unit for the collective use of the Artel. 

The land occupied by the Arte!, like all land in the U. S. S. R., 
is the general property of the people. According to the law of the 
workers' and peasants' government, it is placed at the disposal of 
the Artel for perpetual use forever, and shall not be bought, sold, 
or rented. 

Then the article goes on and discusses the manner of the 
division of the property rights, and so forth. That gives 
some hint as to what the real Socialist view is with reference 
to the control of lands. 

I find that another leading Socialist has written an article 
on The Farmer's Way Out. I read from page 7 of that 
pamphlet: 

What can be done a.bout these conditions which the farmers 
face? Why not do away with this system run on principles that 
a few grow rich at the e~ense of the working masses? The work
ers and smaller farmers can take things in their own hands and 
abolish the causes which bring poverty, unemployment, hunger, 
ruin, and war. They can establish their own government, take 
over the banks, the big industries, the railroads, the mines, and the 
big capitalist farms. The working farmers can take their own 
farms. The workers can run production for use, for the benefit o1 
the many, instead of for the profit of the few. 

This is the only way to really change things, for the tolling masses 
1n the cities and in the country to take what they have produced, 
what rightfully belongs to them, to abolish the capitalist govern
ment, and establish their own workers' and farmers' government 
in the United States. They have every right to do this. They are 
the great majority of the population, they have produced all this 
wealth and these industries with their own hands, their own sweat 
and labor. They alone can build a new life for all-the things you 
want for your children-a secure life, education, and advancement. 

Mr. President, following out the suggestions of Mr. Tug
well and Mr. Wallace, which I have just read. I now quote 
from the column edited by Harvey Ingham in the Des Moines 
Uowa> Register of July 8, 1935, as follows: 

Has it not meant the biggest improvement of product ever made 
in the same length of time, relatively the lowest cost and the 
widest distribution? 

Suppose Government regimentation to cure some of the evils of 
the automobile rivalry of the last 30 years what assurance does 
anybody have that the community at large would have anywhere 
near the service it has today if the Government had stepped in at 
the start? 

But that is not all of Government regimentation. What Secre
tary Tugwell suggests is what they all suggest in the end: 

"We thought the challenge to make the world safe for democ· 
racy sUfficiently important to call out all reserves of man power 
and of administrative sk111. For once the traditional forms of 
organization were abandoned for those which were plainly neces
sary to the task at hand." 

The inference is perfectly plain and cannot be missed by any· 
body. That illference runs directly into what Mussolini and Hitler 
and Stalin are today doing. 

It is easy to picture the sort of muddle too much individualism 
results in. It is easy to picture an industrial heaven when every
body ls employed at what he can do best and everything is dis· 
tributed according to everybody's needs. 

But taking the world as it is which of the two programs has 
actually worked out? Was not the introducti9n of laissez faire (let 
alone) the beginning of the modern industrial and commercial 
world? Has not regimentation everywhere and always deadened 
initiative and gradually brought things to a standst111? 

Suppose the world could today be thrown open to a free compe
tition. Does anybody doubt that we should be at the beginning of 
a new era. so much more stimulating to the genius and energy of 
the race than any we have had that only our pioneer period here 
in America would compare with it? 

There is a suggestion with reference to individualism. 
I now wish to say a word or two further with reference to 

the socialistic trend which I feel is taking place in this Gov
ernment. Under the N. R. A. there was an attempt to regi
ment industry. Under some of the bills now being introduced 
industry is to be regimented, even if we have to adopt a 
constitutional amendmept. Under the A. A. A. the farmers 
are to be regimented. Under T. V. A. public utilities are 
to be regimented. Under the banking bill we find a cen
tralization of power. There is a general tendency all along 
the line toward regimentation; and now there is the pro
posal of this committee that we have a yardstick, which 
would be a Government navY yard, set up to determine 
whether or not a vessel is to be built at an ordinary price. 

As a member of the Committee on Appropriations I have 
had some experience with yardsticks. I am confident that 
the NavY officials today have all the information they could 
possibly possess if they were building all of the vessels in the 
ria vy yards today. In other words, there is everything acces
sible they could possibly obtain if we had a Government yard
stick all along the line. Therefore we are simply adding 
another to the list of socialized industries. 

I do not know how many swallows it takes to make a 
summer, and I do not believe anyone else does, but I do 
know that after the industries, and the lands, and all the 
various interests of the country have been socialized, there is 
pure, unadulterated socialism; and we are drifting that way 
now, and we are drifting that way very rapidly. 

Mr. President, I find that a pamphlet is issued by the 
Relief Administration, one of the new publications issued for 
the people to read. The speakers they will have to talk to 
the people include representatives of practically every so
cialistic organization of which I know. Many of the speak
ers are from the workers' college in New York, known as the 
strongest socialistic college there is in the country-the 
Brookwood Labor College. Mr. A. J. Muste is one of them; 
Mr. David J. Saposs is another. Mr. James O'Neal is of the 
Rand School, which is also socialistic. We can go down the 
list, and we find a tendency all along the line toward the 
teaching of socialism by those in charge of the relief work. 

I think one of the most interesting experiment.s which 
has been undertaken, which tends along the line of socialism. 
is the new musical organization. I read from an article in 
the New York Times of yesterday: 
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18,000 MUSICIANS TO GET JOBS IN FEDERAL .ARTS RELIEF P&OGRAM

CREATION OF SYMPHONY ORCHESTRAS AND DANCE BANDS ALL OVER 
THE COUNTRY ls MAPPED UNDER SOKOLOFF-OFFICIALS PREDICT A 
"MUSICAL RENAISSANCE,, IN NATION 
WASHINGTON, August 3.-A project described as the most elaborate 

State art program ever financed by a government will be under
taken with work relief millions under budgets for the drama, art, 
music, and writers' programs, now awaiting President Roosevelt's 
signature. 

It was ascertained today that s~me 18,000 musicians on relief 
rolls are to be employed on what is termed a constructive and 
far-reaching musical program, calculated to bring music of all 
kinds to villages and cities in every part of the country. 

The music program developed by the F. E. R. A. for New York 
City will be expanded to take in the rest of the country from the 
crossroads of Kansas to metropolitan centers. The music pro
gram for New York itself will be amplified, and in all probab1lity 
changed. 

All musicians newly hired will be classified as to the type of 
work they are best fitted to do, in order that symphony orches
tras, dance bands, chamber orchestras, and choral groups may be 
composed of specialists. 

In addition to regular concert programs which will take in all 
locallties where there are musicians on relief rolls, a special na
tional program is planned for composers, and the many orchestras 
and bands which will operate under the direction of Washington 
wm play the worth-while music of new composers who are not on 
relief rolls. 

Because of financial difficulties most good orchestras today are 
unable to experiment with the music of unestabllshed composers, 
it is said, but there will be no such restrictions on the rellef 
orchestras, and numbers which appear to be worth while can be 
introduced. 

Unemployed professional musicians will give free instructions 
. in choral singing and the use of musical instruments to carefully 

selected groups which solicit teaching. 
The entire program has been drafted with the idea of refrain

ing from competition with private musical organizations and 
teachers who are still able to make a living from their work .. 

The intention is to bring music to every American who has any 
desire to listen. It is not the intention to force " classical " music 
on every community, but rather to give each one the dance music 
or other types which fit its taste. 

HOPE FOR MUSICAL RENAISSANCE 
There probably never has been a time, officials here say, when 

so many good musicians in this country have been unemployed. 
This situation is largely due to sound cinema, which did much to 
eliminate motion-picture orchestras, the dropping of musicians in 
many legitimate theaters, the restrictions imposed by the depres
sion on the size of established symphony orchestras and the reduc
tion in private support of musical endeavors. 

The new program will, it is hoped, bring a musical renaissance 
in this country. The increasing support of the municipal opera 
in St. Louis and popular support for similar undertakings else
where lead officials to believe that some of the new orchestras to 
be started may become sell-supporting and provide permanent em-
ployment for their musicians. . 

In obtaining the services of Dr. Nikolai Sokoloff, former con
ductor of the Cleveland Symphony Orchestra, as head of the under
taking, relief officials believe that they have assured a practical 
working out of the program. Dr. Sokoloff, they say, knows per
sonally most of the important professional musicians in the coun
try, and has an intimate knowledge of the musical needs of most 
of the larger cities. 

NEW YORK EXPANSION PLANNED 
The general objectives of the program are: 
The providing of physical relief for jobless professional musi

cians; the establishment and maintenance of high professional 
standards by reclassification of musicians and the establishment 
of high technical standards, and the stimulation of community 
interest in social and recreational music; the creation of a large 
intelligent musical public. 

A legal question as to whether some of these orchestras and 
choral groups will be permitted to travel about the country re
mains to be settled. 
. In New York City at present about 950 men and women are em
ployed on various F. E. R. A. musical enterprises, and it is planned 
greatly to increase the number, since a large percentage of the 
jobless musicians are now located in New York. 

There are at present 21 relief musical organizations of all types 
giving concerts 1n the city. They include orchestras, dance bands, 
string quartets, a chamber trio, a Harlem string trio, and a boys' 
club band. 

Choral groups under the new program will follow the lines of 
several now giving performances in Boston. 

Following that up, I wish to give just a little information 
which I think is of interest in connection with what is known 
as the "Works Progress program." This shows where we 
are drifting and what we are doing. · 

Under a code which I understand has been approved, the 
working procedure is definitely set out. I believe in people 
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enjoying everything possible. I believe they should have an 
opportunity to enjoy music, and I know of no reason why 
they should not do so. The only question in my mind is how 
much music they should enjoy at the expense of the Ameri
can taxpayer. 

I wish to give a set-up of the Work Progress Administra .. 
tion which is going to furnish music. The :financial state
ment of the opera company which is to be organized shows 
that they are to have the following employees among others: 

Two leading sopranos, $500 per week. 
Of course we ought to have sopranos
Two leading sopranos, $400 per week. 
Two leading sopranos, $250 per week. 
Three small-part sopran0&-

I do not know how big they are; they are small-part 
sopranos, $100 a week each-

Two leading contraltos, $350 per week. 
Two leading contraltos, $250 per week. 
Two small-part contraltos, $100 per week. 
Two leading tenors, $500 per week. 

Mr. President, I ask that this entire list be printed in the 
RECORD, showing the itemized expense account. 

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

THE OPERA COMPANY 
Administration 

Stage manager, salary per week---------------------------- $200 
3 assistant stage managers at $100 per week________________ 300 
2 principal conductors, salary per week, $200_______________ 400 
2 assistant conductors, salary per week, $100_______________ 200 
Conductor of the ballet, salary per week___________________ 150 
Ballet master, salary per week_____________________________ 200 
Technical director, salary per week________________________ 150 
Chorus master, prompter, press agent, at $100 per week_____ 300 
Stage carpenter and master electrician at $85 per week______ 170 
Property man and wardrobe woman at $85 per week________ 170 
Business manager, salary per week_________________________ 150 
Box office, door tenders, maids, stage hands, ushers, etc_____ 2, 300 
Business office, royalties, advertising, printing ______________ l, 000 

Total for administration per week ___________________ 5, 690 

The above does not include the salary of the director nor the 
cost of light, electricity to run the stage, heat, air conditioning, or 
cleaning. It is likely that everyone would work the whole year 
with a short vacation. An annual salary of $200 a week equals 
$10,400, of $150 equals $7,800, of $100 equals $5,200, of $85 equals 
$4,420. 

The principal singers 
2 leading sopranos, at $500 per week ______________________ $1, 000 
2 leading sopranos, at $400 per week______________________ 800 
2 leading sopranos, at $250 per week______________________ 500 
3 small-part sopranos, at $100 per week___________________ 300 

2,600 

2 leading contraltos, at $350 per week_____________________ 700 
2 leading contraltos, at $250 per week____________________ 500 
2 small-part contraltos, at $100 per week_________________ 200 

1,400 

2 leading tenors, at $500 per week------------------------ 1, 000 
2 leading tenors, at $400 per week________________________ 800 
2 leading tenors, at $250 per week------------------------ 500 
.3 small-part tenors, at $100 per week_____________________ 300 

2.600 

2 leading baritones, at $400 per week_____________________ 800 
3 leading baritones, at $300 per week_____________________ goo 
2 leading baritones, at $200 per week______________________ 400 
2 small-part baritones, at $100 per week__________________ 200 

2,300 

2 leading basses, at $400 per week------------------------- 800 
3 leading basses, at $300 per week________________________ 900 
2 leading basses, at $200 per week________________________ 400 
2 small-part ba.sses, at $100 per week_____________________ 200 

2,300 
Total salaries per week for 42 principal singers, $11,000. 

The chorus 
Twenty-six sopranos, 16 contraltos, 20 tenors, 24 basses---86 

singers. 
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Singing dancers 

Six sopranos, 10 contraltos; 6 tenors, 6 basses-28 singers. 
Total chorus singers and singing dancers, 114 at $32, $3,648. 

Russian ballet 
8 principal dancers, averaging $125 per week _______ .; _______ $1, 000 
40 chorus dancers, at $32 per week________________________ 1, 280 

Total Russian ballet, 48 dancers_____________________ 2, 280 

i 4 first violins 
10 second violins 
8 violas 
6 cellos 
6 basses 

44 strings 
. 4 harps 

4 French horns 
3 trumpets 
3 t rombones 
2 euphoniums 
1 bass tuba 
5 saxophones 

18 brass 

The orchestra 
3 flutes 
2 alto flutes 
3 oboes 
1 oboe d'amore 
1 English horn 
3 clarinets 
1 · basset horn 
1 bass clarinet 
3 bassoons 
1 double baS.soon 

19 wood winds 

1 kettle drummer 
2 percussion 

88 musicians 

Concert master, at $100 per week--------------------------- $100 
10 first instruments, at $80 per week------------------------ 800 
77 others, at $70 per week---------------------------------- 5, 390 

6,290 
Total weekly running expenses 

Administration------------------------------------------ $5, 690 
Chorus and dancers-------------------------------------- 3,648 
Russian ballet------------------------------------------- 2, 280 Principal singers ______ .: ________ . _______________________ ,:. __ 11, 200 

Sponsor: Public agency or body, such as department of educa
tion or recreation, in cooperation with State university, music 
schools, music-school settlement, neighborhood house, and other 
musical organizations. 

Plant and equipment: Space in schools or other agencies. Trans
portation. Participating agencies might share expenses. Piano 
may be contributed or rented; musicians to furnish own instru
ments. 

Materials: Music scores, songbooks, mimeographed music sheets; 
may be contributed or rented. 

Personnel: Project supervisor and musicians qualified to teach 
musical subjects. When musicians need retraining in order to 
qualify for this program a preliminary period for trainina of 
teachers for group instruction and other special requirem°ents 
should be established. 

Schedule: 1. The project for visiting teachers should be set up 
in the county seat or other central location and program and 
itinerary planned by project supervisor. 

2. Groups should be formed in outlying localities for the pur
pose of study, instruction, and appreciation of music. 

3. The instructors should plan to make a circuit of these com
munities with periodic visits. 

4. The following subjects might be taught: History of music· 
music appreciation; piano; choral, concert, and orchestral music: 
theory; music accompaniments to dramatic performances, pageant;, 
folk dancing, etc., might also be included. 

5. Where a number of units are in operation it is suggested that 
the work be coordinated through a teachers' institute. 

Result: 1. Rural communities which are now inactive in the 
musical field will receive instruction and encouragement in devel-
oping music programs. · 

2. Many communities will benefit through the services of a 
comparatively small group of teachers. 

Reference: Fera No. F-5.9. This procedure may be improved 
or modified to meet local conditions. Suggested alterations should 
be sent to Works Progress Administration, 1734 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington, D. C. 

Here is another project which I think is most interesting. 
This is under the working procedure: 

~ tal 29 1 Operation of the delousing facilities for humans-a method of 0 
--------------------------------------------- • 

08 delousing persons under congregate care, or others needing such 
A principal singer drawing $500 a week would . make $20,000 treatment. 

during a season of 40 weeks, and would sing twice a week; one 
drawing $400 would make the very comfortable salary of $16,000 
in 40 weeks, ami they would be able to do their radio work and 
have what they would earn provided they should be announced 
.each time as a member of the National Opera Co., furthermore, 
singers must learn .to gauge their salaries by the box office. 

Preliminary expenses 
REHEARSALS 

Stage manager, full salary, 6 weeks at $200 _______________ _ 
3 assistant st age managers, 6 weeks at $100 _______________ _ 
2 principal opera conductors, 6 weeks at $200 ____________ _ 
2 assistant conductors, 6 weeks at $100 _____ ______________ _ 
Ballet conductor, full salary, 6 weeks at $150 _____________ _ 
Ballet master, full salary, 6 weeks at $200-----------------
Technical director, full salary, 6 weeks at $150 ____________ _ 
Chorus master, prompter, press agent, 6 weeks at $100 _____ _ 
Stage carpenter and master electrician, 6 weeks at $85 ____ _ 
Property man and wardrobe woman, 6 weeks at $85 ______ _ 
Orchestra, 88 musicians, 70 hours of rehearsal, at $1 per 

hour--------------------------------------------------

$1,200 
1,800 
2,400 
1, 200 

900 
1,200 

900 
1,800 
1,020 
1,020 

6,160 

Total for 6 weeks' rehearsals----------------------- 19, 600 

EQUIPMENT 

Scenery, costumes, properties, and music for 56 grand 
operas and musical dramas; 11 light operas and 20 
pantom.ine ballets, in all 87 works covering 67 weeks 
of performances, at $3,000 per work ___________________ $261, 000 

Organization, travel, printing, advertising, and rent______ 30, 000 

Total-~----------------------------------------- 291,000 

Total preliminary expenses----------------------- 310, 600 

Mr. ·Pt·esident, I find that there is also another project 
which ought to be discussed. This relates to visiting music 
teachers for rural districts. I do not know what is more 
socialistic than to have to furnish everything for everyone, 
and furnish it ~t the expense of the taxpayers. 

I read the instructions as to Working Procedure in con
nection with the project to which I have just referred: 

[Code No. -. Revised Feb. 5, 1935; revised July 1, 1935] 
WORKS PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION-WORKING PROCEDURE 

VISITING MUSIC TEACHERS FOR RURAL DISTRICTS 

Description: Teachers on musical subjects will establish a route 
or circuit to give instructions in schools, agencies, clubs, and other 
·centers to ch.ildren and adults. Weekly visits could be made in 
outlying areas. Headquarters might be in county seat or other 
central location. 

The statement shows how big a bathroom is required, and 
so forth, and so on. I am simply ref erring to it because 
I do not know its extent . 

Here is another project-
~tructions for planting subsistence gardens. 

I thought everyone knew how ta plant gardens, but evi
dently that is not so. 

A recitation of these projects simply gives some idea as to 
the socialistic trend which affairs are taking, all at the 
expense of the taxpayer. It is my judgment that this trend 
is very apparent. It is found in practically every line of 
endeavor. As yet I have not referred to the articles and 
books written by Mr. Raushenbush and Mr. Laidler. I will 
simply refer to them briefly in closing. 

Power Control. This is a book published by Mr. Raushen
bush and Mr. Laidler, and I read from page 287: 

To regain our lost provinces and to make electricity at reason
able rates available to the people there are, broadly speaking, just 
two alternatives. One is a rather complete system of public own
ership. At present this does not appear to the dominant political 
consciousness of America. Obviously, public ownership has no 
self-working magic. It must be carefully planned through the 
coordination of the Federal Government, the States, and munici
palities. 

Then they proceed to discuss various difficulties in con
nection with public ownership. That is as far as I desire to 
quote. It simply goes to show the trend of mind. 

I will read a .short quotation with regard to planned econ
omy. I read from the Power of Fight, by Raushenbush, 
at page 174. 

If the price to be paid for Federal regulation is 1the acceptance 
of all the speculative values piled up by holding and banking 
companies, running into hundreds of millions of dollars, then it is 
about time to call for a new deal all around, to admit that the 
private initiative for which we are paying such a high price is 
really private initiative exercised for the purpose of laying heavy 
burdens upon the consumer, and that instead of paying for it we 
ought to ellminate it from public business. 

There is a direct statement with reference to public owner
ship. 

In the matter of the different classes of socialism I desire 
to quote from Mr. Douglas in the Liberal Tradition, at page 
54, in-which he states: 
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The case ls strong against the planners. Experience proves that 

no group, however divine may be its spark of intelligence, 1s able 
successfully to plan the various activities of man engaged in 
hundreds of thousands of different fields and employed in the 
production of hundreds of thousands of articles which go to make 
up our complicated modem social and economic organism. 

There is a statement as to the impracticability of the 
various things which are being proposed by those most in
terested. In other words, it is my judgment that public 
ownership will in no way solve the problem of profits in 
munitions. I have no doubt that if one should go into the 
purchases of the Army and NavY he would find that many 
concerns selling automobiles have made profits fully in keep
ing with the profits made on warships. One would find in 
the case of those who are selling foods that some of them 
undoubtedly made the same amount of profits. 

If any Senator is interested in following this subject 
through, I refer him to Socializing Our Democracy, by Laid
ler, who, following the philosophy which I have tried to 
explain this afternoon, carries it through, and tells us where 
it is leading us, and it seems to me that the steps we have 
been taking here in the past few years are right along the 
same line. 

In order to put one more problem before the Senate with 
reference to the developments under the administration of 
Harry Hopkins, I ask leave to have printed in the RECORD 
at this point a short statement from the Pearson and 
Allen column in the Washington Herald of this morning. 

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

The statement is as follows: 
Harry Hopkins has got himself into the awkward situation of 

giving aid and comfort to the radical third party movement. 
Almost no one knows it, but the platform of the third party 

group, which met in Chicago last month, was lifted almost bodily 
out of an economic survey made with F. E. R. A. Federal funds. 

The survey was an effort to give work to unemployed. New 
York had a lot of technical men in or near the bread lines; set 
them to boondoggling on this question: What could United States 
industry produce 1f worked to capacity? 

Their unavoidable conclusion was that the country could pro
duce plenty; that present ills grow out of failure to distribute. 

It was but a step from this to accusing capitalism of that failure, 
advocating its overthrow. · 

The engineers did not take this step, but the third party, using 
their findings, did. It lifted the report almost in toto. 

One of the engineers helping to prepare the original F. E. R. A. 
report was Russian-born radical Walter L. Polakov. Having :fin
ished the report, Polakov Is now working directly under Hopkins 1n 
Washington. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, this problem is not new. 
People have been working on the subject of disarmament 
for all these years. Men can agree to follow a covenant or 
a treaty when they are in agreement and then they can 
break it at will in disagreement. Of course, I am for any 
reasonable savings we can make in the Army and Navy. I 
do not believe we are ever going to effect a saving by follow
ing out the suggestions of an investigator who does not 
want to have an army or a nayY. As a matter of fact, I 
do not intend by these statements to discredit the work of 
this committee. The members of the committee have 
worked hard. They have held many hearings. Their re
port is a reflection of the views of Mr. Raushenbush, so far 
as I have been able to analyze it. That being the case, I 
am convinced that the people ought to ·read that report in 
the light of the background which I have feebly attempted 
to outline here in this short period this afternoon. 

ENROLLED Bll.L PRESENTED 
Mrs. CARA WAY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 

reported that on today, August 5, 1935, that committee pre
sented to the President of the United States the enrolled bill 
(S. 2259) to amend sections 966 and 971 of chapter 22 of 
the act of Congress entitled "An act to establish a Code of 
Law for the District of Columbia", approved March 3, 1901, 
as amended, and for other purposes. 

REVISION OF COPYRIGHT ACT 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 3047) 
to amend the act entitled "An act to amend and consolidate 
the acts respecting copyright", approved March 4, 1909, as 
amended, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
TRAMMELL]. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I should like to make 
some very slight modifications in my amendment, and to 
ask the Senator in charge of the bill if he is not willing to 
accept the amendment in the modified form. I propose, in: 
line 1 of my amendment, to strike out the words " The pro· 
viso of "; and in line 4, on page 1, where there appears ai 
purely typographical error, I propose, after the word 
"States", to strike out the word "on" and to insert in lieu 
thereof the word " in." With these modifications I hope the 
Senator will find it consistent to accept the amendment and 
make that much progress with the bill. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida 
believes that the amendment proposed will in no way inter .. 
fere with the provisions of the treaty which is now on the 
Executive Calendar awaiting action by the Senate. The 
pending bill is largely an enabling act to enable this country 
to adhere to that treaty. I had some doubt on the qi:estion, 
but the Senator from Florida feels very certain about his 
position. Assuming that he is correct I have no objection to 
the adoption of the amendment as modified at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the 
amendment of the Senato+ from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL], as 
modified. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed., on page 10, to 
strike out lines 3 to 15, inclusive, and insert, as modified, a' 
new section 11, as follows: · 

SEC. 11. Section 15 of such act, as amended, is hereby amended 
to read as follows: "That all copies of any copyright material in 
the English language which shall be distributed in the United 
States in book, pamphlet, map, or sheet form shall be printed 
from type set within the limits of the United States, either by 
hand or by the aid of any kind of typesetting machine, and/or 
from plates made within the limits of the United States; or, 1f the 
text be produced by lithographic, photogravure, or photoengraving, 
or any kindred process or any other process of reproduction now 
or hereafter devised, then by a process wholly performed within 
the limits of the United States; and the printing or other repro
duction of the text, and the binding of the said book or pamphlet, 
shall be performed :within the limits of the United States. Said 
requirements shall extend also to any copyright illustrations, maps 
or charts within any book or pamphlet, or in sheet form. Said 
requirements shall not apply to works in raised characters for the 
use of the blind." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
TRAMM:ELLJ as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 
SPECIAL MUNITIONS COMMITTEE-H. S. RAUSHENBUSH 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President; I shall spend only a. 
moment or two in commenting upon the long and involved 
address which has just been made by the distinguished Sen
ator from Iowa [Mr. DICKINSON]. I heard only a portion of 
it, but I should not want to let his studied implications pass 
without a brief rejoinder, so far as the Senate's Special Mu
nitions Committee may seem to be involved. 
Apparently the Senator from Iowa has sought to leave the 

impression, if not deliberately to create the inference, that 
practically all and everything which the munitions inquiry 
has produced by way of an advanced antiwar program is 
either of Socialist origin or of communistic net result. My 
colleagues UPon the committee are amply able to speak for 
themselves, but I think what I am about to observe will have 
the approval of my fellow " Communist " the distinguished 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], and my fellow 
"Communist" the able junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
PoPE], who occupies the chair at this moment. These are 
the only other members of our guileless and gullible commit
tee now present on the floor. 

I think I am about as far from being a Socialist or a Com
munist as any man in the world, but I refuse to subscribe 
to the absurd philosophy that I immediately become one of 
the other if I happen to condemn the sinister war system 
which has crucified the world for a thousand years. I de
cline to allow the Socialist Party and the Communists of 
America to enjoy a monopoly of that clear-thin.king, right
thinking, clean-thinking effort which proposes, if hwnanlY, 
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possible, to quarantine ·this war monster, so far as it can be 
done, and, insofar as possible, save the generation of tomor
row from a repetition of the martial tragedies of yesterday. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Iowa intends his indict
ment of Mr. Raushenbush to attach solely to his writings or 
respecting the socialistic state, I have no comment to make 
whatever. I have no defense to offer for a socialistic state 
because I have no interest in it, and I join him in condemn
ing many of the bureaucratic schemes now attempting to 
regiment American freemen and rob them of their liberties. 
But if, Mr. President, the purpose be to make it difficult by 
such attacks for the munitions committee and its proposal 
to demonetize war and to promote neutrality, if the purpose 

which continue to find their way ·into the newspapers. I 
have been a model of political perfection from the standpoint 
of silence and inaction for some days. Nonetheless, it seems 
to be regarded by the public press that I should take some 
notice of certain of the headlines and news articles of yes
terday. I read a headline from the Star of Sunday morning, 
August 4, as follows: 

Roosevelt to make Arkansas first battleground with LoNG. Ten
tative itinerary calls for speech at Little Rock to aid ROBINSON. 
May visit Mississippi. 

Another Washington newspaper, the Washington Herald 
of the same day, Sunday, August 4, 1935, carries on its front 
page a story under the headline: 

be-or if the effect be-to make it difficult for that program Roosevelt plans Arkansas speech. To aid RoBmsoN and HARRI-
to succeed, then I protest in the name of millions of Ameri- soN against HUEY LoNG. 
cans who are not Socialists and who are not Communists, 
but who decline again to be swept into needless war and 
who refuse longer to condone cash-register patriotism. 

Another Washington newspaper, the Washington Post of 
Sunday, August 4, 1935-and I am reading from only the 
front pages of these newspapers-carries this headline: 

The Senator from Iowa has not had the benefit of all the 
testimony· that has been adduced before our committee. Fight on LoNG by Roosevelt seen in tour. President plans speech 

for ROBINSON, foe of Louisianan. 
The able Senator from Iowa does not know all the things 
that we know-the horrible things that we know-about the The New York Herald Tribune of the same day has a 
commercial motives and the sordid things that have been three-column headliile on the right-hand side of the page 
done more than once to promote war and to urge us on into reading: 
armed conflict. I doubt whether the Senator from Iowa Roosevelt to take stump in Arkansas. Carry war against LoNo 
knows all the things that we know about the exploitation of in South. To speak at Little Rock for RoBINsoN. May go on into 
the American people, yea, the exploitation of the American Mississippi and rally HARRisoN votes. Battle for control of party 

beginning. 
soldier under arms, in the front-line trench, by profiteers at . . . . 
home, who have not hesitated to put their dollar signs upon . Th~n .m the Philadelphia lnqIDrer of the same day there 
the battle flags of the Republic. . 1S a similar story headed: 

I charitably give him the credit for not knowing what he is _ Roosevelt plans invasion of South in war upon LoNG. Seeks to 
talking about. [Laughtei·.] If he did, it would make no heal party dissension by fight for RoBmsoN and HARRISON. 

difference to him if the whole program submitted by our A well-known organ of the administration, the Philadel
committee was written in fact by Socialists. The net result phia Record, of Sunday, AUoaust 4, 1935, carries this headline: 
would justify itself. I simply cannot join him in giving F. n. R.-

socialism that much monopoly of credit. He intimates that 1 suppose that should be Franklin Delano Roosevelt-
we have been misled by pacifists. Yet our program-making 
a common reservoir of all our resources in the unhappy event 
of another war-would make America utterly impregnable. 

Let the program stand for what it is. Let it speak for 
itself. Never mind what Mr. Raushenbush, who is only one 
faithful employee of the committee, may have done upon 
some other day-although upon one of those other days he 
was fighting for his country and earning three decorations, 
which ordinarily is not the vestibule to insult. 

Never mind Mr. Raushenbush or anybody else. Take the 
report of the committee for what it is worth. Attack the 
report. Take the proposed legislation as it stands. Attack 
the legislation. Take the legislation as it has been proposed 
to the Senate not upon the responsibility of Mr. Raushenbush 
but upon the responsibility of the Senator from North Da
kota [Mr. NYE], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. POPE], the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. CLARK], the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR], 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. BoNEJ, and the junior 
Senator from Michigan. Let the proposed legislation speak 
for itself. It does propose to take the profit out of war. It 
does propose to decommercialize the war motive if it is 
humanly possible to do it, and it does propose to end ex
ploitation and profiteering. If that be treason, make the most 
of it. If it be socialism, make the most of it. However, the 
net result will be, in the judgment of our committee, regard
less of whom we may have incidentally employed in the 
course of our inquiry, if that program may reach the statute 
books the children of tomorrow will be a little safer than 
were the children of yesterday. For that I make no apology. 
I am proud to march in such an adventure. [Manifestations 
of applause in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention 
of the occupants of the galleries to the fact that no demon
strations are permitted under the rules of the Senate. 
WHAT IS THE LONG TERRITORY AND THE PRESIDENT'S ANTI-LONG 

CAMPAIGN? 
Mr. LONG. Mr. President, for some weeks I have under

taken to refrain from engaging in political discussion on the 
floor of the Senate. I am not responsible for the articles 

will invade Arkansas to assist anti-Long battle. Speech for Rou
msoN on coast trip will set political precedent. 

I will not read any more of these newspaper headlines; 
but inasmuch as they appear in the accredited public jour
nals of the country, and particularly inasmuch as they ap
pear under such glamorous headlines in newspapers friendly 
to the administration, I suppose that I should make a re
sponse, which I will endeavor to do in as few words as 
possible. 

I have no message, Mr. President, from the President of 
the United States as to whether he is going down to the 
South or not, and I have no word from him as to whether 
he is going d-0wn there to give me battle or not. As I said 
some days ago, I have to receive these communications and 
take them in such light as a reasonable public accepts them, 
and, as I also said, the method of communication from the 
White House to me is through these indirect channels. I 
have no means of knowing that the President of the United 
States thinks it is a good thing to go down into the South 
to give me battle; but, if he has that idea, why pick Arkan
sas? There is no election coming off in Arkansas for a long 
time; that is. not next fall. The election there will be a 
year from now, and the people will for get all about this 
gauntlet that has been thrown down at the feet of the Sena
tor from Louisiana. There will be an election on in Lnuisi
ana in this coming January. I do not know how badly 
certain gentlemen may need the help of the President in 
Mississippi and in Arkansas next fall, a year from now, but 
I can tell him that the anti-Long element needs him in 
Louisiana mighty bad right now. They are fiercely in need 
of help there. 

Following the injunction of the scripture to " love your 
enemies and do good to those who hate you ", I would say on 
behalf of my political opposition that, if the President 
wishes to throw down the gauntlet and make an anti-Long 
war in the South, I live in the State of Louisiana, and the 
campaign will come there first. Our people would feel 
greatly honored if the Chief Executive should see fit to visit 
our State. I ·assure him that we would turn out in large 
numbers to hear· him. Someone may tell him differently, 
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but I assure him that 'information to the contrary would be 
positively incorrect. I assure him the people of Louisiana 
would feel more or less slighted in this kind of a crusade 
if we were deprived of the pleasure of such a visit. 

I have only this guaranty to give to the Chief Executive 
of his receiving a very large audience. I am satisfied he 
will need no assistance other than my own, but, neverthe
less, in order that there may be a 100-percent guaranty that 
there will be a large attendance, I am almost willing. if he 
should insist, to volunteer my own presence on the same 
stump on which he may speak. Never has there failed to be 
a good-sized crowd in late years when I have spoken in that 
or in any other State, but particularly in that State. 11 the 
President should demand it, I would be willing that the sub
ject most familiar to his heart might be there and then dis
cussed, to wit, " What has become of the promises of the 
candidate of the Democratic party for the Presidency, and 
what can be expected from him in the future based upon 
the character of performances which we have had through 
the preceding 2 % years? " 

Mr. President, an article appeared in some of the news
papers this morning pointing out that I have been quite 
silent on the statements which those newspapers have pub
lished relative to this contemplated southern invasion. I 
did not know until yesterday that the President conceded 
me a territory so wide and so large. I had not been given 
the information and am not given it yet, unless I take the 
newspapers as reflecting the President's viewpoint, that a 
territory so large and so wide as to embrace the neighboring 
States and other territory is under the Long banner. I 
am sure that many of the Senators representing those 
States would not only not make that kind of statement, but 
that they would most vehemently and properly protest ainy 
such allusion. 

I should like to have a little more direct information. 
I should like to be just a little better informed. Just what 
territory is it that the President considers foreign to his 
political welfare? Just what is the line and the boundary 
which he designates as "Long territory" or territory inimi
cal to the kind of alleged Democratic rule now prevailing 
in this country? 

I only undertake to fight on my home soil. I fight only 
a defensive political war. I never invade foreign- territory. 
But under the captions displayed in these friendly and, pos
sibly, some of them, unfriendly newspapers, it would appear 
that the President of the United States has spread the veil 
over a vaiSt part of the United States and drawn a shadow 
apparently reflected from a light which is hidden by my 
QWil figure, so that this territory is blighted with an in
fluence credited to me. I do not know how wide the mind 
of the President may be in that particular domain as being 
friendly to me and unfriendly to him. I claim influence 
only in my own native State which sends me to the Senate. 

However, if the President of the United States alleges that 
this shadow, friendly to me or caused by me, extends beyond 
the portals of the State of Louisiana, I want to assure him, 
if I have that right, which I do not assert and which I and 
-0thers for the present will deny, that he will be welcomed 
wherever he may deem it to be unfriendly to himself or 
friendly to me, and if at any time, in order that there may 
be complete harmony and understanding, I can accommodate 
the gentleman even outside the confines of the State of 
Louisiana in helping to lay before the voters of the United 
States " What has become of the pledges on which he was 
elected to office ", I am at his beck and call and, as an 
.humble servant, always ready to bow in respectful recogni
tion of the desire or call of the learned Chief Executive of 
the United States. 

REVISION OF COPYRIGHT ACT 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 3047> 
to amend the act entitled "An act to amend and consolid~te 
the acts respecting copyright", approved March 4, 1909, as 
amended, and for other purposes. · 
. Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend
ment to the pending bill and ask consideration of it a~ this 

time. I am compelled to leave the Chamber and that is my 
reason for the request. I send the amendment to the desk. 

.The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RUSSELL in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. It is proposed, on page 16, in line 
25, after the word" case", to strike out the colon and insert 
the following: 

But in case of a newspaper reproduction of a copyrighted photo
graph such damages shall not exceed the sum of $200. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should like to address 
myself to the chairman of the committee and the Senator in 
charge of the bill and ask if there be objection to the par
ticular amendment. 

I merely call attention to the fact that under the present 
copyright law a limitation of $200 for the publication by a 
newspaper of a copyrighted photograph is fixed. Under the 
bill as it stands, without the amendment, there is no limita
tion except the general limitation of damages in the amount 
of $20,000. 

I believe it will occur to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
DUFFY] that it is advisable to restore the limitation of $200 
for any publication by a newspaper of a copyrighted photo .. 
graph. · 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. President, I understand that the amend .. 
ment proposed by the Senator from Georgia restores the Ian .. 
guage as it now exists in the law. It was, as the result of 
some experience previous to that time, over a course of years 
that the present provision was inserted in the law. I have 
no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. DUFFY] and the Senator from GeOi"gia [Mr. 
GEORGE] that from my State of Illinois have come a number 
of telegrams from newspapers insisting that the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia expresses what they feel is 
equity in behalf of the publishers, while a previous provision, 
such as suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin as previ
ously prevailing, or the possibilities of it, was a matter of 
great injustice to them~ I feel, sir, that acceptance by the 
Senator from Wisconsin of the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia makes unnecessary the tender by myself or 
other Senators of any amendment to that ·provision of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
SPECIAL MUNITIONS COMMITTEE-H. S. RAUSHENBUSH 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that I 
was unable to be present during the whole of the valiant 
effort of the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DICKINSON] to 
get under the wing of the munitions manufacturers and be
come a candidate of the American Liberty League for the 
Presidency of the United States. 

Some 2 months ago, entirely apropos of nothing, the Sena
tor from Iowa saw fit to make an attack on Mr. Raushen .. 
bush, chief investigator for the munitions committee, and 
indirectly upon the committee itself. On the following day 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. NYE], the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG], and I made some observations 
on the subject of the remarks made by the Senator from 
Iowa, assisted to some extent by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. GEORGE] and the Senator from Idaho [Mr. POPE], the 
other members of the munitions committee. 

I may say that the Senator from North Dakota and I, 
before addressing ourselves on the floor of the Senate to the 
subject of the remarks made on the previous day or the 
second previous day by the Senator from Iowa, took the 
trouble to notify the Senator from Iowa that it was our 
purpose to reply to his remarks. We did this separately and 
without consultation between ourselves. For reasons best 
known to him the Senator from Iowa considered it the point 
of wisdom and prudence to remain in the lobby and declined 
to come into the Chamber while the Senator from North 
Dakota and I were answering his remarks. 

In the course of my remarks I called attention to the fact 
~t the senator. from . Iqw~ had made precisely, word fo~ 
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word and line for line, the attack on Mr. Raushenbush which 
had been made some 3 weeks previously by the notorious 
lobbyist for the shipbuilding interests, Mr. William B. 
Shearer, who had charged the shipbuilding companies thou
sands upon thousands of dollars, as I recall, for sabotaging 
the Geneva Peace Conference. I stated at. that time that it 
was apparent the Senator from Iowa was marching under the 
:flag of Mr. Shearer, the munitions manufacturers, and the 
sabotagers.of the disarmament and peace conference. 

Some days later the Senator from Iowa informed me that 
it was his purpose in a day or two further to address the 
Senate on the subject of the activities of the Munitions Com
mittee and further to reflect upon the character of the 
activities of Mr. Raushenbusb. At that time, on behalf of 
the Munitions Committee in general and myself in particular, 
I preferred only one request, and that was that I be notified 
when be intended to speak so I might be present in order to 
participate in the discussion. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. CLARK. I yield. 
Mr. WAGNER. Would.the Senator object if I should raise 

the point of no quorum? May I do that in order that the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. DICKINSON] may be present? 

Mr. CLARK. I should be very glad . . I did not notify the 
Senator from Iowa on this occasion because I was unable to 
obtain the :floor at the conclusion of his speech, and in view 
of bis previous treatment of me I did not deem it necessary 
to notify him to be present. However, I should be very glad 
to have a quorum called at this time. 

Mr. WAGNER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

· The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Adams Costigan Logan 
Ashurst Diete1 ich Lonergan 
Austin Donahey Long 
Bachman Duffy McAdoo 
Bankhead Fletcher McCarran 
Barbcur Frazier McGill 
Barkley George McKellar 
Black Gerry McNary 
Borah Gibson Minton 
Bulkley Glass Moore 
Bulow Gore Murphy 
Burke Guffey Murray 
Byrd Hale Neely 
Byrnes Hastings Norbeck 
Capper Hatch O'Mahoney 
Cara way Hayden Overton 
Chavez Johnson Pittman 
Clark King Pope 
Connally La Follette Radcliffe 
Copeland LeWis Reynolds 

Robinson 
Russell 
Schall 
Schwellenbach 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Steiwer 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Van Nuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-eight Senators have 
answered to th,eir names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that the 
quorum call, which was so kindly requested by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. WAGNER] for the purpose of producing 
the presence of the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DICKIN
SON], has failed to induce the Senator to come into the 
Chamber. 

As I was remarking at the tinie ·of the quorum call, on the 
occasion some 2 months ago when the .Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. NYEJ, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VAN
DENBERG], and myself found it desirable to comment on some 
of th~ remarks made 2 days before by the Senator from 
Iowa on the activities of Mr. Raushenbush, the chief ex
aminer for the Munitions Committee itself, we took the 
trouble to notify the Senator from Iowa and invite his pres
ence on the :floor. At that time, as on this occasion, the 
Senator from Iowa, either from choice or from considera
tions of prudence, deemed it desirable to stay outside the 
Chamber. 

The only request I made of the Senator from Iowa, when 
notified that he intended to pursue this subject further, was 
to suggest to him that I should like to be notified when he 
was about to make his remarks, so that I might be able to 

·be present. Of course, I understand that Mr. Shearer is a 
very much overworked man, and it probably has taken Mr. 

·Shearer some time to work up the necessary data for the 
' resumption of the attack by the Senator from Iowa; but it 

is a singular coincidence that in the several weeks which 
have elapsed since the previous interchange on this subject 
the first day on which the Senator from North Dakota and 
myself both happened to be absent from the city was the 
day chosen by the Senator from Iowa to make his attack. 
The Senator from North Dakota was unavoidably detained, 
and I myself, due to the illness of two of my children, was 
unable to be present on the floor of the Senate until shortly 
before 3 o'clock, near the close of the very eloquent attack 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

I have not had the advantage of seeing the transcript of 
the complete address of the Senator from Iowa. I do not 
desire to reply at this time to something I have not had an 
opportunity of seeing. I am not undertaking to censure or 
blame the Senator from Iowa. We all know the hopes he 
entertains for next year, illusive though they may be, ridic
ulous though they may seem to some; and we all know, not 
only from the investigation of the Munitions Committee 
but from other investigations, the fact that munition makers 
are a~ong the most liberal of all contributors to Presidential 
.compaig:i funds. Therefore, I should not desire in any way 
to criticize or to hamper the style of my friend the senior 
Senator from Iowa. I simply desire to say that not having 
been afforded an opportunity to have knowledge that the 
Senator was to address the Senate today on this subject, and 
having been unavoidably detained until just before the close 
of his remarks, I shall not undertake to detain the Senate 
further at this time in replying to the remarks of the Sen
ator from Iowa; but I shall carefully read his remarks in the 
RECORD in the morning, and if there is anything in his re
marks that is worth replying to, it is my purpose to reply 
as soon as I can obtain the :floor after the meeting of the 
Senate tomorrow. 

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

Haltigan, one of its reading clerks, announced that the 
House had passed without amendment the following bills 
and joint resolutions of the Senate: 

S.1227. An act to authorize the issuance and sale to the 
United States of certain bonds of municipal governments in 
Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; 

s. 1720. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to grant 
a right-of-way for street purposes .upon and across the San 
Antonio Arsenal, in the State of Texas; 

S. 3289. An act to authorize the ·attendance of the Marine 
Band at the United Confederate Veterans' 1935 reunion at 
Amarillo, Tex.; 

s. 3329. An act to authorize the transfer to the jurisdic
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury of portions of the prop
erty within the Fort Knox Military Reservation, Ky., for the 
constructiOn thereon of certain public buildings, and for 
other purposes; 

S. J. Res. 96. Joint resolution to carry out the intention of 
Congress with reference to the claims of the Crow Tribe of 
Indians of Montana and any band thereof against the United 
States; 

S. J. Res. 117. Joint resolution to provide for the reappoint
ment of F'rederi.c A. ;Delano as a member of the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; 

S. J. Res. 139. Joint resolution requesting the President to 
extend to the International Statistical Institute an invita
tion to hold its twenty-! ourth session in the United States 
in 1939; and 

S. J. Res.145. Joint resolution authorizing the appropria
tion of funds for the maintenance of public order and the 
protection of life and property during the period August 16, 
1935, to August 31, 1935, both inclusive. 

The message also announced that the House had severally 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the following 
bills of the House: 

H. R. 351. An act for the relief of Jane B. Smith and Dora 
D. Smith; 

H. R. 2125. An act for the relief of George William Hen
ning; and 

H. R. 3230. An act for the relief of Rufus Hunter Black
well, Jr. 
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The message further announced that the House had sev:. 

erally agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the fol
lowing bills of the House: 

H. R. 3641. An act to amend section 559 of the Code of 
the District of Columbia as to restriction on residence of 
members of the fire department; 

H. R. 3642. An act to amend section 483 of the Code of the 
District of Columbia as to residence of members of the 
police department; 

H. R. 3979. An act to safeguard the estates of veterans 
derived from payments of pension, compensation, emergency 
officers' retirement ·pay and ·insurance, and for other pur
poses; 

H. R. 4507. An act to amend sections 1, 2, and 3 of the 
act entitled "An act to provide for the commemoration of 
the termination of the War between the States at Appomat
tox Court House, Va.", approved June 18, 1930, and to es
tablish the Appomattox Court House National Historical 
Park, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 7447. An act to amend an act to provide for a Union 
Railroad Station in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. 
· The message also announced that the House insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill <S. 405) for the suppression of 
prostitution in the District of Columbia, disagreed to by the 
Senate; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and that 
Mrs. NORTON, Mr. PALMISANO, and Mr. DIRKSEN were aP
pointed managers on the part of the House at the conference. 

The message further announced that the House insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (S. 2034) to prevent the 
fouling of the atmosphere in the District of Columbia by 
smoke and other foreign substances, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mrs. NORTON, Mrs. JENcKEs of Indiana, and 
Mr. DIRKSEN were appointed managers on the part of the 
House at the conference. 

THE AIR MAIL SERVICE-CONFERENCE REPORT 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask the· Senator in 

charge of the pending bill whether he would object to my 
bringing up at this time the conference report on the air mail 
bill? I do not think it will take long. 

Mr. DUFFY. If there is no controversy about it, I shall 
not have any objection; but I believe we are getting -close to 
a vote on the pending bill. On the theory that the confer
ence report will not take any time, I shall not object. 

Mr. McKELLAR. We shall undertake, at any rate, to dis
P<>se of the report. 
- I ask the Chair to lay the report before the Senate. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 

Senate the conference report on the air mail bill, which will 
be read. 

The legislative clerk read the report of -the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6511) to amend 
the air mail laws and to authorize the extension of the -Air 
Mail Service. 

(For conference report, see p, 12245, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
of Thursday, ·Aug. 1, 1935.) 
- Mr. McKELLAR. I ask for the consideration of the re

port at this time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the conference report? 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-

sider the report. _ _ 
Mr. McKELLAR obtained the fioor. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 
Mr. McNARY. Several Senators nave requested that they 

be notified at the time this matter is considered. I, there
fore, suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 

Senators answered to their ·names: 

Adams Costigan Logan 
Ashurst Dieterich Lonergan 
Austin Donahey Long 
Bachman Du1Iy McAdoo 
Bankhead Fletcher McCarran 
Barbour Frazier McGill 
Barkley George McKellar 
Black Gerry McNary 
Borah Gibson Minton 
Bulkley Glass Moore 
Bulow Gore Murphy 
Burke Gu1Iey Murray 
Byrd Hale Neely 
Byrnes Hastings Norbeck 
capper Hatch O'Mahoney 
Caraway Hayden Overton 
Chavez Johnson Pittman 
Clark King Pope 
Connally La Follette Radcliffe 
Copeland Lewis Reynolds 

Robinson 
Russell 
Schall 
Schwellenbach -
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stelwer 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Truman 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 

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

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I desire to make a very 
short statement about the conference report. 

Senators will recall that last year we passed a bill directing 
that air mail contracts be let to the lowest bidders, under 
quite a number of conditions that were set out in the bill. 
We also provided that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
should be vested with power to examine into the affairs of 
these air mail companies, their income, their accounts, their 
books, their investments, and that thereafter the Interstate 
Commerce Commission should have the rights to fix rates for 
air mail companies within certain limitations; namely, that 
for the first 300 pounds they should fix a rate of not exceed
ing 40 cents a mile and that where a plane carried in excess 
of 300 pounds a mile a graduated additional rate was fixed 
up to 40 cents. · The Interstate Commerce Commission made 
some investigation of the matter, although it did not exam
ine any of the companies' books, and reported an increased 
rate over the bid price in a number of cases. Under a con
struction placed on all, however, which may or may not have 
been correct, these increased rates over the rates bid have 
never been put into effect. 

Under the old system, prior to the air mail bill of last 
year, and prior to the cancelation by the Postmaster General 
under the· existing air mail contracts, the Government had 
paid out from $19,000,000. to $21,000,000 a year for carrying 
air mail. Under the new bill, the amount paid to air mail 
companies from July 1, 1934, to June 30, 1935, was approxi
mately $8,918,016.85. The increased rates allowed by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, which are allowed to go 
into effect by this bill, will amount to $1,609,314.95. This 
makes the total cost for air mail this year $10,527,331.80. 
In other words, the first result of our action last year in 
turning ratemaking over to the Interstate Commerce Com
mission is an increase of rates over those which the com
panies themselves had bid of $1,609,314.95. 

In fixing its rates, the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
as I have stated, did not examine the books, accounts, and 
records of any air mail companies. On eight of the com
panies, as is set out in the bill, the Commission allowed the 
maximum rate of 33 % cents. On all the other companies it 
allowed a lesser sum, but on the average a rate of about 
26 cents. 
- In the House bill there was a provision for a 20-percent in

crease in the limitation of the rate. In round numbers, this 
would have raised the limitation basic rate from about 33 % 
cents to 40 cents. The Senate did not provide for any in
crease in the limit_ation of rates. The conferees left the liin
itations as they are in the present law but agreed to the 
following amendment: 
- The Commission is hereby authorized and directed, after having 

made a full and complete examination and audit of the books, 
and after having examined and carefully scrutinized all expendi
tures and purported expenditures, of the holders of the contracts 
hereinafter referred to, for goods, lands, commodities, and services, 
in order to determine whether or not such expenditures were fair 
and just, and were not improper, excessive, or collusive, in the 
cases of the eight air mail contracts which are allowed, by a 
previous report of the Commission, the rate of 33 % cents per 
mile, under the provisions of the act of June 12, 1934, on routes 
numbered 7, 12, 13, 14, 19, 25, 27, and 32, and the Commission 
shall make a report to the Congress. not later than January 15, 
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1936, whether or not, in its judgment, a fair and reasonable rate 
of compensation on each of said eight contracts, under the other 
provisions and conditions of said act, as herein amended, is in 
excess of 33Ya cents per mile; together with full facts and reasons 
1n detail why it recommends for or against any claim for increase. 

Frankly, I do not believe the Interstate Commerce Com
mission will recommend that any company be allowed a 
rate of over 33% cents after an examination of the books 
because I do not think the facts will justify paying any com
pany even so large an amount as 33 % cents. In abundance 
of caution, however, the conferees agreed to this amend
ment. After we get the report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission on January 15, 1936, the Senate and the House 
will have the opportunity of passing on the report . of the 
Interstate Commerce Commis~ion. 

The ratification of the Interstate Commerce Commission's 
action in raising the rates, as heretofore explained, and this 
provision directing a special examination as to these eight 
companies to be reported on by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission January 15, 1935, are the two principal changes 
in the present law. Another change of less importance was 
that, at the request of all the Pacific coast Senators and 
Congressmen and delegations of citizens from tha.t territory, 
the Pacific coast route from Seattle to San Diego was made 
a secondary route in order tha-t the transcontinental route 
now owning the Pacific route could retain it. Whether this 
was wise or not, I cannot say, but as the people and repre
sentatives from the Pacific coast all desired it, the com
mittee agreed to their desire. -

The eastern route from New York to Miami, Fla., was 
treated in much the same manner. 

One of the transcontinental lines had bid upon its line 
in three separate contracts. Authority was given the Post
master General in the amended bill to regard these three 
contracts as one. Authority was also given to extend this 
transcontine:ptal line from New York to Boston. 

Provision was also made to safeguard more carefully the 
rights of pilots. 

Additional safeguards were thrown around interlocking 
directorates. In last year's bill the Postmaster General 
was authorized to examine each company's books, but not 
directed to do so. The Interstate Commerce Commission 
was authorized and directed to examine each company's 
books, and it did not do so. This present bill requires an 
examination by the Interstate Commerce Commission of 
each company's books and reports to be made to Congress. 

Each company is also required to report to Congress the 
number of free passes given, with the names of the donees. 

The Interstaite Commerce Commission is given jurisdic
tion to pass upon · unfair practices as between air mail 
companies. 

Mr. President, I might say that the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. AusTINJ insisted that an amendment be adopted, and it 
was adopted, providing for an increase of the eastern route 
along the Atlantic seaboard to Boston. The House confer
ees were unwilling to agree to that, and the amendment was 
left out. 

In the Senate provision was made for permitting old-line 
companies to appear before the Interstate Commerce Com- . 
mission in order to have adjusted any unfair practices or 
any other difficulties as between them and other carriers. 
Of course, we had no jurisdiction over those matters en
tirely outside of air mail, because only air mail carriers are 
under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

The House was unwilling to accept our amendment, and 
we had great difficulty. We really had to take the bill back 
to conference twice in order to obtain an agreement under 
which, in my judgment, any carrier may take his troubles to 
the Interstate Commerce Commission and have that Com
mission pass upon the differences which may arise regard
ing unfair practices. 

I believe I have about covered the report as it has been 
submitted, and I ask that it be agreed to, unless some Sena
tor wishes to ask a question or desires to discuss the report. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, the bill-which is presented, 
after very great study and meticulous care by the House a.nd 

the Senate, is an extremely important one, important not 
alone from the fact that it is dealing with a new mode of 
transportation, a new mode of subsidy, as it were, but im
portant because, as best we can, we are endeavoring to ~ake 
our people air-minded, and to provide them with the very 
best means of transportation in the air, as we have sought to 
do with transportation upon the land. 

I address myself to a single point in regard to this con
ference agreement. It is necessary that we should under
stand that there have been two conference reports, in order 
wholly to comprehend the subject matter here. In the first 
conference report submitted the endeavor was made, un
wittingly, of course, I think, on the part of the Senate con
ferees and·the House conferees, to freeze the situation so far 
as transcontinental lines were concerned, and to give unto 
those particular transportation air lines which held contracts 
with the Government an absolute monopoly, an absolute 
monopoly, I repeat, which is obnoxious, of course, to most of 
us here, and obnoxious generally in regard to any transporta
tion facilities. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I do not think it was the purpose of any 

of the conferees, certainly not of the Senate conferees, and 
I do not believe of the House conferees, to bring about such 
a situation. Indeed, it seemed to me that we had prevented 
that in the first report, and when the Senator from California 
first came to me I told him that I did not think there was 
any such provision in the bill; but upon a more careful 
examination I found that what the Senator from California 
said was absolutely true, and for that reason I asked unani
mous consent, and received it, to take the bill back to con
ference and that new conferees be appointed, which was 
done, and I think we have remedied the difficulty, certainly 
to a very great extent, if not entirely. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKELLARJ says about what was done here is entirely ac
curate. I approached him when the first conference report 
was presented to the Senate, and called his attention to the 
fact that the amendment which had been presented to the 
Senate by representatives of the West had been deleted in 
the conference report, and that the effect was to do exactly 
what I have said-to give a monopoly to those subsidized 
air transportation companies which were dealing with trans
continental transportation. That was the effect of it, 
though, of course, not so designed. I acquit the Senator 
from Tennessee and the other conferees of any such design. 

Thereafter the first conference report was taken back and 
an endeavor was made in very good faith, in my opinion, 
and generously, so far as I was concerned, to correct the 
evil of which I complained. I do not think the object has 
been attained, as it was attained by the amendment which 
the committee of the Senate adopted, and the amendment 
which was written into the bill by the Senate, and because 
of that fact I desire to call the Senate's attention to the 
situation, and then permit the Senate to act as it may see 
fit, of course, in respect to the second conference report. 

Senators realize that to us living 3,000 miles away one of . 
the most important things in air transportation is the trans
continental line itself. Senators also realize that with us 
not only is its existence important but the time consumed 
in a transcontinental trip is of importance as well. As
sume there was a line, transcontinental in character, which 
made the trip from Los Angeles to Kansas City, to Chicago, 
to Pittsburgh, to Washington, and that it made the trip 
with a greater degree of speed than any other transconti
nental line which was in existence. If such transcontinental 
line were an "offline ", as it is termed, in making its trip 
by the route I have designated-Los Angeles, Kansas City, 
Chicago, Pittsburgh, Washington-then that line was denied 
the privileges which ·should have been accorded a trans
continental line, and the transcontinental line that had an
other route which was not so rapid was frozen in its bene
fits, and had a monopoly so far as the bill we are now 
passing is concerned. 

That I think will go 'Without saying. The Senate en
deavored to correct that defect by its amendment by which 
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it provided in so many words that if the Interstate commerce 
Commission gave a certificate of necessity ·and convenience, 
then the operation might be had and mj.ght be authorized. 
The first conference report and the agreement of the con
ferees deleted every word of that amendment, and not only 
deleted every word of it but deleted an amendment which 
had been adopted on the floor of the Senate, as I recall, into 
which the question of competition ·between the two lines did 
not enter at all, and which provided that upon the issuance 
of a certificate of convenience and necessity, such as the 
Interstate Commerce Commission issues in certain transpor
tation matters, the particular air transportation company 
should be permitted to run its line. 

It cannot be our purpose, of course, to favor one line as 
against another. It ·cannot be our purpose, of course, to 
freeze a situation which is profitable to one company and is 
not participated in by another. The reason which was given 
for the original action, as I understand, was that it was not 
fair competition for the one line to make a great expenditure 
and run its airplanes all over the continent in the f asbion 
that some companies are now doing, because such competi
tion would become unfair, as it wa~ designated, by the fact 
that it might decrease the business of a subsidized trans
continental line; and from that, said the friends of those 
who would freeze the situation in the manner which I have 
indicated, would flow the necessary consequence that the 
rates of subsidy would be higher in payment from the United 
States Government to the line that already had the contract 
with the Government and that was affected by the competi-
tion of another line. · 

To that sort of logic I cannot for a moment subscribe. 
If there is a transcontinental line which runs its airplanes 
across the continent and which has its mail contracts, and 
another line of its own initiative or by the initiative of the 
people of the West or of the East endeavors to establish a 
competing service, it is ridiculous, from my point of view, 
to say that the second line shall not be permitted to do 
business because it may interfere with the profit which will 
be made by the line which is subsidized by the Government. 
That is exactly what was done by the conferees in the first 
place-unwittingly, I say-and which was attempted to be 
corrected by the Senator from Tennessee in the next con
ference. 

Let us see how it is corrected. I read from the last con
ference report of August 1, 1935: 

Upon application of the Postmaster General or of any interested 
air mail contractor, setting forth that the general transport busi
ness or earnings upon an air mail route are being adversely af
fected by any alleged unfair practice of another air mail con
tractor, or by any competitive air transport service supplied by an 
air mail contractor other than that supplied by him on the line 
of his prescribed air mail route, or by any service inaugurated by 
him after July l, 1935, through the scheduling of competitive 
nonmail flights over an air mail route, the Interstate Commerce 
Commission shall, after giving reasonable notice to the air mail 
contractor complained of, inquire fully into the subject matter of 
the allegations; and if the Commission shall find such practice or 
competition or any part thereof to be unfair, or that such com
petitive service in whole or in part is not reasonably required in 
the interest of public convenience and necessity, and if the Com
mission shall further find that in either case the receipts or 
expenses of an air mail contractor are so affected thereby as to 
tend to increase the cost of air mail transportation, then it shall 
order such practice or competitive service, or both, as the case 
may be, discontinued or restricted in accordance with such find
ings, and the respondent air mail contractor named in the order 
shall comply therewith within a reasonable time to be fixed in 
such order. 

I hope that the language is apparent to all of us here, and 
that we understand exactly what the conditions are upon 
which a discontinuance of air service may be ordered. 

The following amendment in the second conference report 
was finally inserted, which it is insisted meets the require
ments of the western transcontinental lines: 

If the Commission shall find after like application, notice, and 
hearing, that the public convenience and necessity require addi
tional service or schedule--

I am reading it grammatically, not as printed-
additional service or schedules and such service or schedules do. 
not tend to increase the service of air mall transportation, it may 
permit the institution and maintenance of such schedules and 
prescribe the frequency thereof. 

I submit that that language does not wholly do what the 
Senate sought to do and what the amendments presented 
to the committee and adopted by it and presented to the 
Senate and adopted by the Senate actually did do. There 
ought to be no question of the right of any transcontinental 
airway to operate its airplanes as it sees fit across the con
tinent, save for the supervision, of course, of the Interstate. 
Commerce Commission, and the question oug_ht not to be in 
the last instance as it is made here by the Senate and the 
House conferees, whether or not the maintenance of that 
sort of a line would reduce some profits which might accrue 
to an airline that already has a contract with the Govern
ment. 

That is my objection to the report as presented. It is the 
one objection which I think is of a fatal character to the 
accomplishment which is desired by all of us here in relation 
to the bill. I want to encourage air mail contracts. I want 
to encourage air transportation. · 

I do not want to freeze our transportation absolutely in 
accordance with air mail contracts. I want the right of 
one that is an off-line carrier, as it is termed, to compete 
with any other air line company that may exist. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator 
from California that I agree with him entirely that there 
should be no monopoly, and there never will be if I can 
prevent it? 

In the next place, I agree with the Senator entirely that 
there ought to be absolute fairness. Under the provision 
which he last read and which was inserted in the bill after 
a very strong protest on the part of those who represented 
the House, I believe it will do, substantially at any rate, what 
was required by the original Senate provision. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ten

nessee yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly. 
Mr. JOHNSON. What was the objection to adopting the. 

Senate amendment? 
Mr. McKELLAR. It was the same objection the Senator 

has just mentioned, namely, that it was felt it would raise 
the rates. It seems to me the objection was not well. 
founded. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is, it would raise the rates--
Mr. McKELLAR. It would raise the rates which the Gov

ernment would have to pay because it would allow one com
pany to take away the business of an air mail company. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I submit there is a fundamental ques
tion presented. The fundamental question presented is 
whether fair competition will be pennitted to exist in air 
transportation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Unquestionably, if the Interstate Com
merce Com.mission will examine carefully and pass upon the 
question, there will be fairness under this provision. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I have no hope of affecting 
in any degree the legislation about to be passed. I have 
stood on the floor of the Senate attempting to contribute the 
product of weeks of extensive study to the consideration of 
the subject of the air mail. No assertion that my interest 
was purely in behalf of the public welfare or that the con
tributions I desired to make were nonpolitical made any 
difference whatever in the measure as it finally passed the 
Senate. I do not hope for a different result at the present 
time. Nevertheless, I do hope that there may be a salutary 
effect as the emotionalism growing out of the air mail in
vestigation gradually recedes and Senators become willing 
really to face the facts which were developed and reported, 
to confront the situation as it is today, and to undertake to 
carry out the great plan of a competitive air mail service 
evenly competitive at all important points, or as nearly · 
evenly competitive as we can devise it. 

Every piece of legislation on this subject we have enacted 
since the McNary-Watres Act was destroyed has seemed to 
have for its objective the destruction of that principle of 
competition which is so essential in the building up of a. · 
new and inf ant industry such as this in order that equality 
of service in respect to safety and speed and all the things 
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for which the air mail must stand may be encouraged and 
promoted rather than discouraged; that we may hold out 
incentive for improvement rather than incentive for reduc
tion in the safety and efficiency of the institution. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ver

mont yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 
Mr. McKELLAR. It has been suggested that we empower 

the Interstate Commerce Commission to receive bids, say, 
once every 3 years, so as to promote. the idea of competition. 
Would the Senator be willing to state what would be his 
reaction to that suggestion? So far as the committee is con
cerned, the committee is very much in favor of air mail and 
wants to see it progress and prosper. I am wondering what 
the Senator would think about having competitive bidding 
periodically? 

Mr. AUSTIN. This is the first time that idea has been 
presented to me. I am perfectly willing to give an off-hand 
opinion on it, reserving, as I am entitled to do, the right to 
change that opinion upon more mature consideration. Off
hand, that sounds very good to me in two regards. One is 
the period of 3 years, which contains at least a more diffused 
impression of stability which the present legislation does not 
contain, and the other is the appearance, at least, of free
dom from political influence. 

Mr. McKELLAR. May I say to the Senator that my 
reaction to the suggestion was exactly the same as his. 

Mr. AUSTIN. What I have to say I am going to try to 
make brief, but I wish to develop certain thoughts affecting 

. the air mail report from the conference committee in the 
hope that some day we who appear to be opposed to each 
other upon the subject may get together, and that, although 
nothing may be done today, something may be done later to 
remedy the defects which we are apparently consolidating 
in our air mail legislation. 

Let us take the amendment which was so ably discussed 
by the Senator from California [Mr. JoHNSONJ. Let us real
ize that the Senator from Vermont is discussing it not from 
the State point of view but rather the national point of view, 
and yet that perhaps his thought upon the subject is affected 
by the fact that he knows the Atlantic coast. Let us con
sider that feature of the conference report so ably discussed 
by the Senator from California and do it in its application to 
the Atlantic coast. 

The amendment which was adopted unanimously by the 
Senate-there was no controversy at all about it--was this; 
and I ref er to the RECORD at page 9969: 

The next amendment, offered by Mr. MCKELLAR to the commit
tee amendment-

It will be understood that the Senator from Tennessee, 
chairman of the committee, was offering the amendment on 
behalf of the Senator from Vermont, as he stated according 
to the RECORD, on page 9968, the opposing parties having 
gotten together and agreed on it. 

I continue to read: 
was, on page 17, line 20, after the word "schedules", to insert 
"and after such hearing it may permit an air mail contractor to 
maintain passenger or express service off the line . of his a.ir mail 
route whether it competes with passenger or express service avail
able upon another air mail route or not." 

In other words, to put the whole amendment together, this 
is what everybody in interest agreed to--

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
whether that amendment was adopted by the Senate? 

Mr. AUSTIN. It was adopted by the Senate. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Who offered the amendment? 
Mr. AUSTIN. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc

KELLAR], on behalf, as he said, of the Senator from Vermont, 
we having agreed on it. 

Here is what the legislation would have been, had the con
ference committee of Senate and House stayed with the 
amendment. I read---
. Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 

before he begins to read? 
Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator knows how very difficult 
it is to keep in a bill all of the amendments of either House. 
It is almost impossible to conclude a conference without 
giving and taking. I very much regret that the House did 
not agree to that amendment. I think it was a very wise 
amendment, and that it should have been acquiesced in by 
the conferees. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I fully accept the statement 
of the Senator from Tennessee; and what I have to say 
should not be interpreted as a criticism of the representa
tives of the Senate in the conference. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; I do not so interpret the Sena
tor's remarks; but I desire to explain to the Senator just 
what our difficulties were. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; I realize that those difficulties were 
very great, and I have considerable commiseration for the 
representatives of the Senate, because they either gave up 
or lost out on every one of the amendments adopted by the 
Senate-a most strange coincidence. 

Here is the way the legislation would have read had we 
been able to maintain the amendment adopted by the Sen
ate. I read from page i7 of the draft of the bill as it then 
stood. This cannot be read from the committee report, be
cause it is entirely deleted: 

Provided, however, That if the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion, on petition of any contractor interested or on its own initia
tive, after due notice to the Postmaster General and all parties 
in interest and a hearing thereon, shall be of the opinion that 
the public interest so requires, it may by order require the sus
pension or the decrease or may permit an increase in the fre
quency of such schedules; and after such hearing it may permit 
an air mail contractor to maintain passenger or express service 
off the line of his air mall route whether it competes with pas
senger or express service available upon another air mail route 
or not. 

That language is not susceptible of confusion. That lan
guage crystallizes, not monopoly, but competition; and, as 
applied to the northeastern section of the United States and 
the Atlantic coast, Senators can see the picture of what is 
meant. 

Here is American Airways, with a contract for a route run
ning straight from New York to Montreal. Can it, as an off
line route, carry passengers or express into my home city of 
Burlington? I can sit on my back porch and observe the 
ships of the American Airways fiying over Lake Champlain 
within half a mile of our airport; but they do not stop and 
serve us. If they did, we might go out to the airport and get 
into an airplane and fly to Washington. Can we do it? No. 
Can such a condition possibly be brought about under this 
proposed legislation? No; absolutely not. It is prohibited 
by the law we are today enacting, because under this new law 
an air mail contractor cannot obtain an off-line route, not 
even for half a mile, unless certain facts are found. What 
are they? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MOORE in the chair) . 

Does the Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator from 
Tennessee? . 

Mr. AUSTIN. I do. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Right there, I call the Senator's atten

tion to the last sentence but one in section 15, on page 6, of 
the report: 

If the Commission shall find and after like application, notice, 
and hearing that the public convenience and necessity requires ad
ditional service or schedules and such service or schedules do not 
tend to increase the cost of air mall transportation, it may permit 
the institution and maintenance o! such schedules and prescribe 
the frequency thereof. 

Under that provision, in the very case the Senator men
tions, if it were desired by those interested to make stops or 
to change schedules, they could go before the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and have it done. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I wish that construction could be made of 
this proposed law. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is what was intended to be done. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I have not any doubt at all of the good 

intentions of the representatives of the Senate in the con
ference; but there is not one word of authority in what has 
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just been read from page 6 to allow the creation of an off-line 
route. There is not any authority at all given by this addi
tion, save to increase the schedules on a route already estab
lished; that is all. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I think the companies 
themselves feel that they have that right under this provision. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I have not talked with a 
representative of a single company relative to this subject. 
I do not know what they think about it. Of course, I should 
respect what they think, if I did know; but I have to deal 
with this proposed legislation as a legislator. I have to inter
pret it with such faculties as the good Lord permits me to 
have; and, as I read that language, it deals with schedules 
in as plain English as anyone can use. It does not deal with 
any additional routes; and, what is worse than that, the 
schedules may not be increased or decreased until after the 
conditions which are attached to this power shall have· been 
met. 

To what does the provision on page 6 refer? Does it refer 
to off-line routes? Not at all. The subject of off-line routes 
is not involved in any way at all. It deals with the subject 
of unfair competition and unfair practices of another air 
mail contractor; and it has for its objective not off-line 
routes, new routes, additional competition, but the preven
tion of competition. Read it carefully, and it will be seen 
that as a palliative, a mere sop, something with which to 
fool somebody, it is grafted on a tree of so strange a char
acter that we cannot possibly identify it as the same kind of 
a tree we were dealing with originally in the Senate when 
we adopted the Senate amendment. 

All that may be done under that power will not help us. 
All that may be done under that power will not save the great 
transcontinental lines operating out of Los Angeles and San 
Francisco. They may not, under this proposed legislation, 
obtain an off-line route unless these conditions shall be 
found, namely: 

That the general transport business or earnings upon an air
mail route are being adversely affected by any alleged unfair prac
tice of another air mail contractor. 

That is one of the first things they must show. They must 
show that they are suffering from some unfair treatment by 
their competitor before they may get into the class referred 
to in this section of the proposed law. 

Proceed further with the examination of that section, and 
it will be seen that there is a very narrow and limited class 
which may have the benefit of this new sentence: 

If the Commission shall find after like application, notice, and 
hearing, that the public convenience and necessity requires addi
tional service or schedules and such service or schedules do not 
tend to increase the cost of air mail transportation, it may permit 
the institution and maintenance of-

Of what? A new route, an off-line route? No; but of 
"such schedules and prescribe the frequency thereof." 

That is all the right it gives, and that right is given to a 
very limited class. The class comprehended by the amend
ment adopted by the Senate unanimously, agreed to by the 
parties who especially studied it, included the entire class of 
those who might fly and carry passengers and express. 
Hear it. It may permit an air mail contractor to maintain 
passenger or express service off the line of its air mail route 
whether it competes with passenger or express service avail
able by another air mail route or not. 

There is no limit to it at all. It is easy to see what has 
been done to the Senate in the conference with respect to 
that very important objective of legislation, namely, even 
open competition. 

I think I will take no more of the valuable time of the 
Senate upon that particular point. Let Us go back to the 
very first amendment which was adopted, and I call atten
tion to page 9968 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Before the Senator leaves the question 

he has been discussing, I wish to have the record perfectly 
plain as to the interpretation and construction by the 
Senator and myself upon the one sentence he has read, 

which constitutes the amendment in the second conference 
report: 

If the Commission shall find after like application, notice, and 
hearing that the public convenience and necessity requires addi
tional service or schedules and such service or schedules do not 
tend to increase the cost of air mail transportation, it may per
mit the institution and maintenance of such schedules and 
prescribe the frequency thereof. 

That alone is the amendment presented by the second 
conference report. 

Mr. McKELLAR. On this particular subject. 
Mr. JOHNSON. On this subject. That does not mean, in 

the opinion of the Senator from Vermont, that any off line 
could be or would be permitted in any air transportation? 

Mr AUSTIN. That is correct, provided the contractor 
applying has a contract. Of course, this proposed law is 
supposed to deal with mail contractors, and my answer has 
to be considered with reference to that basic assumption. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Of course, that was my assumption, be· 
cause we are dealing solely with the contractual relations 
of the air lines and the Government. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. . 
Mr. JOHNSON. But under the bill there could not be op-

erated at all an off-line of the character we have indicated? 
Mr. AUSTIN. That is correct. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I think the Senator is entirely correct. 
Mr. AUSTIN. And I will point out why not. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from 

Vermont yield to me? 
Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 

· Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will look at the top of 
page 6 of the report he will find these words: 

Upon application of the Postmaster General or of any interested 
air mail contractor, setting forth that the general transport busi
ness or earnings upon an air mail route are being adversely 
affected by any alleged unfair practice of another air mail con
tractor, or by any competitive air-transport service supplied by an 
air mail contractor other than that supplied by him on the line 
of his prescribed air mail route, or by any service inaugurated by 
him after July 1, 1935, through the scheduling of competitive 
nonmail flights over an air mail route, the Interstate Commerce 
Commission shall, after giving reasonable notice to the air mail 
contractor complained of, inquire fully into the subject matter of 
the allegations. 

Then it prescribes what shall be done. At the beginning 
of the next sentence it is provided that if the Commission 
s:Q.all find after like application, and so forth, all the things 
that are recited in the beginning of the paragraph I have 
read, beginning near the top of page 6, it shall act. In other 
words, the provision applies to all these routes, competitive 
routes, off-line routes, if they have to do with air mail car· 
riers, and the Interstate Commerce Commission is made the 
sole arbiter of the unfair practices and can take off schedules 
or increase schedules, or do whatever is necessary in order 
that right . may be done and fairness be reached in the 
premises. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ver
mont yield to me to ask the Senator from Tennessee a 
question? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON. What does the Senator from Tennessee 

mean by " like applications"? 
Mr. McKELLAR. When the Postmaster General or any 

interested air mail contractor files a complaint against an 
air mail contractor, if another air mail contractor desires to 
file a complaint, he will have the right to do so. In other 
words, any air mail contractor-and this deals only with air 
mail contracts-whether defendant or plaintiff, may have 
justice done him if he will apply to the Commission. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then as the Senator construes it, any air 
mail contractor who may be upon an off-line could make an 
application to the Interstate Commerce Commission for the 
determination as required by the act? 

Mr. MCKELLAR. Absolutely. 
Mr. JOHNSON. We are at variance. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I promised to point out why 

no air mail contractor could, after the enactment of this 
proposed legislation, obtain the right to a route of! his line
that is, an off-line route-and I do so now. 

• 
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· On page 5 of the report, section 12, referring to section 15 
of the original act as amended, contains the following prohi
pition: 

After June 30, 1935-

From now on, at any time after the law shall be enacted
After June 30, 1935, no air mail contractor shall be allowed to 

maintain passenger or express service off the line of his air mail 
route which in any way competes with passenger or express service 
available upon another air mail route, except that off-line competi
tive service which has been regularly maintained on and prior to 
July l, 1935, and such seasonal schedules as may have been regu
larly maintained during the year prior to July 1, 1935, may be 
continued if restricted to the number of schedules and to the stops 
scheduled and in effect during such period or season. 

Do Senators desire anything plainer than that? There 
is an absolute prohibition, so clear that everyone may Under
stand it. It seems to me that closes the incident. This piece 
of legislation probably never was understood. 

Let us now go to another amendment. 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, who gets the benefit of that 

monopoly? 
Mr. ~USTIN. It is difficult to say. The situation may 

be such that those who now possess the air mail contract 
will have the benefit of it. Of course, the objective which 
we had in this matter was to serve the public by trying to 
have at least two lines which might come into the same 
point, which would be evenly competitive, if possible. That 
was our idea. That is the objective transcontinentally. 
That is the objective up and down the east and west coasts. 
I intend to discuss those coastal lines a little later. So far 
as the East is concerned, to which perhaps I ought to con
fine my remarks, the Senate can readily see that with two 
lines serving the northeastern part of the United States, 
and one of them going right through it, not stopping until 
it gets to Montreal, we really have under this proposed law 
a consolidation of the position of one of the air line organi
zations which now does reach us, and we prevent the other 
line from coming down out of the sky one-half a mile away 
and competing evenly at points in the northeastern section 
of the country where air mail service is really needed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I call the Senator's attention to the 

sentence just preceding the one he read: 
It shall be unlawful for air mail contractors, competing in 

parallel routes, to merge or to enter into any agreement, express 
or implied, which may result in com.nion control or ownership. 

The purpose of this bill is to prevent monopoly, and not 
to permit it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, the point of complaint we 
make is, admitting the purpose to have been good, that the 
execution of it was bad; and the Senator from Tennessee 
has now called attention to the fact that right in that one 
paragraph we have two inconsistent ideas expressed. In 
the first sentence of the paragraph we find the idea of 
preventing the creation of monopoly by combination, and in 
the second sentence we find the idea of permitting the 
creation of monopoly by consolidation of the situation. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ver
mont will permit me, may I answer the query which was pro
pounded by the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON. It is admitted here-:-none will deny it-

that the purpose of this legislation in curtailing activities of 
other air lines is to prevent them from taking business from 
air lines which have contracts with the Government, because, 
forsooth, these gentlemen say the Government would there
upon be required to pay more money for the carrying of the 
air mail. The very design was originally to freeze the situa
t ion so that that sort of thing could not occur, and the very 
purpose of some of the language of this bill now is to pre
vent an off-line air carrier from taking business by competi
tion from an air line carrier which is under contract with 
the Government, so that the Government should not have to 
pay more in air line subsidies thereafter. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from California did not 

intend to do so, but be covered a little more territory 
than I admitted. The fact about it is that the bill bas 
nothing to do with any air mail companies, except air mail 
contracting companies, and the purpose of the last confer
ence report was to prohibit aircraft companies carrying air 
mail from doing injustice one to the other; and the Inter
state Commerce Commission is given full authority to pass 
on questions which arise. That is all there is in this section. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I ask .a question of the 
Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 
Mr. BORAH. Do I understand correctly that the Senator 

contends that this bill deals solely with air mail carrier con
tractors? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. The bill came before the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and of course the 
committee is dealing merely with air mail contractors at the 
present time. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, of course that is what we 
assume in discussing the report; and when I speak of the 
northeastern section of the country I am dealing with two 
air mail contractors. There is route no. 27, from Boston, 
Mass., to Bangor, Maine, and to Burlington, Vt., controlled 
by the National Airways, Inc., operating in conjunction with 
the Boston & Maine Railroad and the Central Vermont Rail
way. There is also the American Airways, ·flying from New 
York to Montreal, carrying the mails. Those are two con
tractors with the Federal Government; but because they are 
contractors Congress steps in today and says, "We will con
trol the competition here so that it cannot be changed in 
the interest of the public or in the interest of competition. 
We will solidify just what the Commission is now doing, and 
we will prevent the establishment of an off-line route, even 
one-half mile long." The only condition under which an 
air mail contractor may have a change made in his sched
ules-and that is not off-line, let it be understood, but on
line-is by showing unfair competition. He may have his 
schedules changed either by diminishing or by increasing 
them if he can show the unfair competition which is set 
forth in the bill. 

I hope that some time before the Congress again takes 
up this question legislators here will really consider the 
subject, look at the situation as it is, and the next time we 
have legislation on this subject try to frame a bill which will 
be really consistent with itself and which will really create, 
or at least permit, competition. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I know the Senator will 
agree with me when I say that I was very much in favor of 
the Senate bill as we passed it, and I greatly regretted that 
we could not get the House to accept it. Frankly, I think 
a mistake was made in section 15, one which I did not think 
at the time had been made, and I unwittingly misled my 
good friend the Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSON] about 
it. However, I wish to say that I have no ax to grind, and 
I am sure the Senator from California knows I have not. I 
have but one desire, and that is to see that justice and fair
ness is done between the air mail contractors, and to do 
what is best for them to carry on well in the interest of the 
Government, and to do a good job, and to help build up the 
aircraft business in this country. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I call attention to the first 
amendment which was adopted by the Senate, which is found 
on page 9968 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and I read as 
follows: 

On page 9, line 16, after the word" route" and the semicolon, lt 
is proposed to strike out the following provisos: 

"Provided, That the present route from Seattle to San Diego may 
be held and regarded as other than a. primary route: Provided 
further, That the eastern coastal route from Newark (or New York 
City, as the case may be) to Miami, Fla., and the southern trans
continental route from Boston via New York (or Newark, as the 
case may be) and Washington to Los Angeles shall be designated 
as primary routes." 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 
"Provided, That the present routes from Seattle to San Diego and 

from Boston via Newark (or New York City, as the case may be) to 
Mia.mi, Fla.., may be held and regarded as other than primary 
routes: Provided further, That the southern transcontinental route 
from Boston via New York (or Newark, as the case may be) and 
w a.shington to Los Angeies shall be designated as a primary 
route." 

What would that do? It would make identical the treat
ment of the coastal lines on the Pacific and on the Atlantic. 
As the bill came to us in the Senate it discriminated between 
those two coastal lines. One of them could be treated as a 
secondary route or other than a primary route, but the 
other could not be. Was that important? Indeed it was, 
because in this legislation is a distinct limitation upon the 
number of routes which may be granted to one contractor, 
and that number is limited to one for a primary route and 
it is limited to three for secondary routes. Thus it can be 
seen that it would put an end to the contractor's rights if 
h~ must have a route which included a coastal line as well 
as a transcontinental line in order to carry on his business. 

But worse than that, on the Atlantic coast it struck Bos
ton right off from the coastal lines. It took out that very 
essential link in the chain between Boston and New York so 
that it severed New England from the rest of the United 
States. Speaking of New England in the sense of the air 
mail map, it took a link right out of the chain. So the 
amendment was readily observed to be fair and constructive 
and had for one of its objectives even competition at Boston, 
because it permitted competition between the three great 
transcontinental routes, to every one of which that line from 
New York to Boston was necessary and important. 

From near the f orty-:fifth parallel of latitude one has to 
fly down to Boston, get out of the plane and then find an
other airplane, making a break in really a comparatively 
short trip from the forty-fifth parallel to Washington. That 
is nonsense, is it not? Is there any objective in such legis
lation as that? I claim there is no good objective, and there 
is absolutely nothing of harm to the public that could come 
out of the amendment which was adopted by the Senate. 

But what happened to it? When it got into conference, 
the word " Boston " was stricken out, the amendment was 
emasculated, so that the new law will contain the same old 
defect. All I can say is that I believe our representatives in 
the conference must not have understood what they were 
doing. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ver

mont yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I think the Senate conferees understood 

all right, but they were not able to get the House conferees 
to agree to the position taken by the Senate. I was just as 
much in favor of the provision as when it was adopted by 
the Senate. If I could cooperate with the Senator from Ver
mont and those who believe as we do, I should be very happy 
to do what I can to have that situation righted. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, what is taking place at this 
moment is one of the objectives of my remarks. I am glad 
to have a record of the statement just made by the Senator 
from Tennessee. To me it is a very wholesome sign. It is 
at least a beginning of the meeting of our minds and a drop
ping of the politics which has dogged this subject. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be very glad to cooperate with 
the Senator about the matter. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Let me say further that the contracts are 
important only if they have a degree of stability, of perma
nence, which will enable the contractor to finance them and 
to perform a very expensive service for the Government and 
for the public. One of the worst things, I believe, about the 
whole air mail agitation was the sudden ruthless destruction 
of contracts, the effect of which was not limited to the im
mediate contractors, but spread throughout the land among 
thousands and mill1ons of people-effects financial, effects 
humane, effects moral. · 

I listened with some amusement to the claim of saving 
money here when I reflected that for a long period of time 
we did not have any service at all in the air mail for which 
the money had been provided, and that we lost young men, 
young pilots, the value of whose lives cainnot be appraised. 

So we fought here to take away the arbitrary power of 
cancelation without cause. We handled the matter without 
publicity, without debate on the floor of the Senate, because 
we wanted to keep away from the political color which neces
sarily attaches to a discussion of that kind. By quiet negotia
tion and calm consideration we decided that there should be 
stricken out of the bill the power given by it to cancel upon 
60 days' notice and without cause. 

Of course, that power, having once been used, could .be 
used again. A contract which can be canceled, not for cause 
but in the discretion and at the will of a person on 60 days' 
notice, is good only for 60 days. That provision was stricken 
out. 

What happened to it in conference? Here is the situation
and I am told it cannot be remedied, but that we must take 
it or leave it. 

I read from page 4, the latter part of section 8: 
But any contract so continued in efl'ect may be tern>:inated by 

the Commission upon 60 days' notice, . upon such hearing and 
notice thereof to interested parties as the Commission may deter
mine to be reasonable; and may also be terminated, in whole or 
in part, by mutual agreement of the Postmaster General and the 
contractor, or for cause by the contractor upon 60 days' notice. 

Is it not amusing to have that provision come back here 
in an inverted form? In the original bill the words "for 
cause" were attached to the power to cancel which was 
given to the Commission, as follows-and I read from page 
14, line 13, of the original bill as we passed it: 

But any contract so continued in efl'ect may be terminated for 
cause by the Com.mission upon 60 days' notice, upon such hearing 
and notice thereof to interested parties as the Commission may 
determine to be reasonable; and may also be terminated, in whole 
or in part, by mutual agreement of the Postmasper General and 
the contractor. 

That was the end of it. That is where the period was put, 
and that is the way the Senate agreed it ought to be. That 
gave all the right of cancelation that any fair and honest 
government should have. It was a reiteration of the policy 
of Congress, declared time after time upon this subject. 
That is the power of cancelation after notice and hearing, 
and for cause. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Let me read the language of the report: 
But any contract so continued in effect may be terminated by 

the Commission upon 60 days' notice, upon such hearing and 
notice thereof to interested parties as the Commission may deter
mine to be reasonable-

Certainly that is right, that they have to have a hearing 
and give a reason for it. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. :President, I have to say" No"; that is 
not right. The conferees should not have struck out the 
words " for cause." 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the other language certainly re
quires them to be able to give a reason or a cause for their 
action. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then, why did the conference committee 
strike out the words "for cause" after the word "termi
nated "? If there was not any sense ill doing it, why did 
they do it? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I doubt very much whether it had any 
effect at all upon the sentence. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then it should not have been done. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Then there is put in this language: 
And may also be terminated, in whole or in part, by mutual 

agreement of the Postmaster General and the contractor-

Which is immaterial, in my judgment-
or :!or cause by the contractor upon 60 days' notice. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Oh, yes; that language was hitched on 
afterward. That simply added insult to injury. After reliev-
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ing the Government from the duty of showing cause the con
ferees must hitch a clause on the end of the sentence 
imposing upon the contractor the obligation to show cause if 
he sought a cancelation. 

It seems to me that the conference committee could not 
have devised a more complete reversal of the policy of the 
Senate than it did in that case. It absolutely overturned
not merely struck out but completely reversed-the action of 
the Senate. 

Mr. President, before I finish I intend to discuss in this 
connection a little history which I believe will show that this 
particular amendment contains the essence of vindictive
ness; that it is not in the interest of legislation for the benefit 
of the public, but has in it the saving of the face of an admin
istration which used a power arbitrarily and ruthlessly, and 
which must, if possible, do something to save its face. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 

Vermont yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. AUSTIN. I do. 
Mr. McNARY. Is the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Mc

K.ELLAR] willing to have the conference report go over until 
- tomorrow? It will take the Senator from Vermont three
quarters of an hour to conclude his remarks, and I think 

· one or two other Senators wish to speak on the report. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ver

. mont is tired and does not wish to finish tonight, that 
course will be agreeable. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I am not tired, Mr. President. I am under 
the impression, however, that if the report ·should go over 
until tomorrow I might discuss the remainder of this matter 
with less emotion than if I should do so tonight. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall not object. 
Mr. McNARY. Then, may we take up the other confer

ence report? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont 

yield for the purpose of taking up another conference report? 
Mr. AUSTIN. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection. 

SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS--CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. ADAMS submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8554) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain appropria
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1935, and for prior fiscal 
years, to provide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1935, and June 30, 1936, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recom
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 12, 
_ 18, 31, 34, 35, 38, 39, 42, 43, 47, 55, 66, 68, 71, 72, 75, 77, 84, 85, 
87, and 88. · - · 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered l, 3. 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 14, 16, 17, 19, 22, 23, 24, 
25, 28, 30, 32, 33, 41, 45, 46, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 57, 58, 60, 61, 62, 63, 

. 64, 67, 73, 74, 82, 86, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, and 98; and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and 
agree to the same . with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: "$62,500, 

·of which $36,000 shall be available for the fiscal year 1936 and no 
part of such sum of $36,000 shall be used to compensate any 
person at a rate in excess of $10,000 per annum, and"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 6 of the 

. matter inserted by said amendment, strike out "$300,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof: "$200,000 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of the matter 
inserted by said amendment, before the syllable " con- " insert a 
comma, and in line 9, strike out "$600,000" and insert in lieu 
thereof "$500,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: -In lieu of the matter 
inserted by _said amendment, insert the following: "Salaries: For 

·an additional amount for personal services, fiscal year 1936, $45,- . 
000."; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That- the Ho-q.se recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 6 and 7 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, strike out the :following: 
"to remain available until expended,"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 7 o:f 
the matter . inserted by said amendment . strike out " 5927-91 ,, and 
insert in lieu thereof "4927-91 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. · 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to -the amendment of the Senate numbered 44,· and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum named in said amendment insert "$70,000 "; and the Senate 
agree to the same. · 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the . Senate numbered 56, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment strike out "$7,550,000" 
and insert in lieu· thereof "$3,050,000 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. ~ 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its dls
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end of 
the matter inserted by said amendment before the period insert 
", or so much thereof as may be necessary "; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 70: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate ·numbered 70, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: . In Une 2 of 
the matt~r inserted by said amendment strike _out " 1301581 " and 
insert in lieu thereof " 0301581 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, amended to read as 
follows: 

" Sec. 2. In all suits now pending in the Court of Claims by an 
Indian tribe or band which have not been tried or submitted, and 
in any suit hereafter filed in the Court of Claims by any such tribe 
or band, the Court of Claims is hereby directed to consider and 
to offset against any amount found due the said tribe or band all 
sums expended gratuitously by the United States for the benefit 
of the said tribe or band; and in all cases now pending or here
after filed in the Court of Claims in which an Indian tribe or band 
is party plainti1I, wherein the duty of the court is merely to report 
its findings of fact and conclusions to Congress, the said Court 
of Claims is hereby directed to include in its report a statement 
of the amount of money which has been expended by the · United 
States gratuitously for the benefit of the said tribe or band: Pro
vided, That expenditures made prior to the date of the law, treaty, 
agreement, or Executive order under which the claims arise shall 
not be offset against the claims or claim asserted; and expenditures 
under the Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. L. 984), except expendi
tures under appropriations made pursuant to Sec. 5 of such Act, 
shall not be charged as offsets against any claim on behalf of an 
Indian tribe or tribes now pending in the Court of Claims or here
after filed: Provided further, That funds appropriated and ex
pended from tribal funds shall not be construed as gratuities; and 
this section shall not be deemed to amend or affect the various 
acts granting Jurisdiction to the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine the claims listed on page 678 of the hearings before the 
subcommittee of the House Committee on Appropriations on the 
second deficiency appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1935: Pro
vided further; That no expenditure under any emergency appro
priation or allotment made subsequently to March 4, 1933, and gen
erally applicable throughout the United States for relief in stricken 
agricultural areas, relief from distress caused by unemployment 
and conditions resulting therefrom, the prosecution of public works 
and public projects for the relief of unemployment or to increase 
employment, and for work relief (including the civil-works pro
gram) shall be considered in connection wlth the operation of this 
section." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its dis

agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 9 of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, strike out the comma where it 
appears the first time and insert in lieu thereof " and "; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert "$36,000,000 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: ": Pro
vided further, That not to exceed $1,000,000 shall be expended on 
the dam on the Hiwassee River ~·; ani:J. the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and 
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agree to the same with an amendment as follows: -In lieu· of the 
sum proposed insert "$21,250,000 "; and the· Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from its dis· 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed, insert: "$60,000,000 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

The com.mlttee of conference report in disagreement amendments 
numbered 7, 13, 27, 29, 36, 37, 40, 48, 49, 59, and 65. 

ALVA B. ADAMS, 
CARTER GLASS, 
KENNETH McKEr.LAB, 
FREDERICK HALE, 
L. J. DICKINSON, 

Manager:t on the part of the Senate. 
J.P. BUCHANAN, 
EDWARD T . TAYLOR, 
JOHN N. SANDLIN, 
JOHN TABER 
(Except as to T. V. A.), 
RoBERT L. BACON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
conference report, and move its adoption. 

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

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 
the conference report. 

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

The report was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I understand that the 
consideration of the conference report on the air mail bill 
has been suspended, and that the Senator from New York 
j.s not ready to proceed this afternoon with reference to the 
copyright bill. I move that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration ot executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 
the consideration of executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United States submitting sundry 
nominations (and withdrawing a nomination for postmaster>, 
which were ref erred to the appropriate committee. 

{For nominations this day received and nominations with
drawn, see the end of Senate proceedings.) 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the nominations of several officers for 
promotion, and also for appointment, by transfer, in the 
Regular Army. 

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, reported favorably the nominations of sundry 
postmasters. 

Mr. PITI'MAN, from the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions, reported favorably the nomination of Hugh Gladney 
Grant, of Alabama, to be Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary to Albania. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reports will be placed on 
the Executive Calendar. 

If there be no further reports of committees, the clerk will 
state the first nomination in order on the calendar.- · 

THE JUDICIARY 

The legislative clerk read the nomination of Albert M. 
Cristy, of Hawaii, to be second Judge, first circuit, TerritOry 
of Hawaii. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina
tion is confirmed. 

POSTMASTERS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read sundry nomina
tions of postmasters. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent that the nom
inations of postmasters on the calendar be confirmed en bloc. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina
tions of postmasters are confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the calendar. 

RECESS 

Mr. ROBINSON. I move that the Senate take a recess 
until 12 o'clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 4 o'clock and 57 
minutes p. m.> the Senate, in legislative session, took a 
recess until tomorrow, Tuesday, August 6, 1935, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the Senate August S 

<legislative day of July 29>, 1935 
AsSISTANT SECRETARY OF COJOD:RCB 

Ernest Gallaudet Draper, of New York, to be Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce, vice John Dickinson. 

FEDERAL TRADE COlllMISSION 

Charles H. March, of Minnesota, to be a Federal Trade 
Commissioner for a term of 7 years from September 26, 1935. 
<Reappointment.> 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 

Joseph A. Ziemba, of Chicago, ID., to be collector of cus
toms for customs collection district no. 39, with headquarters 
at Chicago, Ill., to fill an existirig vacancy. 

PuBLIC WORKS ADMINISTRATION 

Carl H. Bauer, of Illinois, to be director for the Public 
Works Administration in Illinois. 

RESETTLEMENT ADMINISTRATION 

The following-named persons to be regional directors of 
the Resettlement Administration: 

A. W. Manchester, of Connecticut. 
Mrs. Dorothy Beck, of Connecticut. 
R. I. Nowell, of Wisconsin. 
Walter Duffy, of Wisconsin. 
E. A. Norton, of Illinois. 
R. C. Smith, of Ohio. 
James M. Gray, of North Carolina. 
Homer H. B. Mask, of North Carolina. 
William A. Hartman, of Florida. 
Philip Weltner, of Georgia. 
Buford M. Gile, of Arkansas. 
T. Roy Reed, of Arkansas. 
Sherman E. Johnson, of South Dakota. 
C. P. Blackwell, of Oklahoma. 
D. P. Trent, of Oklahoma. 
Walter Packard, of California. 
Elmer A. Starch, of Montana. 
J. H. Jenkins, of Colorado. 
Rex E. Willard, of Washington. 

APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
TO QUARTERMASTER CORP$ 

First Lt. George Frederick Conner, Infantry (detailed in 
Quartermaster Corps), with rank from March 1, 1935. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 
TO BE COLONELS 

Lt. Col. George Veazey Strong, Infantry, from August 1, 
1935. 

Lt. Col. Charles School Blakely, Field Artillery, from August 
l, 1935. 

Lt. Col George Bowditch Hunter, Cavalry, from August 1, 
1935. 

Lt. Col Joseph Warren Stilwell, Infantry, from August 1, 
1935. 

Lt. Col. Robert Melville Danford, Field Artillery, from 
August l, 1935. 

Lt. Col. James Kerr Crain, Ordnance Department, from 
August 1, 1935. -

Lt. Col. Matthew Arthur Cross~ Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August 1, 1935. 

Lt. Col. Edward Lorenzo Hooper, Infantry, from August l, 
1935. 

Lt. Col. StaDiey Koch, Cavalry, from August 1, 1935. 
Lt. Col. Irving Joseph Phillipson, Infantry, from August 1. 

1935. 
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Lt. Col. Edmund Bristol Gregory, Quartermaster Corps. 

from :August "!, 1935, subject to examination required by law. 
Lt. Col. William Vaulx Carter, Adjutant General's Depart"!' 

ment, from August 1, 1935. , · . 
.TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONELS 

Maj. Everett Collins, Ordnance Department, from July 10, 
1935. ' 

Maj. Russell Peter Hartle,- Infaritry, from July 15, 1935. 
Maj. Oswald Hurtt Saunders, Infantry, from August l, 

1935. . -
Mal Spencer Ball Akin, Signal Corps, from August 1, 1935. 
Maj. Robert Gibson Sherrard, Inf~ntry, from August 1, 

1935. . 
Maj. John Wesley Hyatt, Infantry, from August 1, 1935. 
Ma~. Raymond Waite Hardenbergh, Infantrlr, from August 

l, 1935. 
Maj. Rigby Dewoody Valliant, Quartermaster Corps, fi'om 

August 1, 1935. 
Maj. George Luberoff, Quartermaster Corps, from August 

1, 1935. . . . 
· Maj. Arthur Brainard Hitchcock, Infantry, from August 
l, 1935. 

Maj. Benjamin Lester Jacobson, Finance Department, 
from August 1, 1935. 

Maj. Edward Warden Turner, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August 1; 1935. · 

Maj. William Arthur Turnbull, Judge Advocate General's 
Department, from August l, 1935. 

Maj. Chester Benjaniin McCormick, · Field Artillery, from 
August 1, 1935. 

Maj. William Alexander Smith, Infantry, from August 1, 
1935. 

Maj. George Place Hill, Judge Advocate General's Depart
ment, from August 1, 1935. 

TO BE MAJORS 

Capt. Frank James Keelty, Finance Department, from 
July 13, 1935. ' - - · · 

Capt. Jacob Herschel Lawrence, Infantry, from August l, 
1935. 

Capt. Gwynne Conrad, Quartermaster Corps, from August 
l, 1935. 

Capt. Harry A. Vacquerie, Quartermaster Corps, from Aug-
ust 1, 1935. 

Capt. Norris Peters Walsh, Field Artillery, from August 1, 
1935. . , 

Capt. Hans Ottzenn, Quartermaster Corps, from August 1, 
1935. . . 

Capt. Grover Cleveland Graham, Infantry, from August 1, 
1935. . . . 

Capt. Edgar Joseph Tulley, Infantry, from August l, 1935. 
Capt. Oscar Kain, Infantry, from August l, 1935. 
Capt. Clyde Arthur Lundy, Infantry, from August l, 1935. 
Capt. Leland Warren Skaggs, ·Infantry, from August 1, 

1935. 
Capt. Wilbert Vernon Renner, Quartermaster Corps, from 

August 1, 1935. , - _ _ 
Capt. Joseph Howard Rustemeyer, Infantry, from August 

1, 1935. -
Capt. Thomas Settle Voss, Air Corps, from August 1, 1935. 
Capt. Harry Foster, Qavalry, from Au~st l, 1935. 
Capt. Daniel Becker, Cavalry, from Augilst 1, 1935. 
Capt. Norman Norton Rogers, Cavalry, from August l, 

1935. . 
Capt. Theodore Maurice Roemer, Cavalry, from August 1, 

1935. 
Capt. James Carlyle Ward, Cavalry, from August 1, 1935. 
Capt. Harvey Newton Cmistinan, Cavalry, from August 1, 

1935. 
TO BE CAPTAINS 

· First Lt. Foster Joseph Tate, Field Artillery, from July 10, 
1935. 

First Lt. Carl Robinson. Infantry, from July _13, 1935. 
· First Lt. Richard Tobin Bennison, Field Artillery; from 
July 13, 1935. . 

First Lt. Henry John Dick Meyer, Field Artillery, from 
August 1, 1935. 
· First Lt: Elton Foster Hammond, Field Artillery, from 
August 1, 1935. 

First Lt. Ernest Marion Brannon, Infantry, from August 
1, 1935. 

First · Lt.~ John Wyville Sheehy, Infantry, from August l, 
1935. 

First Lt. John Joseph Burns, Field Artillery, from August 
1, 1935. 

First Lt. Leslie Edgar Jacoby, Field Artillery, from August 
l, 1935. 

First Lt. John Raikes Vance, Infantry, from August l, 
1935. 

First Lt. Clarence John Kanaga, Field Artillery, from 
August 1, 1935. 

First Lt. Richard Powell Ovenshine, Infantry, from August 
l, 1935. 

First Lt. Edwin Virgil Ke.rr, Field Artillery, from August 
1, 1935. 

First Lt. Thomas McGregor, Field Artillery, from August 
l, 1935. . . 

First Lt. Harrison Howell Dodge Heiberg, Cavalry, from 
August l, 1935. 

First Lt. William Irwin Allen, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August l, 1935. 

First Lt. James Edmund Parker, Air Corps, from August 1, 
1935. 

First Lt. William Wesson Jervey, Signal Corps, from August 
1, 1935. 

First Lt. George Raymond Burgess, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from August 1, 1935. . _ 

First Lt. Edward Lynde Strohbehn, Field Artillery, fr"om 
August 1, 1935. 

First Lt. Maurice Keyes Kurtz, Field Artillery, from August 
1, 1935. 

First Lt. William Holmes Wenstrom, Signal Corps, from 
August 1, 1935. 

First Lt. Leo Clement Paquet, Infantry, from August · l, 
1935. 

First Lt. Thomas Maurice Crawford, Infantry, from August 
1, 1935. 

First Lt. Eugene McGinley, Field Artillery, from August 1, 
1935. . 

First Lt. Hugh Brownrigg Waddell, Cavalry, from August 
1, 1935. 

First Lt. Lester DeLong Flory, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August 1, 1935. 

First Lt. Isaac Haiden Ritchie, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August 1, 1935. 

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS 

Second Lt. Edward Wharton Anderson, Air Corps, from 
July 10, 1935. 

Second Lt. John Coleman Covington, Air Corps, from July 
13, 1935. . 

Second Lt. Winslow Carroll Morse, Air Corps, from July 
13, 1935. 

Second Lt. Casper Perrin West, Air Corps, from August 
1, 1935. 

Second Lt. William Leroy Kennedy, Air Corps, from August 
l, 1935. 

Second Lt. Jesse Auton, Air Corps; from August 1, 1935. 
Second Lt. John Paul Ryan, Air Corps, from August 1, 

1935. 
Second Lt. Albert Wynne Shepherd, Air Corps, from 

August l, 1935. 
Second Lt. Robert Shuter Macrum, Air Corps, from August 

1, 1935. 
Second Lt. Charles Lawrence Munroe, Jr:, Air Corps, from 

August l, 1935. . 
Second Lt. Llewellyn Owen Ryan, Air Corps, from August 

1, 1935. . . . . 
Second Lt. William Richard Morgan, Air Corps, from 

August 1, 1935. 
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·· Second- Lt. Philo George Meisenholder, Air Corps, -from 

August 1, 1935. _ 
- Second~ Lt. John Waldron Egan, Air -Corps, from August 
l, 1935. 

Second Lt. Hanlon H. Van Auken, Air Corps, from August 
l, 1935. 

Second Lt. Robert Oswald Cork, Air Corps, from August 1, 
1935. 

Second Lt. William Courtney Mills, Air Corps, from August 
1, 1935. -
- -second Lt.-Herbert ·Henry Tellman, Air Corps,-from August 
1, 1935. 

Second Lt. John Koehler Gerhart, Air Corps, from August 
1, 1935. 

_Second Lt. Harold Loring Mace,_ Air Corps, from ·August l, 
1935. . 
· Second Lt. Elder Patteson, Ai.r Corps, from August 1, 1935. 

Second Lt. Francis Hopkinson Griswold, Air Corps, from 
August 1, 1935. . _ . _ 

Second Lt. Leon Ray Brownfield, Air Corps, from August 
1, 1935. 

Second Lt. Robert Whitney Burns, Air Corps, from August 
l, 1935. -

Second Lt. Daniel Webster Jenkins, Air Corps, from August 
1, 1935. 

Second Lt. William Marshall Prince, Air Corps, from Au-
gust 1, 1935. . 

Second Lt. Clarence Frank Hegy, Air Corps, from August 
l, 1935. 

Second Lt. James Presnall Newberry, Air Corps, from Au
gust 1, 1935. 

Second Lt. Stoyte Ogleby Ross, Air Corps, from August 1, 
J935. 

Second Lt. Joseph Wiley Baylor, Air Corps, from August l, 
1935. 

Second Lt. William John Clinch, Jr., Air Corps, from Au
gust 1, 1935. 

Second Lt. James McKinzie Thompson, Air Corps, from 
August 1, 1935. 

Second Lt. Gerald Hoyle, Air Corps, from August 1, 1935. 
Second Lt. Arthur· Francis Merewether, Air Corps, from 

August l, 1935. 
Second Lt. Jarred Vincent Crabb Air Corps, from August 

l, 1935. 
Second Lt. Tom William Scott, Air Corps, from August 1, 

1935. 
_ Second Lt. Lawrence C. Westley, Air Corps, from August 
l, 1935 . 
. - Second Lt. John Hubert Davies, Air Corps, from August 
l, 1935. 

PROMOTION IN THE PHILIPPINE SCOUTS 

TO BE MAJOR 

Capt. Ray Eugene Quigley, Philippine Scouts, from ·July 
10, 1935. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

AIR CORPS 

To be second lieutenants with rank from August 1, 1935 

Staff Sgt. Opal Ellis Henderson, Air Corps. 
Corp. Daniel Ira Moler, Air Corps. 
Pvt. Lawrance Owen Brown, Air Corps. 
Pvt. Henry Bishop Fisher, Air Corps. 
Pvt. Eugene Brecht, Jr., Air Corps. 
Pvt. Clayton Baxter Claassen, Air Corps. 
Pvt. William Thomas Hudnell, Jr., Air Corps. 
Pvt. Harold Lawrence Kreider, Air Corps. 
Pvt. John Oman Neal, Air Corps. 
Pvt. Watson Mitchell Frutchey, Air Corps. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

Pay Director Charles Conard to be Paymaster General and 
Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts in the Depart
ment of the NavY, with the rank of Rear. Admiral, for-a term 
of 4 years. - - -

LXXIX-787 
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, · • Mj\R~ CORPS- --

Lt. Col. Samuel M. Harrington to be a colonel in the Marine 
Corps from the 30th day of June 1935,, 

The following-named majors to be lieutenant colonels in 
the Marine Corps from the 27th day of July 1935: 

Leo D. Hermle 
Lemuel C. Shepherd, Jr. 
Maj. Robert Blake to be a lieutenant colonel in the Marine 

Corps from the 1st day of August 1935. 
Capt. -William M. Marshall to be a major in the Marine 

Corps from the 29th day of May 1934. . 
- ·capt. Eugene F . .-c. Collier to be ·a .major in the Marine 
Corps from the 30th day of June 1935. 

The following-named captains to be majors in the Marine 
Corps from the 27th day of July 1935: 

Lee H. Brown 
Richard Livingston 
Fred S. Robillard 
The following-named first lieutenants to be captains in the 

Marine Corps from the 1st day of June 1935: 
Leslie H. Wellman 
William C. Lemly 
Charles W. Kail -. 
The following-named first lieutenants to be captairis ~in 

the Marine Corps from the 27th day of July 1935: · · 
James E. Kerr Theodore A. Holdahl 
William G. Manley Robert 0. Bare 
Albert D. Cooley Charles L. Fike 
The following-named second lieutenants to- be first lieu-· 

tenants in the Marine Cori:>s from the 2d day of June 1935: 
Thomas J. Colley 
Marion A. Fawcett 
Robert 0. J3isson 

PROMOTION IN THE COAST GUARD 

Commander Lloyd T. Chalker to be a captain in the Coast 
Guard of_ the United States, to rank as such fr9m June 1. 
1935, in place of Captain ~ugene Blake, Jr., retired. 

POSTMASTERS 

ALABAMA 

Robert L. Gordy to be postmaster at Chatom, Ala., in 
place .of Effie Jordan. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 19, 1933. 

CALIFORNIA 

Toss W._ Brown to be postmaster at Lemoore, Calif., in 
place of F. L. Powell. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 22, 1935. 

Joseph Freitas to be postmaster at Atwater, Calif., · in 
place of Maybel Lewis. Resigned. 

Richard J. Wallace to be postmaster at Brentwood, Calif.; 
in place of C. A. French. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

Ivy_ E. Reynolds to be postmaster at Byron, Calif., in place 
of M. E. Holway. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 4, 1935. 

George W. Hull to be postmaster at Camino, Calif., in 
place of Peter Garrick. Resigned. 

Minnie 0. Bauhaus to be postmaster at Carpinteria, Qalif., 
in place of J. A. Lewis. Incumbent's commission exp~red 
December 18, 1934. 

Walters R. Mccutchen to be postmaster at Coachella, 
Calif., in place of E. R. Nance. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 14, 1935. 

Edna M. Shelley to be postmaster at Dorris, Calif., in 
place of M. G. Robinson. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 28, 1935. · 

Richard J. Homan to be postmaster at Encinitas, Calif., 
in place of M. c. R.athyen. Incumbent's comniission expired 
June 26, 1934. 

John W. Winton to be postmaster at Fowler, Calif., in 
place of Henry Metzler. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1935. 

David s. Mason; Sr., to be postmaster at Ione, Calif., . in 
place of G. M. Heath. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 18, 1934. 
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Carl J. Hase to be postmaster at Ontario, Calif., in place 

P. E. Berger. Transferred. 
Martin E. Collins to be postmaster at Pinole, Calif., in 

place of G. W. Fraser. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

Elizabeth S. Pelle to be postmaster at Pleasanton, Calif., 
in place of C. S. Graham. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1935. 

Katharine A. Creedon to be postmaster at Rodeo, Calif., 
in place of E. B. Ackerman. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 4, 1935. 

Lloyd S. Pringle to be postmaster at Soquel, Calif., in 
place of W. A. Hensel Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1935. 

COLORADO 
Joseph A. P!ost to be postmaster at Arapahoe, Colo., in 

place of A.my Hill. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 20, 1935. 

GEORGIA 

Sara K. Polk to be postmaster at Moreland, Ga. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1935. 

Ivey M. Cox to be postmaster at Newton, Ga., in place of 
I. M. Cox. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 1935. 

Hugh J. Alderman to be postmaster at Pavo, Ga., in place 
of G. H. Broome, resigned. 

Grover C. Alston to be postmaster at Richland, Ga., in 
place of D. M. Lovvorn. incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

ILLINOIS 

Arthur L. Knable to be postmaster at Abingdon, m., in 
place of C. O. Merricks, removed. 

Leslie Lynn to be postmaster at Brookport, Ill., in place of 
H. B. Kerr. Incumbent's commission expired June 9, 1934. 

Thomas S. Murray to be postmaster at De Kalb, Ill., in 
place of T. F. Olsen, retired. 

John E. Garrett to be postmaster at Dwight, Ill., in place 
of J. E. Seabert. lncumbent's commission expired February 
14, 1935. 

Ben Gramlett to be postmaster at Enfield, lli., in place of 
C. T. Land. lncumbent's commission expired January 16, 
1934. 

Frederick M. Rawlings to be postmaster at Hinsdale, ID., 
in place of S. B. Roth, retired. 

William A. Cook to be postmaster at Irving, Ill., in place of 
W. V. Berry. Incumbent's commission expired February 25, 
1935. 

William V. Webb to be postmaster at Karnak, Ill., in place 
of W. E. Ford. Incumbent's commission expired December 18, 
1933. 
· Glenn G. Smith to be postmaster at Manito, Ill., in place of 
W. L. Beebe, removed. 

James W. Duffy to be postmaster at Maywood, lli., in place 
of H. D. Oakland. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 
1935. 

Lewis H. Coleman to be postmaster at Oneida, Ill., in place 
of Eleanor McGovern, removed. 

Edward G. Zilm to be postmaster at Streator, Ill., in place 
of M. J. Donahue. Incumbent's com.mission expired February 
25, 1935. 

Joseph Dixson to be postmaster at Stronghurst, Ill., in 
place of J. C. Painter. lncumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1935. 

INDIANA 
· Edna Shanline to be postmaster at A villa, Ind., in place of 
C. H. Baum. Incumbent's commission expired February 21, 
1935. 

Frederick J. Berg to be postmaster at Cedar Lake, Ind., 
in place of A. J. McLaughlin. removed. 

Harvey E. Hull to be postmaster at Cromwell, Ind., in place 
of H. H. Galloway. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 21,- 1935. 

George Andrew Raub, Jr., to be postmaster at Logansport, 
Ind., in place of O. R. Nethercutt, removed. 

Justina E. Meyer to be postmaster at Monroeville, Ind., in 
place of L. H. Pillers. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 21, 1935. 

Perry H. McCormick to be postmaster at North Judson, 
Ind., in place of A. B. Wobith, removed. . 

Sarah I. Crews to be postmaster at West Terre Haute, 
Ind., in place of A. B. Gosnell. lncumbent's commission ex
pired February 25, 1935. 

- IOWA 

Myrtle A. Barnes to be postmaster at Delhi, Iowa. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1935. 

Dorothy E. Wagner to be postmaster at Bagley, Iowa, in 
place of H. N. Chapman. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1935. 

Elbert R. Adams to be postmaster at Blockton, Iowa, in 
place of L. M. Poe. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 14, 1935. 

Glendan R. Streepy to be postmaster at Menlo, Iowa, in 
place of Ava Rigdon. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 25, 1935. 

Carroll E. Caslow to be postmaster at Yale, Iowa, in place 
of D. L. Rundberg. lncumbent's commission expired Decem-
ber 20, 1934. · 

KANSAS 

Edward H. Malleis to be postmaster at Halstead, Kans., 
in place of J: G. Frazer. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 5, 1935. 

Matilda E. Albright to be postmaster at Hope, Kans~, in 
place of W. R. Waring. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 22, 1935. 

John W. Vancil to be postmaster at White Water, Kans., 
in place of H. N. Jessen. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 18, 1934. 

KENTUCKY 

Emily B. Ison to be postmaster at Benham, Ky., in place 
of C. C. Compton. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 22, 1935. 

Darwin N. White to be postmaster at Hazel, Ky., in place 
of H. I. Neely. lncumbent's commission expired April 22, 
1934. 

MAINE 

Raymond S. Joy to be postmaster at Addison, Maine, in 
place of S. S. Drisko, removed. 

Ward F. Snow to be postmaster at Blue Hill, Maine, in 
place of E. H. Snow. Incumbent's commission expired De· 
cember 10, 1934. 

Edward J. Doyle to be postmaster at Calais, Maine, in 
place of R. T. Horton. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

John J. Harriman to be postmaster at Cherryfield, Maine, 
in place of James Mahaney. Incumbent's commission ex .. 
pired February 4, 1935. 

Eugene E. Ross to be postmaster at Guilford, Maine, in 
place of 0. J. Lombard. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 20, 1934. 

Donald L. Needham to be postmaster at Hebron, Maine, 
in place of K. E. Cantella. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 18, 1933. 

Ernest F. Mccloskey to be postmaster at Howland, Maine, 
in place of G. W. Hopkins. Incwnbent's commission expired 
December 20, 1934. 

MARYLAND 

Herman W. Hurst to be postmaster at Vienna, Md., in 
place of E. N. McAllister. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

Howard H. Wiley to be postmaster at White Hall, Md., in 
place of T. H. Lytle. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 20, 1934. 

lllASSACHUSETTS 

James H. Anderson to be postmaster at Ware, Mass., in 
place of L. E. St. Onge, retired. 

John F. Finn to be postmaster at Stoughton, Mass., in 
place of C. F. Fobes. Incumbent's commission expired May 
2, 1934. 

William L. Carrick to be postmaster at Whitinsville, Mass., 
1n place of L. M. Blair, removed. 
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MICffiGAN 

· Jack W. Foster to be postmaster at Bellaire, Mich., in 
place of E. R. Fate. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 5, 1935. 

Ernie T. McGlothlin to be postmaster at Belleville, Mich., 
in place of C. T. Greedus. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 22, 1934. 

Joseph L. Dobbek to b'e postmaster at Ontonagon, Mich., 
in place of W. A. Chamberlain. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 20, 1935. 

John J. Corbett to be postmaster at Stambaugh, Mich., in 
place of O. W. Greenlund. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 18, 1934. 

MINNESOTA 

Hugh P. Griffin to be postmaster at Cold Spring, Minn., 
in place of c. c. Gilley. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 2, 1933. 
· Ralph M. Sheppard to be postmaster · at Hoffman, Minn., 
1n place of Henry Hendrickson. Incumbent's commission 
expired June 20, 1934. 
· Henry E. Bye to be postmaster at Pequot, Minn., in place 
of A. J. Derksen. Incumbent's commission expired April 8, 
1934. 
· Teresa C. Franta to be postmaster at Wabasso, Minn., in 
};>lace of A. J. Bauer. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 27, 1935. 

John H. Arth to be postmaster at Finlayson, Minn., in 
place of Emil Kukkola. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 17, 1934. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Annie s. Langston to be postmaster at Clinton, Miss., in 
place of M. A. Stapleton. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 16, 1934. 
· Josie P. Bullock to be postmaster at Drew, Miss., in place 
of Willie Ramsey. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 21, 1935. 

Columbus C. Goza to be postmaster at Magnolia, Miss., in 
place of S. W. Pendarvis. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 17, 1934. 

MISSOURI 

Nelson H. Mullen to be postmaster at Belton, Mo., in place 
of J. o. Gochnauer, retired. 

Eugene H. Randol to be postmaster at Kennett, Mo., in 
place of V. M. Blankinship, removed. 
· Chester T. Hoover to be postmaster at Laclede, Mo., in 
place of C. F. Sayles. Incumbent's commission expired April 
8, 1934. 

Fred D. Conner to be postmaster at Maitland, Mo., in place 
of W. E. Hodgin. Incumbent's commission expired February 
25, 1935. 

Harvey Nalle to be postmaster at Pattonsburg, Mo., in 
place of C. E. Morris. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 8, 1934. 

Fred A. Lambert to be postmaster at Princeton, Mo., in 
place of L. W. Hoover. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 31, 1933. 
. Clyde W. Greenwade to be postmaster at Springfield, Mo., 
in place of G. W. Hendrick.Eon, retired. 
. Edna E. Saunders to be postmaster at Stewartsville, Mo., 
in place of H. H. Fluhart. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1935. 

MONTANA 

Carl Ottis Haun to be postmaster at Winifred, Mont., in 
place of S. E. Sande. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 27, 1935. 

NEBRASKA 

Fred Ferguson to be postmaster at Deshler, Nebr., in 
place of F. H. Herrlein. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 15, 1934. 

Ben D. A. Quigley to be postmaster at Indianola, Nebr., in 
place of J. c. Rollins. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 13, 1935. 

Lenna L. McReynolds to be postmaster at Nehawka, Nebr. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1935. 

Catherine Childs to be postmaster at Oakdale, Nebr., in 
place of D. K. Warner, resigned. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Earl X. Cutter to be postmaster ·at Antrim, N. H., in 
place of A. R. Thompson. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

Arthur L. Prince to be postmaster at Manchester, N. H., in 
place of J. H. Geisel. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

Leon A. Warren to be postmaster at Groveton, N. H., in 
place of H. A. Cole. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 4, 1935. 

Sidney F. Downing to be postmaster at Lincoln, N. H., in 
place of W. C. Fogg. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 13, 1935. 

NEW JERSEY 

Fraser Bliss Price to be postmaster at Eatontown, N. J., 
in place of A. B. Nafew. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 18, 1934. 

Nellie Potter to be postmaster at Glen Gardner, N. J., in 
place of C. E. Green. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

Lydia R. Masterson to be postmaster at Minotola, N. J., 
in place of M. A. Crowell. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

John B. Geary, Jr., to be postmaster at South Plainfield, 
N. J., in place of H. J. Manning. Incumbent's commission 
expired April 22, 1934. · 

William E. Bayley to be ·postmaster at Hackettstown, N. J., 
to place of M. K. Thorp. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

Victor R. Keller to be postmaster at Northfield, N. J., in 
place of Lillie Conover. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 20, 1934. 

NEW MEXICO 

James G. Lanier to be postmaster at Aztec, N. Mex., in 
place of M. W. Lenfestey. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 28, 1935. 

Robert W. Cumpsten to be postmaster at Hagerman, N. 
Mex., in place of C. G. Mason. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 27, 1935. 

Katherine Hall to be postmaster at Hatch, N. Mex., in 
place of J. N. Norviel. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 27, 1935. 

Wisdom _ E. Bilbrey to be postmaster at Fort Bayard, N. 
Mex., in place of J. A. Dickson, removed. 

NEW YORK 

Gertrude L. Miller to be postmaster at Accord, N. Y., in 
place of L. H. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired_ 
January 13, 1935. . 

Daniel Grant to be postmaster at Afton, N. Y., in place 
of L. E. Fredenburg. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 20, 1935. 

Arthur J. Gormley to be postmaster at Belfast, N. Y., in 
place of E. J. Franklin. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1935. 

Morgan Crapser to be postmaster at Central Bridge, N. Y., 
in place of -Seward Latham. Incumbent's · commission ex
pired December 20, 1934. · 

Alfred C. Brondstatter to be postmaster at Cold Brook, 
N. Y., in place of F. J. Davis. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 25, 1935. 

Timothy C. Sullivan to .be postmaster at Comstock, N. Y., 
in place of L. C. Baker, removed. 

William J. Rokos to be postmaster at Congers, N. Y., in 
place of R. D. Southward, removed. 

Leo A. Fanning to be postmaster at Cornwall on the Hud
son, N. Y., in place of Nellie Fredricson, removed. 

John H. S. Griffin to be postmaster at Delhi, N. Y., in 
place of W. S. Oles. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 22, 1935. 

Amasa W. Howland to be postmaster at -Hudson Falls, 
N. Y., in place of W. D. Walling. lncumbent's commission 
expired January 22, 1935. 

Leo P. Cass to be -postmaster at Huntington Station, N. Y., 
in place of E. M. Pabst. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1933. 
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Della M. Rexford to be postmaster at Loch Sheldrake, 

N. Y., in place of G. F. Yaple. Incumbent's commission ex
pired January 2'3, 1935. 

Mary A. Cahill to be postmaster at Lynbrook, N. Y., in 
place of G. H. Morris, removed. . 

Henry F. McCall to be postmaster at Madrid, N. v .. in 
place of B. F. King. Incumbent's commission expired Febru
ary 4, 1935. 

Michael F. Conroy to be postmaster at Milton, N. Y., in 
place of C. G. Mackey, Jr. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

William F. Riordan to be postmaster at Newark Valley, 
N. Y., in place of H. T. Nowlan. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 4, 1935. 

Jay W. Lee to be postmaster at New Woodstock, N. Y., tn 
place of C. J. Lansing. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1935. 

Ambrose Lee Huber to be postmaster at Rhinebeck, N. Y ., 
in place of Harry Pottenburgh. Incumbent's commission ex
pired March Z, 1935. 

Catherine L. O'Leary to be postmaster at Roslyn Heights, 
N. Y., in place of Violet Breen. Incumbent's commission ex
pired June 20, 1934. 

Cletus T. Glackin to be postmaster at St. Bonaventure, 
N. Y., in place of B. J. Kuhn, resigned. 

Harold M. Drury to be postmaster at Scarsdale, N. Y., 
in place of D. R. Dunn. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 2, 1935. 

Eugene F. Govern to be postmaster at Stamford, N. Y., in 
place of C. H. Peters. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 20, 1935. 

Walter Frank Baltes to be postmaster at Tonawanda, 
N. Y., in place of Fred Hahn. Incumbent's commission ex
pired December 20, 1934. 

Frank Piliere to be postmaster at Valley Cottage, N. Y., in 
place of C.R. Stone. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 22, 1935. 

William J. Eagan to be postmaster at Wappingers Falls, 
N. Y., in place of A. F. Crandall. Incumbent's commission 
expired January 22, 1935. 

Helen F. Hallahan to be postmaster at Brasher Falls, 
N. Y., in place of R. W. Munson. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 20, 1935. 

John J. Diffily, Jr., to be postmaster at Chester, N. Y., in 
place of H.F. House. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 4, 1935. 

Thomas J. McManus, Jr., to be postmaster at Corfu, N. Y., 
in place of C. H. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1935. 

John Frank Gagen to be postmaster at Cutchogue, N. Y., 
in place of G. W. Mohlfeld: Incumbent's commission ex
pired March 8, 1934. 

Le Roy K. Kurlbaum to be postmaster at Fonda, N. Y., 
in place of E. C. Davis. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 6, 1934. 

J. Herbert T. Smallwood to be postmaster at Glenwood 
Landing, N. Y., in place of B. M. Bergersen. Incumbent's 
commission expired February 20, 1935. 

Herbert O'Hara to be postmaster at Haines Falls, N. Y., in 
place of J. H. Layman. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 23, 1935. 

Elsa D. Hart to be postmaster at High Falls, N. Y., in 
place of LeRoy Krom. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 13, 1935. 

George E. Blust to be postmaster at Holland Patent, N. Y., 
in place of M. A. Davies. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 20, 1934. 

Frances S. Murphy to be postmaster at Lisbon, -N. Y ., in 
place of B. H. Kelly. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 20, 1935. 

Robert F. Talbot to be postmaster at New Berlin, N. Y., 
in place of M. E. Butterfield, resigned. 

Robert S. Pearson to be postmaster at Newfield, N. Y., in 
place of G. A. Gardner. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 13, 1935. 

Rollie J. Kennedy to be postmaster at Newman, N. Y., in 
place· of C~ J. Carey. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-
ruary 20, 1935.· . 

John s. Van.Kennen to be postmaster at Norfolk N. Y., 
in place of B. · E. McGee. Incumbent's commission 'expired 
January 23, 1935. 

Anne R. Cardona to be postmaster at Rocky Point, N. Y. 
Office became Presidential July l, 1933. 

Leslie M. Saunders to be postmaster at St. Regis Falls, 
N. Y., in place of R. G. Giffin. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 18, 1934. 

John W. Moore to be postmaster at Savona, N. Y., in 
place of William Sanford. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 22, 1935. 

Harry F. Corr to be postmaster at Schaghticoke, N. Y., in 
place of G. B. Sample. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 13, 1935. 

Devillo Cobb to be postmaster at Sinclairville, N. Y., in 
place of T. S. Spear. Incumbent's commission expired Jan .. 
uary 23, 1935. 

Augustus D. Seeber to be postmaster at South Dayton, 
N. Y., in place of C. H. Brown. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 4, 1935. 

. J. Newton Post to be postmaster at Stanfordville, N. Y., 
in place of B. A. Fradenburg. Incumbent's commission ex
pired January 13, 1935. 

Mary C. Eichhorn to be postmaster at Thornwood, N. Y .• 
in place of George Anderson. Incumbent's commission ex .. 
pired January 22, 1935. 

Anna Marriott to be postmaster at Vernon, N. Y., in place 
of F. C. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired January 
23, 1935. 

Joseph Hilton to be postmaster at Voorheesville, N. Y., in 
place of W. H. Young. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 2, 1935. 

Gail B. Liner to be postmaster at Wassaic, N. Y., in place of 
R. E. Barlow. Incumbent's commission expired April 28, 
1934. 

James J. Collins to be postmaster at Water Mill, N. Y., in 
place of F. R. Bennett. Incumbent's commission expired 
October 16, 1933. 

Oliver Townsend to be postmaster at West Coxsackie, N. Y., 
in place of George Hubbard. Incumbent's commission ex
pired March 8, 1934. 

George W. Probasco to be postmaster at Whitesville, N. Y., 
in place of G. M. Lewis. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1935. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

William G. Crutchfield to be postmaster at Haw River, 
N. C., in place of J. H. Freshwater, removed. 

Annie L. Scott to be postmaster at Sanford, N. c., in place 
of R. A. Kennedy, removed. 

Margaret W. Davis to be postmaster at Walnut Cove, 
N. C., in place of M. C. Lewellyn. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 14, 1935. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Imie C. Hogue to be postmaster at Belcourt, N. Dak. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1935. 

Reuben A. Lehr to be postmaster at Fredonia, N. Dak., in 
place of Otto Gackle, removed. 

Harry Jerome Mealy to be postmaster at Reynolds, N. Dak., 
in place of 0. J. Lebacken. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

OHIO 

Herbert L. Gray to be postmaster at Gnadenhutten, Ohio, 
in place of 0. C. Wheland. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

George R. Kinder to be postmaster at Rockford, Ohio, in 
place of M. A. Jackson. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1935. 

Bert L. Peer to be postmaster at Groveport, Ohio, in place 
of G. R. Warren. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 18, 1934. 

William A. Cowen to be postmaster at Loudonville, Ohio, 
in place of G. A. Case, resigned. 
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Albert s. Keechle to be postmaster at Waverly, Ohio, in 

place of J. T. Gibson. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 18, 1934. 

Charles A. Kempf to be postmaster at West Lafayette, 
Ohio, in place of C. W. Phillips, removed. 

OKLAHOMA 

Eddie A. Blackman to be postmaster at Crescent, Okla., 
in place of J. R. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1935. 

James P. Todd to be postmaster at Oilton, Okla., in place 
of Herbert Harris: resigned. 

George E. Raouls to be postmaster at Picher, Okla., in 
place of J. H. Durnil, resigned. 
. Fred Allison to be postmaster at Westville, Okla., in place 

of W. C. Colvin, removed. 
OREGON 

M. Eleanor Reed to be postmaster at Aurora, Oreg., in 
place of J. W. Sadler, deceased. 

Marvin o. Hawkins to be postmaster at Coquille, Oreg., 
in place of G. A. Belloni, removed. 

Frank J. Dooher to be postmaster at Cornelius, Oreg., in 
place of D. M. Crance. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 18, 1934. · 

Edna M. Jamieson to be postmaster at Port Orford, Oreg. 
Office became Presidential July l, 1935. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

William Glenn Rumbaugh to be postmaster at Avonmore, 
Pa. in place of W. C. Alcorn. Incumbent's commission ex
pired January 12, 1933. 

Henry N. Byers to be postmaster at Bolivar, Pa., in place 
of w. L. Hendricks. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 18, 1933. 

Charles H. Cullen to be postmaster at Derry, Pa., in place 
of W. T. Cruse. Incumbent's commission expired February 
14, 1935. 

Jacob Fink Lauffer to be postmaster at Export, Pa., in 
place of Alexander Hamilton. Incumbent's commission ex
pired January 9, 1935. 

Peter A. Conway to be postmaster at Girardville, Pa., in 
place of M. C. Cleaver, removed. 

Howard Walter Stough to be postmaster at Grapeville, Pa., 
in place of H. D. Klingensmith. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 18, 1933. 

Charles M. Shoup to be postmaster at Ligonier, Pa., in 
place of W. H. Lowry. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 9, 1935. 

Robert E. Pf au ts to be postmaster at Lititz, Pa., in place of 
P. M. Seaber, transferred. 

Wilford G. Stauffer to be postmaster at New Holland, Pa., 
in place of I. H. Snader. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 8, 1934. 

Joseph Regis, Jr., to be postmaster at Rimersburg, Pa., 
in place of C. A. Fritz. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 14, 1935. 

Frederick A. Phoenix to be postmaster at Shinglehouse, Pa., 
in place of A. F. Nichols. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 22, 1935. 

Thomas H. McKlveen to be postmaster at Trafford, Pa., in 
place of D. R. Clifford. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 9, 1935. 

Arthur R. Cramer to be postmaster at Bangor, Pa., in place 
of Whitfield Pritchard. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

Boyd E. Martin to be postmaster at Bentleyville, Pa., in 
place of W. J. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 9, 1935. 

Joseph R. Stanich to be postmaster at Bessemer, Pa., in 
place of H. A. Lago. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 9, 1935. 

Charles H. Beck to be postmaster at Bushkill, Pa., in place 
of L. E. Carpenter. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 28, 1935. 

Harry L. Hause to be postmaster at Catawissa, Pa., in place 
of L. C. Mensch. Incumbent's commission expired January 
9, 1935. 

C. William Boozer to be postmaster at Centre Hall, Pa., in 
place of R. M. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 21, 19~5. 

Sylverius A. Waltman to be postmaster at Chicora, Pa., in 
phtce of C. S. Bell. Incumbent's commission expired January 
9, 1935. 

Harry R. Schneitman to be postmaster at Elizabethtown, 
Pa., in place of A. S. Plummer, removed. 

Valentine L. Pfaff to be postmaster at Emlenton, Pa., in 
place of S. B. Daniels. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 22, 1935. 

Joseph J. Quinn to be postmaster at Gallitzin, Pa., in place 
of W. H. Weston. Incumbent's commission expired January 
9, 1935 . 

Robert M. Sutter to be postmaster at Homer City, Pa., in 
place of R. B. Kunkle. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1935. 

Earl W. Montague to be postmaster at Hughesville, Pa., in 
place of Paul Smith. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 28, 1935. 

John Harry Grube to be postmaster at Landisville, Pa., in 
place of F. H. Shenck. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 22, 1934. 

Kathryn A. B. Pinnock to be postmaster at Le Raysville, 
Pa., in place of S. F. Williams. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 14, 1935. 

Fleetwood W. Brumbaugh to be postmaster at Martins
burg, Pa., in place of A. R. Lykens. Incumbent's commis
sion expired January 9, 1935. 

Jay c. Watts to be postmaster at Millville, Pa., in place 
of J. W. Biddle. Incumbent's commission expired January 
28, 1935. 

Alexander Grafton Sullivan to be postmaster at New Kens
ington, Pa., in place of Kenneth Cooper. Incumbent's com
mission expired March 2, 1935. 

Eleanor s. Casey to be postmaster at Paoli, Pa., in place 
of E. M. Shinton. Incumbent's commission expired January 
8, 1934. 

James E. Dereich to be postmaster at Perrysville, Pa., in 
place of C. J. Hieber. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 28, 1935. 

Joseph R. Roach to be postmaster at Petrolia, Pa., in place 
of s. E. Crawford. Incumbent's commission expired Janu
ary 9, 1935. 

Lisle H. Deviney to be postmaster at Pitcairn, Pa., in place 
of P. C. Rupp. Incumbent's commission expired February 
25, 1935. . 

Jacob S. Williams to be postmaster at Port Matilda, Pa., 
in place of W. J. Woodring. Incumbent's commission ex
pired June 20, 1934. 

Philip B. Thompson to be postmaster at Rutledge, Pa., in 
place of W. K. Pearce. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 26, 1933. 

Hazel C. Wingard to be postmaster at Spring Mills, Pa., 
in place of C. A. Wingard. Incumbent's commission ex
pired March 2, 1935. 

Lillie B. Atkin to be pastmaster at Tidioute, Pa., in place 
of H. A. Fuellhart. Incumbent's commission expired June 
20, 1934. 

Harry H. Howell to be postmaster at Union Daie, Pa., in 
place of H. T. Williams. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

George J. Moses to be postmaster at West Chester, Pa., in 
place of Wayne Elliott, resi~ed. 

RHODE ISLAND 

Ralph H. Chapman to be postmaster at Esmond, R. I., in 
place of R. H. Chapman. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 18, 1934. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Arthur M. Parker to be postmaster at Lake City, S. C., in 
place of G. E. Munn. Incumbent's commission expired De
cember 20, 1934. 

James M. Riley to be postmaster at Allendale, S. C., in 
place of J.C. Spann, resigned. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA 

Frederick J. Bowar to be postmaster at Reliance, S. Dak., 
in place of B. P. Humphreys. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 4, 1935. 

Harold F. Gilbert to be postmaster at Buffalo, S. Dak., tn 
place of A. D. Flagg, removed. 

Charles E. Smith to be postmaster at Lemmon. S. Dak., 
in place of C. E. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

Ralph V. Millstead to be postmaster at Philip, S. Dak., in 
place of C. A. Carlson, removed. 

Oscar C. Larson to be postmaster at Valley Springs, S. 
Dak., in place of A. B. Elliott. Incumbent's commission 
expired January 7, 1935. 

TENNESSEE 

James R. Hobbs to be postmaster at Lebanon. Tenn., in 
place of T. E. Bryan. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 3, 1931. 

Joseph McDonald Ernest to be postmaster at Oliver 
Springs, Tenn., in place of M. G. Booth, resigned. 

Vance C. Pendleton to be postmaster at Bullsgap, Tenn., in 
place of J. A. Berry, resigned. 

William H. Pritchett to be postmaster at Dresden, Tenn., 
in place of S. A. Winstead. Incumbent's. commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

Grace G. Shell to be postmaster at Elizabethton, Tenn., 
in place of R. T. Johnson, Jr., resigned. 

Lee N. Alley to be postmaster at Oakdale, Tenn., in place 
of L. M. Jeffers, resigned. 

TEXAS 

Victor D. Brown to be postmaster at Centerville, Tex., in 
place of Hester Thomason, resigned. 

Chevis R. Cleveland to be postmaster at Granbury, Tex., 
in place of S. D. Smith, deceased. 

Alwyn L. Golden to be postmaster at Leonard, Tex., in 
place of J. L. Dillon. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 13, 1935. 

Olen C. Arthur to be postmaster at Spur, Tex., in place 
of L. H. Perry. Incumbent's commission expired February 
25, 1935. 

Waster E. Everett to be postmaster at Lometa, Tex., in 
place of J.E. Moore. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 20, 1935. 

Phil s. Bouchier to be postmaster at Post, Tex., in place of 
C. A. Quails, removed. 

Lyndsay W. Phillips to be postmaster at Stephenville, Tex., 
in place of T. H. Perry, removed. 

Alice Hines to be postmaster at Venus, Tex., in place of 
T. W. Hines, deceased. 

UTAH 
Mary Jeanette M. Smith to be postmaster at Farmington, 

Utah, in place of Annie Palmer. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 5, 1935. 

Frank Gibson Eastman to be postmaster at Tooele, Utah, 
in place of A. L. Hanks. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

VERMONT 

Forrest E. Allen to be postmaster at Bradford, Vt., in place 
of B. W. Crafts. Incumbent's commission expired February 
25, 1935. 

Frederick H. Horsford to be ix>stmaster at Charlotte, Vt., 
in place of F. S. Williams. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1935. 

VIRGINIA 
Robert C. Wilkinson to be postmaster at Warm Springs, 

Va., in place of R. M. Cleek. Incumbent's commission ex
pired January 13, 1935. 

WASHINGTON 

George E. Starr to be postmaster at Seattle, Wash, in 
place of C. M. Perkins, transferred. 

George L. Gordon to be postmaster at Silverdale, Wash., 
in place of R. E. Gordon. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 22, 1935. 
~ George C. Eller to be postmaster at Wenatchee, Wash., · 
in place of A. A. Bousquet. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 6, 1935. 

Roy Emerson to be·postmaster at North Bonneville, Wash. 
Office became Presidential January 1, 1935. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Virgil W. Knight to be postmaster SJt Burnsville, W. Va., 
in place of W. M. Kidd. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 6, 1935. 

Glenn A. Fowler to be postmaster at Harrisville, W. Va., 
in place of E. M. Pierpoint. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1935. 

Lee S. Switzer to be ix>stmaster at Westop., W. Va., in place 
of J. W. Farnsworth. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 20, 1935. 

Oma Corder to be postmaster at West Union, W. Va., 
in place of F. E. Strickling. Incumbent's commission ex
pired February 6, 1935. 

WISCONSIN 

John R. Bernard to be postmaster at Necedah, Wis., in 
-place of G. W. Taft. Incumbent's commission expired Jan
uary 22, 1935. 

John H. Hillberry to be postmaster at Blue River, Wis., in 
place of F. D. Bartels. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935.· 

Virgil R. Hines to be postmaster at East Ellsworth, Wis., 
in place of Blanch Lyon. Incu.mbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1935. 

Tony W. Schuh to be postmaster at Elcho, Wis., in place 
of R. J. Hansen. Incumbent's commission expired Febru
ary 25, 1935. 

Andrew J. Clark to be postmaster at Milltown, Wis., in 
place of J. D. Nicholson. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. · 

George Lincoln Abraham to be postmaster at Minocqua, 
Wis., in place of E. R. Schilling. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 25, 1935. 

Francis J. Kugle to be postmaster at Reedsville, Wis., in 
place of L. A. Busse. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 25, 1935. 

John W. Kelley to be postmaster at Rhinelander, Wis., in 
place of P. P. Dandoneau, deceased. 

William F. Garvin to be postmaster at Rio, Wis., in place 
of C. L. Schultz. Incumbent's commission expired January 
22, 1935. 

Herman S. Morris to be postmaster at Sharon, Wis., in 
place of C. L. Wolf. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 25, 1935. 

Aaron R. White to be postmaster at Wonewoc, Wis., in 
place of E. G. Lawsha. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1935. 

WYOMING 

John Barwick to be postmaster at Superior, Wyo., in 
place of H. A. Wylam. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 18, 1934. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate August 5 

(legislative day of July 29), 1935 

JUDGE OF CmcUIT COURT, TERRITORY OF HAWAII 

Albert M. Cristy, second judge, first circuit, Territory of 
Hawaii. 

POSTMASTERS 

NEW YORK 

John Hartigan, Chatham. 
James A. Wigg, Hyde Park. 
Mae J. Pessenar, Pine Hill. 

WITHDRAWAL 
Executive nomination · withdrawn· from ·the Senate August 5 

(legislative day of July 29), 1935 

POSTMASTER 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Wallace W. O'Hara to be postmaster at Neche, in the State 
of North Dakota. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATJVES 
MONDAY, AUGUST 5, 1935 

H. R. 8270. An act to enable the .Legislature of the Terri
tory of Hawaii to authorize the issuance of certain bonds, 
and for other purposes. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. H. NEWLIN MEGILL 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com-
offered the following prayer: munication: 

o Thou who are the burden bearer and the Lamb of sacri
fice from the beginning of the world, we pray Thee to make 
our lives larger and stronger, wiser and better. Wherever 
they are do Thou comfort the sick and the captives of mis
fortune· look with loving favor upon all little children. 
Grant tliat our daily demeanor may be a manifestation of 
:fidelity and devotion to duty; may it show forth the wor
thiness of our high calling. Father in Heaven, free our 
understanding from all fatal errors and release our souls 
from the clogging and binding fetters of sense. Blessed 
Lord, open our eyes that we may see the spiritual univer~, 
the new life, and the undying world. Through Jesus Christ 
our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, August 3, 1935, 
was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the House that _on the 
following dates the President approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the House of the following titles: 

On August 2, 1935: 
H. R. 3061. An act to authorize the adjustment of the 

boundaries of the Chelan National Forest in the State of 
Washington; 

H. R. 4410. An act granting a renewal of Patent No. 54296 
relating to the badge of the American Legion; 

H. R. 4413. An act granting a renewal of Patent No. 55398 
relating to the badge of the American Legion Auxiliary; 

H.R. 5917. An act to provide for the appointment of addi
tional United States judges; 

H. R. 8297. An act to amend so much of the First Defi
ciency Appropriation Act, fiscal year 1921, approved March 1, 
1921, as relates to the printing and distribution of a revised 
edition of Hinds' Parliamentary Precedents of the House of 
Representatives; 

H.J. Res. 182. Joint resolution to provide for membership 
of the United States in the Pan American Institute of Ge
ography and History, and to authorize the President to ex
tend an invitation for the next general assembly of the insti
tute to meet in the United States in 1935, and to provide an 
appropriation for expenses thereof; and 

H.J. Res. 208. Joint resolution to provide for the observance 
and celebration of the one hundred and :fiftieth anniversary 
of the adoption of the Ordinance of 1787 and the settlement 
of the Northwest Territory. 

On August 3, 1935: 
H. R. 29. An act to amend the laws relating to proctors' 

and marshals' fees and bonds and stipulations in suits in 
admiralty; 

H. R. 3430. An act to amend the act approved May 14, 
1930, entitled "An act to reorganize the administration of 
Federal prisons, to authorize the Attorney General to con
tract for the care of United States prisoners, to establish 
Federal jails, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6703. An act for the relief of Joanna Forsyth; 
:H. R. 7050. An act to amend the act of June 7, 1930 (ch. 

634, 46 Stat. 820); 
H. R. 7882. An act to authorize the incorporated city of 

Anchorage, Alaska, to construct a municipal building and 
purchase and install a modern telephone exchange, and for 
such purposes to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$75,000; and to authorize said city to accept grants of money 
to aid it in financing any public works; 

H. R. 8209. An act temporarily to exempt refunding bonds 
of the government of Puerto Rico from the limitation of 
public indebtedness under the Organic Act; and 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CLERK'S OFFICE, 

Washington, D. C., August 2, 1935. 
The SPEAKER, House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
Sm: Desiring to be temporarily absent from my otnce, I hereby 

designate Mr. H. Newlin Megill, an offi.cial in my offi.ce, to sign any 
and,. all papers for me which he would be authorized to sign by 
virtue of this designation and of clause 4, rule III, of the House. 

Yours respectfully, 
SOUTH TRIMBLE, 

Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

A PLEA FOR THE WINNEBAGO INDIANS 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks and include therein an affidavit on the 
Winnebago Indians. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention of 

Members of this House of Representatives to the plight of 
the Winnebago Tribe of Indians, who are my constituents, 
and who now live in my district-the Third Nebraska. At 
the same time I wish to plead their cause and ask support of 
Members for my bill, H. R. 6740, which has been reported 
favorably by the House Committee on Indian Affairs. 

After careful study and much consideration it is my be
lief that these Indians have not been treated fairly by our 
Government and I feel that my bill should be passed in 
order that these Government wards shaU be given the same 
opportunity as members of other tribes-to appear in the 
Court of Claims and secure justice. 

My bill calls for the amending of an act approved De
cember 17, 1928, entitled "An act conferring jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and 
enter judgment thereon in claims which the Winnebago 
Tribe of Indians may have against the United States, and for 
other purposes." 

The story of the sufferings of members of the Winnebago 
Tribe is one which should touch the hearts of every Member 
of this House. ·These people are entitled to be heard in 
the Coill't of Claims. This peace-loving tribe of Indians 
have not waged war against the white, but were victims 
of circumstance. They were driven from their homes and 
their lands and homes were taken from them because of 
the acts of some other tribe of Indians. The Winnebagos 
were "sent down the river" into a strange country. Their 
lands were sold by our Government to homesteaders. Ameri
can people believe in fair play, and I plead with you that 
you study this bill and report, which has been filed by the 
House Committee on Indian Affairs. 

George W. Maypenny, in Our Indian Wards, tells much 
about how these Winnebago Indians were treated after the 
massacre of the whites by another Indian tribe in Minne
sota. I give this story to Members in order that you may 
know more of these particulars. 

The Winnebagoes, not by reason of anything done by them, but 
because of the massacre of the whites by the Sioux in Minnesota in 
1862, and the excited feeling growing out of that sad affair, were 
compelled to leave their reservation 1n that State. Congress, i:a 
response to the demand of the people in the region in which they 
lived, passed an act providing for their removal. They had no 
previous warning, and remonstrated against this act of injustice, 
but their protest was unheeded. They were, as stated, taken on 
boats and carried down the Mississippi and up the Missouri to 
Crow Creek. All were dissatisfied with their treatment on the 
journey and their location at Crow Creek. Much sickness pre
vailed and many died. They were living in Minnesota in peace 
and quiet, and had been so for years. They had made consider
able advancement in civilization. Many of them had farms and 
houses, and had acquired habits of industry and economy. 

Such was their dissatisfaction at Crow Creek that large numbers 
of them during the summer and fall made their way down the 
Missouri in canoes, landing at different points, where they managed 
to live through the winter of 186~. It is said that at the t1In~ 
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of their forcible removal they were supplied with grain, ·stock, im
plements of husbandry, etc., most of which were stolen or de
stroyed, since they were unable to take their property with them. 
Little Hill, a Winnebago chief, thus told the story at Dakota City, 
Nebr., to a member of the joint committee of Congress, charged 
With the investigation of Ind1an a.trairs in 1865. The chief said: 

"You a.re one of our friends, as it appears. We a.re very glad 
to meet you here. Here are some of our old chiefs with me, but 
not all. And we will tell you something about how we have lived 
for the past 4 years. Now you see me here today. Formerly I did 
not llve as I now do . . We used to .uve in Minnesota. While we 
lived in Minnesota we used to live in good houses, and always took 
our Great Father's advice and d1d whatever he told us to do. We 
used to fa.rm and raise a crop of all we wanted every year. While 
we llved there we had teams of our own. Each family had a span 
of horses or oxen to work, and had plenty o! ponies; now we have 
nothing. 

" While we lived in Minnesota another tribe of Ind1ans com
mitted depredations against the whites, and then we were com
pelled to leave Minnesota. We did not think we would be removed 
from Minnesota, never expected to leave; and we were compelled 
to leave so suddenly that we were not prepared; not many could 
sell their ponies and things they had. The superintendent of the 
farm for the Winnebagoes was to take care of the ponies we left 
there and bring them on to where we went, but he only brought 
to Crow Creek about 50, and the rest we do not know what became 
of them. Most all of us had put in our crops that spring before 
we left, and we had to go and leave everything but our clothes a:nd 
household things; we had but 4 days' notice. Some left their 
houses just as they were, with their stoves and household things 
in them. They promised they would bring all our ponies, but they 
only brought 50, and the hostile Sioux came one night and stole 
all these away. · 

" In the first place, when we started from Minnesota, they told 
us they had got a good country for us, where they were going 
to put us. After we got on a boat we were as though in a prison. 
We were fed on dry stuff all the time. After we got there (to 
Crow Creek), they sometimes gave us rations, but not enough 
to go round most of the time. Some would have to go without 
eating 2 or 3 days. It was not a good country: it was all 
dust. We found, after a while, that we could not live there. 
Many of them (the women and children) died because they could 
not get enough to eat. We do not know who was to blame. They 
had a cottonwood trough made and put beef in it, and some
times a whole barrel of fiour and a piece of pork, and let it etand 
a whole night, and the next morning, after cooking it, would give 
us some to eat. We tried to use it, but many got sick on it and 
died. 

" I am telling nothing but the truth. They also put in the 
unwashed intestines of the beeves, and liver and the lights, and 
after dipping out the soup, the bottom would be very nasty and 
oH'ensive. The pork and the fiour that we left in Minnesota that 
belonged to us was brought over to Crow Creek and sold to us 
by our storekeepers at Crow Creek. For myself, I thought I 
could stay there for a while and see the country, but I found 
it wasn't a good country. 

" I lost six of my children, and so I came down the Missouri. 
When I got ready to start some soldiers came there and told me 11 
I started they would fire on me. I had 30 canoes ready to start. 
No one interceded with the sold1ers to permit me to go; but the 
next night I got away, and started down the river; and when I got 
down as far as the town of Yankton, I found a man there and got 
some provisions; then came on down farther and got more provi
sions, and then went on to the Omahas. After we got to the 
Omahas somebody gave me a sack of flour and someone told us 
to go to the other side of the Missouri and camp, and we did so. 
We thought we would keep on down the river, but someone came 
and told us to stay, and we have been there ever since." 

Little Hill's narrative is quite lengthy, and in all its parts is 
corroborated by Big Bear, Little Chief, and Docorah, a.II Winnebago 
chiefs. Big Bear, in his testimony, contrasts the treatment of the 
Indians with what it was "many years ago" when they lived in 
the State of Iowa " when the men used to get two pairs of blankets 
apiece, but we do not know", said he, " what becomes of the goods 
now." 

Mr. speaker, I also include with my remarks the affidavit 
of Joseph La Mere, which has a bearing on this subject: 

JOSEPH A. LA MERE AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF NEBRASKA, 
Thurston County, ss: 

Joseph A. Le Mere being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
That he is a member of the Winnebago tribe of Indians in Ne
braska, 78 years old at his next birthday in December. That he 
lived with the Winnebago Indians on their reservation 1n Blue 
Earth County, Minn., during the last 7 years of the 8 years that 
the tribe lived on this reservation, and has lived continuously with 
them since that date. That at the time of the removal of the 
Winnebago Indians from their reservation in Blue Earth County, 
affiant was 13 years of age and remembers well the circumstances 
of that terrible time. · 

Amant states that he knows positively from his own knowledge 
and from traditions of his people that they were always at peace 
and were friendly with the white man. That as far back as he 
can remember, and as tar back as amant is acquainted with the 
tribal . tradition, the Winnebagos have always recogn17.ed the 
superior power of the white man, both Jn numbers and Jn de-

velopment, and- the · pollcy of his people h:as always been -one of 
conciliation with the white race. There may have been trouble 
at times between individual members of his tribe and white 
people, but there never was war between the Winnebago Tribe of 
Indians and the whites. That notwithstanding this fact the 
Winnebago Indians were slandered and accused of being parties 
to the New Ulm, Minn., massacre. 

This accusation excited the Ind1ans, and there was much talk 
about it, so an investigation was made by the Indians and it was 
found that the report was entirely false and that no Winnebago 
lnd1ans participated in or were parties to that massacre. The 
Sioux and the Winnebagos visited each other, but only a few did 
this, and that at the time of the massacre a few Winnebagos were 
at the Sioux Reservation but knew nothing of what was happening 
until afterward, when they 1mmed1ately left and returned home. 
After the massacre some Sioux Indians came and were hiding o_ut 
on the Winnebago Ind1an Reserve, and three of these who were 
caught were executed by the Winnebagos for having participated 
in the massacre. Affiant remembers well the excitement of that 
time and knows the fact to be that the Winnebago Ind1ans were. 
not in any manner connected with the massacre and there was no· 
foundation for the accusations made against them. 

The Indians did not know or believe that these accusations were 
so serious until they were informed by officials that the Great 
Father at Washington reqtiired them to move at once to a place at 
Crow Creek, Dak. The Indians were unwilling to leave their res
ervation, but no time was given for consideration; they were loaded 
below deck on shipboard, with otncers and soldiers above; they 
were packed in so tightly that there was great suH'ering right from 
the beginning, and thus the trip for Crow Creek, Dak., was be
gun. The Indians were unwilling to go aboard ship, but most of 
them obeyed the orders of the officers in charge to get aboard. 
The band of Chief Winnesheik resisted the orders and refused to 
embark; these were forced aboard by soldiers and were sent with 
the rest. 

The embarkation and departure was so abrupt that no one 
had any time to dispose of personal property or pack and bring 
it along, so it was wholly lost by being left behind. Had the 
belongings been assembled to carry along it would have been 
impossible to do so, for every inch of ·space on the boat was 
occupied, the Indians being crowded like sardines in a box. 
The Winnebagoes in Minnesota were d1vided into 12 bands, not' 
one of which was wllllng to surrender and leave their reserva
tion, but the band of Chie! Winnesheik was the only one to otter 
open resistance to orders of the Government. Chief Baptiste, of 
the band to which amant belonged, persuaded his band to obey 
the orders, and he went with them to Crow Creek. The chief 
soon returned to Minnesota, where he remained for many years .. 
but fin.ally moved to the reservation in Nebraska, where he d1ed. 

Chief Baptiste was treated well in Mlmiesota and he explained 
that the officials had induced him to persuade his band to move. 
That they had given him presents and that they gave him $500 
in cash and 80 acres of land to induce him to betray his people; 
he also said he did not know things would bfl so bad at Crow 
Creek. These things were not said to affiant by Chief Baptiste, 
but were of common report on the reservation. That the tribe 
was well housed and well fixed in their homes at Blue Earth 
Reservation; that they had plenty in provisions and clothing, 
and were contented and happy. That the e_xperience of the trip 
from Minnesota to Crow Creek was horrible; that cattle and hogs 
are incomparably better treated in shipment to market than were 
the lnd1ans on this trip to Crow Creek. They were a long time 
in getting there, and when they arrived at Crow Creek there was 
no home to go to. They arrived there with Just what they had on 
their backs. 

The su1fering of the Indians on this trip had been severe, and 
the treatment received at the hands ·of those in charge was most 
inhuman. The arrival at Crow Creek brought to them no relief. 
With no proper shelter to protect them from the inclement cli
mate, the lnd1ans su1fered severely. The food was very scarce, and 
what there was was hardly fit to eat. Drought destroyed the crops 
we attempted to raise, and during the 2 years that we remained 
at Crow Creek more than 600 of our people died from exposure and 
malnutrition. George W. Manypenny has attempted to describe 
the suffering of the Indians at Crow Creek, but this cannot be. 
done, what he has said is true, but it 1s impossible to write and de
scribe the horrors suH'ered during this terrible time. The officials 
or those tn charge at Crow Creek were inhuman. The Indians have 
always thought that the Government would have provided had the 
truth been known at Washington, and that gross slander and de
ception caused the Government to remove the Indians from their 
reservat~on in Minnesota, where they had good homes and were· 
prosperous and comfortable to the hell at Crow Creek, Dakota. 
Affiant states that there is. no place to end an affidavit like this, 
but thinks this is long enough. He could spend weeks reca.lling 
and describing the brutal happenings at Crow Creek, Dakota. Over 
600 Indians lost their lives, many were able to get past the guards 
and flee, a.ffia.nt was among those who remained until the end. 

JOSEPH A . LA MERE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 16th day of May 1928. 
(SEAL) D. D. WHITCOMB, 

Not ary Public. 

PRESERVATION OF THE AMERICAN CONSTITUTION 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my l".emarks in the RECORD by inserting therein an 
address which I made in Boston last week. · 



1935 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 12497 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from New Hampshire? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TOBEY. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my 

remarks in the RECORD, I include my address on July 30 in 
Faneuil Hall, Boston, at a nonpartisan meeting under the 
auspices of various patriotic women's organizations of Mas
sachusetts: 

No subject could be more timely than that which calls us here 
tonight, the preservation of the American Constitution and the 
liberties thereunder. And there could be no more appropriate 
place for the consideration of this subject than in this historic 
hall, so justly called " the cradle of liberty." 

Here for more than a century the principles of. free government 
have been defended, and these walls have echoed and reechoed the 
words of those who have defended the Nation from attacks on the 
liberties of a free people. 

What is the occasion for such a meeting as this? 
The Constitution is under attack, and its enemies are to be 

found sitting in high places in the Government service. 
Suddenly their words and actions have become understandable 

to us. The scales have fallen from our eyes. We have begun to 
see what is being attempted. It is time to be aroused. 

What gives rise to our concern and apprehension? 
Let me present the case as I see it. 
For a century and a half now this Nation has had its Federal 

Constitution, the fundamental law of our land. Under its provi
sions and the interpretations thereof by the Supreme Court, the 
Nation has grown from an infant in swaddling clothes to the lead
ing Nation in the world. 

Under its provisions every citizen, whatever his station in life, 1s 
guaranteed religious and civic liberty, freedom of speech, the right 
of assembly, the right to petition his Government for redress of 
grievances, the security of home against unreasonable search and 
seizure, and may not be deprived of life, liberty, or property without 
due process of law. 

Material benefits and blessings have come to our citizens. They 
enjoy the highest standards of living the world over, shorter 
hours of work, improved health conditions, superior educational 
advantages, and many others. 

Despite the noisy chorus of critic peep and cynic bark aimed 
at the Constitution, and its having been challenged as outmoded, 
the fact remains that these guaranties and benefits accrue to every 
citizen regardless of his lot or station in life. And whlle as a 
Nation we have many weaknesses, and injustice may for a time 
hold sway, yet it remains true that the proudest title anyone 
can bear ts to be able to say, "I am an American citizen." 

All the powers of the Constitution come from the people, who 
can change it when they believe it wise and necessary. It is the 
Magna Charta of their liberties. 

The Constitution prescribes our form of government--three co
ordinate branches-the executive, the legislative, and the judicial. 
Each has its peculiar and separate functions, and no one should 
encroach upon the field of any other. 

Washington, realizing such a potential danger, wrote: "But let 
there be no change by usurpation. • • • It is the customary 
weapon by which free governments are destroyed." 

But, notwithstanding this injunction, instance after instance 
can be cited showing attempts of the Executive to encroach upon 
the powers of the legislative branch, contravening the intent of 
the Constitution, and contrary to the oath of office in which he 
swears to defend and preserve the Constitution. 

It is a deplorable fact that the functioning of Congress as a 
deliberative body is almost a thing of the past. The Executive 
and his so-called "brain trust" originate legislation far-reaching 
in its Import. It has often come to us from such parentage ac
companied by a nursemaid in the shape of a gag rule. Under such 
rules there is but little opportunity for debate in the House, and 
amendments are often 11m1ted. 

In the Senate the rules permit of freer debate; but even there, 
because of administration pressure, its passage is usually assured. 

To most intents and purposes the legislative branch of our Gov
ernment has ceased to function as the Constitution prescribes and 
intended, and the tragic feature is that no one seems very much 
concerned, and usance may make such practices the accepted 
order. 

Legislation by coercion has become the common thing. Im
portant bills are placed in the hands of committee chairmen, the 
origin or authorship of which it is almost impossible to ascertain. 
Many of these bills are the product of a group of young lawyers 
in various Government bureaus and commissions. Young men not 
long out of college, long on theory, but woefully lacking in experi
ence, and actuated by a philosophy which bodes 111 for our form of 
government. 

Under administration endorsement and pressure, such bills have 
become law. Among the coercive infiuences used to bring about 
their passage are promises of patronage, and contributions from the 
great funds made available for relief and public-works programs. 

Yet vicious and unsound as such practices are, they are less Im
portant than the efl'orts of the administration to circumvent and 
evade the Constitution itself. 

In 1933, with the incoming of the new aclm1nistrat1on, in the 
aftermath of a world-wide financial and economic depression, the 
Congress was asked to pass a series of measures declared necessary 
to meet an emergency. It was then stated that these measures were 

but temporary, and would either lapse or be suspended by Execu
tive order once the emergency was behind us. 

Emergency. What legislative monstrosities have been conceived 
and born in thy name. 

Let me give a few illustrations. 
There was the absurdity of thousands of laws having been set 

up by executive decree, disobedience thereto constituting a crime; 
there was the issuance of thousands of Executive orders having 
the force of law, not codified and arranged so that one might 
know if they were bemg infringed; there was the storekeeper who 
was convicted and punished because he dared to give a loaf of 
bread with the sale of a quart of milk; there was the tailor 
convicted and imprisoned because he charged less than code price 
for pressing a pair of trousers; and in terrible contrast there were 
great corporations, which, freed from the operations of the anti
trust laws, got together with their fellows, and crucified small 
business concerns all over the land, through price fl.xing, and 
through control of code committees and conditions thereunder; 
there are the processors of agrlcultural products being taxed to 
the extent of hundreds of millions of dollars, and then when it 
appeared that the courts might hold this tax unconstitutional, 
a law was passed by the lower House of Congress which would 
bar the processors from suing for refund, should the tax be held 
lllegal. 
- So we might go on ad absurdum, ad nauseam. 

Claude Bowers wrote a book descriptive of the reconstruction 
period, entitled "The Tragic Era." There is a superabundance 
of material available to some author from which to write a story 
of the past few years, and if availed of and written, it might 
fittingly be entitled " The Muddled Era." 

I assert, on good authority, that the Executive an dhis advisers 
felt that some of the more important of these measures were 
unconstitutional, but believed them justified to meet the emer
gency. 

I do not condemn them for this as I do for their later action, 
when, holding grave doubts as to their constitutionality, the ad
ministration used its great powers and infiuence to defer as long 
as possible determination as to their legality by the Supreme 
Court . . 

Such action is in my opinion neither ethical nor legal nor in 
harmony with the oath of office. 

The application of the phllosophy that the end justifies the 
means is fraught with grave danger. Our courts do not recognize 
it as a defense in cases involving the civil or moral code. It is 
presumption to attempt to make it square with the Constitution. 

Then there -came that day when the Supreme Court spoke, and 
rendered its epochal decisions--unanlmous decisions, against the 
administration and against the Executive. 

Impatient and exasperated by the scope and the unanimity of 
the decisions, the Executive in that memorable press conference, 
gave voice to criticisms which have opened the eyes of the Nation 
to the attitude of the administration toward the Constitution. 

Yet notwithstanding the decisions of the Court, the adminis
tration still seeks to circumvent and evade the Constitution by 
coercing Congress and further usurping the powers of tb.e legis
la tlve branch as set forth in that instrument. 

Stlll crying " emergency ", the President recently addressed a let
ter to the great Committee on Ways and Means with reference to 
the so-called " Gutrey coal blll ", saying: " I hope your committee 
wlll not permit doubt as to its constitutionality, however reason~ 
able, to block the suggested legislation." 

Truly an amazing request, but one which clearly lllustrates the 
philosophy behind much that is being attempted today in Wash
ingto~. 

To my mind such a request is at variance with the promise in 
his oath of office to preserve and defend the Constitution. 

A while ago I listened to the present Attorney General speak in 
defense of the Constitution, and well recall an outstanding sen
tence. He said: " There can be no qualified allegiance to the 
Constitution of the United States." I commend that statement to 
the administration. 

I challenge tonight this virtual disregard of the Constitution by 
the present administration; its usurpation of the constitutional 
powers of the Congress; the Imposing of the will of the Executive 
upon the Congress through coercion; its attempts to set the Su
preme Court at variance; and its audacity in expecting that body 
to approve unsound and lllegal proposals under the plea of an 
emergency. 

The Supreme Court, in the epochal Schechter decision, said: 
"Extraordinary conditions do not create or enlarge constitutional 
power", and Senator BoRAH well points out that it ts a fallacy to 
hold that because an emergency exists, this in some way enlarges 
the power of the Congress and the Executive under the Con
stitution. 

Now let us proceed from another angle. 
In the past 2 years there have been many attempts, some of 

them successful, to have the Federal Government take over the 
powers of the States, far beyond any grant of power which had 
been made by the States. I cannot refrain from wondering if 
our President is the same man who, as Governor of the great 
State of New York, a few years ago said: 

"As a matter of fact and law, the governing rights of the States 
are all of those which have not been surrendered to the National 
Government by the Constitution and its amendments. Wisely or 
not, Congress. was given power to legislate on prohibition, but this 
is not the case in the matter of a great number of other vital 
problems of government, such as the conduct of public utllities, 
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of banks, of insurance, of business, of agriculture, of education, 
and a dozen other important features. In these Washington must 
not be encouraged to interfere. Federal Government costs us 
$3,500,000,000 every year, and if we do not call a halt on this 
steady process of building commissions and regulatory bodies and 
special legislation, like huge inverted pyramids over everyone of 
the constitutional provisions, we will soon be spending many bil
lions of dollars more." 

What a tremendous contrast is evidenced in these statements 
made a few years ago as chief excutive of the great Empire State, 
and the recent attempts to evade the spirit and intent of the 
Constitution and invade the powers of S~ates thereunder. 

Do these attempts originate with the executive, or are they, as 
some of us believe, the product of a group, which, with scant 
respect for the constitutional order, believe it has passed its use
fulness, and would substitute their own un-American philosophy 
of government? · 

Fellow Americans, I challenge the philosophy of these theorists 
in Washington, who sit in the seat of the scornful, belittling the 
ideas and the ideals which have made our Nation great. All of us 
realize that in the years leading up to the depression, serious mis
takes were made, that in the mad rush for commercial and finan
cial power we cut corners and came very near the brink of chaos. 
But the thing to do is to face the facts, apply the necessary reme
dies under the Constitution, and shape our course ahead once 
more--not to tear down and demolish the structure which has 
sheltered us these 150 years, and not to disregard the lessons and 
experiences of the past. 

Every thinking person realizes that the passing years bring with 
them changed conditions which affect the lives of the people and 
the Nation. Here I give you the words of Lincoln to the Congress 
in 1862, when he said, " The dogmas of the quiet past are inade
quate to the stormy present. As our case is new, we must think 
anew and act anew." True today as it was then. 

The Constitution itself contains provisions for its adaptation to 
the needs of the people. The fathers, conscious of their own in
ability to visualize conditions beyond their day, wisely made pro
visions for its amendment. Jefferson said that the people must 
from time to tJme be attentive to amendments to the Constitution, 
to make it keep pace with the advance of the age, in science and 
experience. 

The question before us now, and !n the coming campaign in 
my opinion will be: Shall the people retain control of their polit
ical destinies, or will they grant to a single individual supreme 
power to rule over them? Shall democracy still obtain, or shall 
we permit such changes in our fundamental law as to potentially 
set up a Fascist or dictator regime in these United States? Such 
matters transcend mere partisanship. 

Forty years ago the book of the day was one bearing the Latin 
title " Quo Va.dis? " which, freely translated, asks the question, 
" Which way are you going? " Let us propound that question to 
ourselves as citizens of this Nation, in the light of the revelations 
and trends in this, our day. Then may there rise before us the 
picture of old St. John's Church in Richmond on that afternoon 
in May 1775, as in the meeting of the House of Burgesses, Patrick 
Henry sprang up, and in his great patriotic speech said, "I have 
but one light to guide my feet, and that is the lamp of experience, 
I know of but one way to judge the future and that is by the past." 

New Hampshire and Massachusetts have many common denomi
nators, but none greater than the part which eaeh State has played 
in the life and work of the immortal statesman, Daniel Webster. 
Born in New Hampshire, educated at Dartmouth College, starting 
his law practice in the Granite state, his later domicile in Massa
chusetts, his great legal attainments, his outstanding accomplish
ments in the Congress, his masterly defense of the Constitution; 
we join together in revering his memory. 

So tonight, in this historic hall, where he once lifted up his 
voice in defense of this same Constitution which we tonight de
fend, let him again speak through his words uttered at the one 
hundredth anniversary of the birth of Washington, warning of the 
dangers of tampering with the Constitution. 

" Other misfortunes may be borne or their effects overcome. 
If disastrous wars should sweep our commerce from the ocean, 
another generation may renew it; 11 it exhausts our Treasury, future 
industry may replenish it; if it desolates and lays waste our fields, 
still, under a new cultivation, they will grow green again and 
ripen to future harvests. 

" But who shall reconstruct the fabric of demolished Govern
ment; who shall rear again the well-proportioned columns of 
constitutional liberty; who shall frame together the skillful archi
tecture which unites national sovereignty with State rights, indi
vidual security, and public prosperity? No; if these columns fall, 
they will be raised not ·again." 

Webster, being dead, yet speaketh to us today, and out of the 
historic past of our Nation there come before us the spirit and ad
monitions of Madison, father of the Constitution; of Jefferson, co
author and colaborer with him; of Washington, man of prescience; 
of Marshall, interpreter of the Constitution; and of Lincoln, lover 
of mankind. Could these but speak to us today, I am confident 
that they would join in the admonition of Webster, and unite 
with us in calling to our fellow Americans to defend their handl
work, and in insisting upon maintaining the allocation of powers 
between the coordinate branches of our Government. as prescribed 
in the Constitution. 

In conclusion, let me point out that there is always the danger 
that our defense of and expressions of regard for the Constitution 
may be confined to lip service. Its effectiveness lies in proportion 

to its being made alive in the influence of the daily lives of the 
men and women who constitute the United States. 

It is said of Sparta in olden times that a stranger coming into 
the city was surprised at the lack of walls around it. Approach· 
1ng Lycurgus he asked, " Where are the walls of Sparta? " And 
Lycurgus, pointing to the masses of citizens as they passed to 
and fro in the market place, said: " These are the walls of 
Sparta." _ 

In like manner may the people of America, whose instrument 
the Constitution is and who themselves control its destiny, ap
praise anew the blessings and liberties which have been their 
heritage and constitute themselves as its powerful defense. 

To this high calling I summon you tonight. 

AN UNINTENTIONAL INJUSTICE TO VETERANS THAT SHOULD BE 
CORRECTED 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, unintentional but very ob

vious injustice is being done to thousands of veterans 
throughout the United States in the administration of work 
relief. I have brought this matter to the attention of Hon. 
Harry Hopkins, the Works Progress Administrator, and I 
hope that an amendment to the regulations may speedily be 
adopted which will terminate this discrimination. - My letter 
to Mr. Hopkins is as follows: 

My dear _Mr. HOPKINS: In the performance of my _ duties as a. 
Member of Congress I am called upon to assist many veterans who 
draw low rates of compensation and who find that in the adminis
tration of Government relief they are automatically cut off by 
existing regulations from participating in work relief with its 
higher monthly benefits. This, it seems to me, is an unintentional 
but very obvious injustice imposed upon many thousands of vet· 
erans throughout the United States, and is, in fact, a wrong that 
should be speedily corrected. 

As a concrete illustration I quote from a letter just received 
from an Indianapolis veteran, who says: " Just a few lines in regard 
to a job on this F. E. R. A. work. I have been up to see them about 
a job, and they tell me that I have to be on relief. I am an 
ex-soldier and I draw $22.50 a month compensation, and I can't get 
on relief. I am living with my father, who is going blind, and we 
cannot make it on what I get. I have lived in this city all my 
life." 

If this veteran were not drawing a small pittance from the Gov
ernment in the form of veterans' compensation he would be on 
relief and would be eligible for work relief at a salary somewhere 
between $55 and $94 a month, according to his qualifications, but 
in no event less than $55 a month. 

All over the United States veterans are finding, or will find, them
selves shut out of work-relief employment for the reasons cited by 
my constituent. I feel sure that it is not the intention that any 
injustice should be done the veterans in the administration of the 
great work-relief program. For that reason I wish to pre!sent the 
suggestion that the regulations shall be so amended that veterax:s 
may at least be granted enough days' work each month to make 
up the difference between the amount of their meager compensa
tion and the amount they would receive regularly if they were on 
relief and were transferred from the relief rolls to work relief. In 
that event the constituent whose letter is quoted above would be 
allowed work equivalent to $32.50 per month, if his status is that 
of a common laborer, or more if his qualifications are· of a. higner 
order. 

I know that, there is no thought or purpose to discriminate 
against the men who fought to save the Nation in its darkest hours, 
and I respectfully ask that the regulations be modified so as to 
wipe out the real injustice that now exists in the administration of 
work relief. 

Very sincerely yours, 
Loms Lunr.ow, M. C. 

THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fallowing mes
sage from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Insular Mairs: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

As required by section 19 of the act of Congress approved 
August 29, 1916, entitled "An act to declare the purp"ose of 
the people of the United States as to the future political 
status of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to pro
vide a more autonomous government for those islands ", I 
transmit herewith a set of the laws and resolutions enacted 
by the Tenth Philippine Legislature during its first regular 
session, from July 16 to November 8, 1934, and its first spe
cial session, April 8, 1935. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
Tm: Wmn HOUSE, AugU3t 5~ 1935. 
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REVENUE BILL OF 1935 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business today is the mo
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts to recommit the 
bill CH. R. 8974) to provide revenue, equalize taxation, and 
for other purposes. 

The motion to recommit was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the 

bill. 
Mr. DOUGHTON and Mr. SNELL demanded the yeas and 

nays. 
- The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 282, nays 
95, not voting 52, as fallows: · 

Ada tr 
Am.lie 
Andresen 
Arnold 
Ashbrook 
Ayers 
Beam 
Belter 
Bell 
Berlin 
Binderup 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Boehne 
Boileau 
Boland 
Boylan 
Brennan 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Mich. 
Brunner 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Buckler, Minn. 
Buckley, N. Y. 
Burdick 
Caldwell 
Cannon, Mo. 
Cannon, Wis. 
Carlson 
Carmichael 
Carpenter 
Cary 
Casey 
Castellow 
Cell er 
Chandler 
Citron 
Clark, Idaho 
Coffee 
Colden 
Cole, Md. 
Colmer 
Connery 
Cooley 
Cooper, Tenn. 
Costello 
cox 
Cravens 
Crosby 
Cross, Tex. 
Crosser, Ohio 
Crowe 
Cummings 
Daly 
Dear 
Deen 
Delaney 
DeRouen 
Dies 
Dingell 
Disney 
Dobbins 
Dorsey 
Doughton 
Doxey 
Drewry 
Driscoll 
Driver 

Allen 
Andrew, Mass. 
Andrews, N. Y. 
Arends 
Bacharach 
Bacon 
Biermann 
Blackney 
Bland 
Bolton 
Buckbee 
Burch 

(Roll No. 154) 
YEAS-282 

Duffey, Ohio Kopplemann 
Duffy, N. Y. Kramer 
Duncan Kvale 
Dunn, Pa. Lambertson 
Eagle Lambeth 
Eckert Larrabee 
Ekwall Lea, Calif. 
Ellenbogen Lemke 
Evans Lewis, Colo. 
Faddis Lewis, Md. 
Farley Lloyd 
Fleslnger Lucas 
Fitzpatrick Luckey 
Flannagan Ludlow 
Fletcher · Lundeen 
Ford, Calif. McAndrews 
Ford, Miss. McClellan 
Fuller McCormack 
Fulmer McFarlane 
Gambrill McGehee 
Gasque McGrath 
Gassaway McLaughlin 
Gehrmann McReynolds 
Gilchrist Mcswain 
Gildea Mahon 
Glllette Maloney 
Gingery Mansfield 
Goldsborough Marcantonio 
Gray, Ind. Martin, Colo. 
Gray, Pa. Mason 
Green Massingale 
Greenway Maverick 
Greenwood May 
Gregory Mead 
Griswold Meeks 
Guyer Merritt, N. Y. 
Gwynne Mitchell, Ill. 
Haines Mitchell, Tenn. 
Hamlin Monaghan 
Hancock, N. C. Montet 
Harlan Moran 
Hart Moritz 
Harter Mott 
Healey Murdock 
Higgins, Mass. Nelson 
Hildebrandt Nichols 
Hlll, Ala. Norton 
Hlll, Knute O'Brien 
Hlll, Samuel B. O'Connor 
Hobbs O'Day 
Hoeppel O'Leary 
Hook O'Malley 
Hope O'Neal 
Houston Owen 
Huddleston Palmisano 
Hull Parsons 
Imhoff Patman 
Johnson. Okla. Patterson 
Johnson. Tex. Patton 
Johnson, W. Va. Pearson 
Jones Peterson, Fla. 
Kee Pettenglll 
Keller Pfeifer 
Kelly Pierce 
Kennedy, Md. Pittenger 
Kennedy, N. Y. Polk 
Kenney Quinn 
Kerr Rabaut 
Kloeb Ramsay 
Kniffin Rams peck 
Kocialkowski Randolph 
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Burnham 
Carter 
Cavicchia 
Christianson 
Church 
Cole, N. Y. 
Collins 
Cooper, Ohio 
Crawford 
Crowther 
Darden 
Darrow 

Dempsey 
Dirksen 
Ditter 
Dondero 
Dautrich 
Eaton 
Engel 
Engle bright 
Fish 
Focht 
Gavagan 
Gearhart 

Rankin 
·Rayburn 
Remy 
Rich 
Richards 
Robinson, Utah 
Rogers, Okla. 
Romjue 
Ryan 
Saba th 
Sadowski 
Sanders, La. 
Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Sauthoff 
Schaefer 
Schneider 
Schuetz 
Schulte 
Scott 
Scrugham 
Sears 
Secrest 
Strovich 
Sisson 
Smith, Wash. 
Snyder 
Somers, N. Y. 
South 
Spence 
Stack 
Starnes 
Steagall 
Stefan 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Tarver 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, S. C. 
Terry 
Thom 
Thomason 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tolan 
Tonry 
Truax 
Turner 
Umstead 
Utterback 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Wallgren 
Walter 
Warren 
Weaver 
Welch 
Werner 
West 
Whittington 
Wilcox 
Williams 
Wilson, La. 
Withrow 
Wood 
Woodrum 
Young 
Zimmerman 
Zloncheck 

Granfield 
Greever 
Halleck 
Hancock, N. Y. 
Hartley 
Hess 
Higgins, Conn. 
Hoffman 
Hollister 
Holmes 
Jenckes, Ind. 
Jenkins, Ohio 

Kahn 
Kinzer 
Kleberg 
Knutson 
Lam.neck 
Lanham 
Lehlbach 
Lord 
McLean 
McLeod 
Maas 
Mapes 

Marshall Robslon, Ky. 
Me.rtin, Mass. Rogers, Mass. 
Merritt, Conn. Russell 
Michener Seger 
Millard Short 
Perkins Smit.Ji, Va. 
Plumley Smith, w. Va. 
Powers Snell 
Ransley Stewart 
Reed, Ill. .Sutphin 
Reed, N. Y. Taber 
Robertson Taylor, Tenn. 

NOT VOTING--52 

Bankhead Dockweller 
Barden Dunn, Miss. 
Bulwlnkle Edmiston 
Cartwright Eicher 
Chapman Fenerty 
Claiborne Ferguson 
Clark, N. C. Fernandez 
Cochran Frey 
Corning GUiord 
Culkin Goodwin 
CUllen Hennings 
Dickstein Jacobsen 
Dietrich Kimball 

So the bill was passed. 

Lee, Okla. 
Lesinski 
McGroarty 
McKeough 
McMlllan 
Mlller 
Montague 
O'Connell 
Oliver 
Parks 
Peterson, Ga. 
Peyser 
Reece 

The following pairs were announced: 
On this vote: 

Thomas 
Tinkham 
Tobey 
Treadway 
Turpin 
Wadsworth 
Wearin 
Wigglesworth 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden 
Woodruff 

Richardson 
Rogers, N. H. 
Rudd 
Shanley 
Shannon 
Smith, Conn. 
Stubbs 
Sweeney 
Underwood 
Whelchel 
White 
Wilson.Pa. 
Wolverton 

Mr. Cullen (for) with Mr. Wilson of Pennsylvania (against). 
Mr. Barden (for) with Mr. Gltford (against). 
Mr. Rudd (for) with Mr. Reece (against). 
Mr. McKeough (for) with Mr. Goodwin (against). 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Whelchel with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Cochran with Mr. Kimball. 
Mr. Oliver with Mr. Dietrich. 
Mr. Montague with Mr. Stubbs. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Eicher. 
Mr. Parks with Mr. Frey. 
Mr. Miller with Mr. McGroarty. 
Mr. McMillan with Mr. Ferguson. 
Mr. Bankhead with Mr. Edmiston. 
Mr. Chapman with Mr. Claiborne. 
Mr. Dickstein with Mr. Clark of North Carolina. 
Mr. Cartwright with Mr. Shanley. 
Mr. Peterson of Georgia with Mr. Dockweller. 
Mr. Rogers of New Hampshire with Mr. Lesinski. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Corning. 
Mr. O'Connell with Mr. Richardson. 
Mr. Smith of Connecticut with Mr. Dunn of Mississippi. 
Mr. White with Mr. Fernandez. 
Mr. Jacobsen with Mr. Underwood. 
Mr. Hennings with Mr. Lee of Oklahoma. 

Mr. BOLAND. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. FREY, is 
unavoidably detained. If present, he would have voted 
"aye." 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. DouGHTON, a motion to reconsider the 

vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
Mr. COOPER of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. COOPER of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to an

nounce that the distinguished gentleman from New York, Mr. 
CULLEN, who has rendered such valuable assistance in the 
bill just passed, is unavoidably detained. I am authorized 
to announce that if present he would have voted "no" on 
the motion to recommit and " aye " on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SABA TH. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. McKEOUGH, 
is unavoidably absent. If present, he would vote "aye" on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
WHITE, is unavoidably absent. If present, he would have 
voted " aye " on the passage of the bill. 

SMOKE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to take from the Speaker's table the bill (S. 2034) to pre
vent the fouling of the atmosphere in the District of Colum
bia by smoke and other foreign substances, and for other 
purposes, insist on the House amendment, and agree to the 
conference asked for by the Senate. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the 

House Mrs. NORTON, Mrs. JENCKES of Indiana, and Mr. DIRK
SEN. 
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PROSTITUTION IN THE DIST~CT OF COLUMBIA 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill CS. 405) for the SUP
pression of prostitution in the District of Columbia, insist 
on the House amendment, and agree to the conference asked 
for. 

There being no objection, the Speaker appointed as con
ferees on the part of the House Mrs. NORTON, Mr. PALMISANO, 
and Mr. DIRKSEN. 
RESTRICTION OF RESIDENCE OF MEMBERS OF THE FIRE DEPARTMENT 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 3641) to amend 
section 559 of the Code of the District of Columbia as to 
restriction on residence of members of the fire department, 
with Senate amendment, and agree to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as fallows: 
Page 1, line 3, after "of" where it appears the first time, insert 

.. Title 20 of." 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I want to 
ask the lady just what this Senate amendment does? 

Mrs. NORTON. It is merely a clarifying amendment. 
Mr. BLANTON. It does not change the law in any respect? 
Mrs. NORTON. Not in any way. 
The Senate amendment was agreed to. 

RESIDENCE OF MEMBERS OF THE POLICE DEPARTMENT 
Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

take from the Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 3642) to amend 
section 483 of the Code of the District of Columbia as to 
residence of members of the police department, with a Senate 
amendment, and agree to the Senate amendment. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the Senate 
amendment, as follows: 

Page 1, line 3, after "o!" where it appears the first time, insert 
.. Title 20 of." 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT TO UNION STATION ACT 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 7447) to amend 
an act to provide for a Union Railroad Station in the Dis
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, with Senate 
amendments thereto, and concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlewoman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill 
H. R. 7447, with Senate amendments thereto, and concur in 
the Senate amendments. The Clerk will report the Senate 
amendments. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 
Page 2, strike out line 18 and insert "connecting." 
Page 2, line 19, after "with", insert "New York Avenue at such 

point as may be determined by the said Commissioners between 
Fourth Street Northeast and." 

Page 2, lines 20 and 21, strike out "at its intersection with New 
York Avenue." 

Page 2, line 24, after "bridge", insert ", said viaduct bridge 
either to connect directly with New York Avenue at grade or to 
pass over said avenue with connections thereto as the said Com
missioners may direct." 

Page 4, lines 20 and 21, strike out " subway or underpass struc
ture, retaining walls, and." 

Page 4, line 22, after "District of Columbia", insert "the cost 
of maintenance o! said subway or underpass structure and the 
retaining walls ls to be borne entirely by said railroad companies." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were concurred in, and a motion 

to reconsider the vote by which they were concurred in was 
. laid on the table. 

ESTATES OF VETERANS, ETC. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

take from the Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 3979) to safe
guard the estates of veterans derived from payments of pen
sions, and so forth, with Senate amendments thereto, and 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent to take trom the Speaker's table the bill 
H. R. 3979, with Senate amendments thereto, and concur in 
the same. The Clerk will report the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 
Page 1, line 6, after "compensation", insert "adjusted com

pensation,". 
Page 4, line 21, strike out all after " beneficiary " down to and 

Including "paid '', in line 2, page 5. 
Page 6, line 13, after "am.ended", insert "Public Law No. 484, 

Seventy-third Congress· ... 
Page 6, line 14, strike out "thereto" and insert " of such acts." 
Page 7, lines 6 and 7, strike out ", or any action begun there

under," and insert "before the enactm.ent of this act." 
Page 7, line 8, strike out" thereof" and insert "of said sections." 
Page 8, line 11, after "passage", insert ", but the provisions 

hereof shall apply to payments made heretofore under any of the 
acts mentioned herein." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

Has this been passed by the Veterans' Committee unani
mously? 

Mr. RANKIN. It was passed by the Committee on World 
War Veterans' Legislation . 

Mr. RICH. Unanimous report? 
Mr. RANKIN. Yes; and passed the House unanimously, 

and the Senate unanimously with these amendments. I 
have also consulted · with the ranking minority member on 
the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

insert in the RECORD at this point a letter from the Admin
istrator of Veterans' Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 

Hon. JOHN E. RANKIN, 

VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION, 
Washington, July 31, 1935. 

House of Representatives, Washtngton, D. C . 
MY DEAR Ma. RANKIN: This letter has reference to H. R. 3979, an 

act to safeguard the estates of veterans derived from payments of 
pension, compensation, emergency officers' retirement pay and in
surance, and for other purposes, which was passed by the House of 
Representatives June 3, 1935, and which was passed by the Senate 
with amendments on July 29, 1935. The amendments adopted by 
the Senate are set forth in the report of the Committee on Finance, 
Report No. 1072, Calendar No. 1121, and for your information and 
consideration will be set out as follows: 

"On page l, line 6, of the bill as adopted by the House, there was 
inserted after' compensation' the words 'adjusted compensation.'" 

The purpose of this amendment is to authorize and permit the 
. Administrator to supervise adjusted-compensation funds paid to a 
guardian of an Administration beneficiary the same as is done with 
respect to all other benefits so paid. 

"On page 4, line 21, following the word 'beneficiary', there was 
struck out the comma and inserted in lieu thereof a period, and 
there was struck out all of the language following in that sentence, 
including lines 21 to 25, inclusive, page 4, and lines 1 and 2, 
page 5.'' 

The effect of this amendment will be to avoid the payment of 
interest on the moneys deposited in the " fund due incompetent 
beneficiaries", as was provided by the House bill. The Bureau of 
the Budget indicated that 1! this provision were omitted, the bill 
would be in accordance with the President's financial program. 
It is understood that the position of the Acting Director of the 
Budget is that since this fund is quite active, due to monthly 
accretions thereto and withdrawals therefrom, the calculation 01 
interest would entail great administrative difilculty and, further, 
that the payment of interest would constitute a departure from 
long-established governmental procedure. Further, funds so held 
are not subject to the ordinary fees and expenses allowable to a 
:fiduciary administering the estate of an incompetent or minor 
beneficiary, and while on deposit in the "f1lD.d" there is no hazard 
of investment. 

"On page 6, line 13, after •amended', the following was in
serted: •Public Law No. 484, Seventy-third Congress'; and on the 
same page, line 14, the word •thereto' was struck out and in lieu 
thereof there was substituted •to such acts.'" 

The purpose of this amendment 1s to extend the provisions of 
section 2, concerning embezzlement, to moneys paid a fiduciary 
appointed for a beneficiary entitled to payments under Public, 
No. 484, or under any of the amendments to said act and to the 
other acts mentioned in said section. In other words, it ts to 
make for uniform application of the penal provisions concerning 
embezzlement of funds paid guardians of administration bene-
ficiaries. · 

"On page 7, after the word •committed', in line 6, there was 
struck out the comma and the following language in lines 6 A.D.d 7: 
• or any action begun thereunder ', and there was substituted In 
lieu thereof • before the enactment of this act.' On the same page, 
line 8, after ' terms ', there was struck out ' thereof ' and inserted 
1n lieu thereof ' of said sections.' " 
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The purpose of this amendment is to make clear that any 

offense committed under the various penal acts repealed by this 
act, where such offense occurred prior to said repeal, may be 
prosecuted under the provisions of the acts repealed. · 

" On page 8, line 11, after • passage •, there was struck out the 
period and inserted a comma and the following: • but the pro
visions hereof shall apply to payments made heretofore under any 
of the acts mentioned herein.'" 

The purpose of this amendment is to make it absolutely clear 
that while the act is prospective in its operation it will apply in 
the future to payments made heretofore; that is, the provisions 
as to supervision of estates 1n the hands of fiduciaries contained 
in section 1, the provisions as to embezzlement contained 1n sec
tion 2, and those regarding exemptions contained in section 3 will 
apply uniformly in the future to payments made at any time 
under any of the acts mentioned in this act. It is believed that 
this amendment removes any question of construction and makes 
the bill absolutely clear in this respect. 

I am enclosing a copy of H. R. 3979 as it passed the Senate, 
which shows the foregoing amendments a.s made to the bill which 
passed the House of Representatives. There ls also enclosed a 
copy of Senate Report No. 1072, which accompanied H. R. 3979. 

I desire to state that the amendments adopted by the Senate 
are entirely satisfactory to the Veterans' Administration. and I 
believe that the bill, 1f enacted, will be of great benefit 1n the 
carrying out of the program of the Veterans' Administration look
ing toward the safeguarding of the interests of its beneficiaries 
who are under legal disability, which program was initiated 1n 
accordance with the laws enacted by Congress. 

I desire to take this opportunity to thank you and through you 
to express appreciation to the committee of which you are chair
man for the cooperation that has been extended to the Veterans' 
Administration and for the great help which will, I am sure, 
result from the efforts of yourself and your associates on behalf 
of the incompetent and of the minor beneficiaries of this Admin
istration. The present bill, as amended, is the result of such efforts, 
and will, I am sure, enable me to carry out fully the desires of the 
Congress with respect to these beneficiaries. 

Very truly yours, 
FRANK T. HINES, Administrator. 

The. SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 

amendments were concurred in was laid on the table. 
BOARD OF SHORTHAND REPORTING 

Mr. EAGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 4887, to create a 
board of shorthand reporting, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 
4887. Is there objection? 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object in 
order to get an explanation of what the bill does. 

Mr. EAGLE. Mr. Speaker, the bill provides for the aP
pointment by the President, and confirmation by the Senate, 
of a board of shorthand reporting, made up of three mem
bers. It will not cost the Government a single penny. 
. Mr. SNELL. Does it come with the unanimous report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. EAGLE. It does. 
Mr. MICHENER. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but it 

does not. I reserve the right to object. There is no minority 
report filed, but it was not unanimously reported by the Com
mittee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. EAGLE. I thought it was. 
Mr. MICHENER. As a matter of fact, the bill sets up a 

boa!d to require people engaged in shorthand reporting, es
pecial~y for the Government, to take an examination and get 
a certificate. It is very similar to a certificate for public ac
countants, and makes it standard all over the country. I do 
not think the bill ought to be passed here without considera
tion. It is not an emergency, 

Mr. EAGLE. Mr. Speaker, further replying to my friend 
from New York [Mr. SNELL] and to the observation of the 
gentleman from Michigan, at the present time and for years 
past contracts have been and are let for shorthand reporting 
for the boards, bureaus, departments, commissions and other 
independent agencies of the committee to the lo~est bidder. 
The result has been total incompetency, so that the steno
graphic reports are not worth the paper they are written on, 
in many instances. They are not reliable. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EAGLE. Mr. Speaker, if I may first answer the gen
tleman from New York. The Senate Committee on the Ju
diciary has reported the bill, and the Senate has unani
mously passed the bill. The subcommittee of the House 
Committee on the Judiciary reported it with an amendment, 
which corresponds with the amendments already in the bill 
as passed by the Senate. The full committee of the House 
Committee on the Judiciary considered the report made to it 
by its own subcommittee, and I thought had unanimously re
ported it. At least, it was favorably reported and the chair
man requested a report thereof be made, which was made 
and is printed and on the calendar. I see no reason why my 
friend should object to its present consideration. 

Mr. MICHENER. There are at least three members of the 
committee on both sides here right now who did not vote for 
it, and they are ready to object to it. It is not a new bill. It 
is a matter that has been before the Congre8s for years, and 
to bring it up at this time under unanimous consent is some
thing I do not think should be done. 

Mr. EAGLE. How else can it be brought up except at 
some time? 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 
order. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

the present consideration of the bill (S. 2666) for the relief 
of the Nacional Destilerias Corporation. The bill has been 
passed by the Senate, and a similar bill has been unanimously 
reported from the House Committee on Claims and is now on 
the House calendar. This is a very worthy bill, and it needs 
this :finishing touch. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. TRUAX. Reserving the right to object, on what cal-
endar is this bill? . 

Mr. LUDLOW. It is on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. TRUAX. Why not consider it tomorrow? 
Mr. LUDLOW. It will not be reached tomorrow. It will 

probably not be reached this session. 
Mr. TRUAX. What is the bill? 
Mr. LUDLOW. It is a bill for the relief of the Nacional 

Destilerias Corporation, of Indianapolis, Ind. 
Mr. TRUAX. Is that the so-called "Whisky Trust" that 

we hear so much about? 
Mr. LUDLOW. Oh, no. It has no connection with the 

Whisky Trust. The Nacional Destilerias Corporation of In
dianapolis imported 265 cases of gin from the Philippines. 
When those goods arrived at the port of Seattle the com
pany paid the tax on the gin, It was then discovered that 
it was not up to standard. It was rejected in toto and the 
gin was sent back to the Philippines. In the meantime, this 
corporation had paid the tax. This bill simply provides that 
the tax which the corporation paid shall be refunded to it. 
I do not believe that anyone will say that the tax should 
not be refunded. It is a perfectly simple case. The Gov
ernment has no right to keep the corporation1s money and 
the only way justice can be done is to pass this bill. I hope 
no one will object. 

Mr. SNELL. Is not this bill on the Private Calendar? 1 

Mr. LUDLOW. It has been reported from the House com- , 
mittee. It has passed the Senate. My request is for unani- 1 

mous consent. that it may be made a :finished piece of legis- I 
lation by the acceptance· of the Senate bill. 

Mr. SNELL. It seems to me that should come up 1n the 
normal and regular way the same as other bills. 

Mr. LUDLOW. I will say that it is so far down on the 
Private Calendar that it probably will not be reached this · 
session. As it has passed the Senate and has the unanimous 
approval of the House Committee on Claims, I hope the ge.n
tleman will not object. 

Mr. SNELL. I have three bills in the same situation. If 
we are going to start in I want to take them all up, but 
I understand it is the intention to go through this Private 
Calendar before the Congress adjourns. 

Mr. LUDLOW. Of course, if the gentleman wants to 
object, that is his privilege, and I cannot help it. I only I 
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hope that he will see this matter as I do and permit the bill 
to be taken up. 

Mr. SNELL. I think the gentleman is unfair in calling it 
up at this time. 

Mr. LUDLOW. Since it has been reported unanimously by 
the House Committee and since it bas passed the Senate, 
I see no reason why it should not be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LUDLOWJ? 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
RELIEF OF GEORGE WILLIAM HENNING 

Mr. BURNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker's table the bill CH. R. 2125) for the 
relief of George William Henning, with Senate amendment, 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as follows: 
Page l, line 5, strike out "$3,000" a.nd insert "$1,500." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 

amendment was agreed to was laid on the table. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, political observers 

are well aware of the fact that the issue between the new 
deal and the old order is being sharply drawn right now. 
While business was facing ruin and while it was being saved 
by the emergency legislation of the new deal, its spokes
men permitted this administration to sandwich in social leg
islation designed to bring new hopes and new opportunities 
to the rank and file of our people. 

But now that business is on its feet, its spckesmen are again 
mounting the rostrum and preaching their gospel of exploi
tation. 

Let me say, in passing, that I do not consider that these 
spokesmen, supported by what we know as special interests, 
represent the feeling or the opinion of the majority of busi
ness men. They represent the exploiters, the special inter
ests, the unenlightened and unconverted supporters of an 
order that has failed. 

One of these is that false prophet, Roger Babson, who from 
1926 to 1929 preached to a nation of speculators that the 
millenium was at band, and who from 1930 to 1933 kept 
seeing a vision of a prosperity that hovered just around the 
corner. 

Babson is out again. His latest shot was fired at Wellesley, 
Mass., before the summer Institute for Social Progress. 

There Mr. Babson made some astonishing statements. He 
said we must do two things in order to be prosperous: 

First. Encourage production, so that there will be more to 
divide. 

Second. Reduce the number of wage earners, so that there 
will be fewer to divide among. 

This contradictory program, if it means anything, means 
that the workingman and woman is to be made to work 
harder and longer. For, with a decreased number of work
ers, increased production involves heavier burdens on the 
individual producers. 

Of course, the program is chimerical and worse. Our aim 
must be to shorten hours of labor and to increase the number 
of men and women employed. Only by putting all of our 
employable men and women to work can we keep our relief 
rolls down an-d our consumption and production up. Yet 
Babson suggests birth control, with the object, as our false 
prophet puts it, of bringing about a condition where "those 
who produce more than they consume shall be encouraged to 
breed, while those who do not should be taught not to breed." 

While we are learning all about breeding, those now unem
ployed may starve. Who cares for the present population? 

Let us think only of the strange millennium, planned only 
for those who produce more than they consume. In that 
millennium where would Babson be? 

Mr. Babson's economic theories, if we can so dignify such a 
contradictory set of dicta as anything but economic balder
dash, are as antiquated as the stage coach. His major pre
mise is his major fallacy. This is that poverty is due to 
scarcity of commodities. This derives from the outworn 
Malthusian theory that population tends to increase faster 
than the means of subsistence. Even before the machine 
age increased our productive power far beyond our ability to 
purchase and consume our products, the Malthusian theory 
had been shot as full of holes as a discarded shooting gallery 
target. 

Every literate person knows that we can produce more of 
the needed commodities-wheat, cotton, corn, bogs, beef, 
fruits, vegetables, and all the rest-than our people can pcs
sibly purchase and consume. It is false to say that poverty 
and want and hunger are due to a scarcity of goods. 

While wealth and prosperity are impossible without plente
ous production, they are just as impossible under a system 
wherein some commodities are produced in such excess 
that the producer is unable to make a living. 

If all our farmers produce all the wheat they possibly can, 
and have to sell it on a glutted market at a price below 
the cost of production, they will be ruined. If our farmers 
are ruined, as they very nearly were under the regime of 
Babsonism, they will be obliged to cease producing. And, 
then, indeed, dire want will prevail. 

In the same way, if all our cotton land were planted and 
cultivated so as to produce the largest possible amount of 
cotton, our cotton farmers would be ruined, because they 
would be unable to sell their product on a glutted market 
at a price that would enable them to make ends meet. 

These two examples illustrate the fallacy of those who, 
like Babson, shriek against controlled production of basic 
commodities. 

We have, under controlled production, plenty of wheat; 
and that in spite of last year's drought. We have plenty of 
meat; and that in spite of last year's drought. 

I know that it is a. tragic truth that in this land of plenty 
thousands of our people are unable to buy as much food 
as they could well consume. But even if every man, woman, 
and child in the United States were in a position to pur
chase a.11 the wheat and wheat products and a.11 the meat 
they could use, there would be no scarcity. 

The tragic failure of those who flourished in high places 
and encouraged a false and speculative prosperity during 
the unenlightened era of the unleashed profiteers, from 1921 
to 1933, was due to a reliance on the brand of economics 
for which Babson stands. 

That economics was concerned with profits. Not small 
and reasonable profits, earned by production, but enormous 
profits gotten by methods as dishonest as they were spec
tacular. The holding-company racket, the stock-market 
racket, the investment-trust racket, _ were all encouraged 
and all considered as sound and just. 

A perverted moral sense might seem to have been re
sponsible for such a state of business ethics. A calm ap
praisal, however, justifies our attributing much of it to a 
hysteria that banished all judgment and all standards of 
integrity. 

Doubtless some of the exploiters knew what they were 
doing and knew bow to get out and leave their victims 
holding the bag. But many naturally honest men were con
fused and misled. And among those who misled them were 
such forum hounds as Roger Babson. 

What was done ruined millions of frugal and trusting 
people. -That is a cold fact~ and we have to face it. At
tempted punishment of the racketeers in high places bas 
proven unsuccessful and unproductive of any good to any
body. But we have one clear duty to perform, and that is 
to prevent a recurrence. Sound legislation to that end has 
been passed or is in the process of being passed. 

And it is tbfs very legislation that bas aroused the pirates 
from their lairs and caused them to band-together to prevent 
the passage of such legislation. This is what concerns us 
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now. We must be on our guard or those false leaders of 
finance and of business will once again get control. 

Even if we could conceive of these men being honest and 
sincere we could not trust them, because their thinking is 
wrong and is antisocial. They see only profits. To them 
finance and industry are not instruments to be used to pro
mote human well-being and widely distributed prosperity. 
They are instead instruments by which to profiteer and 
exploit. 

The vision of a happy nation of people, well housed and 
well clothed, properly nourished, and enjoying to the full the 
plenteous production of a regulated machine age is unin
spiring to the exploiters. They see in widely distributed 
plenty less opportunity for the piling up of enormous 
fortunes. 

They are not interested in balancing production to our 
needs. They prefer to have surpluses piled up in certain 
lines so they can profit. They scoff at the idea of keeping 
our farmers on their farms prosperous and protected from 
the profiteers. They prefer the uncertainties of an unregu
lated and unbalanced production, because it is under those 
very uncertainties that the profiteers reap their harvest. 

So now they are putting up the cry against controlled 
production. And some, who know that production is essen
tial to prosperity, do not stop to analyze, but instead bewail 
the curtailment of overproduction in some lines and the en
couragement of needed production in others. 

The same cry is being made over legislation passed by this 
Congress in the interest of justice to labor. It will, forsooth, 
increase the cost of living, say our false profits. How will 
providing for a peaceful and fair way of solving labor dis
putes between employer and employee increase the cost of 
living? It will promote steady employment at fair wages, 
will increase production, add to pay rolls, create additional 
purchasing power in the hands of the masses, and thus pro
mote business and prosperity. But it will also prevent gross 
profiteering in industry. Hence the prophets of profiteering 
are against it, as they are against the new deal in all its 
phases. 

The new economics is less concerned with profits than it 
is with human welfare. It encourages balanced production 
because it knows the wealth of a nation depends upon 
production. But production is to be balanced and pro
moted in order that our people may enjoy its products. We 
are going to produce for consumption and not in order that 
a few piratical groups may become overwhelmingly rich 
while the many go hungry and homeless and enormous sur
pluses go to waste on our farms. Produce enough for all to 
have plenty, including the producer; avoid wasteful surpluses 
in some products; and stimulate production where needed. 
Thus we shall be producing for use and for human happiness. 

The new-deal economists are not advocating any change 
in our democratic system. They are not advocating any 
abandonment of the Constitution. They believe that our 
system, by proper control and strict regulation, can be made 
to function for the benefit of all the people. They believe 
that under our Constitution, amended from time to time 
as changing conditions have indicated and may indicate, we 
can continue to enjoy personal and political liberty and at 
the same time have our economic rights protected. In fact, 
we think that by using our brains and our efforts we can 
adapt our system to the machine age and thus bring to all 
our people a share of our national plenty. 

EXPLANATION OF VOTE 

Mr. KOPPLEMANN. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago we 
voted on the revenue bill of 1935. Two of my colleagues, the 
gentleman·from Connecticut, Mr. SMITH, and the gentleman 
from Connecticut, Mr. SHANLEY, were on official business at 
the Department of Justice and were unable to be present 
and did not vote. Had they been present, they would have 
voted " aye." 

INTERNATIONAL STATISTICAL INSTITUTE 

Mr. McREYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent for the immediate consideration of Senate Joint Resolu
tion 139, requesting the President to extend to the Interna.-

tional Statistical Institute an invitation to hold its twenty
fourth session in the United States in 1939. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate joint resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Tennessee? 
Mr. SNELL. Reserving the right to object, will the gen

tleman tell us what this is? 
Mr. McREYNOLDS. This simply gives the President the 

right to extend an invitation to the International Statistical 
Institute to meet in this country in 1939. 

Mr. SNELL. Is there any expense attached to this? 
Mr. McREYNOLDS. Not a cent. The committee would 

not have passed the resolution out had there been any ex
pense attached to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas the American Statistical Association wUI celebrate 1ts 

centenary in 1939; and 
Whereas it desires to invite the International Statistical Insti

tute, an international organization with similar objectives, to be 
its guest at that time; and 

Whereas for 50 years the institute has met on invitation from 
the government of the country in which the meeting occurs: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, requested 
to extend to the International Statistical Institute an invitation 
to hold its twenty-fourth session in the United States in the year 
1939. 

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

APPOMATTOX COURT HOUSE NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK 

Mr. McSW AIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 4507) to amend 
sections 1, 2, and 3 of the act entitled "An act to provide for 
the commemoration of the termination of the War between 
the States at Appomattox Court House, Va", approved June 
18, 1930, and to establish the Appomattox Court House 
National Historical Park, and for other purposes, with Sen
ate amendments, and concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 
Page 2, line 2, strike out "five" and insert "one and one-half." 
Page 2, line 5, strike out "national-park" and insert "national-

monument." 
Page 2, line 8, strike out " park " and insert "monument." 
Page 2, line 10, strike out "Park" and insert· " !\1:onument." 
Page 2, line 13, strike out "section l." 
Page 2, line 25, after "thereof", insert "within the limits of 

the appropriation as authorized in section 2." 
Page 3, line 5, strike out "Park" and insert "Monument." 
Amend the title so as to read: "An act to amend sections 1, 2, 

and 3 of the act entitled 'An act to provide for the commemoration 
of the termination of the War between the States at Appomattox 
Court House, Va.', approved June 18, 1930, and to establish the 
Appomattox Court House National Historical Monument, and for 
other purposes." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. RICH. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
know if this bill has been passed unanimously by the Com
mittee on the Public Lands? 

Mr. McSW AIN. This bill was passed unanimously by the 
Committee on Military Affairs and passed by the House of 
Representatives unanimously and went to the Senate and 
was amended in the particulars mentioned. 

Mr. RICH. How many committees of the House deal with 
these public monuments and public parks? 

Mr. McSWAIN. This started as a national military park, 
over which the Military Affairs Committee had jurisdiction. 
The Senate decided the Department of the Interior should 
have jurisdiction over such matters, and amended it accord
ingly, and we ask to concur in the amendments so that it 
will be under the jurisdiction of the Department of the 
Interior. 

Mr. RICH. The gentleman knows we are establishing 
more monuments and more parks at this time, and after a 
while it will require greater taxation to maintain those parks. 
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I would like to know where the end is going to be in the 
establishment of national parks. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Not being a prophet, I cannot inform the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RICH. It will be a millstone around the neck of the 
taxpayers of this country. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. McSwAINJ? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

FORT KNOX MILITARY RESERVATION 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill <S. 3329) to 
authorize the transfer to the jurisdiction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury of portions of the property within the Fort 
Knox Military Reservation, Ky., for the construction thereon 
of certain public buildings, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from South Carolina? 
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol

lows: 
Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 

authorized to make transfers to the jurisdiction and control of the 
Secretary of the Treasury of such portions of the property at 
present included Within the Fort Knox Military Reservation, Ky., 
and upon such conditions as may be mutually agreed upon by the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Treasury. The Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to construct Within the 
limits of the property so transferred such building or buildings, 
appurtenances, and approaches thereto, as he may deem adequate 
and suitable for the use of the Treasury Department as a depository, 
and for use in carrying out any other functions or duties of the 
Treasury Department: Provided, That upon cessation of such use 
the premises or any part thereof so transferred shall revert to the 
jurisdiction of the War Department. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider and a 
similar House bill (H. R. 8981) were laid on the table. 

DEPARTMENr OF AGRICULTURE EXTENSIBLE BUILDING 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 3192) to increase the 
limit of cost for the Department of Agriculture Extensible 
Building. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Texas? 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

would like to ask the gentleman a question. As I understand, 
it is absolutely necessary to have this bill passed at this time 
in order to complete a building for which the contract has 
been let. I understand also that it will materially reduce the 
expense to the Federal Government if it is done at this time. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will say to my friend from New York 
that this has to do with the extensible building of the Depart
ment of Agriculture which has remained uncompleted for 
more than 21 months by reason of the fact that the Govern
ment has been unable to turn all the site over to the con
tractors. They have sustained certain losses in that regard, 
and this is to provide for the payment of such losses as may 
have been incurred after the iteins have been submitted to 
and passed upon by the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Comptroller General. 

If authorization is not made now there will simply be 
additional delay which will increase the cost to the Govern
ment. In the meantime the building remains unfinished and 
much of it not adapted to use. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield. 
Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Several English scholars have 

asked me the reason for the use of the word" extensible» in 
connection with this building. Can the gentleman enlighten 
me in this respect? 

Mr. LANHAM. I will say to my friend from Ohio that I 
did not give the building this name. By any other name tt 
might perform as worthy a function, but it seeins now to be 

extensible in view of the fact that we are doing something 
in the way of an extension. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. It is being extended, certainly. 
Mr. LANHAM. I should think the gentleman would get a 

more satisfactory answer to his question if he called upon 
the man who gave it that name. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I never understood why it was 
called "extensible." It might well be called "extension." 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas some questions. 
As I understand this bill, it involves an extra authorization 
of $300,000 for the completion of the ends of one of the five 
wings of the Department of Agriculture Building. Is that 
correct? 

Mr. LANHAM. The situation is this, the work to be 
done--

Mr. TRUAX. If the gentleman does not mind, would he 
answer me first about the amount; this provides an extra 
authorization of $300,000. 

Mr. LANHAM. Three hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 
Mr. TRUAX. There has already been spent in excess of 

$5,000,000 for this particular part of the Department of Agri
culture Building. The total expenditure up to date, as I 
understand it, is more than $13,000,000 for this immense 
Department of Agriculture plant. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think the gentleman's information is 
inaccurate in that regard. 

Mr. TRUAX. Well, what is it, I would ask the gentleman? 
Mr. LANHAM. The original authorization of appropria-

tion was for $12,800,000. 
Mr. TRUAX. That is not so far away from $13,000,000. 
Mr. LANHAM. No; that is right. 
Mr. TRUAX. The pending bill provides $350,000 more. 

The Comptroller General has refused to write a letter recom
mending that this legislation be enacted until the contractor 
furnishes the Comptroller General with an accurate state
ment of accounts. 

Mr. LANHAM. I think the gentleman is in error in that 
statement. 

Mr~ TRUAX. No; not according to the report. 
Mr. LANHAM. The letter in the report recently received 

from the Comptroller General is to the effect that in this way 
the matter can be settled and determined. Furthermore, 
this bill does not provide for any specific sum to be paid to 
the contractors. It provides simply that such an amount 
should be paid to the contractors as represents the cost they 
have been put to by the Government in the delay which the 
Government has caused them and for which they have been 
in no way responsible. 

I will say to the gentleman that I hold in my hand a pic
torial representation of the present condition down there. 

Mr. TRUAX. That is a very good one. Any Member can 
see that condition by driving down this narrow street back 
here that has been partially closed off for 2 or 3 years. I 
contend that if they had used ordinary good business sense 
there the completion of this wing would have been concluded. 

Now, the Comptroller General says that the contractor 
does not or will not furnish him with an accurate estimate 
of the damage he has sustained. 

Mr. LANHAM. No. The contractors have been damaged 
and have submitted to the Treasury Department an itemized 
statement of the loss. It will have to be passed upon by 
both the Treasury Department and the Comptroller General. 

May I call the attention of my friend from Ohio to the fact 
that if this matter is not determined at this session of Con
gress then it simply goes over an additional year, and the 
cost, naturally, increases. The most economical way .of deal
ing with this matter is to give it attention at this time and 
prevent the accruing of further costs. 

Mr. TRUAX. Why was not the claim brought in in the 
regular way? Why is it submitted here at the last moment 
when Congress is about to adjourn? This matter has been 
held up for a year or so, during which time that condition 
has existed. 

Mr. LANHAM. The Department has not been in a position 
to turn over to the contractors the site upon which to carry 
out step three of this project. It has not been through any 
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fault of the contractors, but, on the contrary, it has been the 
fault of the Government. 

Mr. TRUAX. I may say to the gentleman that this wing 
of the building, which is incomplete now, is intended to be 
used for an extension of the laboratory of the Food and 
Drug Division of the Department of Agriculture. I contend 
that the farmers of America are uninterested in that divi
sion. Further, it is going to be used to house more of these 
bureaucrats who are going to administer the contemplated 
food and drug bill to which thousands of people in this 
country are opposed. I contend they should be made to fur
nish this House with an accurate estimate and not just to 
appropriate the sum of $350,000. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. How much time did the gentleman 

have? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has asked unanimous 

consent for the immediate consideration of a bill. 
Mr. COSTELLO. Should not the Court of Claims be 

called upon to determine the amount of loss? 
Mr. LANHAM. It will be passed upon by the Treasury 

Department and the Comptroller General. 
Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, I object to the present con

sideration of the bill. 
FUNDS FOR MAINTENANCE OF PUBLIC ORDER 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 
145, authorizing the appropriation of funds for the main
tenance of public order and the protection of life and prop
erty during the period August 16, 1935, to August 31, 1935, 
both inclusive. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate joint resolution. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentlewoman from New Jersey? 
There being no objection the Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the sum of $35,000, or so much thereof as 

may be necessary, is hereby authorized to be appropriated, payable 
wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia, to maintain 
public order and protect life and property in the District of 
Columbia from the 16th day of August 1935 to the 31st of 
August 1935, both inclusive, including the employment of personal 
service, the payment of allowances, traveling expenses, hire of 
means of transportation, and other incidental expenses in the 
discretion of tbe said Commissioners. There is hereby further 
authorized to be appropriated the sum of $4,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, payable as aforesaid, for the construc
tion, rent, maintenance, and for incidental expenses in connection 
with the operation of temporary public-convenience stations, 
first-aid stations, and information booths, including the employ
ment of personal services in connection therewith during such 
period 

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

JANE B. SMITH AND DORA D. SMITH 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 351), for the 
relief of Jane B. Smith and Dora D. Smith, with Senate 
amendment, and agree to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from New York? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as follows: 
Page 1, line 5, strike out "$7,500" and insert in lieu thereof 

.. $5,000." 

The Senate amen?men.t was agreed to. 
RIGHT-OF-WAY ACROSS SAN ANTONIO ARSENAL, TEX. 

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill CS. 1726) , to 
authorize the Secretary of War to grant a right-of-way for 
street purposes upon and across the San Antonio Arsenal, 
in the State of Texas. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration 

of the bill? 
LXXIX-788 

'nlere being no objection, the Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he ts 

hereby, authorized to grant an easement for a right-of-way to the 
city of San Antonio, State of Texas, to construct and maintain 
a street to be known as "Main Avenue'', on the San Antonio 
Arsenal Military Reservation, Tex., on such terms and conditions 
as the Secretary of War may prescribe: Provided, That the con
struction and maintenance of said thoroughfare shall be without 
expense to the United States, and whenever the lands within said 
right-of-way shall cease to be used for street or highway purposes 
they shall revert to the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR VETERANS 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Kansas? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, the emergency which ex

isted in the spring of 1933 and the despair of the people 
in the face of it was an opportune circumstance that was 
taken advantage of by the Economy League to bring to an 
immediate and successful conclusion the deliberate cam
paign of propaganda and misrepresentation which the league 
had then been waging for 2 years against the veterans of all 
wars. That campaign may be likened to an artillery bar
rage laid down upon an unsuspecting enemy. The object 
of that campaign was to demoralize the people, to destroy 
their confidence and pride and interest in their veterans and, 
by cruel, libelous, and cunning propaganda to prepare the 
people to acquiesce in the brutal punishment which the 
Economy Act was designed to mete out to the def enders of 
the Nation. 

The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, on the day that the bill was 
returned to the House from the Senate for conference after 
passage by both Houses, contains an accurate prediction in 
regard to the bill, made by the Honorable JAMES W. MoTT, as 
follows: 

The business of this day will return to plague the Congress and 
the President as well. An act so inherently and so fundamentally 
wrong cannot endure the awakened conscience of the people 
when they realize, as at last they must, what they have done. 
Already the whirlwind of hysteria which made possible the en
actment of this law is passing. Already regrets are heard from 
those who have thought it incumbent upon them to support this 
bill. I hope and I believe that in the not distant future the 
country will be ready to stand behind us in an effort to undo this 
wrong; to bring back at least within the scope of legislative juris
diction the veterans who have this day been disinherited by their 
Congress, and to again restore constitutional and parliamentary 
government to the United States. 

I believe that when every fact and circumstance is taken 
into consideration, among all of those who were unjustly 
penalized by the Economy Act the Spanish War soldiers suf
fered the worst infliction. I believe that the files of my 
office, almost bursting as they are with evidence from in
numerable cases showing the hardships and distress through 
which Spanish War soldiers and their wives have passed since 
that ill-advised law was enacted, bear out this statement. 
The Economy Act was unjust toward many soldiers of other 
wars also, especially the World War, and I have done all I 
could to help them to secure a restoration of their rights, 
which, in part, has been realized. 

At the time the Economy Act was passed, the status of the 
Spanish War soldiers was that they were about 60 years old 
on the average; that they were too old to obtain work; that 
they could not obtain evidence of the service origin of their 
disabilities because no records were kept when they left the 
service; and, in my opinion, they were entitled to continue to 
draw service pensions in reasonable amounts the same as the 
Civil War soldiers. 

Great was my amazement and indignation when I found 
that instead of having to sustain only a reasonable cut, 
many of the Spanish War soldiers were cut off entirely and 
others were reduced to a pitiful $15 per month. Thus the 
Spanish War veterans and their wives, who had ordered 
their lives on the pension the veteran had been receiving and 
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who usually had no other means save the pension, were 
plunged into the depths of despair. Since that time thou
sands and thousands of our Spanish War comrades have gone 
through en awful experience, with indescribable suffering 
and misery as their lot--an experience that never should 
have come to them and their loved ones and which never 
would have come to them if the Government which they 
served so faithfully and well had been as sympathetic and as 
alive to its responsibilities as it should have been. 

It will always be a subject of wonderment to me why the 
Spanish War veteran was picked on as he was in framing 
the Economy Act regulations. The Spanish War soldier was 
called into service under the same laws that had governed 
the calling out of Civil War veterans. They asked for noth
ing and received nothing in special favors, but took it for 
granted that their contract of enlistment with the Govern
ment carried with it just what the Civil War enlistment had 
carried for the Civil War soldiers. 

As a service pension was granted to the Civil War veterans 
when they arrived at the average age of 46, so it was that in 
time a service pension also was granted to the Spanish War 
veterans, not quite so large perhaps, but a service pension 
just the same. They believed, and had every right to be
lieve, that they would continue to be treated just as the 
Civil War veterans had been treated, and they arranged the 
future order of their lives on the basis of the pension they 
were receiving. So anyone can see what a tremendous drop, 
what an awful calamity befell them when the Economy Act 
regulations cut down their pension to a mere trifle. 

The average Spanish War veteran is now past 61 years old. 
He cannot get a job, and in many cases he could not hold one 
if he could get it. Let any person 61 years old, veteran or 
nonveteran, try to get a job these days in industry and see 
how he will come out. The Spanish War veteran, receiving 
a piddling little pension, is not eligible for relief under our 
relief set-up because he receives that pension. As to prov
ing service connection of his disabilities, that is out of the 
question. No one ever dreamed that he would have to prove 
service connection. No records of sickness during service 
were kept. With the veteran's bunk mates now deceased, his 
first sergeant and officers and regimental surgeon dead, he 
could not possibly make proof of service-connected injuries 
or disease. 

The Spanish War veteran is entitled to be placed where the 
Civil War veteran was when the Civil War veteran was the 
same age. The soldier of the War with Spain is now the 
Nation's old soldier and should be treated as such. Remem
ber that he was a volunteer and a member of one of the most 
patriotic and one of the worst-treated armies ever assembled 
by the American Republic. He is on his way to the last exit, 
and certainly in the closing years of his life he deserves relief 
from the pain and suffering that came to him under the 
Economy Act. 

I am happy to say that I, a Member of the Seventy-! ourth 
Congress, had the opportunity to support and vote for meas
ures designed to sponge out these cruelties, and to enthrone 
justice where rank injustice held sway. 

ATTENDANCE OF MARINE BAND AT AMARILLO, TEX. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill (S. 3289) 
to authorize the attendance of the Marine Band at the 
United Confederate Veterans' 1935 Reunion at Amarillo, Tex. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 

the bill? 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

this is the same as has always been done in the past? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This is the usual kind of bill of 

this nature. 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, do 

I understand that this is to send the Marine Band down to 
Texas? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct. 
Mr. RICH. How did they get permission to have the 

Marine Band go to Texas? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am asking for that permission 

now. 

Mr. RICH. There have been other requests made to have 
the Marine Band sent out and permission could not be 
obtained. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I think the gentleman is mis
taken. I may say to the gentleman that every bill of this 
character in reference to the Grand Army of the Republic 
annual meeting and the Confederate Veterans' annual meet
ing has been favorably considered by the House, so far as I 
know. This is the usual bill of this character. 

Mr. RICH. A request was made 2 years ago to have the 
Marine Band go to Rochester and permission was ref used. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I may say to the gentleman 
that the Congress passed that bill; the money was appro
priated, but the President held up the money. Those are 
the actual facts in the case. 

Mr. RICH. There is $10,000 involved in this bill? 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There is $10,000 involved in 

this bill; yes. 
Mr. RICH. If the President held up the bill 2 years ago, 

how in the name of God can you get the money today when 
the Treasury is in debt to the extent of $31,000,000,000? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I may say to the gentleman that 
I do not know whether we can get the appropriation. This 
is merely an authorization, and I trust the gentleman will 
not object. 

Mr. RICH. I hope the gentleman is not successful in 
getting the money. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is authorized to permit 
the band of the United States Marine Corps to attend and give 
concerts at the United Confederate Veterans' reunion to be held 
at Amar11lo, Tex., on September 3, 4, 5, and 6, 1935. 

SEC. 2. For the purpose of defraying the expenses of such band 
in attending and giving concerts at such reunion there is author
ized to be appropriated the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to carry out the provisions of this act: Provided, 
That in addition to transportation and Pullman accommodations 
the leaders and members of the Marine Band be allowed not to 
exceed $5 per day each for actual living expenses while on this 
duty, and that the payment of such expenses shall be in addi
tion to the pay and allowances to which they would be entitled 
while serving at their permanent station. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 8914) was laid on the table. 
REVENUE BILL OF 1935 

Mr. IllGGINS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the gen
tleman from New Hampshire, Mr. ROGERS, has been un
avoidably absent. Had he been present when the vote was 
taken on the revenue bill, he would have voted" aye." 

Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent 
at the Post Office Department when the vote was taken 
on the revenue bill. Had I been present, I would have voted 
"aye." 

GEORGE ROGERS CLARK SESQUICENTENNIAL COMMISSION 

The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned on the last 
suspension day there was under consideration the bill 
(S. 2865) to amend the joint resolution establishing the 
George Rogers Clark Sesquicentennial Commission, approved 
May 23, 1928. The question is on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. This motion is, therefore, the 
unfinished business, as the Chair understands debate was 
concluded on the measure. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent, before the vote is taken, to offer a clarifying 
amendment, which I have sent to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent for the insertion of an amendment, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, line 6, after the word "Commission", insert the words 

"is continued from June 30, 1935, and", so that section 8 will 
read: " The Com.mission is continued from June 30, 1935, and 
shall cease and terminate June 30, 1937." 
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Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

this is a bill where they are coming back to the Treasury on 
the fourth trip in the erection of one monument. Inasmuch 
as this is a suspension I shall not object to the amendment 
of the bill and having the bill providing for their fourth trip 
to the Treasury just the way they want it, but I think we 
ought to def eat the bill. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I may say to the gentleman that 
this is just a clarifying amendment with respect to the legal 
phases of the Commission . . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend 

the rules and pass the bill. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 

Mr. TABER) there were-ayes 109, noes 34. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the 

ground there is not a quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. Evidently there is not a quorum present. 
The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms 

will notify absent Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 259, nays 

90, not .voting 80, as follows: 

Am.lie 
Arnold 
Ashbrook 
Ayers 
Beam 
Beiter 
Bell 
Berlin 
Biermann 
Bland 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Boehne 
Boileau 
Boland 
Bolton 
Boylan 
Brennan 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Mich. 
Brunner 
Buck 
Buckbee 
Buckler, Minn. 
Buckley, N. Y. 
Burnham 
Caldwell 
Cannon, Mo. 
Cannon, Wis. 
Carmichael 
Carter 
Cary 
Casey 
Cell er 
Chandler 
Citron 
Coffee 
Colden 
Cole, Md. 
Cooley 
Cooper, Tenn. 
Costello 
Cox 
Cravens 
Cross, Tex. 
Crosser, Ohio 
Crowe 
Cummings 
Daly 
Dear 
Deen 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Dickstein 
Dies 
Dingell 
Disney 
Dobbins 
Dorsey 
Doughton 
Doxey 
Drewry 
Driscoll 
Driver 

Allen 
Andresen 
Andrew, Mass. 

[Roll No. 155J 
YEAS-259 

Dutfy,N. Y. 
Duncan 
Dunn, Pa. 
Eagle 
Eckert 
Edmiston 
Ellenbogen 
Evans 
Faddis 
Farley 
Fiestnger 
Fitzpatrick 
Fletcher 
Ford, Call!. 
Fuller 
Fulmer 
Gambrlll 
Gasque 
Gassaway 
Gavagan 
Gehrmann 
Gildea 
Gingery 
Granfield 
Gray, Ind. 
Gray, Pa. 
Green 
Greenway 
Greenwood 
Greever 
Gregory 
Griswold 
Guyer 
Gwynne 
Ha.in es 
Halleck 
Hancock, N. C. 
Harlan 
Ha.rt 
Ha.rt er 
Healey 
Hennings 
Higgins, Mass. 
Hildebrandt 
Hill, Ala. 
Hill, Knute 
Hill, Samuel B. 
Hobbs 
Hoeppel 
Huddleston 
Imhoff 
Jenckes, Ind. 
Johnson, Okla. 
Johnson, Tex. 
Johnson, W. Va. 
Jones 
Kee 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy, Md. 
Kennedy, N. Y. 
Kenney 
Kerr 
Kleberg 
Kloeb 

Kocialkowsk1 
Kopplemann 
Kramer 
Kvale 
Lamneck 
Lanham 
Larrabee 
Lee, Okla. 
Lemke 
Lewis, Colo. 
Lucas 
Luckey 
Ludlow 
Lundeen 
McAndrews 
McClellan 
McCormack 
McFarlane 
McGehee 
McGrath 
McLaughlin 
McReynolds 
Mahon 
Maloney 
Mansfield 
Mapes 
Martin, Colo. 
Mason 
Massingale 
Maverick 
May . 
Meeks 
Merritt, N. Y. 
Mitchell, Ill. 
Monaghan 
Montet 
Moritz 
Mott 
Murdock 
Nelson 
Nichols 
Norton 
O'Brien 
O'Connor 
O'Day 
O'Leary 
O'Malley 
O'Neal 
Owen 
Palmisano 
Parsons 
Patman 
Patton 
Peterson, Fla. 
Pettengtll 
Pfeifer 
Pierce 
Pittenger 
Plumley 
Quinn 
Rabaut 
Ramsay 
Ramspeck 
Randolph 
Rankin 

NAYS-90 
Andrews, N. Y. 
Arends 
Bacharach 

Bacon 
Blackney 
Brewster 

Rayburn 
Reilly 
Richards 
Richardson 
Robinson, Utah 
Rogers. Okla. 
Romjue · 
Russell 
Saba th 
Sadowski 
Sanders, La. 
Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Sauthoff 
Schneider 
Schuetz 
Schulte 
Scott 
Scrugham 
Sears 
Secrest 
Shanley 
Sirovich 
Smith, Conn. 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, Wash. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snyder 
Somers, N. Y. 
South 
Spence 
Stack 
Starnes 
Steagall 
Sutphin 
Tarver 
Taylor, Colo. 
Terry 
Thomason 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tolan 
Tonry 
Treadway 
Turner 
Umstead 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Wallgren 
Walter 
Warren 
Weartn 
Weaver 
Welch 
Werner 
West 
Whittington 
Wilcox 
Williams 
Wilson, La. 
Withrow 
Woodruff 
Zimmerman 
Zioncheck 

Carlson 
Carpenter 
Castellow 

Cavicchia 
Christianson 
Church 
Cole, N. Y. 
Coll1ns 
Colmer 
Crawford 
Crowther 
Darrow 
Dirksen 
Ditter 
Dondero 
Dutfey, Ohio 
Eaton 
Ekwall 
Engel 
Engle bright 
Focht 
Ford, Miss. 
Gilchrist 

Gillette Maas 
Hancock, N. Y. Marcantonio 
Hartley Marshall 
Hess Martin, Mass. 
Higgins, Conn. Merritt, Conn. 
Hoffman Michener 
Hollister Millard 
Holmes Mitchell, Tenn. 
Hope Patterson 
Hull Pearson 
Jenkins, Ohio Perkins 
Kahn Polk 
Kinzer Powers 
Kniffin Ransley 
Knutson Reed, Ill. 
Lambertson Reed, N. Y. 
Lambeth Rich 
Lehlbach Robsion, Ky. 
McLean Rogers, Mass. 
McLeod Seger 

NOT VOTING-80 

Short 
Snell 
Stefan 
Taber 
Taylor, S. C. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thom 
Thomas 
Tinkham 
Tobey 
Truax 
Turpin 
Utterback 
Wadsworth 
Wigglesworth 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden 
Young 

Adair Darden Jacobsen Reece 
Bankhead DeRouen Kimball Robertson 
Barden Dietrich Lea, Calif. Rogers, N. H. 
Binderup Dockweiler Lesinski Rudd 
Buchanan Dautrich Lewis, Md. Ryan 
Bulwinkle Dunn, Miss. Lloyd Schaefer 
Burch Eicher Lord Shannon 
Burdick Fenerty McGroarty Sisson 
Cartwright Ferguson McKeough Stewart 
Chapman Fernandez McMillan Stubbs 
Claiborne Fish Mcswain Sullivan 
Clark, Idaho Flannagan Mead Sumners, Tex. 
Clark, N. C. Frey M1ller Sweeney 
Cochran Gearhart Montague Underwood 
Connery Gifford · Moran wlielchel 
Cooper, Ohio Goldsborough O'Connell White 
Corning Goodwin Oliver Wilson, Pa. 
Crosby Hamlin Parks Wolverton 
CUlkin Hook Peterson, Ga. Wood 
Cullen Houston Peyser Woodrum 

So <two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended and the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the fallowing additional pairs: 
On this vote: 

Mr. Dietrich and Mr. Jacobson (for) with Mr. Gl.fi'ord (against). 
Mr. Stubbs and Mr. Ferguson (for) with Mr. Wilson of Pennsyl

vania (against). 
Mr. Cullen and Mr. Rudd (for) with Mr. Goodwin (against). 
Mr. Sull1van and Mr. Mead (for) with Mr. Reece (against). 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Barden with Mr. Cooper of Ohio. 
Mr. Mcswain with Mr. Doutdch. 
Mr. Robertson with Mr. Fish. 
Mr. Cochran with Mr. Kimball. 
Mr. Chapman with Mr. Lord. 
Mr. Oliver with Mr. Stewart. 
Mr. Connery with Mr. Gearhart. 
Mr. Whelchel with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Parks with Mr. Burdick. 
Mr. DeRouen with Mr. Fenerty. 
Mr. Rogers of New Hampshire with Mr. Wolverton. 
Mr. Sisson with Mr. Crosby. 
Mr. Sumners of Texas with Mr. Binderup. 
Mr. Woodrum with Mr. Lesinski. 
Mr. Buchanan with Mr. Claibone. 
Mr. Burch with Mr. Moran. 
Mr. Lea of California with Mr. CJ.ark of North Carolina. 
Mr. Sweeney with :Mr. Peterson of Georgia. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Ryan. 
Mr. Underwood with Mr. Frey. 
Mr. Sehaefer with Mr. Houston. 
Mr. Flannagan with Mr. White. 
Mr. Fernandez with Mr. Dockweller. 
Mr. Bankt'.ead with Mr. Lloyd. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. McGroarty. 
Mr. Cartwright with Mr. Lewis of Maryland. 
Mr. MeKeough with Mr. Clark of Idaho. 
Mr. Montague with Mr. O'Connell. 
Mr. Darden with Mr. Corning. 
Mr. McMillan with Mr. Hook. 
Mr. Miller with Mr. Goldsborough. 
Mr. Hamlin with Mr. Dunn of Mississippi. 
Mr. Eicher with Mr. Peyser. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
REVENUE BILL OF 1935 

Mr. LEE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LEE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I was at the Depart

ment of the Interior this morning and missed the vote on 
the tax bill. I was strong for this bill; and if I had been 
here, I would have voted "aye." I am sorry I missed the 
vote. 
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RUFUS HUNTER BLACKWELL, JR. 

Mr. WEA VER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 3230) for the 
relief of Rufus Hunter Blackwell, Jr., with a Senate amend
ment, and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
There being no objection, the Clerk read the Senate 

amendment, as follows: 
Page 1, line 7, strike out "$2,755.25 " and insert "$2,000." 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
BOY SCOUT JAMBOREE 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention 

of the House to a very serious situation. 
We have in this country an epidemic of infantile paralysis. 

There is a world-wide Boy Scout Jamboree scheduled to 
meet in Washington in a few days. My honest opinion is 
that this jamboree ought to be called off, and I am calling 
on. the Bureau of Public Health to take steps to have it 
called off. 

The public health officer in my State has notified the boys 
of that State, according to the press, that it would be best 
for them not to come here, and I cannot sit here and see 
this great jamboree assembled here with this horrible epi
demic spreading throughout this section of the country, and 
now invading the city of Washington, with the direful prob
ability it might result in scattering this dreadful disease all 
over the world. So, for one, I want to protest now against 
this jamboree being held, and I am calling upon the Bureau 
of Public Health to have it called off, or postponed until this 
danger passes. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the first bill on the 
.Consent Calendar. 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5731) to amend in certain 
particulars the act approved February 28, 1925, entitled "An 
act to provide for the creation, organization, administration, 
and maintenance of a Naval Reserve and a Marine Corps 
Reserve", as amended, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that this bill be passed over without prejudice. 
Mr. MAAS. This bill has been passed over four or five 

times. 
Mr. ZIONCHECK. The Chairman of the Committee on 

Naval Affairs says the committee is going into this matter 
fully. 

Mr. MAAS. While the Committee on Naval Affairs may be 
going into the matter of reorganization of the whole Reserve, 
that will not take effect for another year. The main thing 
in this bill is it places the boys under workman's compensa
tion, to which they are entitled, and the total cost will not be 
over $2,000. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. The Chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs asked me to request that this bill be passed over. 

Mr. MAAS. If the chairman has made that request, I will 
not oppose it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to passing the bill over 
without prejudice? 

There was no objection. 
GRAZL""iG RESERVE FOR INDIANS OF FORT M 1DERMITT, NEV. 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4126) to reserve certain 
public-domain lands in Nevada and Oregon as a grazing 
reserve for Indians of Fort McDermitt, Nev. 

There was no objection, and the bill S. 1142 was substituted 
for the House bill. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That public-domain lands in the States of 

Nevada and Oregon described as lots _3, 4, and west half lot 5 of 
section 1; lots 1 to 9, inclusive; west half lot 10 and north half 
southwest quarter section 2; lots 1 to 10, inclusive, and soutb, 

half section 3; lots 1to10, inclusive, and southeast quarter section 
4; lots 1 to 4, inclusive, and lots 8, 10, 11, and 12 of section 5; 
north half northeast quarter section 9; north half northwest quar
ter and northwest quarter northeast quarter section 10, township 
47 north, range 39 east, of the Mount Diablo meridian, Nevada; 
and southeast quarter section 20; west half southeast quarter and 
southeast quarter southeast quarter section 21; south half section 
22; northwest quarter, southeast quarter, and south half south
west quarter section 26; west half southeast quarter, west half 
northeast quarter and northeast quarter northeast quarter section 
27; all of section 28; east half and southwest quarter section 29; 
all of sections 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, and southwest quarter section 36, 
of township 40 south, range 44 east; and all of sections l, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, west half, northeast quarter, north half south
east quarter and southwest quarter southeast quarter section 12; 
west half section 13; all of sections 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and frac
tional sections 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and west half of fractional section 
24 of township 41 south, range 44 east, of the Willamette me
ridian, m Oregon, containing approximately 21,500 acres, be, and 
the same are hereby, withdrawn from the public domain and 
reserved for the use and occupancy of Indians of the former Fort 
McDermitt Military Reserve, Nevada: Provided, That the rights and 
claims of bona fide settlers initiated under the public land laws 
prior to July 7, 1933, shall not be affected by this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table, and a similar House bill was laid on the table. 

OSAGE INDIA.N DRUG AND LIQUOR ADDICTS 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6625) conferring jurisdic
tion on United States district courts over Osage Indian drug 
and liquor addicts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? . 
Mr. ZIONCHECK, Mr. TRUAX, and Mr. McFARLANE ob

jected. 
AMENDING THE JOINT RESOLUTION FOR RELIEF OF PUERTO RICO 

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 129, to amend the 
joint resolution entitled "Joint resolution for the relief of 
Porto Rico", approved December 21, 1928, to permit an ad
judication with respect to liens of the United States arising 
by virtue of IOans under such joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

House Joint Resolution 129 
Resolved, etc., That the joint resolution entitled "Joint reso

lution for the relief of Puerto Rico", approved December 21, 1928, 
is hereby amended by adding at the end thereof a new section 
reading as follows: 

"SEC. 7. (a) Upon the conditions herein prescribed for the pro
tection of the United States, the consent of the United States is 
given, to be named a party in any suit which is now pending or 
which may hereafter be brought in any of the insular courts of 
the island of Puerto Rico by the Federal Land Bank of Baltimore, 
or the Land Bank Commissioner acting pursuant to part 3 of the 
Emergency Farm Mortgage Act of 1933, and the Federal Farm 
Mortgage Corporation acting pursuant to the Federal Farm Mort
gage Corporation Act, for the foreclosure of any mortgage or other 
lien upon real estate for the purpose of any mortgage or other lien 
upon real estate for the purpose of securing an adjudication 
touching any junior mortgage or other junior lien the United 
States may have or claim by virtue of loans made pursuant to the 
provisions of this joint resolution. Service upon the United States 
shall be made by serving the process of the court with a copy of 
the bill of complaint upon the United States attorney for the 
district or division in which the suit has been or may be brought 
and by sending copies of the process and bill, by registered mail, 
to the Attorney General of the United States at Washington, Dis
trict of Columbia. The United States shall have 60 days after 
service as above provided, or such further time as the court may 
allow, within which to appear and answer, plead, or demur. Any 
such suit brought against the United States in any insular court 
may be removed by the United States to the United States district 
court for the district in which the suit may be pending. The re
moval shall be effected in the manner prescribed by section 29 
of the Judicial Code (U. S. C., title 28, sec. 72): Provided, That 
the petition for removal may be filed at any time before the ex
piration of 30 days after the time herein or by the court allowed 
by the United States to answer, and no removal bond shall be 
required. The court to which the cause is removed may, before 
judgment, remand it to the insular court if it shall appear that 
there is no real dispute respecting the rights of the United States, 
or all the other parties shall concede of record the claims of the 
United States. Except as herein otherwise provided, a judicial 
sale made in pursuance of a judgment in such a suit shall have 
the same effect respecting the discharge of the property from liens 
and encumbrances held by the United States as may be provided 
with respect to such matters by the law of Puerto Rico and in 
which island the land is situated: Provided, That a sale to satisfy 
a lien inferior to one of the United States shall be made subject 
to and without disturbing the lien of the United States, unless 
the United States, by its attorneys, consents that the property 
may be sold free of its mortgage or lien and the proceeds divided 
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as the parties may be entitled. In any case where the debt to the 
United States is due, the United States may ask, by way of 
attirmative relief, for the foreclosure of its own lien or mortgage 
and 1n any case where the property is sold to satisfy a first mort
gage or first lien held by the United States, the United States may 
bid at the sale such sum not exceeding the amount of its claim 
with expenses of sale, as may be directed by the chief of the 
department, bureau, or other agency of the Government which 
has charge of the administration of the laws 1n respect of which 
the claim of the United States arises. No Judgment for costs or 
other money judgment shall be rendered against the United States 
in any suit or proceeding which may be instituted under the pro
visions of this section. Nor ihall the United States be or become 
liable for the payment of the costs of any such suit or proceed
ing or any part thereof: Provided, That if the Federal Land Bank 
of Baltimore, or the Land Bank Commissioner and the Federal 
Farm Mortgage Corporation acquire the property involved in the 
proceedings in which the United States was made a party under 
the provisions of this section, any amount the bank or the Land 
Bank Commissioner and the Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation 
may receive upon the ultimate disposition of the property, exceed
ing the amount of its investment, but not to exceed the amount 
of the Commission's lien, shall be paid by the said bank in its 
own behalf or in behalf of the Land Bank Commissioner and the 
Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation to the Puerto Rican Hurri
cane Relief Commission. 

"{b) The Hurricane Relief Commission is hereby authorized to 
waive any priorities it may have or claim over liens in favor of 
the Federal Land Bank of Baltimore, such priorities arising out 
of reamortization agreements entered into between the Federal 
Land Bank of Baltimore and its borrowers who are also indebted 
to the Commission. 

" ( c) If the Federal Land Bank of Baltimore, or the Land Bank 
Commissioners and the Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation ac
quire or deem it necessary to acquire by foreclosure proceedings 
any real or personal property in Puerto Rico by virtue of a lien 
upon the said referred property duly filed of record in the juris
diction in which the same is located, and a junior lien in favor of 
the United States attached to such property by virtue of loans 
made pursuant to the provisions of this joint resolution the said 
banking institution may make a written request to the Puerto 
Rican Hurricane Relief Commission to have the same extinguished. 
If after appropriate investigation, in appears to such Commission 
that the proceeds from the sale of the property would be insuffi
cient to satisfy in whole or in part, the lien of the United States, 
or that the claim of the United States has been satisfied, or by 
lapse of time or otherwise has become unenforceable, such Com
mission shall so report to the Comptroller General, who thereupon 
may authorize it to issue a certificate of release, which shall oper
ate to release the property from such lien: Provided, That any 
amount that may be realized by the said bank or by the Land 
Bank Commissioner and the Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation 
in the ultimate sale of this property, over and above its invest
ment, but not to exceed the amount of the Commission's lien, 
shall be paid by the bank in its own behalf or 1n behalf of the 
Land Bank Commissioner and the Federal Farm Mortgage Corpo
ration to the Puerto Rican Hurricane Relief Commission." 

With the following committee amendments: 
On page 2, line 3, strike out beginning with the word " Balti

more " down through the word " and " in line 5 and insert in lieu 
thereof " Baltimore or." 

On page 2, line 6, strike out beginning with the word " acting " 
down through the comma in line 7. 

On page 4, line 12, strike out beginning with the word " Balti
more " through the word " and " in line 13 and insert in lieu 
thereof "Baltimore or." 

On page 4, line 17, strike out beginning with the word " bank " 
down through the word "and" and insert in lieu thereo! "Fed
eral Land Bank of Baltimore or." 

On page 4, line 21, strike out beginning with the word "in•• 
down through the word " Corporation " in line 23 and insert in 
lieu thereof " or the said corporation." 

On page 5, line 7, strike out beginning with the word " Balti
more " down through the word " and " 1n line 8 and insert in lieu 
thereof "Baltimore or." 

On page 5, line 9, strike out "acquire or deem" and insert in 
11eu thereof " acquires or deems." 

On page 6, line 2, strike out beginning with the word " said " 
down through the word " and " in line 3 and insert in lieu thereof 
" Federal Land Bank of Baltimore or." 

On page 6, line 6, strike out beginning with the word " bank " 
down through the word "Corporation" in line 8 and substitute in 
lieu thereof "said bank or the said corporation." 

On page 6, line 9, strike out the quotation marks after the word 
"Commission" and add the following paragraph: 

"(d) For the purposes of this section, the terms 'Puerto Rican 
Hurricane Relief Commission '. • Hurricane Relief Commission ' and 
'Commission' shall be deemed to refer to the department, b~eau, 
or other agency of the Government having charge of the adminis
tration of this resolution." 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third time, and passed, 
a.nd a motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

FREDERIC A. DELANO 

The Clerk called House Joint Resolution 195, for reap
pointment of Frederic A. Delano as a member of the Board 
of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COOPER of Tennessee) . 
Is there objection? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill requires three ob
jectors. 

Mr. WOLCO'IT. My objection originally went to the fact 
that there was no report. I rise now to pay the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. KELLER], his committee, a high compli
ment on the report filed as a supplementary report. It 
does credit to him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? · 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, a similar 

Senate joint resolution will be substituted, Senate Joint 
Resolution 117. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read the Senate 
joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the vacancy in the Board of Regents o! the 
Smithsonian Institution, of the class other than Members of 
Congress, caused by the expiration of the term of Frederic A. 
Delano, of the city of Washington, on January 21, 1935, be filled 
by the reappointment of the recent incumbent (Frederic A. 
Delano) for the statutory term of 6 years. 

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider laid on the table. 

A similar House joint resolution was laid on the table. 
REVENUES OF SHOSHONE POWER PLANT, WYOMING 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6875) providing for the 
allocation of net revenues of the Shoshone power plant of the 
Shoshone reclamation project in Wyoming. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. ZIONCHECK, Mr. TRUAX, and Mr. COSTELLO ob

jected. 
PRESERVATION OF HISTORIC AMERICAN SITES 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6670) to provide for the 
preservation of historic American sites, buildings, objects, 
and antiquities of national significance, and for other pur
poses. 

The S;pEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, the author of the bill has con

sented to agree to two amendments. 
Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, I agree to at least one. 

Meantime I ask unanimous consent to substitute Senate bill 
2073, which has several amendments, and which makes the 
bill more satisfactory. 

Mr. TRUAX. One section which I objected to is the sec
tion which authorizes the contract for concessions to be made 
without competitive bidding. The gentleman has agreed to 
an amendment which opens that to competitive bidding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Texas that a similar Senate bill 
be substituted? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

Senate bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted., etc., That it 1s hereby declared that it is a na

tional policy to preserve for public use historic sites, buildings, 
and objects of national significance for the inspiration and benefit 
of the people of the United States. 

SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Interior (hereinafter referred to as 
the Secretary), through the National Park Service, for the purpose 
of effectuating the policy expressed in section 1 hereof, shall have 
the following powers and perform the following duties and 
functions: 

(a.) Secure, collate, and preserve drawings, plans, photographs, 
and other data of historic and archa.eologic sites, buildings, and 
objects. 

{b) Make a survey of historic and archaeologic sites, buildings, 
and objects for the purpose of determining which possess excep
tional value as commemorating or illustrating the history of the 
United States. 
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(c) Make necessary lp.vestlgatlons and researches in the United 

States relating to particular sites, buildings, or objects to obtain 
"true SJ.nd accurate historical and ·archaeological facts and informa
tion ocncerning the same. 

(d' For the purpose of this act, when authorized by Congress, 
acquire in the name of the United States by gift, purchase, or 
otherwise any property, personal or real, or any interest or estate 
therein, title to any real property to be satisfactory to the Secre
tary: Provided, That no such property which is owned by any 
religious or educational institution, or which is owned or admin
istered for the benefit of the public shall be so acquired without 
the consent of the owner, when authorized by Congress. 

( e) Restore, reconstruct, rehabilitate, preserve, and maintain 
historic or prehistoric sites, buildings, objects, and properties of 
natio-nl\l historical or archaeological significance and, where 
deemed desirable, establish and maintain museums in connection 
therewith. 

(f) Erect and maintain tablets to mark or commemorate his
toric or prehistoric places and events of national h.istorical or 
archaeological significance. 

(g) Operate and manage historic and archaeologic sites, build
ings, and properties acquired under the provisions of this act 
together with lands and subordinate buildings for the benefit of 
the public, such authority to include the power to charge reason
able visitation fees and grant concessions, leases·, or permits for 
the use of land, building space, roads, or trails when necessary 
or desirable either to accommodate the public or to facilitate 
administration. 

(h) Develop an educational program and service for the pur
pose of making available to the public facts and information per
taining to American historic and archaeologic sites, buildings, and 
properties of national significance. Reasonable charges may be 
made for the dissemination of any such facts or information. 

(i). Perform any and .all acts, and make such rules and regu
lations not inconsistent with this a.ct a.s may be necessary and 
proper to carry out the provisions thereof. Any person violating 
any of the rules and regulations authorized by this act shall be 
punished by a fine of not more than $500 and be adjudged to pay 
all cost of the proceedings. 

SEC. 3. A general advisory board, to be known as the "Advisory 
Board on National Parks, Historic Sites, Buildings, and Monu
ments", is hereby established, to be composed of not to exceed 
11 persons, citizens . of the United States, to include representa
tives competent in the fields of history, archaeology, architecture, 
and human geography, who shall be appointed by the Secretary 
and serve at his pleasure. The members of such board shall 
receive no salary, but may be paid expenses incidental to travel 
when engaged in discharging their duties a.s such members. 

It shall be the duty of such board to advise on any matters 
relating to national parks and to the administration of this act 
submitted to it for consideration by the Secretary. It may also 
recommend policies to the Secretary from time to time pertaining 
to national parks and to restoration, reconstruction, conservation, 
and general administration of historic and archaeologic sites, 
buildings, and properties. 

SEC. 4. The Secretary, in administering this act, ls authorized to 
cooperate with and may seek and accept the assistance of any 
Federal, State, or municipal department or agency, or any educa
tional or scientific institution, or any patriotic association, or any 
individual. 

(b) When deemed necessary, technical advisory committees may 
be established to act in an advisory capacity in connection with 
the restoration or reconstruction of any historic or prehistoric 
building or structure. 

(c) Such professional and technical assistance may be employed 
without regard to the civil-service laws, and such service may be 
established as may be required to accomplish the purposes of this 
act and for which money may be appropriated by Congress or made 
available by gifts for such purpose. 

SEC. 5. Nothing in this act shall be held to deprive any State, or 
political subdivision thereof, of its civil and criminal jurisdiction 
in and over lands acquired by the United States under this act. 

SEC. 6. There is authorized to be appropriated for carrying out 
the purposes of this act such sums as the Congress may from time 
to tiine determine. 

SEC. '1. The provisions of this act shall control 1f any of them 
are in conflict with any other act or acts relating to the same 
subject matter. 

With the following committee amendments: 
Page 2, line 14, strike out all of subsection (d) and insert 1n 

lieu thereof the following: 
"(d) For the purpose of this act, acquire in the name of the 

United States by gift, purchase, or otherwise any property, per
sonal or real, or any interest or estate therein, title to any real 
prop~rty to be satisfactory to the Secretary: Provided, That no 
such property which is owned by any religious or educational 
institution, or which is owned or administered for the benefit of 
the public shall be so acquired without the consent of the owner: 
Provided further, That no such property shall be acquired or 
contract or agreement for the acquisition thereof made which will 
obllgate the general fund of the Treasury for the payment of such 
property, unless or until Congress has appropriated money which 
is available for that purpose. 

"(e) Contract and make cooperative agreements with States, 
municipal subdivisions, corpor'ations, associations, or individuals, 
with proper bond where deemed advisable, to protect, preserve, 
maintain, or operate any historic or archaeologic building, site, 

object, or property used in connection therewith !or public use, 
regai:dless as to whether the title thereto is in the United States: 
Provided, That no contract or cooperative agreement shall be 
made or entered into which will obligate the general fund of the 
Treasury unless or until Congress has appropriated money for such 
purpose." 

Page 3, line 22, strike out "(c)" and insert in lieu thereof "(f)." 
Page 4, line 3, strike out "(f)" and insert in lieu thereof "{g) ." 
Page 4, line 6, strike out "(g)" and insert in lieu thereof "(h) ." 
Page 4, line 15, insert: 
"(i) When the Secretary determines that it w:luld be adminis

tratively burdensome to restore, reconstruct, operate, or maintain 
any particular historic or archeologic site, building, or property 
donated to the United States through the National Parks Service, 
he may cause the same to be done by organizing a corporation for 
that purpose under the laws of the District of Columbia or any 
State." 

Page 4, line 22, strike out "(h)" and insert in lieu thereof "(j)." 
Page 5, line 4, strike out "(i)" and insert in lieu thereof "(k) ." 

The foregoing committee amendments were severally re-
ported and severally agreed to. 

The Clerk reported the following committee amendment: 
Page 4, line 11, after the word "permit", insert "without adver

tising and without securing competitive bids." 

The committee amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. l\liVERicK: Page 4, line 14, strike out 

the period after the word " administration " and insert a colon in 
lieu thereof and the following: "Provided, That such concessions, 
leases, or permits shall be let at competitive bidding to the person 
making the highest and best bid." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KENNEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. KENNEY. Are the amendments referred to, which 

have just been adopted, one of which was rejected, the 
amendments reported by the Committee on the Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill was reported by the 
Committee on the Public Lands with amendments, which 
have been reported. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider the vote laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 
STATUE OF GEN. ROBERT E. LEE IN ARLINGTON NATIONAL CEMETERY 

The Clerk called the next business, House Joint Resolution 
232, authorizing the erection of an equestrian statue of Gen. 
Robert E. Lee.in the Arlington National Cemetery. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this resolution be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

CLAIMS OF OMAHA TRIBE OF INDIANS, NEBRASKA 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7202, to investigate 
the claims of and to enroll certain persons, if entitled, with 
the Omaha Tribe of Indians. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent that this bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. STEFAN. Reserving the right to object, this bill was 
passed favorably by the committee. We have accepted all 
of the amendments recommended by the Department. This 
simply asks that these people be given an opportunity to 
appear. Whether they have any claims or not would depend 
upon the Court of Claims. I think they have the right to 
appear in court. 

Mr. McFARLANE. I appreciate what the gentleman says, 
but if you will look at the bill you will see that this bill 
would create a. very bad precedent, as far as the Govern
ment is concerned. This is the statement we have from the 
Bureau: 

There are thousands of people in the United States who claim 
to possess Indian blood. I! this precedent were established the 



1935 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 12511 
Treasury of the United States would be unable to pay the dis
tributive shares of such claimants. It has been about 135 years 
since the marriage of Laughing Buffalo to Count Bar~a and it 
would be rather difficult to find all of the heirs. 

Under the circumstances, I will be forced to object to the 
consideration of the bill unless my request to have the bill 
passed over is granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas CMr. MCFARLANE]? 

Mr. O'MALLEY. Mr. Speaker, I object to the request of 
the gentleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. McFARLANE, Mr. COSTELLO, and Mr. ZIONCHECK 
objected. 

ERADICATION OF MEDITERRANEAN FRUIT FLY 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1419, to provide for 
an investigation and report of losses resulting from the cam
paign· for the eradication of the Mediterranean fruit fiy by 
the Department of Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER pro tempare. Is there objection? 
Mr. BACON, Mr. TABER, and Mr. DITTER objected. 

SPANISH WAR MEMORIAL PARK, TAMPA, FLA. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7085, to provide for 
the creation of a memorial park at Tampa, in the State of 
Florida, to be known as" The Spanish War Memorial Park", 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, a similar 

Senate bill (S. 2426) will be substituted for the House bill. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as -follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That when title to such lands located on Davis 

Island in the city of Tampa, Fla., as shall be designated by the 
Secretary of the Interior, in the exercise of his judgment and dis
cretion as necessary and suitable for the purpose, shall have been 
vested in the United States, sai<f area shall be ·set apart as The 
Spanish War Memorial Park, for the benefit and inspiration of the 
people: Provided, That said lands shall be donated without cost to 
the United States by the city of Tampa, Fla., and the Secretary of 
the Interior is authorized to accept such conveyance of lands. 

SEc. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be located and con
structed within said memorial park a suitable monument or me
morial to commemorate the patriotic services of the American 
forces in the War with Spain, which, with landscape treatment of 
the grounds, sidewalks, and suitable approaches, shall not exceed 
the cost of $500,000; and the Secretary is for that purpose further 
authorized and empowered to determine upon a suitable location, 
plan, and design for said monument or memorial, by and with the 
advice of the National Commission of Fine Arts. 

SEC. 3. In the discharge of his duties hereunder, the Secretary 
of the Interior, through the National Park Service, is authorized 
to employ, in his discretion, by contract or otherwise, landscape 
architects, architects, artists, engineers, and/or other expert con
sultants in accordance with the usual customs of the several pro
fessions without reference to civil-service requirements or to the 
Classification Act of 1923, as amended, and that expenditures for 
such employment shall be construed to be included in any appro
priations hereafter authorized for any work under the objectives 
of this act. 

SEc. 4. The Secretary of the Interior is further authorized, by 
and with the advice of the National Commission of Fine Arts, to 
authorize and permit the erection in said memorial park of suitable 
memorials in harmony with the monument and/or memorial herein 
authorized that may be desired to be constructed by Spanish War 
organizations, States, and/or foreign governments: Provided, That 
the design and location of such memorials must be approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, by and with the advice of the Na
tional Commission of Fine Arts, before construction is undertaken. 

SEC. 5. The administration, protection, and development of the 
aforesaid Spanish War Memorial Park, including any and all me
morials that may hereafter be erected thereon, shall be exercised 
under the direction of the Secretary ot the Interior by the National 
Park Service. 

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment oft'ered by Mr. PETERsoN of Florida: Page 2, lines 6, 

7, 8, inclusive, beginning with the word "the", strike out all of 
the language up to and including the figure " $500,000 " and sub
stitute the following in lieu thereof: " the American forces in the 
War wtth Spain. The cost of establishing such monument or me-

morial, of constructing suitable sidewalks and approaches, and of. 
landscaping such site, may be paid from any fund or moneyS" 
available for such purpose, except from the general fund of the 
Treasury." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Senate bill as amended was ordered to be read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS DELAWARE RIVER NEAR EASTON, PA. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7346, authorizing the 
Delaware River Joint Toll Bridge Commission of the State 
of Pennsylvania and the State of New Jersey to construct, 
maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the Delaware 
River at a point between Easton, Pa., and Phillipsburg, N. J. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TRUAX, Mr. COSTELLO, and Mr. MORITZ objected .. 
BRIDGE ACROSS POTOMAC RIVER NEAR OLD TOWN, MD. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7395, authorizing 
M. R. Carpenter, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Potomac River between Old Town, Md., and Green Spring, 
W.Va. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ZIONCHECK, Mr. TRUAX, and Mr. McFARLANE 
objected. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER NEAR WELLSBURG, W. VA. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7807, authorizing the 
Brookewell Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to con~ · 
strnct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River 
at or near Wellsburg, W. Va. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. TRUAX, Mr. COSTELLO, and Mr. ZIONCHECK 

objected. 
BRIDGE ACROSS omo RIVER AT SISTERSVILLE, w. VA. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7592, to extend the 
times for commencing and completing the construction of a 
bridge across the Ohio River at Sistersville, W. Va. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. O'MALLEY. Reserving the right to object, is the 

author of the bill present? 
Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman is 

ill. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempare. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER NEAR NEW BOSTON, ILL. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7780, to extend the 
times for commencing and completing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near New Bos
ton, m. 

The SPEAKER pro tempare. Is there objection? 
Mr. ZIONCHECK, Mr. TRUAX, and Mr. McFARLANE 

objected. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, RULO, NEBR. 

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1988, to extend the time 
for the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at or near Rulo, Nebr. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. LUCKEY. Mr. Speaker, will not the gentleman with

draw his objection and let the bill be passed over without 
prejudice? 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker,. I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that the bill may be passed over without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Washi.Iigton? 
There was no objection. 
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BRIDGES ACROSS MONONGAHELA, ALLEGHENY, AND YOUGHIOGHENY 

RIVERS, PA. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7438, to amend the 
act entitled "An act to authorize the construction and oper
ation of certain bridges across the Monongahela, Allegheny, 
and Youghiogheny Rivers in the county of Allegheny, Pa.", 
approved June 4, 1934. 

Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, will the author of the bill inform me whether 
these are to be toll bridges or free bridges? 

Mr. BROOKS. The purpose of this bill is just to get au
thority for the erection of bridges. I do not specify 
whether they should be made of steel or granite, whether 
they shall be free bridges or toll bridges. 
. Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Or whether they shall be 
made of gold or silver. 

Mr. BROOKS. Or whether they shall be made of gold 
or silver. I am applying for authority to get any kind of a 
bridge built. 

Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. I appreciate the fact that 
that is the purpose of the gentleman, and I believe that 
bridges and tunnels should be built to put people to work; 
but I really should like to know if tolls are to be charged. 
The gentleman said, however, he does not know about that. 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, 
I will answer that question. 

Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I yield. 
Mr. TRUAX. This bridge is to be a free bridge. As a re

sult of the activity of many of the people to be affected by 
this bridge, and as the result of the cooperation of the Pitts
burgh press, the authorities have decided to erect four free 
bridges, as I understand it, instead of the six toll bridges that 
were formerly contemplated. I have an amendment to offer 
to the bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MORITZ] has an amendment to offer. If the author of the 
bill, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROOKS] will 
agree to accept these amendments, the bill will not be ob
jected to. Does tpat answer the gentleman's question? 

Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. That answers my question. 
Mr. MORITZ. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

is that agreeable to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BROOKS]? 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. · Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, 
does the gentleman from Pennsylvania accept the amend
ments? 

Mr. BROOKS. I cannot say until I know what the amend
ments are. 

Mr. TRUAX.- · I will read the gentleman my amendment to 
the bill H. R. 7 438: 

On page 3, line 4, strike out " and of tolls collected from time to 
time." 

Mr. MORITZ. My amendment is this: Page 2, line 7, 
strike out all of lines 7 to 23, both inclusive, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

SEC. 2. No toll or other charge shall be made for the use of the 
said bridges or any of them, or the approaches to them or any of 
them, and no toll or charge shall be made for the use of such other 
public works _or .improvements as inay be . associated with said 
bridges and approaches. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I will accept the amendments. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That clause ( c) of section 1 of the act entitled 

"An act to authorize the construction and operation of certain 
bridges across the Monongahela, Allegheny, and Youghiogheny 
Rivers in the county of Allegheny, Pa.", approved June 4, 1934, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended as follows: 

"(c) Across the Monongahela River, at a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation, in the city of Pittsburgh, Pa., between the 
Smithfield Street and Point Bridges." . 
. SEC. 2. Section 2 of said act is amended to read as follows: · 

" SEC. 2. If tolls are charged for the use of said bridges, or any 
of them, the rates of toll may be so adjusted as to provide a fund 
sutficient to pay such part or all of any one or more of the follow
ing items as shall not be from time to time otherwise provided for, 
namely: (a) The reasonable cost of maintenance, repair, and op
eration of said bridges, approaches, and such other public works 
and improvements as may be associated with said bridges and 
approaches or any of them in any loan agreement heretofore en-

tered into, or hereafter to be entered 1nto between the United 
States of America and said Allegheny County Authority or said 
county of Allegheny; and (b) the amortization, within a reasonable 
time and under reasonable conditions of any loan or loans, in
cluding reasonable -interest, taxes, and financing charges, made -or 
to be made in connection with the construction of said bridges, 
approaches, and other such associated public works and improve
ments." 

SEC. 3. Section 3 of said act is amended to read as follows: 
"SEC. 3. An accurate record of the cost of said bridges, ap

proaches, and associated public works and improvements and of 
all expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the same 
and of tolls collected from time to time shall be kept and shall at 
all reasonable times be available for the information of all persons 
interested in the construction, operation, and maintenance thereof." 

SEc. 4. Said act is further amended by adding a new section, to 
be known as " section 4 ", reading as follows: 

" SEc. 4. The times for commencing and completing said bridges 
and each of them and the approaches of each of them is hereby 
extended for periods of 1 and 3 years, respectively, from June 4, 
1935." 

SEc. 5. Said act 1s further amended by renumbering section 4 
thereof as section 5 and section 5 -thereof as section 6. 

SEC. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Mr. MORITZ. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MORITZ: Page 2, line 7, strike out all 

of lines 7 to 23, both inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof: 
"S:r:c. 2. No toll or other charge shall be ma.de for the use of 

the said bridges or any of them or the approaches to them or any 
of them, and no toll or charge shall be made for the use of such 
other public works or improvements as may be associated with 
said bridges and approaches." 

Mr. WOLCO'IT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment for the purpose of asking if the amendment has 
been considered by the committee. 

Mr. TRUAX. Which committee? 
Mr. WOLCO'IT. Has the Committee on Interstate and 

Foreign Commerce given any consideration to the gentle
man's amendment? 

Mr. TRUAX. Not to my knowledge. 
Mr. WOLCO'IT. Mr. Speaker, it has been the custom of 

this House for many years to refer these bridge bills to a 
highly specialized subcommittee of the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce, which has worked very dili
gently and studied a good many years to perfect themselves 
on bridge bills: 

They have come to the definite conclusion, a s I under
stand it, that under certain circumstances toll bridges are 
absolutely necessary; for if tolls cannot be charged, then 
those particular bridges cannot be built. 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield at 
that point? 

Mr. WOLCO'IT. I yield. 
Mr. TRUAX. That is not true in this case. The com

missioners have rearranged their financial program so as to 
build four free bridges instead of the six toll bridges origi
nally contemplated. They have made their arrangements 
with the P. W. A. officials, and this is possible under the 
new arrangement. Of course, the procedure was not taken 
up with the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
because this -is an entirely new procedure, and one that 
will require quick action to get the work under way this year. 
I hope the gentleman, in view of these facts, will withdraw 
opposition.• 

Mr. WOLCO'IT. Has the author of the bill considered it? 
Has it been submitted to him? 
· Mr. TRUAX. Yes; he has accepted the amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTI'. I have no interest in the bridge, except 
we have had this committee for this purpose, and I do not 
want it overlooked. I do not think we should write bridge 
bills on the :floor of the House. 

Mr. TRUAX. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his op. 
position so we can see whether this can be done. It seems 
to me we shall find that we can build free b!idges and elimi
nate toll bridges in the future. 

Mr. WOLCO'IT. I agree with the gentleman that under 
certain circumstances we can and should build free bridges; 
that is, where the State or the municipality is in a position 
to build the bridge, such as the State of Pennsylvania must 
be, if these amendments go through. However, there are 



1935 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 12513 
certain cases where the bridges never would be built if the 
States had to build them out of State highway funds and 
where it would be illogical and impractical to take the high
way funds to build bridges on the theory that the people 
who use the bridge should pay for it, the same as in Ohio, 
Michigan, and in a majority of the States. We maintain 
our roads, for instance, by a gas tax on the theory the peo
ple who use the roads should pay for them . 
. So, if these bridges are built, possibly the State of Penn

sylvania and Allegheny County will consent to build and 
give them to the people as free bridges. I think they are 
to be congratulated if they are in a financial position to 
build four bridges across the Youghioheny, Monongahela, 
and Allegheny Rivers, giving the bridges to the people for 
their free use. We do not want to establish this as a 
precedent because the gentleman from Ohio knows that in 
numerous instances we cannot do that, otherwise the bridge 
will not be built. If it is satisfactory to the sponsor, and 
if it is satisfactory to those. representing the States or com
munities which are most vitally interested and which have 
to pay the bill, then, surely, I have no objection. 

Mr. TRUAX. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 

out the last word. I rise to ask a question of my colleague 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TRUAX]. In his opinion, the 
amendment offered by my colleague the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MORITZ], or whoever it was who prepared 
it, will result in no toll charges being made through the 
tubes in Allegheny County? 

Mr. TRUAX. There will be no charges whatsoever. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 

two words. 
Mr. Speaker, the subcommittee on bridges had this bill up 

for consideration and approved the bill in its present form. 
I doubt if the subcommittee would have approved the bill 
with the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. TRUAX. They will approve it if the House agrees to 
the amendment? 

Mr. TERRY. This might entirely change the financial 
set-up of the project. It seems to me that we should pass 
this bill as approved by the subcommittee and under that 
financial arrangement. I understand the gentleman from 
Ohio is oppased to tolls as a general proposition, but in a 
great many instances the bridges could not be built unless 
tolls were charged. 

Mr. TRUAX. But they can in this instance. 
Mr. COLE of Mairyland. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Maryland. 
Mr. COLE of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, this calendar is 

full of bridge bills, all reported by a subcommittee of which 
the distinguished gentleman from Arkansas is a member. 
These bills have been thoroughly considered by a subcom
mittee and by the main committee before being reparted out. 
As I understand the situation now, there has not been a bill 
reported out by the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com
mittee having language in it similar to this amendment. 
The sponsor of the bill is told that he may have the bill if 
he accepts the amendment, but not otherwise. As one 
member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce which has given consideration to all these bills, I hope 
that the House will pass the bills as reported because of a 
uniform and long-standing -policy and not adopt such 
amendments as now offered. 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the amend
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, if certain Members have their way today we 
will be in exactly the same position we have been in for 40 
years, namely, the perpetuation of iniquitous toll bridges on 
the public of this country. Due to the far-sightedness of 
certain citizens of Allegheny County, they have gone into 
this matter more fully and more thoroughly than any of 
these gentlemen. Simply because it has been a policy of 
40 years, an" ox cart" policy, if you please, is no reason why 
this House should accept the policy any longer. It is no 
reason why this body should not follow the desires, the 
wishes, and the recommendations of the commissioners of 
Allegheny County and the desires and recommendations of 

the great majority of pebple who have to use the bridge day 
after day. 

Simply because this has been the policy of a certain com
mittee of the House is no reason for the maintenance of 
that policy indefinitely. The valuation of the bridge in con
templation under this bill is of sufficient magnitude, and the 
valuation of the district affected, is sufficient to make it a 
just and a meritorious proposition to make it a free bridge. 

Mr. Speaker, why should we have toll bridges at all? Why 
should we not just as well have toll roads? When we build 
roads in the State of Pennsylvania, in the State of Mary
land, or in the 8tate of Iowa, we build modern, hard-sur
faced, wide roads. Why should there not be gates put there 
and then say to the people who pass, "You must pay a 
quarter; you must pay 50 cents; you must pay $1 for the 
privilege of traveling on this road"? 

Mr. Speaker, I regret to state that when those who aire 
interested in the welfare of the common people who have 
to shell out their quarters, their dimes, and their 50-cent 
pieces to cross these bridges, bring up this subject, certain 
gentlemen in this House want to stick to that old policy, 
because it is tradition. They want to tie themselves to that 
sacred old white ox of tradition. L for one, object to the 
continuation of such policy. I say to the Membership of 
this House that they have the opportunity for the first time 
in 40 years to establish a new policy in America; namely, 
that the bridges of this country shall be free to the use 
of the travelers thereon, the same as our good roads are 
free to those users. 

Mr. WOLCOTr. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TRUAX. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. WOLCO'IT. Do I understand the gentleman to say 

that the Commissioners of Allegheny County, Pa., the au
thority which will build this bridge, are asking that it be 
made a free bridge? 

Mr. TRUAX. So I am informed. 
Mr. WOLCO'IT. Then I see no particiilar reason why 

this House should offer any objection to the plan if thait is 
what they want. 

[Here the gavel fell:] 
Mr. FADDIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last · 

two words. 
Mr. Speaker, I fail to see why the personal prejudice of 

one or two individuals in this House against toll bridges 
should be allowed to bold up a program· which is vital to the 
people of the communities in which these bridges are to be 
built. · · 

If the gentleman from Ohio objects to toll bridges in the 
State of Pennsylvania, then he should travel on roads where 
such toll bridges do not exist. Any man who has ever 
traveled where roads cross the rivers of the country would 
certainly pref er to cross on a bridge and pay a toll to cross-

. ing on a ferry and paying toll in that way. There is hardly 
a toll-bridge bill introduced in this House which does not 
propase a bridge to replace a ferry which is dangerous, which 
takes a great deal more time, and is more expensive than a 
toll bridge. 
. I think we have passed the time in the history of this 
House when the biased objection of a few Members should 
be allowed to rob the communities of the oppartunity of 
building bridges as they desire them. I think we have 
passed the time in this House when the personal prejudice 
of a few Members should be allowed to take the matter out 
of the hands of a committee which has made a study of the 
problem and has gone into the bridge situation of the 
country thoroughly. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
three words. 
_ Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the bill which we are con

sidering today, as you know, is to get authority to build 
a bridge over navigable streams. This bill passed at the 
last session of the Congress and I say our duty stopped there. 
It is not our duty to decide whether the bridge shall be 
built of granite or cement or steel This is a secondary 
consideration which is not mentioned in my bill and is one 
which I. leave to the people of Allegheny County and their . 
authorities. My bill gives them permission to do anything 
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they want. They can build this a.S a free bridge or they 
can charge tolls if they want to or do anything they please. 
If they charge tolls they can raise $42,000,000. If it is to 
be a free brid&z they can probably only get about $9,00'0,000 
or $10,000,000, but I claim we should leave this matter to 
them. 

This bill is the same as all other bills required by law, 
and I say in all fairness to my friend from Ohio that I 
know ·of no man in Pennsylvania who would step into any 
county and block a P. W. A. project involving the employ
ment of as many men as this involves. 
· Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 

a question? 
Mr. BROOKS. Yes. 
Mr. TRUAX. Is it not a fact that this plan is satisfactory 

to the people in that particular community and this is what 
they want? 
· Mr. BROOKS. I do not think the gentleman from Ohio 

has the right to make that statement. 
Mr. TRUAX. The gentleman so informed me, I will state 

to the House. 
Mr. BROOKS. I do not think we know that and r want 

the gentleman from Ohio to leave this to their discretion. 
I am asking today only to build this bridge over navigable 
streams, and why should we not leave the details to the 
people concerned? 

Mr. TRUAX. I would remind the gentleman from Penn
sylvania that he himself first imparted this information to 
me and seemed to be very happy over the. facts as outlined. 
The gentleman further furnished me with newspaper clip
pings outlining the project as I have just recited. The gen
tleman agreed to the amendments and has accepted them. 

Mr. BROOKS. I may say to the gentleman that if this 
bill is not -passed, Allegheny County does not get one penny 
and we cannot put a single man back to work. 

Mr. TRUAX. I understand that. 
Mr. BROOKS. For this reason I am only asking for au

thority to build the bridge and asking you to leave the rest to 
the people back home who will decide how they shall ·do it. 

Mr. TRUAX. Does the gentleman think the bill with the 
proposed amendments- will not be approved by the officials 
here or by the officials in Allegheny County? 
· Mr. BROOKS. I have no idea, but I want to leave the mat

ter to them; and if you pass my bill the way it is now, it 
leaves it altogether to them. 

Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes. 
Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Did not the gentleman agree 

to the amendments presented by the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. MORITZ]? . 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes; I agreed because there were three ob
jections to the bill, and if the bill is not passed Allegheny 
County does not get a cent. This is a public-works project 
to put men back to work and the bill must pass, so far as I 
am concerned. 

Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. We believe in putting men 
back to work. That is what is wrong with this country now. 

· There are not enough people at work. 
Mr. COLE of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition 

to the pro forma amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, the issue before the House at this time with 

respect to the particular bridge is one in which I am person
ally not greatly concerned, but it involves a principle in 
which I am interested. This is whether the philosophy of 
the gentleman from Ohio as to the road-building program of 
this country shall prevail or whether the program and policy 
of the Department of Agriculture, the Bureau of Public 
Roads, the War Department, and the long-standing and 
universal policy of this House shall prevail. 

I venture to say that many bridges have been built in the 
gentleman's own State as the result of small tolls. Every 
bridge bill on this calendar has been seriously considered by 
the . subcommittee, and then the main committee. Every one 
of them as a prerequisite to reporting out by the committee 
has the approval of the Secretary of War and the Secretary 

of Agricultur~the latter because of the Bureau of Public 
Roads. 

It is perfectly evident that we are not going to get bridge 
bills through the House if they impose tolls, it matters not 
how small-if the House supports the attitude of the gentle
man from Ohio in the amendment he has offered, as it rejects 
the long-standing theory of this House and the attitude of 
your committee in considering these bills. 

Talk about no toll bridges. You start to take ten or fifteen 
million dollars from the Federal and State road fund and put 
it into a bridge instea.l .of building concrete roads at $30,000 
or less per mile and you will find the gentleman from Ohio in 
opposition. 

No one likes unnecessary toll bridges. I certainly do not, 
but many of them have and will blaze the way for new con
necting links which would otherwise · not be with us. They 
frequently replace old and inefficient ferries. When crossing 
navigable waters, over which Congress has jurisdiction, a 
definite time is impased in the legislation for complete amor
tization of the cost so as to assure reasonably soon a free 
bridge. 

I hope we will suppart the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and pass the bill as reparted from the committee, and vote 
down the amendment. 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in favor of the 
amendment. As. I understand, the author of the bill had 
agreed to this amendment which would make this a free 
bridge, otherwise the bill would not have come before the 
House, but would have been objected to. I see no reason 
why the members of the Commerce Committee should show 
all this personal animosity to the people of Allegheny County 
about getting a free bridge. The valuation of the district 
affected is amply sufficient to build a free bridge. These 
people are paying big gasoline taxes and other taxes, and 
they should be entitled to these free bridges, where the val
uation is such that they can have them. I do not under
stand why all this talk should be had about building toll 
bridges, when the valuation of the district will permit build
ing of free bridges. 

The oDly justification you can have for building a toll 
bridge is where the valuation is insufficient to justify a free 
bridge. Of course, it is well known that toll-bridge con
struction favors the large property owner, for it releases him 
from such tax payment. However, toll bridges bear heaviest 
on the user-the great masses of the people, and regardless 
of their poverty extracts its toll. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McFARLANE. Yes. 
Mr. BROOKS. I want to correct the gentleman. The 

county has not sufilcient borrowing power to build all these 
bridges. 

Mr. McFARLANE. I did not say anything about the bor
rowing power. I was speaking of the valuation. The ques
tion is, Who is to pay for this? The construction of these 
bridges will increase the value of all surrounding property 
and the people should be willing to be taxed on this basis
the pear who have no such property under a toll will thus 
be paying for the bridge for the benefit of the property 
owners. It is a poverty tax not based on benefits received. 

Mr. FADDIS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MCFARLANE. Yes. 
Mr. FADDIS. The difference between paying for the 

bridge in taxes and paying for it in tolls is those who use 
the bridge pay the tolls, and some of those who pay taxes 
may not use the bridge at all. 

Mr. McFARLANE. That is a very deep question. The 
expense involved in toll bridges built for profit is much 
greater than in building free bridges. Past experiences with 
toll bridges have clearly demonstrated that toll bridges 
have made large sums of money for those connected with 
them, and they have proven a very lucrative field for the 
bond brokers. The salaries, commissions, and so forth, paid 
under operation of toll bridges in many instances have proven 
unreasonable for the services rendered. Highway transpor
tation now pays entirely too much tax for the service re
ceived. There is entirely too much diversion now of car-
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license and gasoline-tax funds. All such funds should be 
spent for road and bridge construction and maintenance 
and less for so many other purposes. 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. FADDIS] ascribed my position to personal preju
dice. I ask the gentleman, Is it personal prejudice to be 
interested in and doing something for the common people 
instead of the bond grabbers? 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, in conclusion let me say 
many Members favor a sales tax, a consumption tax, that 
rests heaviest upon the poor, as a means of supporting the 
Government. I have never favored that sort of a tax. 
There are many people who favor the idea that the poor 
people who use the toll bridges most should be the ones who 
should pay for them. I have never agreed with that. I 
believe the people of the whole area affected should have a 
part in paying for the bridge according to the property 
benefits received. It is a matter of your viewPoint on a pub
lic question of this kind. Since the gentleman [Mr. BROOKS] 
has agreed to these amendments in order to get this bill 
considered, I hope the amendments will be adopted and the 
bill passed. 

Mr. MORITZ. Mr. Speaker, the history of the location of 
this bridge ought to be gone into a little bit. We have in 
Allegheny County, Pa., many bridges. Some years ago, at 
great expense, the county commissioners saw to it that no 
toll bridge should be constructed in Allegheny County. We 
have that situation at the present time. There are no toll 
bridges in that county. In the last 5 years we have con
structed three bridges at great cost to the taxpayers. We do 
not need any of these improvements now, but it is suggested 
to build these bridges to give people work. In order to pro
vide work, they want to place this burden on the small-wage 
earner; so that you might just as well say it is proper to 
tear down a skyscraper to give people work. 

The other parl of the history of this section is that the 
location affected is a suburban ,section, and people have built 
houses there at great expense. And if these bridges are built 
and tolls are put onto them, the property in that suburban 
section would depreciate greatly in value, and it would not be 
fair to them. Mr. FADDIS, who states toll bridges are like 
ferries, comes from a rural section where there are ferries. 
We do not have ferries in Allegheny County. 

Mr. BROOKS. I call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that close by these new bridges that may be toll or 
may be free there are other bridges that can be used. The 
map shows that they are very close to them. 

Mr. MORITZ. And the gentleman is the author of the 
bill? 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes. 
Mr. MORITZ. And the gentleman agreed to my amend

ment? 
Mr. BROOKS. Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. MORITZ]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania) there were--ayes 10, noes 81. 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote upon the 
ground that there is no quorum present, and make the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair . will count. 
[After counting.] One hundred and fifty-six Members pres
ent, not a quorum. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were--yeas 49, nays 
261, not voting 119, as follows: 

Amlle 
Ashbrook 
Binderup 
Burdick 
Carpenter 
Carter 
Christianson 
Colden 
Costello 
Dunn, Pa. 
Ellenbogen 
Fletcher 
Gehrmann 

[Roll No. 156} 
YEAS-49 

Gray, Ind. 
Greenway 
Greenwood 
Guyer 
Higgins, Mass. 
Hill, Knute 
Hoeppel 
Houston 
Hull 
Jenckes, Ind. 
Kn11fin 
Kramer 
Kvale 

Larrabee 
Lemke 
Luckey 
Ludlow 
Lundeen 
McFarlane 
McLaughlin 
Marcantonio 
Martin, Colo. 
Moritz 
O'Day 
O'Malley 
Patterson 

Pierce 
Rankin 
Scott 
Sears 
Secrest 
Tolan 
Truax 
Wallgren 
Young 
Zion check 

Allen 
Andresen 
Arends 
Ayers 
Bacharach 
Bacon 
Bell 
Berlin 
Biermann 
Blackney 
Bland 
Blanton 
Bloom 
Boehne 
Boileau 
Boland 
Bolton 
Boylan 
Brennan 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Mich. 
Brunner 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Buckbee 
Buckler, Minn. 
Caldwell 
Cannon, Mo. 
Carlson 
Carmichael 
Cary 
Casey 
Castellow 
Cavicchia 
Cell er 
Chandler 
Church 
Citron 
Clark, Idaho 
Cole, Md. 
Cole, N. Y. 
Cell ins 
Colmer 
Cooley 
Cooper, Tenn. 
Corning 
Cox 
Cravens · 
Crawford 
Crosby 
Crosser, Ohio 
Crowe 
Daly 
Darden 
Darrow 
Dear 
Deen 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Dickstein 
Dies 
Dingell 
Dirksen 
Ditter 

Adair 
Andrew, Mass. 
Andrews, N. Y. 
Arnold 
Bankhead 
Barden 
Beam 
Beiter 
Buckley, N. Y. 
Bulwinkle 
Burch 
Burnham 
Cannon, Wis. 
Cartwright 
Chapman 
Claiborne 
Clark, N. O. 
Cochran 
Coffee 
Connery 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cross, Tex. 
Crowther 
Culkin 
CUllen 
Cummings 
DeRouen 
Dietrich 
Disney 
Dockweller 

NAYS-261 
Dobbins Kloeb 
Dondero Knutson 
Dorsey Kocialkowskl 
Doughton Lambeth 
Driscoll Lanham 
Driver Lea, Calif. 
Duffey, Ohio Lee, Okla.. 
Duffy, N. Y. Lehlbach 
Duncan Lew1s, Colo. 
Eagle Lloyd 
Eaton Lord 
Eckert McAndrews 
Edmiston McClellan 
Ekwall McGehee 
Engel McGrath 
Engle bright McLean 
Evans McLeod 
Faddis McReynolds 
Fiesinger Maas 
Fitzpatrick Mahon 
Flannagan Maloney 
Focht Mans.field 
Ford, Miss. Mapes 
Fuller Marshall 
Gambrill Martin, Mass. 
Gasque Mason 
Gassaway Massingale 
Gavagan Maverick 
Gearhart Mead 
Gilchrist Merritt, Conn. 
Gildea Merritt, N. Y. 
Gillette Michener 
Gran.field Millard 
Green Mitchell, Tenn. 
Gregory Monaghan 
Griswold Mott 
Gwynne Nelson 
Haines Nichols 
Halleck Norton 
Hancock, N. Y. O'Brien 
Harlan O'Connor 
Hart O'Leary 
Healey Owen 
Hennings Palmisano 
Hess Parsons 
Higgins, Conn. Patman 
Hildebrandt Patton 
Hill, Ala. Pearson 
Hill, Samuel B. Perkins 
Hobbs Peterson, Fla. 
Hoffman Pettengill 
Holmes Pfeifer·· 
Huddleston Pittenger 
Imhoff Plumley 
Jenkins, Ohio Polk 
Johnson, Okla. Powers 
Johnson, Tex. Rabaut 
Johnson, W. Va. Ramsay 
Kahn Ramspeck 
Kee Randolph 
Kelly Ransley 
Kennedy, Md. Reed, Ill. 
Kennedy, N. Y. Reed, N. Y. 
Kenney Reilly 
Kerr Rich 
Kleberg Richards 

NOT VOTING-119 

Dautrich 
Doxey 
Drewry 
Dunn, Miss. 
Eicher 
Farley 
Fenerty 
Ferguson 
Fernandez 
Fish 
Ford, Calif. 
Frey 
Fulmer 
Gifford 
Gingery 
Goldsborough 
Goodwin 
Gray, Pa. 
Greever 
Hamlin 
Hancock, N. O. 
Harter 
Hartley 
Hollister 
Hook 
Hope 
Jacobsen 
Jones 
Keller 
Kimball 

Kinzer 
Kopplemann 
Lambertson 
Lamneck 
Lesinski 
Lewis, Md. 
Lucas 
McCormack 
McGroarty 
McKeough 
McMillan 
Mcswain 
May 
Meeks 
Miller 
Mitchell, m. 
Montague 
Montet 
Moran 
Murdock 
O'Connell 
Oliver 
O'Nea.l 
Parks 
Peterson, Ga. 
Peyser 
Quinn 
Rayburn 
Reece 
Robsion, Ky. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
General pairs: 

Mr. Burch with Mr. Cooper of Ohio. 
Mr. Fernandez with Mr. Fish. 
Mr. Chapman with Mr. Hartley. 
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Richardson 
Robertson 
Robinson, Utah. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rogers, Okla. 
Russell 
Sanders, La. 
Sanders, Tex. 
Schuetz 
Schulte 
Sc rug ham 
Seger 
Shanley 
Snort 
Smith, Conn. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snell 
Snyder 
Somers, N. Y. 
South 
Spence 
Stack 
Starnes 
Stefan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Sutphin 
Taber 
Tarver 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, S. C. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry 
Thom 
Thomason 
Thompson 
Thurston 
Tinkham 
Tobey 
Tonry 
Treadway 
Turner 
Turpin 
Umstead 
Utterback 
Vinson, Ky. 
Wadsworth 
Walter 
Warren 
Wearln 
Weaver 
Welch 
Werner 
West 
White 
Whittington 
Wigglesworth 
Wilson, La. 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden 
Wood 
Woodruff 
Woodrum 
Zimmerman 

Rogers, N. H. 
Romjue 
Rudd 
Ryan 
Saba th 
Sadowski 
Sandlin 
Sauthoff 
Schaefer 
Schnelder 
Shannon 
Slrovlch 
Sisson 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, Wash. 
Steagall 
Stewart 
Stubbs 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Thomas 
Underwood 
Vinson, Ga. 
Whelchel 
Wilcox 
Williams 
Wilson, Pa. 
Withrow 
Wolverton 
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Mr. Drewry with Mr. Goodwin. 
Mr. Fulmer with Mr. Robsion of Kentucky. 
Mr. Hancock of North Carolina with Mr. Wolverton. 
Mr. Cochran with Mr. Kimball. 
:Mr. Cullen with Mr. Wilson of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Jones with Mr. Andrew of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Rudd with Mr. Reece. 
Mr. Vinson of Georgia with Mr. Thomas. 
Mr. Steagall with Mr. Kinzer. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Hollister. 
Mr. Rayburn with Mr. Crowther. 
Mr. Cross of Texas with Mr. Burnham. 
Mr. Parks with Mr. Andrews of New York. 
Mr. Montague with Mr. Gifford. 
Mr. Miller with Mr. Stewart. 
Mr. Oliver with Mr. Dautrich. 
Mr. Mcswain with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. McCormack with Mr. Fenerty. 
Mr. Arnold with Mr. Hope. 
Mr. McMillan with Mr. Sauthoff. 
Mr. Beam with Mr. Lambertson. 
Mr. Sandlin with Mr. Schneider. 
Mr. Sullivan with Mr. Withrow. 
Mr. Beiter with Mr. Wilcox. 
Mr. Jacobsen with Mr. DeRouen. 
Mr. Schaefer with Mr. Murdock. 
Mr. Cartwright with Mr. Lamneck. 
Mr. Adair with Mr. McGroarty. 
Mr. Bankhead with Mr. Coffee. 
Mr, Peterson of Georgia with Mr. Dockweiler. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Keller. 
Mr. Whelchel with Mr. Hook. 
Mr. Underwood with Mr. Sisson. 
Mr. Ford of California with Mr. Rogers of New Hampshire. 
Mr. O'Connell with Mr. May. 
Mr. Lewis of Maryland with Mr. Barden. 
Mr. Lesinski with Mr. Buckley of New York. 
Mr. McKeough with Mr. Bulwinkle. 
Mr. Quinn with Mr. Meeks. 
Mr. Cannon of Wisconsin with Mr. Dunn of Mississippi. 
Mr. Smith of Virginia with Mr. Gingery. 
Mr. Harter with Mr. Stubbs. 
Mr. Smith of Washington with Mr. Hamlin. 
Mr. Ryan with Mr. Farley. 
Mr. Greever with Mr. Sirovich. 
Mr. Gray of Pennsylvania with Mr. Eicher. 
Mr. Goldsborough with Mr. Ferguson. 
Mr. Dietrich with Mr. Montet. 
Mr. Connery with Mr. Claiborne. 
Mr. Disney with Mr. Cummings. 
Mr. Clark of North Carolina with Mr. Doxey. 
Mr. Mitchell of Illinois with Mr. Frey. 
Mr. Romjue with Mr. Peyser. 

Mr. KVALE changed his vote from "no" to "aye." 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment proposed by Mr. TRuAX: Page 3, line 4, strike out the 

words " and the tolls collected from time to time.'' 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, I wish to briefly review the 
occasion for this amendment. As most of the Members 
know, there have been a few Members on this side who have 
made an honest and sincere attempt to establish in this 
country the principle of free bridges as against the old
established custom of toll bridges. I have been repeatedly 
informed by some Members that that cannot be done; that 
the only way bridges could be constructed across navigable 
rivers is by charging a toll. In most cases those tolls are 
perpetual. They exist and they run on to the end of time. 
I would say to those Members who are not fully informed as 
to the history of these toll bridges that I have obtained 
assurances from the officials of the county of Allegheny of 
the State of Pennsylvania through the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BROOKS] and their approval to construct 
~ee bridges. That is what we intend to do. They intend to 
build four free bridges in the county of Allegheny. That is 
not due to my personal prejudices, as Members have alleged 
here. It is not due to the so-called "prejudice of my col
leagues" who have joined with me. It is due to the demand 
that has been created back home in Allegheny County. 
The citizens there, the newspapers there, including the Pitts
burgh Press, have joined in this demand for free bridges. 
[Applause.] Well, it is usual to be met with jeers when 
one tries to do something for the common man who has 
to foot these bills." I wish that could be placed in the 
RECORD. 

The gentleman who sponsored this agreed to accept two 
amendments, one of which was my amendment. I am sorry 
to state that the gentleman, instead of supporting those 

amendments, has done a great deal to defeat them. That 
is the second time that has happened. It occurred on a 
former session of the Consent Calendar when the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. FADDIS] agreed to accept similar 
amendments, and those amendments were then defeated, 
the Pennsylvania delegation voting practically en masse 
against them. I say to you that those who are oppo.rnd to 
free bridges for the people will take heart at the defeat of 
these amendments. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

proceed for 2 additional minutes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

request of the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. WOLCO'IT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 

amendment. 
I think I can appreciate what the gentleman from Ohio 

is trying to do. I think we might be in accord with certain 
parts of his program, but I cannot predicate and I do not 
think this House can predicate the building of free bridges 
on the ground that it is going to help the common man, 
the forgotten man, or whatever we may call him. 

I have no particular interest in Allegheny County, surely 
not the interest that I have in St. Clair County, Mich., or 
the other counties that I represent, but I do travel through 
Allegheny County on my way to and from Washington, and 
I am perfectly willing to pay toll to ride over the bridges 
that I cross, if it means the difference between driving over 
that bridge and taking a ferry. I think we should look at 
it from this standpoint, that if I from Michigan am willing 
to pay toll to go over a bridge across the Monongahela 
River, then it is saving the forgotten man, the taxpayer of 
Allegheny County, that much money, and there is thait 
much less money that is to be assessed against the property 
of Allegheny County to build these bridges. I understand 
there are five bridges across this river at Pittsburgh now 
contemplated. If those are so-called " free bridges '', let us 
not fool ourselves into believing that they are built for 
nothing. They are going to cost somebody some money. 
They are going to cost the people of thait locality some 
money. As far as I am concerned, I am willing to pay my 
little tariff to travel over that bridge. I do not expect the 
people of Allegheny County or the city of Pittsburgh to pay 
in order 'that I may have transportation through their city. 

That condition exist,s not only in Pitt.sburgh and in Alle
gheny County but it exists all over the United States, across 
the Missouri River, the Ohio River, the Mississippi River, 
and the St. Clair River, at Niagara Falls, and all over the 
United States. There are bridges in contemplation today 
that never will be built unless the people outside of those 
communities help to build them. I am willing to help build 
these bridges in Allegheny County. I am surprised that the 
gentleman comes here and tells us that the commissioners 
of this great county of Allegheny say that they want to 
build a free bridge; that they do not want to build a toll 
bridge. I should like to see the letter; I should like to see the 
newspaper clippings; I should like to see something tangible 
on that score. I cannot imagine how the commissioners of 
any county are going to saddle the cost of five bridges, cost
ing at least $25,000,000, onto the taxpayers of that county 
and the people of Pittsburgh with a clear face, when the 
rest of the people of the United States are perfectly willing 
and anxious to pay their little share in building the bridge. 

Mr. O'MALLEY. If a bridge is built, of course, and is 
free, more traffic will go into the community than if it is a 
toll bridge; and they will do business in the community. 
Furthermore, the millions of people who will cross those 
bridges will not receive $10,000 a year salaries as we Con
gressmen do. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I do not feel that way myself. 
Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOLCOTI'. I yield. 
Mr. McFARLANE. If the gentleman will ask the author 

of the bill, I am sure he will be furnished with the names 
of the commissioners and also with the newspaper clippings 
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showing' the people of his district want this to be a free , the peo_ple there to build this bridge under such conditions-
bridge and want this amendment adepted. as they themselves want? · 

[Here the gavel fell.] ~. MORITZ. The gentleman means to allow them ta 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent charge tolls if they want to? Three men-the ~ounty com-

to proceed for 1 additional minute. missioners-can decide this question for the entire com-
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- munity. 

quest of the gentleman from Michigan? Mr. LEHLBACH. Certainly; what business is it of ours? 
There was no objection. Mr. O'MALLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, until the proceedings of Mr. MORITZ. I yield. 

the board of county commissioners of Allegheny County are Mr. O'MALLEY. Do not the gentlemen from Pennsylvania 
put in the RECORD and are p1·esented to the subcommittee on [Mr. MORITZ and Mr. DUNN] represent the district to be 
bridges of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee, served by these bridges? 
I shall follow the recommendation of the Committee on Mr. MORITZ. Yes. 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Mr. O'MALLEY. I think the House ought to agree with 

Mr. MORITZ. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last these Representatives on what should be done in their dis-
two words. tricts. 

Mr. Speaker, for a few minutes I want to try to give you Mr. MORITZ. That is right. [Applause.I 
something of the background of this situation. In a letter Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
written by the gentleman from Pennsylvania CMr. BROOKS] Mr. MORITZ. I yield. 
to the Chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Mr. BROOKS. The first thing I should like to have the 
Commerce on April 15 of this year, he said: House understand is that this bill is just an ordinary bill 

This construction· project for which the Public Works Admin
istration proposed to lend. and grant to the Authority more than 
$24,000,000 includes 5 major bridges, 3 road and street improve
ments, 1 twin traffic tunnel, 1 grade separation plaza and wharf 
improvements of the Allegheny and Monongahela Rivers around 
the Triangle. Tolls are proposed to be collected only on the 5 
bridges, the tunnel and the grade sepa.ration, and on the wharf 
improvement, leaving the 3 road and street improvements nontoll 
and nonrevenue producing. 

The tunnels have been built more than 5 years and have 
been entirely free. It is proposed now to put tolls on the new 
project and also to put tolls on the old bridge and tunnel 
which have already been paid for. Imagine the situation 
which would arise. People bought property on one side of 
the tunnel in contemplation of no tolls. To have tolls 
charged now certainly will depreciate their property because 
of the added expense of crossing the river. 

With this background, and knowing that the county com
missioners 5 years ago spent millions of dollars to free the 
remaining bridges which were toll bridges, you can under
stand the nature of the opposition. We were very proud of 
the fact that all the bridges in Allegheny County, and there 
are many, are free bridges. 

It is proposed now to make these five new bridges toll 
bridges, and the excuse they give for it is that it will put 
people to work. It may put people to work but they will be 
charged to cross the very bridges they build. Then, again, 
we do not know whether the people of Pittsburgh will get the 
work of building these bridges, for the low bidder may be a 
contractor in Illinois or some other foreign State who will 
bring his gang with him, people whom he knows, and the 
idle workmen of Pittsburgh will have the happy situation of 
standing by and watching the work going on, realizing that 
they will be charged to cross those very bridges. 

Mr. McF ARLANE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MORITZ. I yield. 
Mr. McFARLANE. Did I understand the gentleman to say 

that it is proposed in the bill not only to charge tolls on 
new bridges to be built but on bridges that already have been 
built and are now in use? 

Mr. MORITZ. That is possible for at least one old bridge 
and train tunnel. Let me tell you another thing, the Pitts
burgh Press, the liberal newspaper of Pittsburgh, has fought 
these tolls day in and day out, and their opinion is respected. 
Why should not gentlemen living miles away, go along with 
us on the amendments we want in the bill that tolls be not 
charged. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. MORITZ. I yield. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. Is not this a local question for the de-

termination of Allegheny County? 
Mr. MORITZ. That is right. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. By the city of Pittsburgh? 
Mr. MORITZ. That is right. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. Why should the United States Congress 

legislate for the community? Why should we not permit 

amending an act which was passed before. 
Mr. MORITZ. What is the gentleman's question? I 

yielded for a question. 
Mr. BROOKS. I do not think the things the gentleman 

said are exactly correct and I want to explain them. 
Mr. MORITZ. What is the gentleman's question? 
Mr. BROOKS. Is there anything in my bill that specifies 

that tolls shall be charged? · 
Mr. MORITZ. The gentleman's own letter so states. 
Mr. BROOKS. Is it provided in the bill? 
Mr. MORITZ. The gentleman's own letter-
Mr. BROOKS. Read the bill, my good friend. 
Mr. MORITZ. The gentleman's letter is a background for 

the bill. 
Mr. BROOKS. That_is not the provision of the bill. 
Mr. MORITZ. The gentleman's own letter reads: "Tolls 

are proposed to be collected "-the gentleman's letter appears 
in the report. 

Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 
out the last two words. 

Mr. Speaker, according to the information I received. if 
this bill is passed and there are going to be toll charges-

Mr. BROOKS. If. 
Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. All right. The word u if" is 

a big word, although I cannot see it. May I ask the gentle
man to permit me to interrogate him? 

Mr. BROOKS. Surely. 
Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Did I not ask you the ques

tion when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORITZ] 
offered an amendment whether you would agree to his 
amendment, which was to prevent the collection of tolls? 
Mr. BROOKS, you did agree to the Moritz amendment, but you 
voted against the amendment which you agreed to support. 
I just want to say that there are people who live in the South 
Hills who have valuable property. If these tolls are charged, 
their property is going to decrease in value. 

Mr. BROOKS. If. 
Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. Oh, it is bound to. 
Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman says "if." That is my 

contention. 
Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania. That is a fact. Now, I re

ceived the following information from an independent bus 
concern. They maintain that when this toll is charged they 
will be compelled to go out of business. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BROOKS] and my other colleague from 
Allegheny County, Mr. MORITZ, know there is not a toll 
bridge in Allegheny County. They know that several years 
ago the commissioners of Allegheny County, Pa., were instru
mental in having all the bridges in that district freed of 
tolls, and we also know that the tubes going to South Hills 
wert:- paid for by a bond issue. Now, do not try to pull one 
over and tell us there is not going to be a toll charge on the 
tubes if this bill is enacted into law. That is absolutely true. 
The people in Allegheny County do not want toll bridges 
and they do not want to be compelled to pay again for tubes 
that they paid for a few years ago. I also want to sta~e that 
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I believe my colleague, Mr. BROOKS, is conscientious in what 
he is doing. He wants employment to be given to the people 
of Allegheny County. I also want to say that my colleague, 
Mr. MORITZ, and I are very anxious to obtain employment for 
the unfortunate jobless of Allegheny, but we do not want 
the expenses of the toll bridges to be saddled on the poor of 
Pittsburgh and Allegheny County. 

Mr. O'MALLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
pro f orma amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, as stated by several other gentlemen, I have 
always been opposed to toll bridges, but I think this bridge 
bill presents a question we ought to leave to the representa
tives of the people in Pittsburgh, as so ably defended by the 
two gentlemen from that city [Mr. DUNN and Mr. MORITZ]. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'MALLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl

vania. 
Mr. BROOKS. I agree with the gentleman's first state

ment to leave it to the people of Allegheny County as to how 
the bridges should be built. 

Mr. O'MALLEY. The gentleman knows that the people 
of Allegheny County, insofar as this Congress is concerned, 
are ·represente'd here only by the Members of the House 
which they have elected. We have heard from the gentle
men from Pennsylvania [Mr. DUNN and Mr. MORITZ], who 
represent the great proportion of that county, that free 
bridges are what their people want. They therefore ask 
Congress to pass a bill providing that these new bridges be 
free bridges. I think the House should heed the voice of 
the people of Pittsburgh and Allegheny County, as ex
pressed through their Representatives. I heard the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROOKS] agree to this amend
ment and a previous one, and then I heard him, after agree
ing to accept the first free-bridge amendment, not· only 
vote against it, but get up and speak against it so as to 
aid in its defeat. The gentleman voted against the amend
ment, although accepting it in the first instance, so I am 
unable to understand his position on this question of free 
bridges. I think the House ought to stand back of the two 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr. MORITZ and Mr. DUNN], 
who represent a great proportion of the population of 
Allegheny County, and who have at all times been opposed 
to toll bridges. Adopt the pending amendment to this bill, 
and the people of Allegheny County will riot be comPelled 
to pay tolls for the use of their own bridges. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
three words. 

Mr. Speaker, from a small matter this seems to have grown 
into a big affair which I do not think needs all of this time 
to be taken from the House. I think my stand is very clear 
from the fact I brought in here a regular bri-dge bill asking 
only for authority to build a bridge over a navigable stream. 
I claim that our authority stops there; that the detail as to 
whether the bridge should be steel or concrete, whether it 
should be free or toll, should be left to the people back home. 
That is all my argument pertains to. I say the people back 
borne are the ones to finance the matter and can·y it out as 
best they can with the finances they have been able to secure. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BROOKS. I yield. 
Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I do not know whether the gentle

man has been here long enough to remember the ease and 
dispatch with which we passed bridge bills up until the past 
year or so. If he has been, he will agree that from today's 
maneuvers with reference to bridge bills one must conclude 
that there is a tremendous difference in the system of 
handling them. I would not say that today's work is crazy. 
I would say it is absolutely unnecessary. We have in this 
House a major committee, namely, the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. It is an important committee. 
It: has recommended the passage of this bill. In times gone 
by that committee would come in here and o:fier for passage 
15, 20, or 30 bills at a time in an omnibus bill. 

The chairman of the subcommittee handling bridge bills 
would be on the :floor looking after the bills. This afternoon 
we are spending an hour on one bill on the Consent Calendar. 
What are we trying to do? One or two Members a.re trying 

to tell the people of Allegheny County what they should 
do when, as a matter of fact, all the United States Govern
ment is interested in is the protection of navigable streams. 
The gentleman's bill provides absolute home rule, absolute 
freedom to that county, and it is foolish for us to take up 
the time of the House here trying to dictate to the people 
what they should do. We are giving them full and complete 
power to do a::; they please. That is enough. We ought to 
quit there. All Congress tries to do is to see to it that 
permits to build bridges in places dangerous to navigation 
are not given. Congress is not interested in the cost of the 
bridge or the charge made for tolls. That is strictly a local 
matter. Why not continue that policy? 

Mr. HAINES. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BROOKS. I yield. 
Mr. HAINES. I want the House to understand the posi

tion of my colleague from Allegheny County. He is not 
standing up here advocating a toll biidge. 

Mr. BROO.KS. Not at all. I do not advocate a toll bridge. 
Furthermore, may I say that not only has thorough consid
eration been given this expenditure of $42,000,000 by _ the 
committee, but it has been gone over by the War Depart
ment and the Department of Agriculture and approved. 
• Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
word of the amendment. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that debate on this amendment has been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. COOPER of Tennessee) . 
The Chair sustaips the point of order. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the · gentie
man from Ohio. 
- The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. TRUAX and Mr. DUNN of Pennsylvania) there were
ayes 25, noes 123. 

Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] Two hundred and twenty-three Members 
present, a quorum. · 
- So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

BONPS. OF MUNICIPAL GOVERNMENTS IN PUERTO RICO 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7446, to authorize 
the issuance and sale to the United States of certain bonds 
of municipal governments in Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
There being no objection, the Clerk reported a similar 

Senate bill <S. 1227), which was substituted for the House 
bill, as fallows: 
· Be it enacted, etc., That bonds or · other obligations of Puerto 
Rico or any municipal government therein, payable solely from 
revenues derived from any public improvement or undertaking 
(which revenues may include transfers by agreement or other
wise from the regular funds of the ·issuer in respect o! the use 
by it of the facilities afforded by such improvement or under
taking), and issued and sold to the United States of America 
or any agency or instrumentality thereof, shall not be considered 
public indebtedness of the issuer within tbe meaning of section 
3 of an act approved March 2, 1917, entitled "An act to provide 
a civil government for · Puerto Rico, and for other purposes", 
a.s amended. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider and a 
similar House bill <H. R. 7446) were laid on the table. 
IRRIGATION CHANNEL BETWEEN CLEAR LAKE AND LOST RrVER. 

CALIF. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6773, to deepen the 
irrigation channel between Clear Lake and Lost River, in the 
State of California, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
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CLAIMS OF THE CROW TRIBE OF INDIANS OF MONTANA 

The Clerk called the next joint resolution, Senate Joint 
Resolution 96, to carry out the intention of Congress with 
reference to the claims of the Crow Tribe of Indians of Mon
tana and any band thereof against the United States. 
- Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
ject, the last time the calendar was called I think the objec
tion was raised that this gave a preferred status to Indian 
claims before the Court of Claims. I wish that som·e mem
ber of the committee would explain the bill and overcome 
this objection to the measure, . if he can~ - -

Mr. AYERS. Mr. Speaker, if I may answer the question of 
the gentleman from Michigan--

Mr. WOLCOTT. As I recall, the last time we discussed 
this measure the only way you can review a decision of the 
Court of Claims in the Supreme Coilrt is on writ of certiorari, 
but this bill allows an appeal on questions of fact as well as 
law to the Supreme Court. The objection went to the fact 
we were giving a preferred status to Indian claims to the 
prejudice of all other claimants against the United States in 
that all other claimants mU.St take their cases to the United 
States Supreme Court on questions of law by certiorari while 
this would allow Indian 'claims to go froin the Court of 
Claims to the United States Stipreme Court on questions of 
fact as well as law by appeal. My objection was that we 
should not pick out Indian clainis . and give-them a preferred 
status to the prejudice of all other claimants against the 
United States; and if this bill provide·s for that, then ·why 
do we give such a preferred status to Indian claimants? . 

Mr. AYERS. Mr. Speaker, the answer is that an original 
jurisdictional act allowed the Crow Tribe to bring an action 
or actions in the Court of . Claims on matters involving both 
law and fact. The Secretary of the Interior has sa·id spe
cifically over his signature that it was the intention of ·the 
original bill that either the Crows or the Government be 
permitted to get into the Supreme Court on appeal rather 
than be limited to ·a review by certiorari. The Secretary 
states . in his letter . to our committee: 

The original jurisdictional act for the Crow Tribe of Indians 
was approved July 3, 1926. At the time the legislation was en
acted it was the intention to permit either the United States 
Government or the Crow Tribe of Indians to appeal to . the Su
preme Court of the United States rather than to apply to that 
court for writ of certiorari. 

The purpose of this resolution is to mod-ify definitely the Ju
dicial Code, as amended, insofar as the Crow Indians are con
cerned, by granting the right of appeal instead of review by writ 
of certiorari. There is no question but that the Crow Indians 
should have their case reviewed on appeal rather than by cer
tiorari. In view of the above, I recommend that Joint Resolution 
96 be enacted. 

Sincerely yours, 
HAROLD L. ICKES, 

Secretary of the Interior. 

Under the circumstances, I trust the gentleman will agree 
with me that no preferred status is being given to the Crow 
claimant.s, but that tli{!y are only being permitted to have 
their day in court -under regular procedure as disclosed by 
the history of the case and the previous legislation prompt
ing this resolution. . -

Mr. TRUAX. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid

eration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 

follows: -
Whereas by the Special Jurisdictional Act approved July 3, 1926 

(44 Stat. L. 807), the claims of the Crow Tribe of Indians of Mon
tana and any band thereof against the United States were referred 
to the Court of Claims" with right of appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States", it being the intention that both parties 
should have a right of appeal to the Supreme Court; and 
- Whereas the Supreme Court has since decided that notwith

standing such a provision there is no right of appeal, in view of the 
Judicial .Code, as amended, unless the Jurisdictional Act specifically 
provides that the Supreme Oourt shall review a cause on appeal. 
anything in the Judicial Code to the contrary notwithstanding: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That the clain1s of the Crow Tribe of Indians and 
any band thereof under the said Jurisdictional Act approved July 
3, 1926. shall be reviewed on the whole record by the Supreme 
Court of the United States on appeal from the Court of Claims. 
anything in the Judi<;:ial Code or amendments thereto notwith
standing: Provided, That said appeal shall be perfected by either 
party to the .controversy within 1 year from the passage of this act. 

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

CLAIM OF ARAPAHOE AND CHEYENNE INDIANS 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1504) authorizing the Ara
pahoe and Cheyenne Indians to submit claims to the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. McFARLANE, Mr. TABER, and Mr. COSTELLO ob-

jected. -
UTE INDIANS IN UTAH, COLORADO, AND NEW MEXICO 

By the very 'nature of the Crow litigation, it is evident 
that the Secretary of the Interior recognizes that no ade
quate review of the proceedings in the Court of Claims could 
be had by the Supreme Court on certiorari only. When the 
~riginal Crow jurisdictional act was passed it was not The Clerk called the bill (S. 381) for the relief of the 
thought that either the Crows or the Government would Confederated Bands of Ute Indians located in Utah, Colo
be limited to certiorari; however, the Supreme Court has rado, and New Mexico. 
since refused to take jurisdiction by appeal of such case as The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
the Crow case, giving as its reason the amendments to the Mr. TABER. Reserving the right to object, unless I have 
Judicial Code which provides that reviews by the supreme an understanding that an amendment will be accepted 
Court of decisions of the Court of Claims can only be had which will provide that all gratuities heretofore contributed 
upon certiorari unless there is special legislation to the shall be offset against any such appropriation, and also the 
c~mtrary. Now, that is the purpose of this act. congress attorney fee be reduced from 10 percent to 5 percent, I shall 
evidently believed when it passed the Crow jurisdictional object. 
act that appeal might ·be had and that the parties would Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I should not object to the 
not be left to certiora.ri only. Now, the purpose of this reduction of the attorney fee, but I would object to the other 
act is to carry out the intent of Congress at that time. amendment mentioned by the gentleman from New York. 

The Secretary of the Interior and the Indian Bureau I can readily see that in a jurisdictional bill there might be 
which operates under him are in a · position to know the provision for ofisetting gratuities to the Indians which could 
facts and circumstances; and, since the Secretary has gone 1 be passed upon by the court, but on the recommendation of 
op. record favoring this legislation, and since the case was l the Indian Affairs Committee of the Senate this bill was 
tried in the Court of Claims on a theory that an appeal brought in as an appropriation bill rather than a jurisdic
might be had, and since the record there was perfected on tional bill. I am wondering who, under the gentleman's 
that theory, it is only fair now that this act be passed. amendment .. would determine what gratuities constituted 

It is not the purpose of this act to generally amend or offsets and what would not. 
modify the Judicial Code, but it is only to authorize the Mr. TABE.R. The Appropriations Committee would de-
Crow Tribe to have its case reviewed on both the law and termine. 
facts as is permitted in a regular case of appeal, rather than Mr. MURDOCK. If you should insist on that procedure, 
to confine the Crow Tribe to a review of the pleadings and I want to say that you are setting a gigantic task for your 
the law only as it would be limited to under a review by committee which could only result in injustice to legitimate 
c~rtiorari. Indian claims that may come before Congress. I think the 

To substantiate my argument in this respect, let me fur- gentleman's amendment is improper and unjust in the lio-ht 
-ther quote from the Secretary's letter: of the report on this bill. 

0 
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. -Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, this- claim should be offset 

against gratuities to these tribes, because we are making 
gratuities to the Indians, and it is the usual practice to off set. 
Why should we pay them twice for the same thing? Mr. 
Speaker, I object. 

CLAIMS OF INDIANS RESIDING IN THE STATE OF OREGON 
The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 7779) conferring jurisdic

tion upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine claims 
of certain bands or tribes of Indians residing in the State of 
Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. McFARLANE, Mr. TRUAX, and Mr. COSTELLO 

objected. 
Mr. MOT!'. If the gentlemen will withhold their objec

tions-
Mr. TRUAX. I think it is absurd to ask this House to pass 

a bill on the Consent Calendar involving over $6,000,000 in 
this manner. 

Mr. MOTT. If the gentleman will withhold his objection 
for a moment. 

Mr. TRUAX. I would like to ask the gentleman if that 
amount is correct, $6,177,587.50? 

Mr. MOTI'. That would be the greatest amount that could 
possibly be recovered. 

Mr. TRUAX. And passed in this manner, without con
sideration by anybody. 

Mr. MOT!'. If the gentleman will allow me, the amount 
the gentleman mentioned is the greatest amount that the 
Indians could recover if they prevailed. If they did prevail, 
there would be four and a half million dollars or five million 
dollars as offset, so it would only leave the Indians a million 
or a million and a half dollars they could recover. 

Mr. TRUAX. What does the Director of the Budget say 
about it? 

Mr. MO'IT. I do nc;it:know what the Director of the Budget 
said. 
- Mr. TRUAX. What does Mr. Mccarl say as to this, the 

Comptroller General? 
Mr. MO'IT. It has not been referred to the Comptroller 

General, because we do not refer claims of this kind to him. 
Mr. TRUAX. Here is what the Director of the Budget 

says. · 
Mr. MO'IT. It was referred to the Interior Department. 
Mr. TRUAX. He says that the proposed legislation would 

not be in accord with the financial program of the President. 
WhY does .the gentleman insist on its passage today by this 
House? 

Mr. MO'IT. Very well. That is what the Secretary says, 
but if the gentleman will read on for a line or two further, 
he will find that notwithstanding that the Secretary of the 
Interior, who has jurisdiction of all affairs of this kind, 
nevertheless recommends that the bill be passed. Mr. 
Speaker, as I was saying, before the bill came up I had a con
ference with the gentleman from Ohio and stated to him and 
he agreed that if he objected to this I would ask that the bill 
go over without prejudice. 

Mr. TRUAX. The gentleman is correct about that. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

GRAZING RESERVE FOR INDIANS AT FORT M'DERMITT 
Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

return to Calendar No. 147, H. R. 4126, a bill to reserve cer
tain public-domain lands in Nevada and Oregon as a grazing 
reserve for Indians at Fort McDermitt, Nev., and to vacate 
the proceedings by which the bill was passed, and that the 
bill go over without prejudice. I was out of the Chamber 
when the bill was passed. The gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. ROGERS], Chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
said that he was willing to let the bill go over until next week. 

Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma. The gentleman from Oregon 
was going to object to it? 

Mr. PIERCE. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani

mous consent to return to Calendar No. 141, and that the 

proceedings by which the Senate bill, which was substituted 
for the House bill, was passed, be vacated, and the Senate bill 
restored to the Speaker's desk. and that the House bill be
passed over without prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
ALLOWING CffiPPEWA INDIANS OF WISCONSIN TO SUBMIT CLAI?.!S TO 

THE COURT OF CLAIMS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6869) authorizing the 

Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin to submit claims to the 
Court of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. COSTELLO, Mr. McFARLANE, Mr. TRUAX, Mr. 

DITI'ER, Mr. TABER, and Mr. BACON objected. 
Mr. GEHRMANN. Will the gentlemen withhold their 

objection for a moment? 
Mr. TABER. I am glad to withhold my objection. 
Mr. BACON. As far as I am concerned, I withhold mine. 
Mr. DITTER. I withhold mine also. 
Mr. GEHRMANN. Mr. Speaker, I want a chance to ex

plain this bill. The last time the matter came up I did not 
get an opportunity to explain why this is not an ordinary 
Court of Claims bill. It involves not only the Federal Gov
ernment, but it also involves the State of Wisconsin. This 
is a long drawn out litigation. The Legislature of Wiscon
sin has wrestled with this problem for a number of years. 
It involves the so-called " swamp land " grants that the 
Federal Government granted to the State of Wisconsin and 
other States a good many years ago. The titles to those 
lands came into dispute when the Indian reservations were 
established. Then the Indians, of course, or the Depart
ment of the Interior, took it for granted that the establish
ment of the Indian reservations carried along the swamp 
lands within those reservations. During all that litigation 
they were removing or logging timber, and they finally de
cided only about 3 years ago that the swamp lands never 
were a part of the Indian reservation, so that the State 
of Wisconsin authorized a special attorney to be appointed, 
and that special attorney, Mr. Kershaw, of Milwaukee, has 
worked on this case for the last 2 years. This is the De
partment's own bill to settle that claim. If the gentlemen 
will read the report they will find that there is now pend
ing the purchase of tho~e so-called " swamp lands." A bill 
has already passed the Senate whereby $1,600,000 is appro
priated, which will turn over these swamp lands that have 
been in dispute for 40 years to the Federal Government and 
in turn to the Indians. The question is how much 'does 
the State of Wisconsin owe the Indians, and how much does 
the Federal Government owe the Indians. During all these 
years they have logged and either the State or Federal Gov
ernment has collected money due the Indians. In 1931, when 
I was a member of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
the State appropriated $13,200 as an admitted amount the 
State collected for timber removed from the reservation, and 
the only way that the Indian Department thinks it can be 
settled is by going into the Court of Claims to determine 
how much of this sale of timber has been collected by the 
state and how .much was collected by the Federal Govern
ment. 

There is no question but one or the other collected the 
stumpage on that timber, and it is either in the Federal 
Treasury or it is in the State treasury. Sooner or later the 
Federal court must determine the amount. I hope the gen
tlemen will not object, because it must go into cow't sooner 
or later to determine how much is owed by the Federal 
Government and how much is owed by the State govern
ment. That claim is not disputed, and the Commissioner 
himself drew this bill, together with the attorney representing 
the State of Wisconsin. The only way we can ever settle 
this is to let it go to the court and determine how much 
is owed by the Federal Government and how much is owed 
by the State. 

Mr. BOILEAU. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GEHRMANN. I yield. 
Mr. BOILEAU. Is it not a fact that the Department of 

the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and repre
sentatives of the State of Wisconsin and Bepresentatives of 
the tribe for many years have been trying to get together 
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to settle this dispute? They all admit that the Indians have 
something coming, but there is a dispute as to whether the 
Federal Government or the State government should pay it 
to the tribe. 

Mr. GEHRMANN. Yes. 
Mr. BOILEAU. And it is necessary to have this legisla-

tion in order to adjust this matter? 
Mr. GEHRMANN. Yes. 
Mr. BACON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GEHRMANN. I yield. 
Mr. BACON. Will the gentleman accept an amendment 

providing as follows: 
Provided, That in making an award under this act, all gratuities 

paid said Indian tribes by the United States Goverru::_.mt shall be 
off-set against any judgment or award made to them. 

Mr. GEHRMANN. I do not have any objection. 
Mr. BOILEAU. Will the 'gentleman yield? 
Mr. GEHRMANN. I yield. 
Mr. BOILEAU. I understand the Committee on Appro

priations is considering some such legislation as is suggested 
in the gentleman's amendment, that will cover all these 
matters. Until the gentleman's committee puts that into 
law, does not the gentleman think it would be fair and just 
to not insist upon the amendment at this time, but rather 
to wait and let the committee make its legislation applicable 
to all of these claims? 
· Mr. BACON. As far as I am concerned, I do not intend 
to allow any bill to pass without this provision in it. 
· Mr. BOILEAU. In view of the fact that the matter is 
now pending in the second deficiency appropriation bill--

Mr. BACON. But it may not go through, and, as far as I 
am concerned, I think the United States Government ought 
to be given the right to offset gratuities paid these Indians 
against any claims they may have. 
· Mr. BOILEAU. I can appreciate the weight of the gentle
man's argument. 

Mr. BACON. There are six objections to this bill, but 
as far as I am concerned I am willing to withdraw my 
objection if this amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. BOILEAU. I appreciate the gentleman's fairness. I 
wonder, however, in view of the fact that the conferees of the 
House and the Senate, as I understand it, have agreed sub
stantially to that provision that has just been referred to, in 
the second deficiency appropriation bill, should that not be 
sufficient assurance to the gentleman that his objective will 
be accomplished, and not use this bill as the first Indian 
claim to attach it to? Why not make it uniform? 

Mr. BACON. This is not the first bill. The bill offered 
by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. MOTT] contained this 
provision, and it was objected to even with that provision. 
If the gentleman's bill had not contained that provision, I 
would have objected to it. 

Mr. BOILEAU. I appreciate that, but thus far no bill has 
passed Congress with such a provision. 

Mr. BACON. And I hope it will not. 
Mr. BOILEAU. In view of the fact that we are now 

making permanent legislation, why attach that amendment 
to this bill? 

Mr. BACON. I am only one of six objectors. I am willing 
to withdraw my objection if this amendment is agreed to, 
and if the attorney's fees are reduced from 10 percent to 5 
percent. 

Mr. GEHRMANN. I have no objection to that. All I 
want to do is to let this go before the Court of Claims and 
decide whether the Federal Government or the State gov
ernment should pay the money. After long years of litiga
tion and conferences they finally came tb an agreement 
that the State of Wisconsin is to turn over some swamp lands 
that have been in dispute, for $1,600,000. I will be glad to 
accept the gentleman's amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. TABER. ·Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. DITIER. I object, Mr. Speaker, unless the amend

ment is accepted. 
LXXIX--789 

Mr. BOILEAU. But the gentleman has accepted the 
amendment. The gentleman from Pennsylvania states he 
will object unless the amendment is accepted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. TABER. I object. 
Mr. BACON. I understand this amendment will be agreed 

to, and therefore I withdraw my objection. 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the Clerk will 

report the bill. 
There being no objection, the Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That all claims of whatsoever nature which 

the Chippewa Tribe or Band of Indians of Wisconsin may have 
against the United States, which have not heretofore been deter
mined by the Court of Claims or the Supreme Court of the United 
States, may be submitted to the Court of Claims, with the right of 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States by either party, 
for determination of the amount, if any, due said Indians from 
the United States under any treaties, agreements, or laws of Con
gress, or for the misappropriation or waste of any of the funds or 
lands of said Indians or band or bands thereof, or for the failure 
of the United States to pay said Indians any money or other prop
erty due; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Claims, with the said right of either party to appeal, to hear and 
determine all legal and equitable claims, if any, of said Indians 
against the United States and to' enter judgment thereon. 

SEC. 2. If any claim or claims be submitted to said courts, they 
shall settle the rights therein, both legal and equitable, of each and 
all of the parties thereto, notwithstanding lapse of time or statutes 
of limitations, and any payment which may have been made upon 
any claim so submitted shall not be pleaded as an estoppel but may 
be pleaded as an offset in such suits or actions, and the United 
States shall be allowed credit for all sums heretofore paid or ex
pended for the benefit of said Indians or any band thereof, includ
ing gratuities, and that !aches shall not be pleaded as a defense 
thereto. The claim or claims of the Chippewa Indmns of Wiscon
sin or band or bands thereof may be presented separately or jointly 
by petition, subject, however, to amendment, suit to be filed within 
5 years after the passage of this act; and such action shall make 
the petitioner or petitioners party plaintiff or plaintiffs and the 
United States party defendant, and any band or bands of said 
Indians or any other Indians or bands of Indians the court may 
deem necessary to a final determination of such suit or suits may 
be joined therein as the court may order. Such petition, which 
shall be signed by the attorney or attorneys employed by said 
Indians or any bands thereof, or by the State of Wisconsin in their 
behalf, shall set forth all the facts on which the claims for 
recovery are based, and said petition shall be signed by the 
attorney or attorneys so employed, and no other verification shall 
be necessary. Official letters, papers, documents, and public 
records, or certified copies thereof, may be used in evidence, and 
the departments of the Government shall give to the attorney 
or attorneys of said Indians or bands thereof access to such 
treaties, papers, correspondence, or records as may be needed by 
the attorney or attorneys for said tribe or bands of Indians. 

SEC. 3. Upon final determination of such suit, cause, or action, , 
the Court of Claims shall decree such fees and necessary expenses 
as it shall find reasonable and proper to be paid the attorney or 
attorneys employed therein by said tribe or bands of Indians under 
contracts negotiated and approved as provided by existing law, and 
ln no case shall the fee decreed by said Court of Claims be in 
excess of the amounts stipulated in the contracts approved by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, 
and no attorney shall have a right to represent the said Indians 
or any band thereof in any suit, cause, or action under the pro
visions of this act until said contract shall have been so approved: 
Provided, That any attorney appearing "for said Indians under any 
law of the State of Wisconsin authorizing him to prosecute such 
claims -against the Federal Government shall not be required to 
file a contract of employment, and no compensation shall be al
lowed such attorney where he is so compensated by the State. The 
State shall be allowed out of any judgment recovered such neces
sary and proper expenses as the court may find to have been in
curred by the attorney so employed. The fees decreed by the court 
to the attorney or attorneys of record, except such as shall be 
employed by the State, shall be paid out of any sum or sums 
recovered in such suits or action, and no part of such fees shall be 
taken from any money in the Treasury of the United States belong
ing to such tribe or bands of Indians in whose behalf the suit is 
brought: Provided further, That in no case shall the fees decreed 
by said court amount to more than 10 percent of the amount of 
the judgment recovered in such cause, to be paid only to contract 
attorneys, if employed. Should an attorney be employed by the 
State to assist in the prosecution of any suit filed hereunder, the 
court shall determine the value of his services on a quantum 
meruit basis and such amount shall be withheld from the said 10 
percent and become available to said Indians as a part of said 
judgment. 

With the following committee amendments: 
On page 1, line 9, after the word "party", insert "anything in 

the Judicial Code of the United States or amendments thereto 
to the contrary notwithstanding." 



12522 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE AUGUST 5 
On page 5, llne 4, insert a new section, to be known as " section 

4 ", to read as follows : · 
" SEC. 4. The net amount of any judgment recovered shall be 

placed in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said 
Indians, and shall draw interest at the rate of 4 percent per 
annum and shall be thereafter subject to appropriation by Con
gress for education, health, industrial, and other purposes for 
the benefit of said Indians, including the purchase of lands and 
building of homes, and no part of said judgment shall be paid 
out in per capita payments to said Indians. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. ·speaker, I offer an amendment. 
The C.lerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BACON: Page 4, line 21, strike out 

" 10 " and insert in lieu thereof " 5." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I offer another amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BACON: Page 5, line 13, after the 

word " Indians " and the period, strike out the period, insert a colon 
and the following: "Provided, That in making an award under this 
act all gratuities paid said Indian tribes by the U~ted States Gov
ernment shall be offset against any judgment or award made to 
them." 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to proceed out of 
order for 5 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
ject, and I shall not object to the present request, in the 
interest of furthering consideration of the Consent Calendar 
I shall object to further requests of this kind. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, a writer in a 

morning paper gives a review of business and industrial con
ditions in several Midwestern States. One paragraph in this 
review strikes a note which has run persistently through my 
mind for many years. It reads as follows: 

Inventive brains have not been idle during the depression. La
per-saving machinery the last few years has changed almost the 
entire aspect of steel manufacturing. As an example, the Youngs
town Sheet & Tube Co., one of the largest of the manufacturers, 
has just built a sheet mill that will produce the same results with 
90 men that previously was produced by 800. The Carnegie Steel 
Co., a subsidiary of the United States Steel Corporation, is making 
a similar change. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is only a small part of the picture, 
relating to one industry in two States. The whole picture 
embraces every industry in every State. And on top of that, 
the 800 men who will be displaced by 90 men in the Youngs
town plant, are now doing the work which 25 or 30 years 
ago required two or three thousand men. 

To a lesser but very material degree, it is the same story 
in agriculture as in ind"ustry. The machine has displaced 
labor in the Wheat Belt. Within the next few years it will 
displace labor in the Cotton Belt. I was in New Orleans last 
winter. New Orleans, I believe, claims to be the second 
largest port of entry in the United States. I made the trip 
around the docks. They appeared to be idle, but they were 
not. The machines were busy from the ships to the ware
houses and from the warehouses to the ships, guided by a 
few unseen hands. On the same day there were unemploy
ment relief riots in New Orleans which had to be handled 
by the police. 

The fact that there are still 10,000,000 unemployed in 
this country is pointed out as the proof of the failure of the 
recovery program. Have you stopped to think that during 
the nearly 6 years of this depression some 25,000,000 boys 
and girls have come of age? This means that if every man 
and woman thrown out of employment by the depression 
had been reemployed and that half of the new army of 
workers had secured employment, we would still have an 
army of ten or twelve million unemployed. 

Four years ago a noted educator made the statement 
that--and I quote his exact words--" the return of pros-

perity will not solve unemployment." I have called atten
tion to this statement before and I call attention to it again. 
I also again call attention to a statement made by Prof. 
Albert Einstein 3 years ago, which shows that he has knowl
edge of things closer to home than the stars. Professor 
Einstein said that the chief cause ·of the depression was 
underconsu,mption, due to unemployment, which in turn was 
due to the machine. 

This is the problem confronting our civilization. The 
machine must be made to carry the load of society or the 
whole thing will break down. The load of society must 
be distributed over the machine. We cannot carry on indefi .. 
nitely with half the workers employed on the machine and 
supporting the other half who are thrown out of employ .. 
ment by the machine. 

For some decades our economic system absorbed the ma .. 
chine. Now the machine is destroying our economic system. 
It has become a Frankenstein monster. This is the big 
problem of our civilization. This is the big problem con
fronting the administration and the administrations that 
will succeed it. Economy in Government expenditures will 
not solve this problem. Balancing the Budget will not solve 
it. Raising or lowering the tariff will not solve it. Taking 
wealth at the top by means of taxation will not solve it. 
Old-age pensions and unemployment insurance, necessary 
though they are, will not solve it. None of these remedies 
nor all of them combined go to the root of the trouble. 
Wealth should be distributed among the producers at the 
base of society, not collected in the form of taxes at the top. 
Every able-bodied worker should have work, no matter how 
much the hours may have to be reduced. Production in 
both industry and agriculture must be regulated and they 
can only be regulated through the exercise of national 
powers. The problem of unemployment with the resultant 
underconsumption is a national problem and it will never 
be solved by debates over party platforms or by partisan 
speeches either in Congress or out of Congress. The para
mount issues today are economic and sociological, not 
political. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gent"ieman yield? 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. It is my opinion, too, that we must govern 

mass production or we shall not get anywhere. 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I thank the gentleman. I 

fully agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 

amendment. 
Mr. Speaker, I want this House to understand that for 150 

years we have had Congresses just about like the present one 
where those who speak on Indian questions are too far re
moved from the Indians-at least far enough so they are not 
informed upon the subject. 

It is proposed to amend the bill to provide that any recov
ery by the Indians shall be offset by gratuities paid them 
by the United States Government. Let me show you what 
is being done under the guise of gratuities. In the first 
place, in any attempt to recover judgment against this Gov .. 
ernm.ent upon a claim that was admitted by everyone to be 
correct and proper there is a delay of 7 years for the pur
pose of making an audit to find out what we had given the 
Indians as gratuities. They included in gratuities all the 
expenses of educating the Indians for the last 100 years. 
Yet in other cases, for instance the Osages, they appro
priated $200,000,000 of trust money under the guise of gratu .. 
ities and charge this back against the Indians, but when we 
get into the rec9rd, what do we find? We find they spent 
$38.40 on the Osages, yet they charged them up with 
$200 ,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, I maintain that it is wrong for this Congress 
to put such an amendment on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 
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CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN P

0

UBLIC BUILDINGS 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6645, to amend the 
act entitled "An act to provide for the construction of cer
tain public buildings, and for other purposes ", approved 
May 25, 1926. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled "An act to provide for 
the construction of certain public buildings, and for other pur
poses", approved May 25, 1926, is amended by adding the follow
ing: "That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and empowered, as soon as he advantageously can do 
so, to sell, demolish,. or otherwise dispose of the old post-office 
building at Oakland, Calif., the cost of demolition or other dispo
sition, if any, to be paid from any unallocated moneys available 
for public-building construction. The Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby further authorized to sell all of the old post-office site 
situated at Broadway, Seventeenth, and Franklin Streets in Oak
land, Cal1f., at such time and upon such terms and conditions as 
he may deem to be to the best interests of the United States, and 
to convey such property to the purchaser thereof by the usual quit
claim deed, the proceeds of said sale to be covered into the 
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts." 

With the following committee amendments: 
Page 1, line 8, after the word " sell ", insert the words " alter, 

remodel." 
Page 2, line 5, after the word " time ", insert the words " for 

such price." 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

BUREAU OF MINES 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7322, to provide for 
the establishment and maintenance of a central research 
and experiment station of the Bureau of Mines at-Salt Lake 
City, Utah. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. DITTER, Mr. McFARLANE and Mr. COSTELLO 
objected. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman with
hold his objection? 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve my objection. 
Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, I will withhold my objection 

temporarily. I have no objection to the gentleman asking 
that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman wants to object, go 
ahead and object. 

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
BRIDGE ACROSS CHESAPEAKE BAY BET\VEEN BALTIMORE AND KENT 

COUNTIES, MD. 

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2156, to extend the times 
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge 
across the Chesapeake Bay between Baltimore and Kent 
Counties, Md. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. PALMISANO. Will the gentleman withhold his ob

jection a moment? 
Mr. ZIONCHECK. I withhold my objection. 
Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention 

to the fact that the bridge involved in this bill does away 
with an obsolete ferry which crosses from Baltimore City to 
the Eastern Shore of Maryland. Members who are familiar 
with the State of Maryland know that we have no toll 
bridges. The State of Maryland some time ago bought, at 
an expense of approximately $1,000,000, the Susquehanna 
Bridge and then made a double-decker out of it at large 
expense. Today it is a free bridge. We ask you to permit 
this bill to pass in order that we may construct a bridge to 
do away with a ferry that often compels people to wait 2 or 
3 hours. Some of my colleagues who have traveled on the 
Eastern Shore of Maryland are aware of the fact that the 
ferry is an old, obsolete one. We have to contend with it, 

otherwise drive around 4 or 5 hours. · Th.is bill has passed 
the Congress on two other occasions. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. I will ask that it be passed over with
out prejudice, if that is satisfactory to the gentleman. 

Mr. PALMISANO. There is no use doing that. If the 
gentleman is going to object, he might as well object now. 

Mr. ZIONCHECK. Mr. Speaker, I object. . 
HYDROELECTRIC POWER AT CABINET GORGE, ON THE COLUMBIA 

RIVER 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5449, to provide for the 
development of hydroelectric power at Cabinet Gorge on the 
Clark Fork of the Columbia River in the proximity of the 
Montana-Idaho State line, and for the rehabilitation of irri
gation districts, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
ANDREW JOHNSON HOMESTEAD (TENNESSEE) 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1420, to provide for 
the acquisition of the Andrew Johnson Homestead, Greene
ville, Tenn., as a national shrine._ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
HASKELL INSTITUTE, LAWRENCE, KANS. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7443, to provide funds 
for acquisition of the property of the Haskell Students Ac
tivities Association on behalf of the Indian school known as 
"Haskell Institute'', Lawrence, Kans. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. There is a similar Senate bill. Without 

objection, the Senate bill, S. 2545, will be substituted for the 
House bill. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appro

priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated, the sum of $30,500 to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior for the purpose of meeting indebted
ness of the Haskell Students Activities Association, and acquiring 
title to the property of this association for use of the Government 
Indian school known as "Haskell Institute", located at Lawrence, 
Kans.: Provided, That funds hereby authorized for this purpose 
may be used to pay ctr any outstanding mortgages, liens, judg
ments, or other valid indebtedness against the above-mentioned 
association: And provided further, That upon payment of all out
standing obligations against the Haskell Students Activities Asso
ciation, not to exceed in all $30,500, the title to an property 
belonging to the said association shall be transferred to the 
United States, and upon such transfer such property shall become 
a part of the Government Indian School known as " Haskell 
Institute ", Lawrence, Kans. · 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 
UINTAH, WHITE RIVER, AND UNCOMPAHGRE BANDS OF UTE INDIANS 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 6019, authorizing an 
appropriation for payment to the Uintah, White River, and 
Uncompahgre Bands of the Ute Indians in the State of 
Utah for certaiin coal lands, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, the same situation occurs here 
as occtll'red in connection with no. 265. I think I shall 
therefore be compelled to object. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman reserve his objec
tion? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK. May I say in connection with this bill 

and no. 279 that the Government has already received from 
grazing permits sold and timber fees in excess of a million 
dollars. The Indians are now asking for less than $1,000,000 
in payment of claims that the Government agreed to pay1 

notwithstanding the fact that the Government has received 
more than a million dollairs for these timber and grazing 
permits. 
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Mr. TABER. I understand this particular tribe of Indians 

has received perhaps more in the form of gratuities than any 
other tribe and are receiving same at the present time. 
Why .these gratuities should not be offset agairist what has 
been paid to these Indians, I cannot understand. Under 
the circumstances, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

CERTAIN BANDS OF INDIANS (OREGON) 

The Clerk caned the next bil1, ·S. 2097,-conferring juris
diction upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine 
claims of certain bands or tribes of Indians residing in the 
state of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid
eration of the bill? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I call the attention of the House to the fact that here is a 
bill that carries in the original draft the same amendment 
which I offered to a bill that came up previously; therefore 
I have no robjection to the bill because it does carry a pro
:vision providing for off sets. I think in all fairness I should 
offer an amendment to reduce the attorneys' fees from 10 
percent to 5 percent. I make that statement because these 
Indian claims run into millions of dollars and an attorney's 
fee at the rate of 10 percent could well be two or three hun
dred thousand dollars. I think if we limited the attorneys' 
fees on some · of these Indian claims there will be fewer of 
them, because I believe there are attorneys running around 
digging up these claims in order to get money out of the 
Treasury of the United States. I have no objection to this 
bill if the autho-r will agree to a reduction in attorneys' fees 
from 10 to 5 percent. 

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, I object to the considera
tion of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma. The gentleman will observe 
this is a Senate bill. 

Mr. BACON. Who has charge of the bill heice? 
Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma. I am chairman of the com

mittee. I have no objection to the gentleman's amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con

sideration of the bill? 
Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Spe~er, I object. 

WPROVEMEN'I' OF PUBLIC-SCHOOL BUILDINGS IN DUCHESNE 
COUNTY, UTAH 

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2193, to provide for the 
construction, extension, and improvement of public-school 
buildings in Duchesne County, utah. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill? -

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman reserve his objection? 
Mr. RICH. I reserve my objection. May I ask the gentle-

man why does he want the- Federal Government to do the 
work for this particular county? Why does not the Public 
Works Administration, that are building these schools all 
over the country, get this money out of the $4,800,000,000 
without appropriating any additional money? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is what we want to do. This 1s a 
similar type of bill to a number of bills passed a while ago. 
The only reason this bill was not passed then was because 
it was in the Senate and had not yet come over to the House. 

If I may be allowed just a minute on this bill, · may I say 
that due to the large area of nontaxable Indian lands in 
Duchesne County, for several years an annual appropriation 
from the tribal furids of the· Indians has been made for the 
aid of the public scho0ls in Uintah and Duchesne Counties, 
but these tribal funds are -largely exhausted. The fact is 
there are 260,000 acres -0f land owned by Indians that are 
nontaxable in that county. 

The tribal funds of the Indians are largely .exhausted, and 
the only method now of taking care of them is by a 40-cents
a-day tuition. They are holding school in a little church 
building that is not propetly heated or properly lighted or 
properly ventilated, and on account of the Indian children 
the school is overcrowded. 

There is no difi'erence between this bill and the other bills 
that were passed, and I think there is ne just reason for 
opposing it. 

Mr. RICH. I am not making any distinction between 
the gentleman's bill and · the bill of some other Member, 
and the only point is whether you can get the money 0-ut 
of the Public Works Administration to do this work. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; that is where the money is com-
ing from. · 

Mr. RICH. Otherwise, this bill would simply authorize 
the appropriation, and you would have to .go to the Com
mittee on Appropriations and get the money for it. How
ever, if you intend to get the money out of the Public Works 
Adm.inistration I shall not object. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is where w~ intend to get it. 
Mr. DITTER. We understand the cost will be about 

$50,000? 
Mr. MURDOCK. That is the maximum estimate that 

has been placed in the bill, with the understanding that 
the plans for the building must be submitted to the Secre
tary of the Interior and approved· by him before one dollar 
is spent. 

Mr. DITTER. The Assistant Secretary of the Interior in 
the report advises the committee that this is opposed by 
the President insofar as his program is concerned. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I will admit that and that is the same 
objection that was made to the 15 or 20 bills that were 
passed a little while ago, and they were all signed by the 
President when they reached him. 

Mr. DITTER. Does the gentleman understand that the 
President's objection is no longer to be understood as pre
vailing with respect to this bill? 

Mr. MURDOCK. Yes; because he has signed ·all the 
other bills. 

Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma. If the gentleman will per~ 
mit, I should like to answer that question. The President 
·signed the other school bills reserving the right through 
the Interior Department to pay for these buildings within 
30 yea.rs oµt c;if t~~ IJ:!dian ~uitioµ that the Government pays 
for the education of Indian children. This was the way 
t.h~ Pr~sident _ signed _tho_se bills, and that is the way he 
will sign this bill if it is passed. - . 

Mr. DrrTER. That is what I wanted to know. I have 
no objection. · - · · · · 

TJ:iere being _no objection, the Clerk read the bill, a.S 
follows: · 

Be it enacted, etc., That there 1s hereby appropriated, out o! 
any mon~y in the Treasury pot otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $50,000 to be used by the Secretary of the Interior in making 
payments to the Duchesne County school district in accordance 
with the provisions of section 2. , 

SEC. 2, The Duchesne County school _district shall subni.it to the 
Secretary of the Interior for his approval (1) plans for extensions 
and improvements of existing public-school buUdings within such 
county, and for the construction of such other school buildings 
as such district may consider necessary, and (2) estimates as to 
the cost of carrying out such plans. _The Secretary of the 1n.:. 
terior ~s authorized to approve such plans and cost estimates in 
whole or in part, or to require modifications or revisions thereof. 
Upon approval by the Secretary o! any such plans and cost esti
mates, and u_pon agreement by such school district that the public 
schools maintained by it shall be open to Indian children who 
reside in such district, th~ Secretary shall pay to such district, but 
not in excess of the appropriation made in section 1, an amount 
equal to the approved cost estimate o! carrying out such approved 
plan. Such a.mount shall be -expended by '8UCh district for the 
purpose of carrying out such approved plan .and for no other 
purpose. 

SEC. 3. No payments shall be made to the Duchesne County 
school district under the ·provisions of this act unless such dis
,trict maintains books, records, accounts, and memoranda and per
m.its the .examination of and produces such books, records, ac
counts, and memoranda, in accordance with such reasonable regu
lations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and ·a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

DISPOSITION OF FEDERAL BUILDING SITES 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7626, to dispose of 
Federa.1 building sites to States, municipalities, counties, or 
other civil divisions. 

Mr .. McFARLANE and Mr. TRUAX objected. 
Mr. MEAD. I trust the gentlemen will withhold their 

objections-for -a moment; this.bill was introduced after .an 
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exhaustive study of the subject by our committee and after 
a conference with Treasury and Post Office officials. 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. MEAD. I yield . 
. ,,.,.,... Mr. McFARLANE. I notice this bill waives all interest 

( 
charges and provides only that the purchase price shall not 
be less than 50 percent of the appraised value of the land. 
and does not consider the value of the buildings. I think 
we should consider each one of these buildings separately 
rather than give blanket authority to the Treasury to cils
pose of them as they see fit. 

Mr. MEAD. If the gentleman will withhold his objection 
a moment longer, I shall explain that. 

After the bill was introduced, hearings were held before 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and Treas
ury officials, as well as postal officials, both appeared there 
and collaborated with us in perfecting the measure. This 
bill is an economical proposal and one that will save money 
for the Federal Government. 

Mr. McFARLANE. How does the gentleman figure that? 
Mr. MEAD. If the gentleman will permit, I shall explain. 

· Heretofore, whenever a Federal building has been aban
doned by reason of a new building taking its place, indi
vidual Members have introduced bills that would bring about 

r the donation or transfer of the old building and site to the 
municipality interested. In some instances· this has taken 
place and the Government has received no money at all. In 
other instances, these abandoned, obsolete buildings have 
been held by the Government for years because of lack of 
authority for their proper disposition. This has caused an 
expensive outlay of Federal funds. These buildings in most 
part are obsolete and cannot be reconstructed for Federal 
use. They are no longer needed, because we now have new 
buildings, and it would cost the Government more money to 
reconstruct the buildings should they ever need them than to 
deed them, without cost, to the municipality. 

This bill will simply authorize a uniform policy to take the 
place of the hit-or-miss policy that has been fallowed under 
the law in the past. This will allow the Federal Government 
to deed to a municipality for such use as the municipality 
may desil'e obsolete buildings at not less than 50 percent of 
the cost of the site. 
· The Treasury Department favors the bill. The· Post O:fllce 
Department worked with us in the drafting of the bill. 
There was no objection when the bill was considered by the 
committee, and it is a far better policy than the policy that 
has governed us in the past. We have Members of Congress 
who are interested in legislation of this kind, Members of 
Congress who are anxious that we pass their bills. which 
would donate such sites to the municipalities for school use 
or for use as a library or some other similar purpose. We are 
sure the Federal Government will save money if this policy is 
adopted. 

Mr. McFARLANE. It seems that this bill does not simply 
p.rovide that the buildings may be sold for half .of. the ap
praised value of the land to some municipality but that any 
individual may buy .these buildings under this measure. 

Mr. MEAD. Not at all. 
Mr. McFARLANE. Let me read that provision. 
Mr. MEAD. This bill provides that only a municipality or 

subdivision of government may purchase the building for the 
price specified in the bill. 

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
AUTHORIZING THE STATE OF ARIZONA TO TRANSFER LAND TO THE 

TOWN OF BENSON 
The Clerk called the joint resolution <H. J. Res. 276) au

thorizing the State of Arizona to transfer to the town of 
Benson without cost title to section 16, township· 17 south, 
range 20 east, Gila and Salt River meridian, for school and 
park purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICH. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 

make this ccmment: In the first place, if there is any Member 
of the House to whom I should like to do a favor, it is the lady 
from Arizona [Mrs. GREENWAY], but we have here a bill 
authorizing the donation of public lands for the purposes of 

parks, when the rules and regulations laid down by the In
terior Department and the Public Lands Committee is such 
that they could be acquired for a dollar and a half an acre; 
it does not seem right that we should give Arizona the right to 
make a donation at this time. I believe it is entirely wrong. 

Mrs. GREENWAY. Will the gentleman withhold his 
objection? 

Mr. RICH. I should be delighted to do so. 
Mrs. GREENWAY. The land involved is 640 desert acres. 

owned by the State of Arizona, not by the Federal Govern
ment. 

Under the enabling act at that time the State was author
ized to transfer land at a cost of not less than $3 per acre. 
The State of Arizona wants at this time to give this 640 desert 
acres to the little town of Benson, which could not possibly 
pay $3 an acre for the purpose of park and recreation. The 
land is desert land, and it could not be used for any other 
purpose. The State wants to give it to the school for recrea
tion and park purposes. The purpose of the bill is to enable 
them to do so without having to pay this $3 per acre. 

Mr. RICH. I understand the Federal Government has a. 
number of C. C. C. camps on this land developing it for 
parks, for the utilization of the people of the United States 
or anyone who wishes to use it. 

Mrs. GREENWAY. I think the gentleman is talking about 
land in another county. I think he is talking about land in 
Mohave County, and this is in Cochise County. 

Mr. RICH. If that is the case, I will withdraw my objec
tion. 

There being no further objections, the Clerk read the bill 
as follows: 

House Joint Resolution 276 
Resolved., etc., That notwithstanding the provisions of section 28 

of the act of Congress approved June 20, .1910 (36 Stat. 557-572). 
the State of Arizona is authorized to transfer without cost to the 
town-of Benson title to section 16, township 17 south, range 20 east. 
Gila and Salt River meridian, for park purposes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,, 
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desil'es to make a statement to 
the House. Believing that, possibly, this might be the last 
opportunity to call the Consent Calendar at this session regu
larly under the rules, the Chair has up to this hour delayed 
i:-ecognizing gentlemen to move to suspend up to this hour. 
The Chair personally hopes that ~ome arrangement may be 
made whereby the calling of this calendar may be resumed at 
$Ome other time during this session, although that is uncer
tain. The Chail' has promised quite a number of gentlemen 
today that if opportunity afforded he would recognize them 
to move to suspend the rules. It is now 25 minutes of 5 
o'clock, and the Chair believes it is now time to recognize 
gentlemen for motions to suspend. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, would the Chair be good enough 
to tell the House at this .time what suspensions he intends to 
take up this afternoon? 

The SPEAKER. The first gentleman the Chair expects t<> 
recognize is the gentleman from New York CMr. CORNING],, 
who will explain his bill. 

Mr. SNELL. I did not know but that the Speaker could 
tell us what bills are to be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana CMr. 
SCHULTE] has a bill, the gentleman from Tennessee CMr. 
McREYNOLDS] has a bill, the gentleman from New York CMr. 
CORNING] has a bill. Quite a number of others have bills on 
the list, though the Chair feels the House will not be able to 
reach all of them today. 

Mr. SNELL. I fear we will not. 
BRIDGE ACROSS CHESAPEAKE BAY BETWEEN BALTIMORE AND KENT 

COUNTY, MD. 

Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to Calendar No. 274, S. 2156, to extend the times 
for commencing and-completing the construction of a bridge 
across Chesapeake Bay, between Baltimore and Kent 
Counties, Md. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
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Mr. TRUAX. · Mr. Speaker, I reserve the rtght to object. 

If we are to have suspensions, as the Chaix has just inti
mated, I am forced to object to returning to any bill which 
has been considered today. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT 

Mr. CORNING. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill S. 1633, as amended, which I send to 
the desk and a.sk to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph (1) of section 3 of the Inter

state Commerce Act, as amended. is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

"(1) It shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the 
provisions of this act to make, give, or ca.use any undue or un
reasonable preference or advantage to any particular person, com
pany, firm, corporation, association, locality, port, port district, 
gateway, transit point, or any particular description of tramc, 1n 
any respect whatsoever or to subject any particular person, com
pany, firm, corporation, association. locality, port, port district, 
gateway, transit point, or any particular description of traffic to 
any undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any respect 
whatsoever." 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, does the 

gentleman name the ports in this bill? 
Mr. CORNING. No. 
Mr. TRUAX. Mr. Speaker, I objected to the considera

tion of this bill a few nights ago because of the lateness of 
the hour. · I have considered the bill and I have no objection 
whatever to it. 

Mr. CORNING. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of the bill 
the committee, in its report, states as follows: 

In recommending that this bill be passed, the committee does 
so with the idea in mind that by amending section 3 of the Inter
state Commerce Act, as thus contemplated, it will encourage and 
promote the freedom of movement of export, import, and coast
wise commerce through the ports of the country. The committee 
considers that it is to the interest of the public that such com
merce be permitted to move freely through as many available 
ports as the governing circumstances will reasonably permit, and 
that no restrictions upon and impediments to the free movement 
thereof should be imposed that are .not clearly shown to be sound 
or economically justified. The recommendation of the committee 
that this bill will be enacted is intended to afford competing ports a 
forum in which to complain of rate adjustments which tend to con
centrate the movement of the tratfic through one port or a limited 
number of ports and to deprive other ports of an opportunity to 
handle a part of such traffic. The committee believes that such 
a diffusion of the traffic which moves through the ports will re
dound to the benefit of the producer and consumer in the interior 
by whom in the last analysis the transportation charges levied 
both for the transportation thereof and for the use of the fac1ll
t1es at the ports are ultimately borne. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
No second being demanded, the question is upon the motion 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

This is not a· political question, nor a · question upon which 
right-thinking men should fundamentally differ. All men 
of all parties must today recognize the fact that had the 
framers of our Constitution contemplated, or, in their day, 
been able to contemplate the vast concentration of indi
vidual wealth which we know today, they would have 
branded it as a menace to the common good as surely as 
they decreed that titles of nobility and the holding and suc-
cession of political power thereby should have no place of 
part in the structure of the Government of free men pre
sumably created equal. There is no man of whatever party 
who is mentally honest but must concede the self-evident 
truth that the only reason too many men are too poor in 
this land of plenty is because a few men are too rich, and 
there is no man -who is mentally honest but must concede 
as a fundamental proposition that in a land like ours, blessed 
with an overabundance of all material things that bring; 
happiness to mankind, extreme poverty should be an acci
dent rather than a universal misfortune. 

In these statements, of course, I have expressed but fun
damental truths upon which we must and will, I am sure~ 
agree. The goal to be sought, the end to be desil'ed, the 
objective to be attained, is a wider distribution of the com
mon wealth for the common good. Ncr nation can be in the 
true sense prosperous or happy peopled by a few with an 
overabundance and by a great mass with an insufficient 
amount to properly sustain life and enable them to live de• 
cently, to think honestly, and to regard their country and 
its institutions patriotically. No nation can be, in the true 
sense, great, peopled by giants and pygmies. The happ;t 
ending is to arrive at a state of society not where all will be 
equal, for the misfits of life will always be with us, but where 
for the most part men may enjoy life and the blessings 
which a bountiful Providence has made possible in accord• 
ance with theil' willingness and ability to serve. 

I like to view the idea.I economic structure, if possible, f ram 
the viewpoint of the average man, th.e man who pays his 

' debts, or tries to; the man who educates his children, or tries 
to; who carries his fair share of life's burden along life~s 
pathway. To my mind, he represents the true America that 
I know and that I believe the fathers of this Nation and the 
framers of our Constitution foresaw in the years to come; 
who should pioneer the wilderness, carry the flag · to its in ... 

I tended destination, inculcate the ideals of liberty and patri
otism, a:pd build a nation that sh~uld endure through the 
ages. 

I believe it was Mr. Gladstone, expressing the same thought 
in his own inimicable way, while Prime Minister of England, 
who declared that England would endure forever, while other 

: nations might totter and fall " because," said he, " England 
is like a barrel of beer-on the top is the foam; at the bot-
tom, the dregs, but in between is that great body of good 
beer ", and by that " great body of good beer ", of course, Mr. 

INCOME AND INHERITANCE TAX AND LIMITATION OF WEALTH 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LLOYD. Mr_ Speaker-

This is the day we long have sought, 
And mourned because we found it not. 

Gladstone meant the great sturdy middle class of average 
men and women who compose the bulwark of England's 

to strength. No nation has yet fallen, and I believe it may be 
safely said that no nation builded upon the fundamental 
conception of popular government will fall, so long as the 
average men and women of solid strength and promise of 
achievement exist to farm a barrier between the lower and 
upper strata of society. 

In the passage of this bill today we are establishing a 
fundamental principle that must endure so long as this Gov
ernment and the governments of men shall endure. The 
vrineiple that the fair burdens of government must be placed 
upon the shoulders of those best able to bear those burdens; 
that the strong shall in a measure carry the weak rather 
than have the weak forever carrying the strong; those things 
are fundamental to the perpetuation of a well-organized so
ciety; but we have gone further than that; and we have 
attempted to lay down a.s a perm.anent policy of this Gov
ernment that " inherited great economic Power ", to quote 
the President in his memorable message to Congress, " is as 
inconsistent with the ideals of this generation as inherited 
political power was inconsistent with the ideals of the gen
eration which established our Gove.rnment." 

With the accumulation of great f orttmes, unearned in 
the true sense of the word, and the further accumulation 
through the years and the generations by interest forever 
rolling up and on, it has become all too true that wealth and 
the representatives of wealth have surely become confined 
to a small creditor class that must, in ai short time, unless 
the present practices be curbed, become the industrial rulers 
of the economic lives of an entire people. 

The problem that has confronted this administration is, 
How can we achieve a wider distribution of wealth and pre
vent the recurrence of the concentration which has brought 
on this depression that has been with us all tooJong? The 
President has wisely proposed that upon incomes in excess 
of the needs of any man this Government shall leyy a tax 
that will not only provide a revenue of respectable proper .. 
tions incident t.o the upkeep of this Na.ti~ but will prevent 
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for all time, under this policy, the further concentration he must secure and arrange to pay or somewhere find $7,700 
of wealth. With this tax upon incomes there can, in my in cash to pay in taxes to the United States, and the same is 
judgment, be no difference of opinion, for presumably it is true if he were the donee during the lifetime of the farmer. 
true that if a man receives income, he receives it in cash I point those things out, because I say they defeat the objects 
or the equivalent of cash, and is able to pay to his Govern- of the act. I am not apprehensive that they may not be 
ment's needs in like coin. corrected-they will be corrected, I am sure. I am simply 

But I would not be true to my Chief, who leads the ad- sounding the challenge that another year will demonstrate 
vance guard in this great principle, or the party he leads, as true. 
if I did not sound a- warning upon the other provisions of But, let us suppose that this is to continue to be the policy, 
this bill. I am accepting them, and in accepting them, am where do the road signs point and what lies at journey's end? 
extending to the great committee which prepared this bill Manifestly, it will be impossible for those who would have 
my sincere appreciation of the task it has concluded. I become the distributees of these vast estates to accept them. 
reserve, however, as every responsible legislator should re- Taxes must be paid in legal tender and all of the ctirrency in 
serve, the right to offer constructive criticism. This, to my the United States today would not pay the tax bills of this 
mind, is the duty of a friend, and should not be construed Nation for a single year. 
as an attitude of hostility. Of course, it is true that much of the taxes is paid by bank-

! am voting for this bill today in its entirety, confident, check money, but I point out to you the lack of a medium of 
as I am, that the great President of this Republic will be exchange equal to the tax burden, to demonstrate how dif
willing if this bill fails to accomplish all that its authors fl cult it will become for men by any known method of finance 
hope, to take such further steps as may be necessary to the to meet these obligations. The alternative will, and must be, 
end that the people may be benefited thereby. I am not ap- that the Government ·shall distrain the property of the 
prehensive that any mistake written into this bill may not be deceased, and must and will take over the corpus of the 
corrected without undue hardship, but I am sounding the estate in lieu of the tax. And having taken over factories 
challenge that the years will bring to titles II and m of and farms and going concerns of whatsoever nature, it will 
the act. become necessary for the Government not only to conserve, 

Every ·man must concede that a thousand millionaires are but to operate. That way lies the road to socialism, and I do 
worth infinitely more to society than one billionaire. The not believe that those who prepared this bill and certainly 
great purpose that we are attempting to achieve today is to not the President, who suggested its broad concepts, would be 
redistribute those fortunes that have become a menace to willing that the people of this Nation shall follow down that 
the good order of society and to the well-being of our coun- road. 
try. Are we doing that by title II or title ill? Let me I should be a critic without value to those with whom I 
analyze for a moment what is accomplished in these titles. work, did I not proffer some remedy or some suggestion for 

Title II deals with inheritances, and places a tax upon your consideration when the faults of this plan shall become 
inheritances that make it well-nigh impossible to pass any apparent. · The ·answer lies in a slight structural change in 
considerable worth of property to one in moderate means. this Government to meet the needs of the present day that 
Title m has the same provision in regard to gifts in order did not exist when the Constitution was written. Somehow 
to protect, it is said, the inheritance-tax title. and in some way there must be fixed a limit upon the wealth 

In the interests of society, I am not nearly so much in- which any individual may be permitted to hold or retain
terested-much as I am interested in keeping this Nation a ceiling, as it were, above which he may not go, and a limit 
upon a sound financial basis, in the revenue to be obtained- in just proportion to what each one shall receive from the 
as I am in the distribution of huge fortunes, and if it is the proceeds of the life work of another. It is all too plain that 
purpose, as the President says, to prevent an undesirable such a plan must be of national scope for no State can 
concentration of control in a relatively few individuals over successfully, or at all, bring such a plan into being, and the 
the employment and welfare of many, then wide distribu- States have not delegated to the Federal Government any 
tion of inheritances and generous gifts from the donor power to limit the wealth of the individual citizens of the 
should be encouraged rather than discouraged. I realize States. 
that the conventional method of reaching wealth is by taxa- Anticipating this need, in the Seventy-third Congress I 
tion, but we have reached the stage where taxation not only introduced such a resolution, and again in the Seventy
fails to accomplish, but defeats its purpose. No share-the- fourth Congress. Thus far it has not received the approval 
wealth, or capital levy, or excessive tax upon inheritances of the administration, but until by mandate of the people, 
or gifts can bring about that redistribution so much to be through conventions of their States, the Federal Congress is 
desired. empowered to fix a ceiling, restrained and reasonable, of 

Let us suppose that the richest man in the Nation today, course, beyond which the individual's wealth may not ac
should see fit, in contemplation of death, to distribute his cumulate, you will never be able to control, except tru·ough a 
fortune of a billion dollars among a thousand poor men, and socialistic state, the vast accumulation of power and property 
give to each a million dollars. If you were bequeathed in the hands of a few. I have demonstrated, I believe, that 
$1,000,000, you would have to pay or arrange to pay before it cannot be done by taxation, but it can be done by enabling 
you could touch one dollar of that distributive share, the Congress to fix a limit for each one beyond the scope 
$331,600, not in property, but in cash to the United States of which the possession of wealth sh.all be deemed a menace 
Government, and tell me, pray, where would the wisest and to the well-being of all. 
most astute business brain be able to conceive a source But some of my friends say if this were done it would deter 
whereby one could obtain $400,000 in cash today upon an private industry and private initiative. I cannot so agree. 
estimated value of properties of general kinds and character Except where great fortunes have been built by the inevi
appraised at one million. There is no banker in the Nation I table process of accretion, they have sprung from the brains 
who would be foolhardy enough to make the loan, and there of dreamers who dreamed dreams and saw visions, and whose 
is no devisee, barring unusual circumstances, who would hands would not be stayed, because the gain were lesser or 
expect within a reasonable period of years to be able to greater. Some of my friends say that it would cause those 
repay it. possessed of vast fortunes to leave this Nation and seek 

The same thing applies to gifts, making it impossible for abodes in other lands. Again I cannot so agree, and I ask 
any except men already rich and with an abundance of my friends, What would they take with them? They could 
liquid assets to avail themselves of the testator's bounty or not take their houses, or lands, or mines, or mills, or fac
the donor's generosity. tories; they could not take their gold, because gold no longer 

But, perhaps, some of my friends will say we are not con- is a subject of barter in this country. The most they could 
cerned with those million-dollar bequests, and I shall return take would be our notes and their departures . . 
to that in a moment, but let us suppose a farmer dies, leaving Again, some of my friends say that this would be an 
an estimated equity of $50,000 in a mortgaged farm. Before unwarranted invasion of the freedom of each man to do, 
his devisee may plant a crop in hopes of paying the mortgage, w live, to accomplish, and achieve. Let us remem~ that 
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when man enters organized society he gives up in return 
for every good he gets, for every protection that society 
affords to him, some priceless bit of freedom in return for 
that, and in my judgment the time has come-and these 
all too appalling days of misery and distress have heralded 
its arrival all too clearly-when we must recognize the fact 
that if we are to endure as a free and self-governing people 
under a society where men shall strive for profit and men 
shall strive for gain, those who seek profits and those who 
seek gain must submit to reasonable regulations and re
straints in order that that society may endure. The alterna
tive is a blighted and discouraged people, uprising and dis
order, and at the end of all the mailed fist-the strong 
hand of the ruler-and the end of freedom for which on 
this continent numberless women have wept and number
less men have bled and died and been laid away to rest. 

I have tried to be helpful; I have tried to offer some 
constructive criticism; I have tried to point the way. Time 
will demonstrate the soundness of my views and when we 
shall, as we shall, come to recognize the fact that no plan 
of taxation or capital levY can break down individual for
tunes and transmit their component parts to materially 
wider individual ownership, then I shall call upon this ad
ministration and invite it to join with me in submitting 
to the States a constitutional amendment that will give 
to lbe Federal Government the grant of power necessary to 
accO'Iillfilsh this purpose by limiting individual wealth. 

In all I have said, let it not be understood that I am 
pessimistic. The matter of importance and that marks this 
day as a red letter day in American legislative history is that 
we have embarked upon a policy. It is of comparative indif
ference whether or not the plan we have adopted is perfect. 
The important part is that we have determined upon a plan 
that we hope and believe will not only place the burden of 
government upon the shoulders of those best able to bear 
that burden, but will break up the huge individual fortunes 
that have drained the lifeblood of the American people; and 
that we are determined that from now on, while granting to 
every man the right to a decent reward for all of the possible 
endeavors and services that he can render to society, we will 
make it easier for the little man and the average man to share 
in a just measure for the services he may render, and to 
recommit ourselves to the doctrine that all men are born free 
and equal. 
INSTEAD OF ENACTING SEDITION LAWS DIRECTED AT ENLISTED MEN, 

CONGRESS SHOULD CORRECT INJUSTICES AND DISCRIMINATIONS 
ENLISTED MEN SUFFER 

Mr. HOEPPEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection. 
Mr. HOEPPEL. Mr. Speaker, in presenting to the Mem

bers of the Congress and to the American people the prob
lems of the enlisted men of the Army, NavY, and Marine 
Corps, I feel duly qualified to speak because of my 37 years.of 
experience as an enlisted man and officer in the active service 
and on the retired list. I am fortified in my own experience, 
observations, and deductions by innumerable communications 
which I receive from time to time from the thousands of read
ers of my own service periodical, the Retired Men's News, 
from the various organization leaders, and, in some instances 
from the publishers of other service periodicals. ' 

My correspondents seem to agree that the General Staff 
of the War Department is generally little concerned with the 
needs for improvement in the status of enlisted men except 
in instances where concessions to enlisted men reflect them
selves in greater benefits to officers. 

One of my correspondents, who spent considerable time in 
Washington as the national secretary of a large organiza
tion representing enlisted men, states that he speaks with 
no intention of slight or disparagement, as he is not anti
omcer, but that he does recognize that the rights of enlisted 
men are not properly presented to Congress and that they 
will never receive the justice which is due them as long as 
we permit officers of the Regular Army and NavY practically 
to hold membership in the Senate and House Military and 
Naval Affairs Committees. 

In an effort to obtain consideration for the enlisted men 
of the service, I endeavored to secure an assignment of en
listed men from the active service to these committees so 
that when problems pertaining to them are brought before 
the committees the Members might ascertain the views of 
the enlisted men. I was frustrated in my attempt to obtain 
enlisted-man representation on these committees although 
there are four or more officers of the Army and Navy ac
tively on duty with these committees in the Congress. 

It is obvious to any fair-minded individual that these 
officers, many of whom never served as enlisted men, cannot 
understand the plight of the enlisted man-and only too 
often they are little concerned with his problems-but they 
are interested, and it is only natural that they should be, 
in their own problems, and advance them, generally to the 
exclusion of any recommendations in the interests of the 
enlisted men. 

In fact, in this Congress we find them actively recom
mending against the interests of the enlisted men. With 
this background, they are perhaps justified in demanding that 
peace-time sedition laws be enacted for enlisted men, cogni
zant, as they must be, that their recommendations against the 
enlisted men may arouse dissatisfaction in the ranks. 

From my own experience and contact with enlisted men, 
however, I can say with perfect confidence that there is no 
reason why we should have peace-time sedition laws, as the 
enlisted man is a worthy, outstanding citizen with the same 
degree of loyalty and love of country as that of an officer. 
If the War Department and the General Board of the NavY 
were as vitally interested in advancing the interest of the 
enlisted man as they appear to be in suppressing or con
trolling his line of thought, there would be no need or reason 
to contemplate peace-time sedition laws. 

One of my correspondents, who is national organizer of a. 
large group of retired enlisted men, states that the entire 
pension and retirement system for enlisted men needs revi
sion and he has requested that I take up the cudgels on 
behalf of the enlisted men of all the armed services, includ
ing the active and retired enlisted men, in order to obtain 
uniformity in pay, retirement, and pension legislation. 

It is obvious that a periodical which circulates in Army 
posts or naval stations cannot be outspoken and determina
tive in advancing the problems of the enlisted men, inasmuch 
as past experience has shown that the arm of repression or 
censorship will soon bear down on the individual so offending, 
with the loss of subscriptions for his periodical and ulti
mately the failure of such periodical. Of course, where the 
interests of officers are advanced by any periodical, such 
periodical is received with open arms in Army posts and 
naval stations. . 

Our Army, which is an outstanding periodical devoted to 
the interests of the service in general and the enlisted men 
in particular, repeatedly calls attention, in its columns, to 
discriminations which exist against the enlisted men. I 
mention some of these discriminations briefly and in some 
instances by comparison so that the discrepancies may be 
more readily understood. 

The enlisted men in active service who had the reenlist
ment bonus taken from them by the Economy Act are the 
only individuals in the Government who still suffer discrimi
nation under the iniquitous Economy Act. For the $21-per
month enlisted men, this denial of the reenlistment bonus 
amounts to practically a 10-percent cut in their pay. In 
comparison, it may be well to recall here that only recently 
the officers' promotion bill was enacted which entails a 
potential expenditure of from $9,000,000 to $12,000,000 
anuually for added pay to officers, active and retired. 

Enlisted men in the Army receive only $21 per month and 
the soldier is therefore the poorest paid of all classes in the 
permanent establishment of the Government. C. C. C. boys 
receive $30 per month and higher pension and disability 
benefits than do enlisted men. The enlisted man of the 
Army does not receive automatic promotion and retirement 
privileges as does the sailor. The NavY receives $70,000,000 
to pay its 81,500 sailors. The Army obtains only $57 ,000,000 
to pay 118,750 soldiers. This discrepancy in pay should be 
adjusted. 
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Enlisted men of long service-in fact, men almost eligible 

for retirement under the 30-year act-if disabled, are dis
charged and receive only an insignificant pension for their 
disabilities. An officer, fresh from West Point, injured play
ing polo or golf, if disabled, is retired with three-quarters 
of his pay for life, even though he has served only one day. 
Enlisted men in the Coast Guard Service are retired under 
provisions somewhat similar to those applying to officers if 
disabled. Certainly an enlisted man of long service, disabled 
in line of duty, Ehould receive the same consideration as to 
retirement, rank for rank, as is extended to Coast Guard 
enlisted men and to officers of short service. 

Under existing laws, enlisted men, after 30 years of serv
ice, in two or more wars, may be retired with as low retired 
pay and allowances as $35.44 per month. It would appear 
that strict justice to enlisted men would require that after 
an honorable service of 30 years or more, the minimum re
tired pay for soldiers and sailors should be sufficient to se
cure the individual against penury and want in his old age. 

At this time I am not prepared to indicate what should be 
the minimum amount, but in strict justice to the taxpayers 
it would seem that military and naval retirement should be 
predicated upon the practices which prevail in the civil
service retirement laws, and that civil-service and military 
and naval retirement should be uniform in character, with 
a definite minimum to each individual, with proportionate 
increases to all, based upon the amount which they them
selves have contributed for this purpose. It is obvious that 
for officers, enlisted men, and civilian employees, disabled in 
actual performance of duty, some modification should be 
made to protect the retirement benefits of those injured who 
may not have built up a sufficient annuity reserve from de
ductions in their own pay. The civil-service personnel are 
already protected in this respect through existing working
men's compensation laws, which provide far more liberal 
benefits than the pensions granted to enlisted men. 

Ref erring again to the general plight of the enlisted men, 
it appears that the Navy is more considerate to enlisted 
men in respect to promotion than is the Army. There are 
more noncommissioned grades in the Navy than in the Army. 
This is counterbalanced, to some extent, by the specialist 
ratings which exist in the Army which, however, in my opin
ion, should be repealed as a matter of law, as I believe, in 
the interest of discipline and efficiency, an increase in non
commissioned grades would be a more satisfactory substitute. 

The system which applies today in the Army whereby non
commissioned officers are reduced in rank and pay when they 
return from foreign service is indeed destructive to morale 
and is a flagrant injustice to the individual. The General 
Staff permits this unfair treatment to deserving noncom
missioned officers---enlisted men-apparently because of the 
fact that it is convenient to them-thus again indicating 
that the convenience of the officer personnel is considered of 
more importance than justice to the enlisted man who, as 
an individual and a citizen, is certainly entitled to retain his 
rank, regardless of where he may serve. No officer loses his 
rank because of change of station-so why should the en
listed man? 

In addition to this procedure the War Department, by 
official orders, has restricted promotion to deserving non
commissioned officers about ready to retire, and as a conse
quence men with outstanding records, because of the 
hump of promotion in enlisted circles, find themselves 
forced to retire in the lower grades and with lower pay 
because of this attitude of restraint on promotion. 

As I indicated a moment ago, enlisted men of the Army, 
receiving $21 per month, suffer a loss of approximately 10 
percent, due to the denial of the reenlistment bonus. In 
addition the War Department is urging a further deduc
tion up to 25 cents per month from the $21 per month 
enlisted man's pay for the maintenance of the United States 
Soldiers' Home here in Washington. The official facts will 
disclose that not one soldier out of 2,000 who enlist in time 
of peace ever enters the Soldiers' Home. Therefore it is 
unfair that enlisted men should be penalized with this de
duction from their meager pay to maintain a home here in 
Washington which they themselves will never enter. More· 

over, enlisted men retired after 30 years of honorable service 
in two or more wars are required to pay for their mainte
nance in the event they do enter the home. The question 
of the Soldiers' Home is a vital one, and I regret that my 
limited time precludes going into detail on the various dis
criminations against soldiers of long service and the ap
parent lack of sympathy and consideration with which they 
are treated at the Soldiers' Home. 

In the Army Reorganization Act of 1922 the officers were 
very considerate in respect to their own privileges, providing 
adequate subsistence and rental allowances for themselves 
up to a maximum of $54 per month to each officer for sub
sistence, and to a maximum of $120 per month for rental 
allowance for quarters when serving detached from troops. 

Enlisted men in a similar category receive a maximum of 
$22.50 per month for rental of quarters. It is self-evident 
that no individual can obtain suitable room or accommo
dations for himself and family in any city for this insig
nificant figure of $22.50 per month. The rental allowance 
for enlisted men on detached service should be increased to 
not less than $35 per month. Enlisted men in the three 
highest grades who are entitled to quarters for themselves 
and families when quarters are available in Army posts, 
should have the same rights and privileges as an officer-that 
is, when public quarters are not available, they should be fur
nished commutation of quarters so that they may live, as the 
officers do, in nearby communities, with the cost of their 
quarters paid for them the same as it is today paid for the 
officers. . 

Ref erring further to the question of morale, which seems 
to have influenced the War Department to approve of the 
Peace Time Sedition Act, I may state that it is a matter of 
official record, justly expressed by General MacArthur, the 
Chief of Staff, when he spoke in reference to the officers' 
promotion bill, that--

A man that stays stagnant for years with no future prospect 
loses in morale, becomes depresse~ in his psychology-

And so forth. What General MacArthur has so admirably 
expressed in behalf of the officer applies equally in regard to 
the enlisted man, but do we find General MacArthur and the 
General Staff advocating that enlisted men be granted an 
opportunity to advance themselves to officer rank? Not at 
all. The enlisted man is stagnant today in the lower non
commissioned grades. He is absolutely up against a stone 
wall in the higher noncommissioned and warrant grades. 

In former years, when the spirit of democracy was more 
evident in the Army, enlisted men were given greater oppor
tunities to become officers. Examinations were from the 
ranks and the enlisted men continually contested for ad
vancement. Some of the very best officers in the service 
today are products of their own application and the .oppor
tunities which were granted them when our Army was more 
democratic than it is now. 

On an average only 20 enlisted men may enter West Point 
each year from the entire Army of 165,000 enlisted men. 
As is natural to assume, the preponderant advantage for 
these 20 vacancies rests with the sons of officers and as a 
consequence the ordinary enlisted man rarely attains com
missioned rank through entry to West Point. 

The same undemocratic principle pertains in the Navy. 
Some of the most outstanding and beloved officers, under 

whom it was my honor to serve in the years gone by, were 
self-made men who were given the opportunity to step out 
of the enlisted ranks into the status of an officer. My 
limited time will not permit me to enumerate the many 
eminent officers in this category, outstanding among whom 
was General Harbord. As Chief of Staff in France, in my 
opinion, he is entitled to equal, if not greater, praise than 
General Pershing who, to my own knowledge, when one of the 
principal battle9 of the World War was taking place at 
Chateau-Thierry, was himself at least 200 miles behind the 
lines, with the operations then taking place entirely in charge 
of General Harbord. 

Among other outstanding individuals who rose from the 
ranks to world renown are our own famous and brave Gen
eral Mitchell, General Gibbs, and General Foulois, under all 
of whom at various times I had the honor to serve. • 
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Speaking further on the subject of keeping our Army 

democratic and granting opportunities in this field to Amer
ican youth, our own General Pershing, in commenting on the 
subject I have just discussed, stated that officers entering 
the Army, whether through West Point or not, should be on 
the same footing. In other words, he advocated that indi
viduals entering West Point have 1 year of service in the 
Army or preliminary training in military camps. I have ad
vocated-and I feel confident the Chairman of the Military 
Affairs Committee is in accord with my views-that at least 
50 percent of our officer personnel come from the ranks, the 
National Guard, and the Reserve Corps, and that not more 
than 50 percent come from West Point. Not only would 
this procedure give American boys a chance and thus democ
ratize our service, but it would result in a substantial sav
ing to the taxpayers, since it would not then .be necessary 
to maintain so many students at West Point and Annapolis 
at such large overhead expense. 

It may be well to recall here that the enlisted· and civilian 
components entering the service in time of war have been 
most outstanding in their accomplishments in all of our 
wars. Substantiating this statement, as a typical instance 
of the many, I am pleased to mention the officers in the 
Lost Battalion, and more specifically Sergeant Woodfi.11, 
of the Regular Army, and Ser~eant York, a draftee. · 

I reiterate my farmer statements that the enlisted man of 
the service, representing a cross-section of our American 
citizenship, is a high type of individual who will respond to 
just consideration extended to him through legislative enact
ment, to which he is certainly entitled as the lowest paid of 
Uncle Sam's workers. From long association with him in the 
ranks, I am satisfied that there is no reason to question his 
loyalty and that all he requires is a square deal and half a 
chance to better his condition on ~ basis of his qualifications 
and me!it, which opportunity is now denied him. 
BENEFITS RECENTLY OBTAINED FOR RETIRED ENLISTED MEN, AND FURTHER 

OBJEqrIVES 

As the editor of the Retired Men's News, published at Ar
cadia, Calif., I am in constant touch· with the enlisted· men 
of the Army, NavY, and Marine Corps and consider myself 
well · informed on the vario·us problems concerning their 
interests. · 

I am pleased to report that, due to my efforts, the Army 
appropriation bill was amended to provide that hereafter re
tired naval enlisted personnel, which inCludes Marine Corps 
enlisted personnel, are authorized to purchase stores from 
Army post exchanges. 

In other words, retired naval enlisted personnel may now 
save themselves quite a substantial amount where it is con
venient for them to make purchases at Army post exchanges. 
This is particularly advantageous to retired naval personnel 
living m.· San Francisco, Washington, and other large Army 
centers, where up-to-date post exchanges, similar to ship's 
stores, are maintained. As virtually every Army post in
cludes a post exchange, the retired naval and Marine Corps 
personnel anywhere can now obtain the benefits of reduced 
cost in purchases made at the post exchanges or through 
their affiliated stores. In addition to these benefits for re
tired naval personnel, specific instructions have been received 
from the Bureau of Navigation to the effect that they are 
fully authorized to purchase from ship's service stores within 
the continental limits of the United States, these purchases 
to include, as I understand it, gasoline. oil, and other mate
rials where such supplies are maintained in connection with 
ship's stores activities. 

It is regrettable, however, that under existing law and 
regulations the privileges which I have just enumerated 
cannot be extended to men transferred to the Fleet Naval 
Reserve, until they have been retired under the 30-year 
retirement act. 

RECIPROCAL ARMY AND NAVY HOSPITALIZATION ATTAINED 

Through my efforts, with the kindly approval of the 
President, reciprocal hospitalization is now authorized for 
retired officers and men of the Army, Navy, and Marine 

·Corps. In other words, and to be more specific, a retired 
enlisted man of the Army or Navy may now enter either an 
Army or Navy hospital, the conditions governing his admis-

sion in either case being those which regularly applied to 
his admission to the hospital of his particular service. For 
example, it is now no longer necessary for an Army retired 
man in San Diego to journey to Letterman Hospital at San 
Francisco for treatment. He can enter the Navy hospital 
in San Diego, under the same conditions which would apply 
to him if he entered his own Army hospital. Likewise, Navy 
retired personnel in San Francisco can enter the Army 
general hospital at San Francisco under the same condi
tions as if they entered their own hospital at Vallejo. This 
concession, obtained through the humane consideration of 
the President, is exceedingly beneficial to our aged retired 
personnel. 

It may be well to mention here, however, that dependents 
of retired Army personnel may enter Army hospitals, but 
dependents of retired NavY personnel as yet cannot enter 
NavY hospitals. This condition calls for correction and will 
be considered later. · 

Under the act of May 7, 1932, obtained through my ef
forts, all enlisted men, when placed on the retired list are 
given their highest World War commissioned, warrant, or 
enlisted rank attained. This has been exceedingly helpful ·. 
to individuals who have been promoted to commissioned 
rank on the retired list under the provisions of this act. 
When they enter hospitals, they are given the same con
sideration as other -officers on the retired list and in case of 
death and burial in a national cemetery, a separate grave 
is reserved, if requested, for the wife of the retired officer. 

As yet, no increase in pay has been seriously considered 
for those advanced in rank on the retired list under the act 
of May 7, 1932, although many hopefully look forward to . 
this consideration, once recovery of the Nation is attained. 

WIDOWS ASSISTED 

I have assisted in securing pensions beyond number for 
deserving widows, all without compensation as I never ac
cept pay for any service rendered to a veteran or his de- · 
pendents. Because of the difficulties frequently encountered 
in establishing right to pension, the Retired Men's News initi- · 
ated and urged the preparation of prewidow pension forms, 
so that the wife of a veteran may have the assistance of her 
husband in assembling all the necessary data for a claim 
for pension as his widow. The preparation of prewidow 
pension papers is especially important in view of the fact 
that prior marriages, divorces, deaths of former husbands 
or wives and other pertinent data are easier to assemble 
while both the principals involved are living. Outstanding, 
however, in advantages incident to the preparation of pre
widow pension papers are the savings it makes possible to 
the Veterans' Administration in clerical hire for the handling 
of claims and, for the widow, the removal of anxiety and 
worry incident to the presentation of a valid claim, not to 
mention the elimination of the inordinate delay which gen
erally follows when claims are filed by the widow alone, after 
the death of her husband. 

Also, when prewidow pension papers are executed and 
promptly filed upon the death of the veteran, the widow, or 
other dependent, profits financially since award of pension 
dates from the receipt of application in the veterans' Admin
istration. 

Experience proves that small minority groups, unless they 
cooperate in each other's interests, usually find discrimina
tions, of one sort or another, practiced against them. 
Through the influence of the Retired Men's News, innumer
able instances of injustice and discrimination, directed 
against retired enlisted men, employed in private or public 
service, have been corrected amicably, generally to the finan
cial interest of the retired men. 
THE PROBLEMS OF THE RETIRED ENLISTED PERSONNEL--ARMY, NAVY, 

AND MARINE CORPS 

In considering the problems of the retired enlisted meri, 
it should be borne in mind that all on the retired list today 
are veterans of one war, while many of them, personally 
known to me, served in the Indian Wars, the Spanish-Amer
ican War and Philippine Insurrection, and in the World 
War. I estimate that at least 30 percent on the retired list 
today are veterans of two wars. 
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Notwithstanding their long and honorable service of 30 

years in the hazards of conflict and under conditions in the 
field, in the Tropics, and elsewhere, which were a constant 
menace to health, they, as survivors, are today not even 
considered on a parity with convicts in respect to the allow
ances which they receive for rental of quarters, for subsist
ence, and for clothing. Many of the Federal penitentiaries 
pay as high as three times more for the maintenance of con
victs than the Government provides for its honorable vet
erans of two wars, retired after 30 years' service. The War 
Department has consistently opposed the enactment of legis
lation which would increase the present allowance of $15.75 
per month for rent, subsistence, and clothing, to the amount 
of $30 per month for these pW"poses. 

The allowance of $15.75 was authorized 27 years ago, when 
living costs were much less than they are today. This in 
itself should serve as evidence of the justice of the appeal of 
the retired enlisted men for an increase in their allowances to 
$30 per month. 

In addition, it should be considered that retired enlisted 
men, under law, are supposed to receive three-fourths of the 
pay and allowances of their rank at the time of retirement. 
Even the provisions of law, however, are ignored, since en
listed men, in active service, living separately or away from 
troops, receive approximately $62 per month for rent, sub
sistence, and clothing, on which basis the retired enlisted 
man, living under like conditions, should receive $45 per 
month, instead of the insignificant $15.75 which is authorized. 
Enlisted men, messing collectively in barracks, where they 
have the advantage of collective purchases at wholesale 
prices, received, on June 30 of this year, 50.57 cents per day 
ration allowance. This figure, for rations alone, to the 
active-service enlisted man, is approximately the same as the 
retired enlisted man receives for rations, rent, and clothing. 
The officers had their allowance for subsistence increased to 
60 cents per day under recent legislation, thus further attest
ing the increased cost of living, a fact which is recognized by 
the War Department in behalf of officers and enlisted men in 
the active service, but absolutely ignored for enlisted men on 
the retired list. 

HOSPITALIZATION BENEFITS ALSO DENIED 

It was my good fortune to secure an amendment to the 
World War Veterans' Act in 1930 recognizing the retired per
sonnel as" veterans", thus extending to them the same con
sideration as was extended to other war veterans. Prior to 
the enactment of this amendment the Comptroller General 
had ruled that retired personnel, even though they served in 
two or ·more wars, were not " war veterans." It required 6 
years of constant effort to obtain the enactment of this legis
lation, which was repealed after only 2 hours of deliberation 
in the Congress when the so-called "Economy Act" was 
enacted in the Seventy-third Congress. 

Notwithstanding that they served in war and notwith
standing that many of them bear service-connected disabil
ities, retired enlisted men are prohibited from entering Vet
erans' Administration soldiers' homes anywhere, and they are 
only permitted to enter Veterans' Administration hospitals 
under emergency-that is, when their lives are in jeopardy 
due to accident or emergent diseases. No fair-minded indi
vidual should deny the right of the retired enlisted man who 
served in war to consideration in respect to hospitalization 
and domiciliary care in Veterans' Administration hospitals 
on a parity with that accorded to other war veterans. This 
discrimination, however, exists and the constant effort of the 
retired personnel is to obtain equality in hospitalization and 
domiciliary benefits with other veterans with whom they 
served in war. Legislation to this effect is now pending in 
the Congress and we hope for its favorable consideration in 
the next session. 

True it is that retired NavY men may enter the United 
States Naval Home at Philadelphia, but nevertheless the 
facilities there are very limited and thus, many retired 
naval men who cannot or do not care to enter the home 
directly at Philadelphia are denied the right to enter sol
diers' homes in their declining years. Retired personnel, if 
they wish to enter a soldiers' home, must thus be separated, 
by long distances, from their f amllies and friends. 

Retired enlisted men of . the Army . may enter only the 
United States Soldiers' Home in Washington, D. C., and 
notwithstanding the fact that they may be veterans of three 
wars and may have contributed for years to the maintenance 
of the Home from their meager Army pay, while members 
of the Soldiers' Home here in Washington, they must pay 
for their maintenance. 

It should be borne in mind that no war veteran, except 
the retired enlisted man, is forced to pay for his main
tenance at the Soldiers' Home here or at any other soldiers' 
home. This is indeed class discrimination of the most fla
grant sort and the responsibility for this discrimination 
rests entirely with the -War Department, and more specifi
cally, with the Judge Advocate General. 

The retired enlisted men will never rest in their endeavors 
until these absurd and outrageous discriminations, which 
operate so inhumanly against the interest of our aged and 
disabled retired enlisted men, are entirely removed. The 
retired enlisted man demands, as a matter of justice and 
eqUity, that he be permited to enter the Soldiers' Home here 
in Washington, which is the only home he can enter, on the 
same basis as any other veteran and that hospitalization 
and soldiers' home benefits, which other war veterans re
ceive, be extended to those on the retired list with similar 
service. 

LACK OF FULL COOPERATION HAMPERS EFFORTS 

The July edition of the Retired Men's News, published at 
Arcadia., Calif., carries an editorial to the effect that it was 
hoped that sufficient subscriptions would be obtained to make 
possible the employment of a full-time representative in 
Washington to look after the interests of the retired person
nel of the Army, Nayy, and Marine Corps, and wherever pos
sible to work for the betterment of the active service. 

It has been found from experience that the active service 
personnel, who have so much to gain, have not been very 
alert to their own interest and in many instances even re
tired men, for whom especially the publication is issued, have 
not supported the periodical as was anticipated when it was 
first established in 1928. 

It is true that the retired clientele is limited in number. 
and for that reason more unanimity in support is necessary. 
as it is self-evident that a small group of retired men cannot 
adequately carry the burdens of the whole. 

The Retired Men's News is a unique publication in that the 
editor has never received any compensation for his services 
since the paper was established in 1928. He received only 
actual traveling expenses while he was present in Washing
ton to advance legislation in the year 1931-32. At that time 
he was successful in having the act of May 7, 1932, approved. 
Through this act 3 ,500 to 4,000 enlisted men on the retired · 
list and those to be retired have been or will be advanced 
on the retired list to their highest commissioned rank during 
the World War. 

If all the retired men whose interests are thus advanced 
and protected would subscribe to their periodical it would 
be possible to have a full-time representative in Washington 
to look after legislation and to advance their interests all 
the time. 

One of the outstanding accomplishments of the Retired 
Men's News was the publication of a directory of retired 
enlisted men, giving names, addresses, rank, and other ;>er
tinent information through which comrades, separated after 
long years of service, have been brought in contact with 
each other. It should be recalled here that the Govern
ment pays for the publication of a register as well as a 
directory of officers, but until the Retired Men's News, of 
Arcadia, Calif., printed a directory of Army enlisted men, no 
such publication was ever issued. The latest edition in
cludes former enlisted men advanced to their highest com
missioned rank during the World War. 

This directory has been very beneficial to applicants for 
pensions and other benefits, due to the fact that it enables 
comrades to contact men with whom they had served in 
Cuba, the Philippines, France, or elsewhere, who might at
test to their records of disabilities or other pertinent facts 
required in the presentation of claims. 
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On the basis of my intimate, personal knowledge of the 

service, I feel that the enlisted men, who have served their 
country so loyally and unselfishly, through the hazards of 
battle and under the most trying conditions, and who will 
continue to bear the brunt of any future confilcts. have been, 
in a sense, the for gotten veterans, notwithstanding their 
deeds of valor which are recorded in the annals of our 
history. 

To me it has been a source of gratification to have been 
in a position to advance the interest of this fine body of men 
with whom I have been associated in the major portion of 
my life's work. So long as I have the strength and the 
power to carry on, I shall continue, without compensation, 
to work in behalf of the service personnel, both active and 
retired men who have contributed so much to the prestige 
of our Nation on the field of battle, and who when they 
retire are outstanding examples of good citize:cship in their 
respective communities. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 

follows: 
To Mr. HooK, indefinitely, on account of important busi

ness. 
To Mr. MILLER, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. WOLVERTON, on account of serious illness in family. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 
Mr. PARSONS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 

reported that that committee had examined and found truly 
an enrolled bill of the House of the following title, which was 
thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 3mm. An act for the relief of Mayme Hughes. 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled 

joint resolution of the Senate of the following title~ 
S. J. Res.167: Joint resolution to amend the public resolu

tion approved June 28, 1935, entitled "Joint resolution pro
viding for the participation of the United states in the Texas 
Centennial Exposition and celebrations to be held in the 
State of Texas during the years 1935 and 1936, and author
izing the President to invite foreign countries and nations 
to participate therein, and for other purposes." 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 

One hundred and twenty-six Members present, not a 
quorum. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly <at 4 o'clock 
and 42 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Tuesday, August 6, 1935, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

(Tuesday, Aug. 6, 10:30 a. m.> 
Committee will hold hearings on bills H. R. 8660, H. R. 

8408, H. R. 1759, and H. R. 8927 in room 445, old House 
Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS 

<Tuesday, Aug. 6, 10:30 a. m.> 
Committee will hold hearings for consideration of amend

ments to the Oil and Gas Leasing Act. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications 

were taken from the Speaker's table and ref erred as follows: 
441. A communication from the President of the United 

States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria
tion for the fiscal year 1936, for the Department of Agri
culture, Soil Conservation Service <H. Doc. No. 260); to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

442. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
report of designs, aircraft parts, and aeronautical acces
sories purchased by the War Department during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1935, the prices therefor, and the reason 
for the award in each case; to the Committee on Expendi
tures in the Executive Departments. 

443. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
a draft of a proposed bill to authorize the acquisition of the 
railroad tracks, trestle, and right-of-way of the Gulf Power 
Co. at the naval air station, Pensacola, Fla.; to the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, 
Mr. AYERS: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 8290. 

A bill to provide funds for cooperation with the public-school 
board at Devils Lake, N. Dak., in the construction, extension, 
and betterment of the high-school and elementary-school 
building at Devils Lake, N. Dak., to be available to Indian 
children; with amendment <Rept. No. 1712). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROBINSON of utah: Committee on the Public Lands. 
S. 739. An act to provide for the establishment of a national 
monument on the site of Fort Stanwix, in the State of New 
York; without amendment <Rept. No. 1713). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma: Committee on Indians Affairs. 
H. R. 6499. A bill referring the claims of the Turtle Moun
tain Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians of North Dakota to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication and settlement; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1714). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. HOEPPEL: A bill CH. R. 9045) to protect the ar

tistic and earning opportunities of American singers-op
eratic, concert, oratorio, etc.-including orchestral conduc
tors, in the United States of America; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PETI'ENGILL: A bill CH. R. 9046) to amend the 
Revenue Act of 1932; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were · introduced and .severally ref erred as fallows: 
By Mr. BURNHAM: A bill CH. R. 9047) for the relief of 

Louis Columbus De Perini; to the Committee on Naval Af
fairs. 

By Mr. CORNING: A bill CH. R. 9048) granting an in
crease of pension to Catherine Magilton; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOCKWEILER: A bill CH. R. 9049) granting a pen
sion to Alice L. Hughes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEAL: A bill CH. R. 9050) for the relief o! 
the Kentucky Tank Line, a corporation of Louisville, Ky.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill CH. R. 9051) granting an increase 
of pension to Augusta Coontz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill CH. R. 9052) for the relief of 
Edwin D. March; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETrrrONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII: 
9268. By Mr. RUDD presented a petition of the New York 

State legislative board, Brotherhood of Locomotive En
gineers, Albany, N. Y., concerning the Crosser bills <H. R. 
8651 and 8652), for establishment of a retirement system 
for employees of carriers, which was referred to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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