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Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, a few days ago the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. McKrrrar] made a very interesting ad-
dress on the Italian debt settlement, in opposition to it, and
he received a telegram from one Doctor Fama, of New York
City, which was inserted in the Recorp on April 14, in which
Doctor Fama said:

Five thousand Italian Americans at a mass meetlng in New York
City under the auspices of the Anti-Fascist League of North Amerlea
wish to congratulate you on your attitude against Mussolini and
fascism.

I ask now that there be inserted in the Recorp a letter from
Count de Revel. e is the head of the Fascisti League of North
America.

I also ask to have inserted a letter from Judge Freschi, a
long-time member of the Court of Special Sessions of New
York. These letters will explain away the idea that any
Italians of high standing in New York City are in opposition
to this settlement,

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

There being no objection, the communications were ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, ag follows:

Fascis?l Leacun oF NomTH Asmerica (INC.),
CENTRAL COUNCIL,
New York, April 16, 1033,
Hon. Roxan 8. CopeLaxp,
United States Senote, Washington, D. 0.

My Dear Sexatror CopeLaxp: The Fascist organization laws here
require of its members loyalty to America, support of the American
Constitution, protection of the family, upholding the idea of religious
freedom and civil government, and the perpetuation of organized
gociety.

The meeting to which Doctor Fama refers was held on April 13,
19268, at Manhattan Lyceum, and the speakers were Vacirea (soclal-
ist), Tresca (anarchist), Bellanca (communist), Allegra (communist),
Sormenti (anarchist), Lupis (communist), and Fama.

Less than 2,000 persons were present: most of them were of the
international red (radical) element, and most of whom were not
Italians, Few Italians ever attend such meetings. Vacirea is in
this country on leave as monquota immigrant. His permit has been
twice renewed, and he recently lost his citizenship In Italy. Lupis
is in this country with a temporary, e clal certificate,

- L] * - - L L

Very sincerely yours,

Icxazio THAON DE REVEL,
President.

Hanpiy & Hess,
New York, April 17, 1926,
Mr. C. W. Junxgy,
Beeretary to Hon. Royal B, Oopeland,
United Btates Senate, Washington, D, (.

My Dram Mn, JurseY: My information from an anthoritative source
I8 that the former member of the Italian Parliament, ex-Deputy Berg-
amo, is assisting the direction of an anti-Fascista (Il Corriere degli
Italiani) mewspaper, which directs the opposition to the Italian debt-
settlement agreement,

Mr. Bergamo has issued n statement in which he saya that the anti-
Fascist forces have made Mussolini and the Italian Monarchy their
political target and that the anti-Fascisti must stand for republicanism
against Fasclsm and royalty, adding that the death of one is the destrue-
tion of the other. Bergamo further states that the King of ltaly is an
adventurer, withont moral direction or sense,

It should be evident to all who read and understand that the blow is
directed not 80 much at Mussolini as at the form of monarchial govern-
ment, and It Is not strapge therefore that the meeting held In New
York at the Manhattan Lyceum should have been addressed (outside of
Doctor Fama) by a well-known group of socinlists, communists, and
auArchists: .= =+ =

Very sincerely yours,
Joaw J, FreEscor,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in this connection I desire
to insert in the Recorp a telegram from the Italian Baptist
Mission of Uniontown, I’a., on the same subject.

The VICE PRIESIDENT, Is there objection?

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered fo be
printed in the Recorn, as follows:

UNioNTOWRS, PA., April 18, 1926,
Hon, McKELLAR,
United States Senator of Tenncssee,
Washington, D, 0.:

Two hundred and fifty prominent law-abiding citizens, Italian ex-
traction, of western DPenrvsylvania, assemble to-dny at Uniontown,
protest agninst the recent statement that all the Italians in Pennsyls

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

APRIL 19

vania State are followers of Fascism. This s an erroneous statement,
because we as a part of such residents are earnestly urging that
Fascism plague be fought to the limit because it is a dangerons enemy
of humanity and sulfocator of all principles of Iiberty and democracy.
Agsuring you that TItalian feeling in gemeral be against Fascism, we
congratulate for attitude by you taken.
Hpv, GAETANO ALBANESI, -
Pastor of Italian Baptist Mission.
EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minufes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate
(at 5 o'clock p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday,
April 20, 1926, at 12 o'clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS
Ewrecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 19, 1926
APPOINTMENTS BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY
David Lamme Stone to be colonel, Quartermaster Corps.
Eugene Reybold to be major, Corps of Engineers.
Lowell Meeker Riley to be first lieutenant, Field Artillery.
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY
Carl Halla to be major, Finance Department,
PoSTMASTERS

LOUISIANA
James R. Coplen, Sulphur.
Nathan R. Funderburk, Wisner.

MISBOURL
Mayme E. Prather, Advance.
Elan J. Nienstedt, Blodgett,
Charles T. Lease, Forest City.
Robert E. Ward, Liberty.
Lorenzo T, McKinney, Marceline.
John J. Sleight, Montgomery City.
Lena B. Porter, Novelty.
W. Arthur Smith, Purdin.

NEVADA
George H. Reinmund, Ruth.
PENNSYLVANIA

Harry M. Allison, Spring Mills.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Moxpay, April 19, 1926

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order
by the Speaker,

The Chaplain, Rev, James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Our Father, Thy seal is set on all Thy works. Shadowing
all, Thy Holy Spirit quickens in us the immortal hope and
makes faith the determining power of man. o Theun forgive
our sins and give a deepening loveliness to all that we are.
Oh may the very roots of our souls thrust deeply inte soils
which are eternally good. May we do nothing at the expense
of integrity, delicacy, or beauty of spirit. Be with the notable’
organization that assembles in our city these days. May it be
grandly opitimistic, emphasizing the ideals and traditions of
our homeland, on which it must ever abide for its glory and
security. Inspire it with a moral and patrviotic energy which
shall touch the far borders of our Republic. With all of us,
blessed Lord, may our inward reach be commensurate with our
outward grasp, and Thine shall be the praise forever. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, April 17, 1926,
and of Sunday, April 18, 1926, was read and approved.

FREDERICK A, FENNING

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the
highest privilege.

Mr., MADDEN. Will the gentleman withhold for a moment,
to enable the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Funk] to call up
a conference report?

Mr. BLANTON. I will

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. FUNK. DMr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
Chair lay before the Houge the bill H. R. 10198, the District
of Columbia appropriation bill, with Senate amendments, in
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order that the House may disagree to the Senate amendments
and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up the
bill H. R. 10198, the District of Columbia appropriation bill,
and asks that the House disagree to the Senate amendments
and ask for a conference.

Mr, FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House disagree
to the Senate amendments and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
the bill which the gentleman calls up?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to dis-
agree to the Senate amendments and ask for a conference.
The question is on agreeing to that motion.

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as
conferees on the part of the House Mr. Funk, Mr. SBIMMONS,
Mr., TINKHAM, Mr. GriFFIx, and Mr. CoLLINS,

FREDERICK A, FENNING

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of the
highest privilege. By virtue of the office I hold as a Member of
the House, 1 impeach Frederick A. Fenning, Commissioner of
the District of Columbia, of high erimes and misdemeanors, I
ask for time in which to make my charges.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized to make the
charges referred to.

Mr. BLANTON. I will state to the Chair that after I have
made these charges I will offer the usual resolution in such
cases to the House.

Mr, Speaker, by virtue of my office as a Member of the House
of Representatives of the United States, I impeach Frederick
A. Fenning, a commissioner of the District of Columbia, of
high crimes and misdemeanors.

1. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, after being
appointed to such office by the President of the United States,
and after he had taken the prescribed oath and assumed the
duties of the office of commissioner of the District of Columbia,
violated his oath and the law by violating the provisions of
section 5498 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in
that he acted as attorney and received fees and commissions in
violation of such law, the penalty prescribed for such violation
being a fine of not more than $5,000 and imprisonment for not
more than one year.

2. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning has violated
the provisions of section 500 of Title V of the World War vet-
erans’ act of 1924 as amended by the act of March 4, 1925, which
provides that respecting compensation and insurance claims
filed in said United States Veterans' Bureau for adjudication
and not prosccuted in courts no atforney shall receive a fee
of more than $10 in any one case, the penalty prescribed for
its violation being a fine of not more than $500 and imprison-
ment at hard labor for not more than two years.

3. 1 charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning has violated
the law and the rules and practice of the Supreme Court of
the District of Columbia, which prohibit any committee or
guardian for a lunatic receiving as compensation more than 10
per cent of his ward's estate or annual income, in that the said
Frederick A. Fenning in several cases wherein he is committee
or guardian has received exorbitant remuneration ranging from
12 per cent to as high as 94 per cent, which facts are certified
to by the auditor of the Supreme Court of the District of Co-
Iumbia, g

4. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning is guilty of
what in every State of the Union is commonly known and
denominated as the criminal offense of barratry, and what the
common law applicable to the District of Columbia constitutes
as barratry, in that he has excited, stirred up, and fomented
claims against the Government, and many ex parte lunacy
suits in the Supreme Court of the Distriect of Columbia, and
in that he has specially solicited individuals to employ him as
their attorney to prosecute for them certain claims against
various departments of the Government of the United States,
and before the Congress of the United States, and before the
eourts of the United States; and in that he has solicited
individuals to employ attorneys with whom he was asso-
ciated or affiliated to prosecute claims and suits for them
wherein he received a division of the fee, and that the said
Frederick A. Fenning is and has been a common barrator.

6. I charge that the said Frederick A, Fenning has com-
mitted the offense of champerty, and through direct solicita-
tion has induced others to employ him as their attorney in
many champertous agreements, wherein they were to be out
no expense and not to pay any fee unless he recovered, in
which event he was to be paid a part of the amount he re-
covered, and that the said Frederick A. Fenning is and has
been a common champertor,
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6. I charge that continuously during the past 23 years the
said Frederick A. Fenning has wrongfully conspired and emm-
federated with Dr. Willlam A. White, superintendent of St.
Elizabeths Hospital, an institution of the United States Gov-
ernment, in an improper agreement and practice whereby the
sald Frederick A. Fenning was given an improper, selfish,
monopolistic inside concession not allowed to other attorneys,
wherein he was permitted to personally examine all records,
correspondence, and papers relating to inmates of such in-
stitution, and thereby ascertain which of sald wards of this
Government had money, property, or compensation or pension
claims against the Government of the United States, a privi-
lege denied to other attorneys; and whereby the said Frederick
A. Fenning would act as attorney for the said Doctor White
or would have his law partner act as such attorney for said
Doctor White in filing in the Supreme Court of the District
of Columbia said Doctor White's petition praying that a cer-
tain inmate, found to possess money or property or to have
a claim against the Government, be adjudged of unsound
mind, and praying that a committee be appointed by the
court to take charge of such estate and prosecute such claim
against the Government, and in which petition said Fenning
would have the gaid Doctor White recommend the said
Frederick A. Fenning as the committee to be appointed, and
I charge that in pursuance of said wrongful conspiracy and
improper practice the said Frederick A. Fenning indueced the
said Doctor White to execute over 200 such petitions which said
Fenning filed in the said Supreme Court of the District of
Columbia, wherein said Fenning was recommended for com-
mittee, and in which cases the court appointed said Fenning
as committee or guardian, and as such said Fenning came into
possession of the money and property and income of his said
ward and prosecuted said ward's claims against the Govern-
ment of the United States, and out of which estate and annual
income the said Frederick A. Fenning has received annually
a large per cent.

7. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, about 23
years ago, wrongfully and improperly solicited the Justice of
the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia then having
charge of lunacy cases, to appoint him guardian or committee
in all lunacy cases, and that said Fenning was then told by
said justice that he would not appoint as committee or guardian
any person except the one recommended in the petition, and
that then and continuously since then, the said Frederick A.
Fenning has wrongfully and improperly solicited all persons
who might file such petitions to name him therein as committee
or guardian, and he has written many persons whom he had
never seen or known, urging that they grant him permission to
file such petitions for them, with himself named therein as the
one recommended for appointment as guardian or committee.

8. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning has admitted
under oath that about 23 years ago he caused to be originated
the unlawful and improper practice of paying out of the estate
of the person adjudged to be of unsound mind a fee of $10 to
each doctor employed in St. Elizabeths Hospital who signed
one of the two required affidavits certifying that he deemed
such person of unsound mind, notwithstanding the faet that
the law requires all of said doctors employed in St. Elizabeths
Hospital to give all of their time to St. Elizabeths Hospital,
and said Fenning testified under oath that when about 23 years
ago he asked the presiding justice to allow such fees to said
doctors, that the sald justice of the court asked him to look
up whether there was any law allowing it, and that after two
weeks’ search he could find none, whereupon, although there was
no authority for same, the court entered an order allowing it,
and that such a fee has been unlawfully and wrongfully paid to
said doctors ever since, and I charge that said Frederick A.
Fenning thus caused a wrongful and unlawful system to be
inaugurated and followed continuously for 23 years, which
squanders in unwarranted costs the estates of his wards, and I
charge that said Frederick A. Fenning thus used his ward’s
money to buy favors from and to ingratiate himself into the
good graces of all the doctors in 8t. Elizabeths Hospital, whom
he expected to use in his business, and I charge that continu-
ously for the past 23 years the said Frederick A. Fenning has
thus paid a fee of $10 wrongfully to a doctor in St. Elizabeths
Hospital, and has also paid a second fee of $10, wrongfully,
either to his brother-in-law, Dr. J. Ramsay Nevitt, who during
all such time has been coroner of said District, or to some
other friendly doector in the District of Columbia, and this too,
when the said Fenning knew that under the law and practice
in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia he was en-
titled to have doctors give their testimony in insanity eases for
$1.25 per day.

9. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, by inaugurat-
ing the wrongful and unlawful practice of paying $10 in each
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case to some doctor in St. Klizabeths Hospital for testifying
in a lunacy case, has incited the said Doctor White to wrong-
fully and unlawfully sell his testimony to criminals, as he did
when he testified for Clarence Darrow in the Leopold and Loeb
cases in Chicago, and received therefor $250 per day for 14
days.

10. T charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, since the
United States entered the World War April 6, 1917, has been
allowed by the auditor of the Supreme Court of the District
of Columbia and has received as fees and commissions from
the estates of his said wards, the enormous sum of $98,544.46,
and that, too, when his services to such wards was of practi-
cally no value whatever, and when some of sapid wards had
never seen him, and that the said auditor of the Supreme Court
of the Distriet of Columbia has certified officially that said
F¥rederick A. Fenning has been allowed and has received the
said sum of $28,544.46 as his fees and commissions since April
6, 1917,

11. I charge that the auditor of the Supreme Court of the
Distriet of Columbia has certified officially to the following:
That in the case of Daniel G. Campbell, Innacy No. 4073, the
rate of eommission received by Frederick A. Fenning amounted
to 15 per cent in 1920, 24 per cent in 1921, 23 per cent in 1922,
23 per cent in 1923, 31 per cent in 1924, and 36 per cent in 1925;
that in the case of Daniel Paul Fenn, lunacy No. 4405, the rate
of commission received by Frederick A. Fenning was 15 per
cent in 1920, 18 per cent in 1921, 24 per cent in 1922, 25 per cent
in 1923, 25 per cent in 1924, and 21 per cent in 1925; that in the
case of Patrick Griffin, lunacy No. 4252, the rate of commission
received by Frederick A. Fenning was 16 per cent in 1920, 18
per cent in 1921, 15 per cent in 1922, 25 per cent in 1923, 50 per
cent in 1924, 31 per cent in 1925, and 32 per cent in 1928 ; that in
the case of James A. Higginson, lunacy No. 3887, the rate of
commission received by Frederick A. Fenning was 32 per cent
in 1920, 16 per cent in 1921, 35 per cent in 1922, 19 per cent in
1023, 46 per cent in 1924, and 22 per cent in 1925; that in the
case of William John Kennedy, lunacy No. 35894, the rate of
commission received by Frederick A. Fenning was 30 per cent
in 1920, 28 per cent in 1921, 25 per cent in 1922, 26 per cent in
1923, 25 per cent in 1824, and 37 per cent in 1925; that in the
case of Patrick J. Byrne, lunacy No. 3682, the rate of commis-
sion received by Frederick A. Fenning was 24 per cent in 1920,
24 per cent In 1921, 37 per cent in 1922, 49 per cent in 1923,
37 per cent in 1924, and 64 per cent in 1925; and that in the
case of John Flavehan, lnnacy No. 1320, the rate of commission
received by Frederick A. Fenning on Jannary 22, 1926, for the
preceding year was 94 per cent. '

12. I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning made a delib-
erate attempt to deceive Congress when, in the prepared type-
written statement he sent to Representative MArTIN B. MADDEN
and requested its insertion in the Recorp, on Friday, April 16,
1926, he intimated that Gen. Frank T. Hines, Director of the
United States Veterans' Bureau, erred when he certified that
sald Fenning received 10 per cent of the estate and annual
income of his Veterans’ Bureau wards, gaid Fenning intimating
that his commission was only 5 per cent in most instances,

13. I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning made a delib-
erafe attempt to deceive Congress when, in his said prepared
statement, he falsely stated that the $109,070.25 fees and com-
missions which the auditor of the Supreme Court of the Dis-
triet of Columbia had certified had been allowed to said Fen-
ning “includes the full amount of commission and eounsel
fees in cases going back to the year 1903,” because as a matter
of fact many fees and commissions received by the said Fenning
do not appear in said auditor's certifieate, and said auditor
certifies officially that since we entered the World War in
1917 the fees and commissions allowed by the aunditor to said
Frederick A. Fenning amounted to $98,544.46, thus showing
aflirmatively that of the said $109,070.25 allowed said Fenning
in fees and commissions only $10,525 was allowed prior to
April 6, 1917, and said Fenning is yet to recelve his commis-
sions on all cases for the last 12 menths that will end on the
court year expiring May 1, 1926,

14. I charge that since our brave ex-service men have re-
turned from France wounded and shell shocked in the World
War said Frederick A, Fenning, as guardian and committee
for wards of our Veterans’ Bureau, has received from
said United ' States Veterans' Bureau the enormous sum of
$733,855.87 compensation and insurance ‘due them, and that
lie has deposited same in his own bank, the National Savings
& Trust Co., of which he is a director and in which he owns
stock, and that he receives substantial benefits from such
deposits by receiving increased dividends on his stock in said
institution.

15. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning in making
Ioaus of his wards' money, as the law requires him to do, he
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has received discounts, or commissions, or brokerage fees, addi-
tional to the interest earried in the notes or obligations, and
that when making for said Fenning a loan of $15,000, said
National Savings & Trust Co. received a commission, which
benefited said Fenning either directly, or indirectly.

16. I charge that the said Frederick A, Fenning has de-
ceived the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, by hav-
ing different justices thereof to allow him to deduct from
the annual income of his wards the anunal premium paid to
the bonding company for his fiduciary bond, and not disclosing
to such court that he is the solicitor for such bonding com-
pany, and as such receives from said bonding company a com-
mission of from 15 to 20 per cent on such annual premium,
and I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning now holds a so-
licitor's license issued by the Department of Insurance for the
District of Columbia in the following companies, to wit, the
Massachuseits Bonding & Insurance Co., of Boston, Mass,, the
United States Fidelity & Guaranty Co., of Baltimore, Md., and
the Great American Insurance Co., of New York, which expire
May 1, 1926, and are renewed annually, and as such solicitor,
he is authorized to receive commissions, rebates, and compensa-
tion on business he caunses to be given to such companies. And
I charge that he is guilty of moral turpitude in being solicitor
for said companies as such interest conflicts with his duties as
Commissioner of the District of Columbia, and has influenced
his action in adversely passing on an important insurance bill of
about 100 pages which his said companies have been opposing
in many respects.

17. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning is attorney
for the Medical Society of the District of Columbia, and is
paid an annual fee by them, and that such employment has
interfered with his duties as commissioner and has adversely
influenced his official action, in that he has opposed and re-
fused to favorably report a bill sought to be passed by the
chiropractors, and which bill his clients are opposing.

18. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, as attorney
for the sald Medical Soclety of the District of Columbia, in
disregard of his duties as sald commissioner, has incited, aided,
and abetted the doctors employed in St. Elizabeths Hospital,
who by law are required to devote all of their time to such
institution, to engage in private practices here in the District
of Columbia; that as attorney for said medical society he has
incited, aided, and abetted certain of the doctors employed in
the United States Veterans' Burean, and who are by law re-
quired fo give all of their time to said bureau, to engage in
private practice here in the District of Columbia, such doctors
using the equipment of the Government in their said private
practice; and that the said Frederick A. Fenning has know-
ingly permitted the District alienist, Dr. Percy Hickling, who
receives a salary of $3,300 for ail of his time, to sell his testi-
mony at the rate of $50 per day and more to lawyers both in
the District and ountside of it.

19. I charge on reliable information that Frederick A. Fen-
ning is attorney for and is financially interested in the under-
taking business of Joseph Gawler's Sons (Inc.), and that dur-
ing the past 23 years has caused many bodies from St. BEliza-
beths Hospital to be turned over to said undertaker for burial,
a number of them being wards of said Fenning, and that in
the lunacy case of Walter Garland Allan, No. 10713, the said
Frederick A. Fenning on March 24, 1926, paid to said under-
taker the sum of $107.81 for burial expenses, which amount was
the total residue of his ward’'s estate, after taking from same
his own fees and commissions, and at such time said Fenning
knew that for a charge of only $52 Undertaker Tabler furnishes
everything necessary and conducts decent funerals for wards
of the United States Veferans' Burean, and I charge further
that through confederation with his said brother-in-law, Coroner
J. Ramsay Nevitt, and his employee, Bill Franklin, said Fen-
ning wrongfully caunsed the body of one drowned in the basin,
which body was demanded by the Veterans' Bureau and should
have been turned over to it, to be wrongfully turned over to
Undertaker Tullavull, who made the Government pay $108.50
for same, but which would have cost the Government only $52
for identically the same kind of funeral had said body been
turned over to the Veterans’ Bureau and the funeral conducted
by the bureau's undertaker, Tabler.

20. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, without
having any acquaintance whatever with her, solicited Mrs.
Fudora 8., Kelly, of Sharon, Mass, to employ him as her
attorney to prosecute a claim of $1,800 against the Govern-
ment, which he agreed to do without any expense to her what-
ever, but that after the United States made payment to her
he was to receive a portion of the amount paid her, and that
when he learned that she had already employved Lyon & Lyon,
attorneys, of Washington, D. (., to presecute this ¢iaim for her,
said Fenning solicited the help of one Henry P. Fellows, and
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throngh him finally Infinenced the said Mrs, Eudora 8. Kelly
to break her contract and power of attorney with Lyon & Lyon
and to discharge them, and to employ said Fenning.

21. I charge that sald Frederick A. Fenning, while Commis-
sioner of the District of Columbia, on June 10, 1925, repre-
sented a client and as attorney filed in the Supreme Court of
the District of Columbia a petition in Iunaey case No. 10890,
and as such attorney caused Michael Flaherty to be adjudged
of unsound mind, and in his petition had himself recommended
for committee, and had himself appointed as such committee,
after which as such, he prosecuted a claim against the Gov-
ernment of the United States, and on June 20, 1925, reported
to the court that he had received from the United States Navy
the sum of $565.80 as back pay due said Flaherty, and that he
expected to receive from the United States Navy the sum of
$94.30 each month thereafter as pay due his said ward.

22. T charge that said Frederick A. Fenning, while Commis-
sioner of the District of Columbia, on September 22, 1925,
appeared in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia
as an aftorney for a client, whose business he had solicited,
and as such attorney filed a petition in lunacy case No. 11041,
seeking to adjudge Richard M. Norris of unsound mind, said
Fenning in his said petition alleging “ That Richard M. Norris
is entitled to war-risk compensation monthly, the amount
not yet known,” which showed that to recover same it wounld
be necessary for him to prosecute a claim before the Veterans'
Bureau, and as such attorney said Fenning had said Norris
adjudged of unsound mind, and as said attorney said Fenning
did prosecute such claim before said United States Veterans'
Bureau, in violation of law, and had such claim allowed, and
on January 20, 1926, as such attorney said Fenning made re-
port to the conrt showing that his client had received a check
from the United States Veterans' Bureau and had deposited
it in the said National Savings & Trust Co.

23. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, while Com-
missioner of the District of Columbia, appeared in the Supreme
Court of the District of Columbia as attorney for his client,
which business he solicited, and on the 20fh day of October,
1925, filed a petition in lunacy case No. 11092 seeking to
adjudge Francis D. Allen of unsound mind, and in such peti-
tion recommending that he be appointed committee, and said
Fenning alleging in his said petition that the said Allen is entitled
to recover from the United States Navy retired pay of $150 per
month as a lientenant in the Navy, and that, as such attorney,
said Frederick A. Fenning tried said case on November 20,
1925, and caused said Allen to be adjudged of unsound mind,
and caused himself to be appointed committee, and that on
December 9, 1925, said Frederick A. Fenning reported to the
court by his sworn pleading that he had received from St.
Elizabeths Hospital $116.55 due said Allen, and that he expects
to receive from the United States Navy $150 per month as
retired pay due said Allen, and that he expects to receive
certain funds said Allen has on deposit in a New York bank,
and that he expects to receive proceeds from the sale of certain
lots said Allen owns in New York, and that he expects to
recover a refund of a deposit which said Allen made on a
house in Pennsylvania, and upon all of which proceeds said
Fenning will unlawfully receive at least 10 per cent annually.

24, I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, while a
Commissioner of the District of Columbia, appeared as an
aftorney for his client in the Supreme Court of the District
of Columbia and on December 2, 1925, filed a petition in
lunacy case No. 11137 in said court, seeking to adjudge
Charles L. Cunningham as of unsound mind, that the case was
tried on December 4, 1925, and the judgment decreeing said
Cunningham of unsound mind recites that petitioner appeared
as his attorney—Frederick A. Fenning—and I charge that on
January 27, 1926, said Commissioner Frederick A, Fenning,
as said attorney, filed with sald Supreme Court a petition for
his client, stating that petitioner had employed said Frederick
A. Fenning and Paul V. Rogers as attorneys, and asking per-
mission to pay them their fee of $150, and that on that same
day, January 27, 1926, sald Frederick A. Fenning secured a
signed order from Chief Justice McCoy authorizing the pay-
ment of said $150 fee to said Frederick A. Fenning and Paul
V. Rogers, as attorneys, and that said Fenning received such
fee in violation of the laws hereinbefore mentioned, and that
on said January 27, 1926, said Frederick A. Fenning filed a
petition for his client showing that petitioner had collected
from a bank and the United States Navy the total sum of
$1,605.13, which was deposited in said National Savings & Trust
Co,, said Fenning’s bank,

25. 1 charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning, while Com-
missioner of the District of Columbia, during the four months
from December 1, 1925, to March 31, 1926, permitted the cor-
portion counsel of said District, in the name of the Commis-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

1155

sioners of said District of Columbia, as petitioners, to file in
the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia 150 cases of
lunacy and caused 150 human beings, and residents of said
District, to be incarcerated in insane asylums, charged with
being of unsound mind, when many of said persons are sane,
and should not be deprived of their liberty.

26. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning continuously
for the past 23 years has conspired and confederated with the
said Dr. William A. White to block and prevent sane patients
wrongfully incarcerated in St. Elizabeths Hospital from secur-
ing their liberty through habeas corpus proceedings, and I
charge that Frederick A. Fenning admitted under oath that he
went to the court and caused the court not to discharge Miss
Cornelia A. Corbett and her mother, and he thus wrongfully
kept them in 8f. Elizabeths for two years and four months,
during all of which time they were sane, and while there
he squandered their property, and that when finally an able
lawyer in the District through habeas corpus proceedings
forced a trial for them before the court they were adjudged
of sound mind and released, and that the said Miss Cornelia
L. Corbett in cause No. 49104, law, sued said Frederick A.
Fenning in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia and
recovered a judgment against him, and made him pay back
to her a part of the value of her property which he had
squandered, and that sald wrongful acts of said Fenning
caused the premature death of Mrs. Corbett.

27. I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning is now holding
in St. Elizabeths Hospital Lieut. F. D. Allen who is sane, and
that said Fenning is squandering his property.

28. I charge that in each of his cases said Frederick A.
Fenning charges against his ward's estate a notary fee, in
each and all of the many papers he must fille under oath, when
such notary is an employee of his law office, and such fees are
allowed by the court, when they are not proper fees.

29. I charge that said Frederick A. Fenning uses his said
office of Commissioner of the District of Columbia for his own
selfish benefit and advantages, and that he exercises his power
in an arbitrary and tyrannical manner, evidenced by his
wrongful demotion of Inspector Albert J. Headley and punish-
ing Officer Gore for doing his duty. :

30. I charge that on February 12, 1926, said Frederick A.
Fenning wrongfully and without cause, but for the selfish pur-
pose of giving a $2,100 position to his prospective son-in-law,
Dr. Floyd MeJ. Allen, forced out of office Dr. C. J. Murphy,
and put in his place the said Allen, as a police and fire surgeon
of the Distriet.

31. I charge that in February, 1926, said Frederick A. Fen-
ning, in order to promote one of his friends, wrongfully retired
on pay of $§100 per month for life Sergt. Robert E. Lee, a physi-
cal giant, 6 feet 2 inches tall, 55 years old, weighing 225 pounds,
who for four years had not missed a day for sickness, and con-
cerning whom all of his brother officers testified there was no
better man on the force, and that sald Fenning arbitrarily re-
fused fo grant a proper hearing on the matter, requested by a
Member of Congress.

32. I charge that on March 3, 1926, said Frederick A. Fen-

ning wrongfully removed from office Dr. Edward Comstock
Wilson, the hero of Knickerbocker Theater, as medical inspector
of schools, for the selfish and wrongful purpose of putting in
his place an old friend of Dr. William A, White, who is 73
years of age, simply becanse when said White and Fenning
were under fire in a congressional investigation in 1906 this
now T3-year old doctor then sympathized with them.
. 83. I charge that the said Federick A. Fenning and Dr,
William A. White are jointly interested in certain finanecial in-
vestments together, and in February, 1920, carried a partner-
ship account in the Washington Loan & Trust Co., and that their
relation is such that neither can render to the public that
quality of service to which the public is entifled.

34. I charge that the said Frederick A. Fenning has made a
deliberate attempt to deceive Congress when in sald prepared
statement he denied the report which the Veterans' Bureau
inspector, Dr. Henry Ladd Stickney, filled with the bureau on
April 26, 1924, wherein Doctor Stickney charged that said Fen-
ning * constantly opposes the transfer of his wards from St.
Elizabeths Hospital,” and I charge that for over three years
said Fenning has refused to turn over to Mrs. Eliza Lee, the
legal guardian of the person and estate of her son, Roley Lee,
her said son, but withholds him from her, and that said Fen-
ning has already received in his fees and commissions the sum
of §1,155.27 from the estate of said Roley Lee, who was shell
shocked in France and is a World War veteran.

Mr. Speaker, I offer the nsual resolution in such cases, which
I ask that the Clerk read. ]

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:
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House Resolution 228

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiclary be, and it is hereby,
directed to inquire and report whether the action of this House is
necessary concerning the alleged official misconduct of Frederick A.
Fenning, a commissioner of the District of Columbia. and said Com-
nfittee on the Judiclary 1s In all things hereby fully authorized and
empowered to investigate all acts of misconduct and report to the House
whether in their opinion the sald Frederick A, Fenning has been gullty
of any acts which in the contemplation of the Constitution, the statute
laws, and the precedents of Congress are high crimes and misdemeanors
requiring the interposition of the constitutional powers of this House,
and for which he should be impeached.

That this committee is hereby apthorized and empowered to send for
persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ, if necessary, an
additional clerk, and to appoint and send a subcommittee whenever
and wherever necessary to take necessary testimony for the use of said
committee or subcommittee, which shall have the same power in respect
to obtaining testimony as exercised and Is hereby given to said Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

That the expenses incurred by this investigation shall be paid ount of
the contingent fund of the House upon the vouchers of the chairman
of said committee, approved by the Clerk of this House.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to use but a few
minutes. I will not use the whole hour allowed me by the
rules.

Gentlemen, this is an unpleasant duty for me to perform. I
have tried to aveid it. I have done everything that any Mem-
ber could do to obviate the necessity of filing impeachment
charges. Nearly a month ago I introduced a resolution to have
a joint committee of Congress investigate this matter. That
resolution has been pending in the Committee on Rules for
nearly a month without action. I have tried to get the chair-
man to report it out in some form, and amend it as he wanted
to amend it, writing it as he thought it ought to be, in order
to let us get action on it; but he has not done it. I have tried
. to get a proper subcommiftee of the Committee on the District
of Columbia to act. But I have failed there. Last Friday—
you all know this—last Friday the District Committee, by an
overwhelming vote, passed a resolution authorizing and direet-
ing the chairman of that commiitee to appoint a subcommittee
of five to go to the bottom of these transactions. I called on
the committee clerk before I came over here this morning to
find out whether that subcommittee had been appoinied yet,
and was advised that it had not been, so the clerk reported
to me, and I then told the c¢lerk of the committee to tell the
chairman that I would take steps myself to force the matter
before a proper eommitiee.

This session of Congress is nearly over. Something ought
to be done sbout this before we adjourn. Frederick A. Fenning
must be removed from office before we adjourn. I do not know
of any commitiee better qualified to investigate this matter
than that of my friend, the distinguished gentlemen from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Granmam], He will give it careful eonsideration.
All the men on that Judiciary Committee are lawyers, and they
know what is proper and what is ethical. Tley are able men,
and they will give a ‘fair deal to the Government and te the
people, and a fair deal to the accused.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr, BLANTON. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. I want to ask the gentleman from Texas

whether or not in these cases of gnardianship in which these
excessive fees were charged the wards were veterans of the
World War? -

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, many of them: Many of them were
shell shocked in France, Many of fhem are veterans of the
Spanish-American War, and one or two of them are even vet-
erans of the Civil War, If you please. Many of them are dis-
abled men, retired from your Army and your Navy, and one
other department of Government,

_ Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr, BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. RANKIN. The reason I asked that question is that a
great many of us on the Veferans' Committee have been trying
to get this investigation made, and it has been questioned by
some members of the committee whether or not these excessive
fees were charged in cases of demented veterans of the World
War.

Mr. BLANTON. Many of them are veterans of the World
War, I will give you one of them, the case of Roley Lee. He
went to France and served his country valiantly, He was not
only shell shocked but a shell broke and destroyed a part of
his hip, and that poor boy came back home to die. His mother
nursed him back to life, and then he disappeared for two
years and she did not know what had become of him. Later
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she found that he had been sent to St. Elizabeths Hospital by
the forces that be here in Washington. Mr, Fenning, without
knowing her, sent her a petition, to be signed by her, recom-
mending him as committee. He found out the boy was entitled
to compensation and insurance, so he sent that poor woman, over
at Grundy, in Buchanan County, Va., a petition for her to sign
which would make him committee for the boy. He said to
her, “If you will sign this, I will look after your boy and I
will get some money for both you and your boy.” The poor
woman was not able to come to see her boy in the hospital;
she did not have the money with which to come, and under
those circumstances she signed that petition. When Fenning
sent her that document to sign and asked her to permit him
to file that petition he was guilty of the crime of barratry
under the common law, which is applicable here in the Distriet
of Columbia and applicable in the State of Virginia. He had
himself appointed committee, and he has collected over $11,000
of that poor boy’s money, for he has just recently collected
another fee of 5213 allowed him by Judge McCoy, additional to
the amount shown in the certificate of Auditor Herbert L.
Davis.

Three years ago that poor woman went into the probate court
of Buchanan County, Va., and qualified as guardian both of
the person and property of her son. She gave a bond of $5,000
and received authority to take charge of her boy, and for three
years she has tried to get Commissioner Fenning to turn that
boy back to her and release him, but he will not do it, because
he gets 10 per cent of his annual income. Gentlemen, he has
drawn from that boy's estate, as shown by the aunditor’s cer-
tificate, over $1,100 and more in fees and commissions, and that
poor woman is spending every cent she can get to live here in
Washington in order to be near her boy. Every morning at 9
o'clock she goes after him; they turn her boy over to her; she
keeps him all day and then fakes him back at 7 o'clock. Tell
me about World War veterans. There are lots of them in St.
Blizabeths being imposed upon daily by Commissioner Fenning,

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the distinguished gentleman,
who for nearly a week has held up the Veterans' Committee
and prevented them from investigating this case. [Applause.]

Mr. LUCE. I may inform the gentleman that the Committee
on World War Veterans' Legislation began this morning in
an orderly manner——

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, yes. After you had gone to your steer-
ing committee and your steering committee gave you orders
to act, [Applause.] They fold you you had held this matter
up until it had become a crime upon the country, and then you
acted, because you were whipped into line by your steering
committee. I know all about it, because I went before your
Veterans’ Committee and I begged the chairman to give me 10
minukes, did I not?

Mr. RANKIN. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. And I was refused?

Mr. RANKIN. And I tried to get the committee to give yon
the hearing.

Mr. BLANTON. Now I yield to the distinguished gentle-
man from Massachusetts, and I will cut out of the Rrcorp
all T have just stated, becanse I have a great deal of regard
for the gentleman.

Mr. LUCE. And also because it is inaccurate. [Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I will leave it to the members of the
Veterans' Committee as to its accuracy. What about it, men?

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I will be glad to yield, but first I want to
find out about the accuracy of this. How about it, men?

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from Texas came before the
Committee on World War Veterans' Legislotion last Satur-
day—

Mr. BLANTON. Friday.

Mr. RANKIN. Friday or Saturday, and brought a list of
these cases. He asked permission to make a statement of 10
minutes and every Member on the Democratic side was willing,
walting, and anxious fo have him make that statement, but
there was a point of order made.

Mr. BLANTON. By whom?

Mr. RANKIN. I believe by the gentleman from Massachu-
getts [Mr. Luce.].

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; it was made by the gentleman from
Massachusetts, that there was not a quorum of the committee
present, and that prevented my having 10 minutes.

Mr. RANKIN. And that prevented the Veterans' Committee
from going ahead with this investigation and prevented the
gentleman from Texas from presenting his facts.

Mr, TILSON. Is not the gentleman from Texas straying
from his charges? In his remarks should he not confine him-
gelf to his charges?
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Mr. BLANTON. Yes; and I will say to the gentleman from
Connecticut that I want to confine myself to my charges. How-
ever, I want to discuss a few other matters before I conclude.

Mr. LUCE and Mr. BANKHEAD rose. ]

Mr. LUCE. Will not the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. LUCE. Has the gentleman any knowledge as to whether
any charges of delinquency by guardians in the District of Co-
lumbia have been laid before the officer of the Veterans' Bu-
reau who is introsted with the responsibility in the matter?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. I am sure the distinguished gentle-
man from Massachusetts has been derelict in not reading the
report of the distinguished investigator of the Veterans' Bureaun
that I put in the Recorn on April 8, that of Dr. Henry Ladd
Stickney, who reported on April 26, 1924, to the Director of
the Veterans' Bureau just about what I have charged Mr. Fen-
ning with here on the floor of this House this morning—
that is, the most gerious charges.

Mr. LUCE. But within an hour and a half the officer of
the Veterans' Burean who is in charge of these matters was
asked whether any charge of delinquency on the part of any
guardian in the Distriet of Columbia had been brought to his
attention. He first answered with an explicit no; and then
seems to have been reminded by an associate that something
had slipped his mind.

Mr. BLANTON. TYes; something did slip his mind. [Laugh-
ter.]

Mr. LUCE. One moment. That question was pending at
adjournment, and will be answered to-morrow morning.

Mr, BLANTON. Now, I can not yield further. I can not
Yyield now for any defense.

Mr. LUCE. Will not the gentleman let me ask the question?

Mr. BLANTON. I do not want to yield for any defense.

Mr. LUCE. Do you decline to let me ask the question?

Mr. BLANTON. No. I will answer the gentleman’s gues-
tion. Ask it,

Mr. LUCE. Do you know of your own knowledge that any
charge against any guardian in the Distriet of Columbia has
ever been filed with the proper officer in the Veterans’ Bureau?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes, I do. I practically forced Director
Hines to show me the report which this control officer, Doctor
Stickney, filed with him about Frederick A. Fenning.

Mr., JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I make the
point of order that the gentlemen are addressing each other
not in the third person.

Mr. BLANTON. I know ahout Dr. Henry Ladd Stickney’s
report of April 26, 1924, which I saw in Director Hines's office
and read in his presence. Dr. Henry Ladd Stickney was
control officer for the United States Veterans’ Burean, and he
was sent to St. Elizabeths Hospital by Director Hines in April,
1924, to investigate it, and to report conditions, and on April 26,
1924, he filed his report with Director Hines, from which I
quote the following:

The control officer learned that one Frederick A. Fenning, Esq.,
an attorney, whose office is in the Evans Building, appears to have
certain privileges and concessions shown him in contacting claimants
of the bureau at the hospital. At the present time he is guardian for
over 100 bureaun patients. He constantly opposes the transfer of his
wards from St. Elizabeths Hospital to any other hospital outside of
this jurisdiction. It has been learned unofficially that Doctor White,
superintendent, is very friendly fo Mr. Fenning. Question is ralsed as
to the propriety of allowing one attorney in the city to obtain guard-
fanship of so many of the beneficiaries of the bureau.

REPORT WAS AN INDICTMENT AGAINST S8T. ELIZABETHS

To show that the balance of Doctor Stickney's report filed
with Director Hines was a serious indictment against St. Eliza-
beths, I quote further from same the following:

The construction capacity of St. Elizabeths Hospital is for 8,300
patients. It has 4,200 patients; 901 of them are United States Vet-
erans’' Bureau cases,

Howard Hall group are neither well ventilated mor lighted. The
beds are of wooden construction, antiguated, and are without springs.
The benches are of an old type and are very uncomfortable. Blacks
and whites occupy the same small court during recreation hours.

In one semipermanent ward used for tubercular patients blacks and
whites are both hospitalized in the same building and only separated
by an imaginary line.

Besides the assistant superintendent, Dr. Arthur B. Noyes, there
are 37 doctors on the staff, 1 chief nurse, 5 assistant nurses, and €75
attendants and orderlies,

The cost of rations per diem for the fiscal year ended Jume 80,
1623, was between 40 and 45 cents. Attendants handled food in the
most careless manner, were sloppy in their service, and appeared
wholly ineficient. Some patients were not allowed even spoons to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

1057

eat with. It is evidently the policy of the superintendent to keep
down food cost. There was a doubt in the mind of the control officer
whether or not all patients had sufficient amount of food. Lack of
green vegetables and fruit, with no milk served except for tea and
coffee, with no beverage for dinner, and weak tea for supper, with
no butter served, but oleomargarine instead, I was not satisfied that
the diet was well balanced, or that a sufficient number of ecalories
were alforded these patients.

Several patients are bathed in the same water. Patients are not
properly segregated. Beds are too near together, and too many are
congested in the day room. There are an insuflicient number of toilets
and bathrooms and showers in many of the wards.

AND THEN CAME THE GRAND JURY REPORT

From the grand jury report on the murder of one Green by
attendants in St. Elizabeths, I guote the following excerpts:
REPORT OF THE GRAND JURY

WasHIxGTOR, D. C., October 5, 1925.

In connection with the inquiry into the cause of the death of William
Green, a patient of 8t. Elizabeths Hospital, on the 1Tth day of July,
1924, the grand jury made an investigation as to the general conditions
of life at said institution,

The grand jury visited the hospital in a body and were shown about
the grounds and through many of the buildings. As William Green
came to his death in Howard Hall, they inspeected it with greater care
and more closely than they did the other buildings.

There are approximately 4,400 patients and 1,200 attendants in the
entire institution, about 1,000 of the patients being veterans of the
World War. We found the hospital greatly overcrowded and most de-
plorable conditions existing as a result of this overcrowding. There
are some rooms, intended to accommodate 20 single beds, containing
more than 40 beds; there Is scarcely emough room to walk between
these beds, and consequently there can not be the least privacy for the
patients in dressing or undressing.

COXCERNING HOWARD HALL, WHERE GREEN WAS MURDERED

There is an open court in the center of the building, about 100 feet
square, called by the inmates the “bull pen.” This is the only reerea-
tion space available, and here the dangerous as well as the noisy
patients mingle with those whose minds are almost normal, This inter-
mingling must be very depressing to the latter class of patients.

After examining conditions in Howard Hall the members of the
grand jury could readily believe the statement of the guard, who said:
“1If a man went in there—Howard Hall—with a perfectly sound mind,
he would be hopelessly insane in less than three years. If I were an
inmate I would go crazy In less than a year.”

As there Is no assembly hall in the building, it is but seldom that
religious services are held, and accordingly the spiritual well-being of
the patients is sadly neglected. There is nothing to break the dead
monotony from one end of the week to the other.

Among the witnesses who were summoned and appeared before us,
including present patients of the hospital, former Inmates, and others
well acquainted with the present inmates, many expressed the belief
that there are many persons now confined there who are mot now and
never were Insane, but who have been sent there for ulterior motives.
Like storles have been in circulation in Washington for a long time;
and whether true or false they are unquestionably injuring the hospiral
in the estimation of the people of this city, and some steps should be
taken to clear up the situation. i

We suggest that Congress be asked to authorize a commlssion, the
members thereof to be appointed by the President, to act in con-
junction with the superintendent and medical staff of the hospital, in
carefully investigating the history and mental condition of every
questionable case there, to the end that full justice may be done to
each. This great institution will then oceupy the position it should
in the estimation of the people of this city and of the entire country.

Respectfully submitted for the grand jury.

Daxier A. Epwarps, Foreman.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to ask the genfleman from
Texas a question.

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman is impeaching Mr. Fen-
ning as a civil officer of the Government of the United States.

Mr. BLANTON. That is as far as I can go.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Do all the charges enumerated in your
articles of impeachment refer to acts of misdemeanor commit-
ted by him since his commission as a Commissioner of the Dis-
trict of Columbia?

Mr. BLANTON. Not all of them; but they are so closely
interrelated and connected, and evidence a continuous wrong-
ful system and practice, that under the rules and precedents
of the Congress you can go back to the year 1, if yon want
to, and connect them all up because all the precedents war-
rant doing that.

Mr. BANKHEAD. What I had in mind is this: I will
state to the gentleman that if the Committee on the Judiciary,
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for instance, when this resolution is referred to them, should
determine there are a great many matters relating to these
guardianship affairs, and so forth, that are not germane to his
official duties as Commissioner of the District of Columbia
of the United States, by traunsferring this whole proposition
to that commiitee, we might not lose sight of some of the
other things that ought to be investigated along other lines.

Mr. BLANTON. The chairman of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grampan] is not going to over-
look anything. He is a good lawyer. When he goes into this
case it will be carefully considered. If Dr, William A. White
were such an officer as could be impeached by Congress, I
would also impeach him, for he deserves it, but I believe that
the President will promptly remove him.

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. BLANTON. 1 yield.

Mr. McKEOWN. Do all the judges in the District here
allow these fees the gentleman has enumerated?

AMr. BLANTON. Not all of them.

Mr. McKEOWN. Has the gentleman looked into the amount
of fees allowed by the different judges?

Mr, BLANTON. Yes; I have, but I do not want to mention
that now. - .

Gentlemen, I want to say that the main thing the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary is going to find in their way, the
first obstacle, will be a distinguished Individual in Washing-
ton named Bdward F. Colladay. He has bobbed up in front
of me in several instances, during my investigations, and he
will bob up in front of the committee, as he is Mr. Fenning's
main defender.

Mr., FAIRCHILD, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the gentleman from Texas is not speaking te his own
resolution.

Mr. BLANTON, This man Colladay is defending Fenning.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The gentleman is bringing in a third
party who is not charged here.

Mr, BLANTON. But he is Mr. Fenning's chief defender
before the people of Washington, and I have a right to dis-
cuss it.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I submit the point of order, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas will proceed in
order.

Mr, BLANTON.

The SPEAKER.
tleman.

Mr. BLANTON. Whenever I proceed out of order, I want
the Chair to stop me. i

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I want to tell you about this man Colladay.

Mr. GREEN of Fiorida. I want to know if Colladay is the
man who was indicied years ago in the District for misdemean-
ors and high crimes.

Mr. BLANTON. Ife was charged with forgery, and was
granted $500 bail, and was discharged on habeas corpus, but
finally, on appeal, was remanded back to jail; but later he got
his ease nolle prossed.

Mr, FAIRCHILD. " Mr. Speaker, I renew the point of order.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Colladay is the local national commit-
teeman of the Republican Party here in Washington, and cer-
tainly you do not want to shield him.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I again make the point of
order that the gentleman from Texas shounld limit his remarks
to the man ngainst whom he makes the charges.

Mr. BLANTON. 1 think so myself, and I will not go into
that furtlier. I was merely answering a guestion propounded
by the gentleman from Florida.

LAWS APPLICABLE TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Mr. Speaker, section 1 of Chapter I of the Code of Law for
the District of Columbia, as amended to June 7, 1924, provides:

The common law, all British statutes in force in Maryland on the
27th day of February, 1801, the prineiples of equity and admiralty,
all general acts of Congress not locally inapplicable in the District of
Columbia, and all acts of Congress by their terms applicable to the
Distriet of Columbia and to other places under the jurisdiction of the
United States, in force at the date of the passage of this act, shall
remain in force, except in so far as the same gre inconsistent with, or
are replaced by, some provision of this code.

BARRATREY

Rawle's Revision of Bouvier's Law Dictionary, on page 222,
defines Darratry as follows:

Does the Chair hold I am not in order?
The Chair has been unable to hear the gen-

Frequently exciting and stirring up quarrels and sults, either at law
or otherwise,
There must be a practice of fomenting suits,
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And on page 305 of this same Bouvier's Law Dictionary is
defined Champerty as follows:

A bargain with a plaintif or defendant in a suit, for a portion of
the matter sued for, in case of a successful termination of the suit
which the champertor undertakes to carry on at his own expense.

And champerty is an offense indictuble at common law, so
stated on said page 305.

I8 A UNITED STATES COURT

In the case of Benson v. Henkel (198 U. 8. p. 1) the Supreme
Court of the United States held that the Supreme Court of the
Disiriet of Columbia is a *court of the United States.”

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, let me illustrate just how
Commissioner Fenning treated some surbordinate employees un-
der him:

AFFIDAYIT OF DR, C. J. MURPHY

I, Dr, C. 1, Murphy, belng duly sworn, upen my oath state: For over
four years I have been a member of the board of police and fire sur-
geons of the District of Columbia; about six months before Commis-
sioner Fenning entered office the board had caused Dr. Floyd Mcl,
Allen to discontinue services he was rendering at elinics beesuse of his
inattention, and we secured Dr. R. L. DeSaussure, a nose and throat
specinlist, at $1 per year to attend clinics and do the work Doctor
Allen had been doing, with the understanding that pay work should go
to him, which amounted to several hundred dollars a year; shortly
after Commissioner Fenning went into office otir board received notice
that a1l pay work should be sent to Doctor Allen; when some of such
pay work continued on to Doctor DeSaussure a second notice came from
the District Building to our bpard that all pay work must go to Doctor
Allen; it was common knowledge that Doctor Allen was waiting on
a daughter of Commissioner Fenning as her sultor; about February
5, 1826, Doctor Allen advised me that he was going to get appointed
on our board, and he asked me if I knew which one of us wis to be
left out; en February 11, 1026, T was called by Commissioner Fenning
to his office, and he advised me that it was necessary to have a nose
and throat man on the board; I told him that we had the services
already of Doctor DeSaussure at $1 per year, and that he was costing
the police and firemen only about $300, and It seemed useless to put a
$2.100 man on the board; I knew by his manner that he had ecalled
me there to fire me; T said: “ You can't ask for my resignation, beenuse
I am going to hand it to you first.” He said: “ Can you have it here
by to-morrow morning?" I sald yes, and asked him If there was
any charges against me, and he said none whatever., I took him my
resignation the next morning and found that he bad prepared already
the appointment of Doctor Allen in my place, and that evening the
press reported that I had resigned and that Doctor Allen had been
appointed in my place.

C. J. MurrHY, M. D.

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this the 19th day of April,
A. D. 1626, Given under my hand and seal of office.

[8EAL.] JOHX ANDREWS,

Notary Public in and for the Distriet of Columbia,
(My commission expires October 27, 1927.)

AFFIDAVIT OF DR, EDWARD COMSTOCK WILSON

1, Dr. Edward Comstock Wilson, of 1777 Columbia Road, Washing-
ton, D, C., being duly sworn, upon my oath state:

I am 46 years old; until removed on March 3, 1926, by Comm!s-
sioner Frederick A, Fenning, T had been medical inspector of schools
for the District of Columbia for about eight years, and not ons
charge was made agninst any of my work; on Thursday, February
25, 1926, Commissioner Fenning had me come to his office about
2.30 p. m., and said, * Doctor Wilson, I want you to understand
that there is nothing personal in what I am going to say to you.
I want your resignation by 10 o'clock to-morrow morning, because I
have worked out a plan for reorganization.” T sald, “Are there any
charges against me?™ He replied, “No; there are mno charges
against you" I =said, “This is rather sudden; suppose I don't
resign?” He said, *Then I would remove you, for I am commis-
sioner and have the power to do it." He said, “ You can wriia
me a letter telling me that your outside practice has grown so that
you haven't the time to'do the school work, and not let it be known
that I called you to my office.”” I said, “That would be a lie, and
I won't do it.” He sald, “ Then I will remove you and mark it ‘for
the good of the service,” as I have the power to do it.” I sald,
“ That, too, wonld not be honest.” He then sald, “I can cause you
a good deal of publicity if I remove you" I sald, “ Who do yon
want to put in my place?™ He sald, *That is personal.” I told
him that I would not resign, and at the pnext meeting of the commiy-
sioners he had them pass an order removing me, as of date March 3,
1926, 1 did not then kmow of the anniversary birthday dinner given
Dr. 8 8. Adams, July 12, 1923, for his TOth birthday, at which Mr.
Frederick A. Fenning and his close friend, Dr. Willlnm A, White
attended, nor of the speech Doctor White made that night expressing
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his gratitude to Doctor Adame for showing sympathy for him in 1006
when Doctor White and Mr. Fenning were then under fire before the
congressional investigation, and hence did not know that Commis-
gloner Fenning was removing me to make a place for his 73-year-old
friend, Doctor Adams.

In the Times last Saturday Commissioner Fenning intimated that
he had in mind two charges made against me in 1920. It was unfair
that he did not truthfully explain same, If they had anything to do
with it, why did he not remove me in June, 1925, when he became
commissioner.

All physicians must register every year by July 30 under the Har-
rison Narcotle Aet. In 1920, being very busy, I forgot to register,
and my attention was called to it in Aungust, 1020, and I paid the
forfeit required by law for my forgetting to register. Concerning
same, Hon. R. A. Haynes, commissioner, wrote me as follows:

* Inasmuch as it was felt that tbe liability incurred by you was not
due to a willful intent on your part to violate the law, it was closed
by the acceptance of an offer in compromise under date of March
23, 1921."

And, concerning the other matter mentioned, Commissioner Fenning
knows that I was exonerated absolutely by a jury before his own
brother-in-law, Coroner J. Ramsey Wevitt, in 1920,

Only because 1 am asked to relate it, will state that on the night of
the Kuickerbocker Theater disaster, when 98 people were killed by its
roof giving way under an unusual spowfall, I entered the ruins im-
mediately that night, at a little after 9 o'clock, ndministered to the
injured and dying continuously all that night and until 3 o'clock p. m.
the next day. Approximately 300 people were injured, and I had to
amputate the arm of one man. This was work of mercy, as I did not
recejve one dollar for any of such work.

Epwarp ComsToCK WiILsON, M. D,

Sworn to and subscribed before me, the undersizned notary, by the
said Dr, Edward Comgtock Wilson, on this the 15th day of April,
A. D, 1020, Given under my hand and seal of office,

[8EAL] JOHNX AXDREWS,

Notary Public in and for the District of Columbig.

(My commission explres October 27, 1927.)

CONCLUSION

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I have about con-
c¢luded. This man, Frederick A. Fenning, should not be per-
mitted to hold office after this Congress has adjourned. He
should be kicked out of office by Congress before we adjourn.
These charges 1 have made against him can be established by
overwhelming evidence. Most of same are matters of record.

WILL THE PRESIDENT DO HIS DUTY

The country will expect that the President of the United
States will remove Frederick A. Fenning from office immedi-
ately, and not put this Congress to the unnecessary expense of
investigating, when his own sworn evidence convicts himself.

HI8 CRUEL TREATMENT OF SERGEANT LEE STARTED INQUIRY

When he refused to grant me a hearing, after he had so
cruelly and unjustly retired Sergeant Lee, that act alone con-
vinced me that he was not the proper kind of an official, and
caused me to investigate him. And as my investigation pro-
gressed I was simply astounded. I learned that all of the
numerous criticisms appearing in the press against him since
he first became commissioner were all true and justly made.
I had never dreamed that Frederick A. Fenning was the man
referred to in the press as mistreating World War veterans.
My correspondence with Mr. Fenning shows that I was one of
the last to believe the reports against him. But as I proceeded
with my investigation, his perfidy unfolded itself,

COMMISSIONER FENNING AKD DOCTOR WHITE HAVE JOINT BANK ACCOUNT

I have before me a letter written by one of the assistant
treasurers of the Washington Loan & Trust Co., from which I
guote the following paragraph:

This note was paid on February 24, 1920, and the prmeﬂs thereof
credited to the account of F. A. Fenning and Willlam A. White on
the books of this company.

That proves conclusively that they are operating together
financially.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that I may insert in
the Recorp a certified statement from the auditor of the
Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, signed by him and
certified to by him as being correct, embracing the fees that
have been paid to Mr. Fenning and audited by the auditor.

Mr. TILSON. Why does not the gentleman refer that to the
eommittee along with the charges?

Mr., BLANTON. I want to put this in the Recorp for the
committee's information.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from
Connecticut [Mr. Tizson] will not object. We want to get
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that Information for the Committee on World War Veterans’
Legislation, and I fear this is the only way we can do it.

Mr. BLANTON. I want this to go into the Recorp for their
information, and the general information of all Members of
Congress,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair refers the resolution and the
charges to the Committee on the Judiciary,

Mr. HOWARD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HOWARD. The gentlemnan from Texas a moment ago
stated—I did not hear him very clearly—that he was going
to keep some of his talk out of the Recorp. One particular
part of it I hope he will not expunge; and if I have any right
as a Member to insist on its going into the Recorp, I shall cer-
tainly do so.

Mr. BLANTON. I will not expunge anything if the gen-
tleman from Nebraska objects to it. I only offered to do so
as a courtesy to the distinguished gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Lucg].

REPORT OF AUDITOR OF SUPREME COURT

CoMMISS10XS ANXD ATTORNEY FEES TO FREDERICK A. FEvNiNG, Esq.,
As. COMMITTEE OR ATTORNEY IN LUNACY CAUSES PEXDING IN THR
SuereME Counrt oF THE DistRICT OF COLUMBIA ON May 16, 1925, As
SHowx BY Recorps or Hereert L. DAVIS, AUDITOR OF THE SUPREME
Covrr or THE DISTRICY OF COLUMBIA, SUPPLEMENTED BY CERTAIN
DaTa oF REcomp IN THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE SUPREME
COURT OF THE DisTmICT 0F COLUMEIA

EXPLICATIVE

The following data are based upon coples of auditor’s reports in the
files of the office of the auditor of the -Supreme Court of the District
of Columbia, supplemented, in Instances where no copies of anditor's
reports were found in the files of the auditor, by original reports of
the aunditor or other data found among the records of the Supreme
Court of the District of Columbia.

The rates and amounts of commissions and amounts of attorney
fees, as lsted herein, have not been ascertained by audit of current
date, but are prima facle data.

The dates as listed are the dates of filing of auditor's reports or
committee’s accounts with the clerk of the Supreme Court of the
District of Columbia.

This statement includes only lunacy cases In which reports were
filed by Frederick A. Fenning, Esq., 88 committee or attorney, under
the provisions of the sixty-ninth equity rule of the Supreme Court of
the Distriet of Columbia, and which were reported upon by the auditor
of said court on May 16, 1925.

Additional cases in which Mr. Fenning has been allowed an attorney
fee or commission, if any, should appear among the files of the clerk
of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.

Commisgions In excess of 10 per cent appear to be nomtna‘l allow-
ances or compensation for extraordinary services.

;,n‘:.y i P % Commission i s
ame of w ney’s
s ’ Rote [Amount| "fee
7742 | Adler, Adolph...ceaea . July 20,
s
ug
iuly
ug
July
$1,234. 55
7767 | Ahlemeier, Henry J...... Aug. 06,1920 | 10
July 19,1921 | 10
July 19,1921 | 5
July 24,1922 | 10
June 23,1923 | 10
June 24,1924 | 10
July 17,1925 | 10 <
i LU
i e
10713 ! Allan, Walter Garland...| Mar. 3,1926 | 10 185.03i_ ......... 135.08
7716 | Andersen, Emannel M___| Feb. 13,1920 | 10
Jan. 22,1921 | 10
Jan. 20,1922 | 10
Jan. 18,1923 | 10
Jan. 25,1924 | 10- !
Jan. 24,1925 10 iy
Moar. 10,1028 | 10 1
+ 86543
|
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Li- Commission Attoe nI;?: Commission
] Neme of ward Date ney’s | Total | DROY] Name of ward Date Total
or Amount| ® Rate
Per
$110.78 2198 | Bozl, Ad Dee. 30,1924 oy
7688 | Arcese, Ardrino.......... Aug. 61920 110 L Adam. .. ... Do, 1 10
Aung. 11,1021 92,00 Feb. 19,1028 | 10
Aug. 11,1821 201 85
Aug. 4,1922 202,01
July 30,1923 20877
Aug. 8, 1924 221.92 £682, 07
July 24,1925 200. 00
$1,247.33
7745 | Braggs, James.......... | Aug. 6,1920 | 10
June 23,1921 | 5
7686 | Baker, Wilder P.._......| Feb. 14,1020 i B o NI TR June 23,1921 | 10
Mar. 16, 1821 132.28 June 16,1922 | 10
Mar, 14,1923 18448 b_ .ol June 23,1923 | 10
Mar. 21,1924 135.88 |-oeeeeneas June 11,1924 | 10
527.41 Aug. 20,1925 | 10
7801 | Barber, Edgar Wm ... Aug. 21,1020 | 10 | 140.48 |
£ A&. 25,1921 =1y 8377 | Brintla, John.__....... Feb. 26,1921 | 10
Aug. 25,1921 L ‘ Feb. 20, 1022 5
Aug. 4,1922 = Feb. 20,1022 | 10
July 23,1923 2 Feb. 21,1923 | 10
Aug. 16, 1924 5 Feb. 16,1924 | 10
Aug. 29,1925 | 10 | 207.88 |......-..- Mar, 17,1825 | 10
1,240.45 Mar. 4,1926 | 10
8400 | Beazley, John .L..._..-..} June 17,1921 |
| May 27,1922 7872 | Bruno, Gunarp
June 12,192
.Ln{me 2&1%
ay 20,1
g 1,262.21
7802 | Becktell, Logan Gr_......| Feb. 14,1920 1, 218. 54
Feb. 3,1021
Jan. 26,1922
Jen. 28,1622 3652 | Byraoe, Patrick J.._.._. Sept. 18,1811
Jan, 26,1922 Oct. 11,1912
Feb. 3,108 Sept. 25, 1013
Jan. 24,19M Sept. 18,191 | 124+ &
Jan. 28,1925 Sept. 21015 | 184 &
Mar. 10,1028 Sept, 11,1018 | 174+ 500
Bept. 17,1017 | 164+ 500
Sept. 4,1918 | 194+ 500 [
Seot 21920 | 34}| 70|
pt. i £
7764 | Bekart, Frank Bebt. Zaomt | 244] &oo
Nov. 22,1922 | 374 &.00
Nov. 61923 49:': 500
Nov. 19,1924 | 37 5.00
Nov. 24,1925 | 044 500
| 186. 46
1,211.25
10566 | Cahill, Joseph P___......| Oct. 2,1025]| 10 Jdan
7911 | Berg, Phillp. o coeeeeeo- Oct. 25,1920
Oct. 27, 1021
Oct. 24,1022 7683 | Callahan, Thos, 8 Oct. 6,1820( 10
Nov 7,1023 Oct. 19,1921 | &5
Dec. 34,1924 Oct. 19,1821 | 10
Sept. 13,1922 | 5
Sept. 13,1922 | 10
ga-mum)
7644 | Bialkowskl, Felix. __.___.| Mar. 20, 1920 o :
Mar. 18, 1621 Bept. 25,1025 | 10
Mar, 30,1022 1,102 2
Mar, 17,1923
Mar. 14, 1024
Mar. 31,1925 4073 | Campbell, Daniel G July 20,1011 9 5. 78
uly 19,1912 | 104 5.00
July 24,1013 | 11+ 5.00
E&Jy ?‘1%4 11+ 500
1 . Feb. 18,1926 150,00 | ooaaaces 160. 00 y T,1915 | 12 5.00
10675 | Boone, Willia LA o i
Juuljy 3.101; 114 g.m
; July 51918 | 214 7.60
18| Bowsany Okey M, 2o -s it July 91919 | 224+ 10,00 |
June 16,1922 Sept. 2,1020 | 154| 7.50
June 16, 1922 Bept. 21,1921 | 24| 6.00
June 231023 Sept. 3,192 | 24| 6.00
July 5 1924 Sept. 10,198 | 2+  6.00
Sl i ta
028,12 181.78
B Dot A gy o 7782 | Caroussos, Nicholss G| Aug. 31,1920
June 26, 1009 26, 44 Aung. 20,1621
Jan. 12,1011 54. 08 Ang. 20,1921
Jan. 17,1912 28. 63 Aug. 2,1022
June 22,1913 28 85 July 31,102
Feb. 12,1014 86. 05 Aug. 16,1024
Feb. 9,1015 28, B5 Aung. 20,1925 E |
Feb. 21,1016 28, B8 1,257.10
Fob. 16,1017 20,92 B
Feb. 13,1018 2,04
Feb. 18,1919 36. 08 7700 | Carrera, Modesto...... Dec. 27,1019 | 10
Nov. 13, 1020 63.11 : Jan. 11,1921 | 10
Dec. 12,1021 37.43 |. Jan, 7,197 | 5
Jan. 51923 37. 55 Jan, 7,1922 | 10
Nov. 17,162 40. 42 Dec. 20,1925 | 10
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DII‘I:'} Attu'r- g; Commission Attar
b Name of ward Date n‘ey s Total e Name of ward Date ney's Total
ber el ber Rate|Amount] o0
Per
; cent
7700 | Carrera, Modesto_....... Dee. 20,1923 1476 | Dizon, Frederick.........| Mar, 25,1905 | 10 | $%.72
A Sne s et
. 3,1926 | 10 | 145,87 | . ....... T
$1,102.16 Oct. 8,1u08| 10 | 9481
Sept. 20,1909 | 10 | 80.62
Sept. 16,1910 | 10 | 9.64
9285 | Carrige, Leonard, jr_..___| May 23,1025 | 9+ 300.00 | _._._.... 300. 00 g:l::._ }_?.}gg }g g&g ..........
Sept. 27,1013 | 10 | 90,76 |22 0o
A — fut sl 0w
Sept. 27,1916 ( 10 | 92.83 |
Sept. 271017 | 10 | @383
Sept. 18,1918 | 10 | 91.00
Sept. 24,1919 | 10 | 9266
Oct. 25,1920 | 10 | 9247
Oct. 20,1921 | 10 | 9204
Oct. 24,1922 | 10 | 9258
Nov. 7,192 | 10 | 94.13
Oct. 31,1924 | 10 | s4.86
7879 | Chesko, Robert. _____.__ Oct. 28,1925 | 10 8408 $1. 995,08
7717 | Erenbjerg, Nefls P.J_..__ ?I:]m 211{% ig :aﬁg ..........
y T KR
July 17,1922 | & | 14865
July 17,1922 | 8 |150.99
June 23,1928 | 224 500.00 |-
June 19,1924 | 10 | 206.11
7658 | Clifton, Sobers__......... Feb. 13,1920 June 20,1925 | 10 | 216.82 | o.o....
Feb. 3,1921 1,493.30
Feb. 310
e y
{& 22.:% 8790 | Farrell, Clayton.......... ﬁov. ’&}3}? lg % ?ﬁ e
ov. 1 1 7
e 80,08 Nov. 171013 | 10 | Samt
ov. 17, X
Nov. 10,1014 | 10 | 40.13
Nov. 22,1015 | 10 63.52 |.
il B ek S 5 g Nov. 151017 | 10 | 6357
@ RTINS X O ov. 3
Feb. 21,1923 Nov. 20,1018 | 214 13500
- ey | o
pr. 7,1925| 9+ 7500 | . ... ov.
242.71 Nov. 81621 | 10 | 62.75
Dec. 28,1922 | 10 | 67.38
Jan, 21,1024 | 10 | 63.05
10316 | Cooke, Hannah Kate_..__ Apr. 7,125 | & |31L93 |......... 81193 Apr. 1,1925) 10 | 79.15 o
MM |-Oamnr, BemuNl. oo o b WELLY 100.99 | 4405 | Fen, Daniel Pa........ May 17,1013 | 10 | 103.28
i\[{ny 8, 1914 lzi 5.00
ay 24,1015 | 104 500
TR ST T eat-arf i i S May 51916 | 19+ 500
3 251 10 May 1,1917 | 124+ 6.00
Aug 121922 | 10 May 81918 | M+ 7.50
e B [ May 12,1919 { 214+ 7.50
g it Bopt. 2iem | 18 | 70
: 1 I8+ 6.00
e | s Sept 11,1622 24 | 6.00
- Sept. 12,1023 | 25+ 6.00
mimiE G
7672 | Dalamon, Ramon. ... Nov. 3,1020 | 10 NS PR R s
Selmiemas e
Oct. 24,1022 | 10
Nov. 7.1923 | 10 7784 | Fizel, S8amuel. coeveee-... %ﬁ;&gg 12 1;%278
g&_" gﬁg ig t” 251021 | 8 |147.02
""""" 1,220.82 Oct. 23,1922 | 10 | 211.35
: Nov. 7,1023 | 94 200.00
Nov. 13, 162¢ 203. 05
3628 | Daly, Thomas. - .| e AR B AR 11807
1320 | Flavehan, Johm___......_ Jan. 91,1935 | 8+ Buwd |-
Jan. 2271926 | 94+ 500 |- ____
30, 00
10028 | Fletcher, Florence H. .. Jan. 14,1026 | 10 | 3611 |- 3. 11
P N e D
ug. 1
Aug. 7,1922 | 10 | 146.73
577.51 Sept. 6,1923 | 10 | 157.24
Aug. 18,1924 | 10 | 159.48
Sept. 25,1025 | 10 | 173.25 P
7646 | Day, Zelin .. ccnnenearaas Feb. 19,1920
: Jan. 22,1921
Feb. 17,1922
Feb. 17,1022 9143 | Franklin, Willie.—_......| Dee. 20,1922 | §
Feb, 17,1923 Dec. 20,1922 10
Mar. 26,108 | 1 De 2 im0
Oct.” 28,1925 Feb. 19,1026 | 10
1,286, 04 003.21
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T.ue Commission Lu-
naey nacy
T Name of ward Date Total il Name of ward Dato Total
ber Rate ber
Per
cent
7508 | Fri Ned icpt ;g.. %m ]lg 4252 | Griffin, Patrick. . coceeee. geg }g.' 133 Sﬁ%g
£ on.
AE‘E. 1,1022| 5 Feb. 11,1915 5,00
Aug: 11,1922 | 5 Feb. 2 19016 5.00
Aug. 11,1922 | 8 Teb. 2,1017 5.00
Sept. 10,1923 | 9 Teb. 11,1018 6.00
Aug. 22,194 | 10 Feb. 5 1019 7. 50
Aug. 29,1925 | 9— Feb. 16,1920 6.00
£1, 130.00 Jan. 24,1921 7. 00
Jan, 16, 1922 5.00
gan. éﬂ. 1923 5.00
5153 | Gallen, John.oooooen.... Aug. 27,1914 | 144 75.00 an. 21,1024 5.00
Aug, 61915 | 10'] 4811 Jan, 211995 5.00
Sept. 26,1916 | 10 | 60.05 = Jan. 22,1026 5.00
Sept. 27,1917 | 10 | 53.07 $36.92
Sept. 24,1018 | 10 | 48.15
Sept. 24,1010 | 10 | 4812
Oct. 86,1920 10 50, 04 7650 | Hall, Fred Qoo coecaae—. Mar. 4,1920
Oct. 251921 10 | 7230 Feb. 18, 1921
Oct. 23,1922 | 10 | 7267 Fob, 13,1022
Novy, 7,1023 | 10 70.40 Feb. 13, 1922
Dec. §,1924| 10 80. 23 Feb. 21,1023
Nov. 12,1925 | 10 | 56.17 | Feb. 20,1924
75233 Mar, 28,1925 o
1, 340,
7805 | Gartz, Goo. F.o........._| Sept. 9,1920| 10
Aug. 20,1921 5 5353 | Hermann, Juliua_........ Mar, 16, 1915
s | e o e
Sept. 10,1923 | 10 Mar. 16, 1918
Aug, 10,1824 | 10 Mar. 20,1919
Sept. 10,1025 | 10 %ﬁf }& %gi
Feb, 11,1922
o
8328 | Gaskell, John W.__....__.| Apr 19,1921 | 10 an.
ay 101022 | & Jan. 28,1925
May 10,1622 | 10 Mar. 4,1926
Apr. 27,1923 | 8 1,407, 87
May 81924 | 10
May 14,1625 | 10 ;
i e B g g e Mar. 17,1913 %00
Mar, 18, 1913 5.00
A |y s o il R Mac. 2% 1013 500
Ig‘:ﬁ‘ %1922 5 Mar. 9, 1916 5.00
Jan. 6,1922 | 10 Mar, 21017 5.00
Jan. §, 1024 7= Mar. 11,1918 6.00
Jan. 51924 | 94 %ar. }g. ig;!; &w
Dec. 20,1024 '] ar, 17,1 00
Feb. 19,1925 9 Fa el ig ﬁ:i% ;‘{%
g Apr. 27,1923 6.00 |-
Apr. 21,1924 6. 00
1925 .00
4743 | Grace, David. . occaaea...] May 24,1013 8 ay &
May 81914 | 10 L
May 68,1915 | 10
May 51016 | 10 8331 | Hill, Leon - o oo eeeeeee...| Apr. 27,1021 987,74
May 9,117 | 10 Apr. 25,1922 17.15
May 2,198 | 10 Apr. 25,1922 84.32
May 20,1900 10 Apr. 27,103 77.50
e ) s zum | |
May 2,192 | 10 May 14,1925 139,03
May 22,1923 | 10 : 860.27
Jupa 9,1824 | 10
May 11,1925 | 10
353,12
440.15
6362 | Grazer, Chas....oereaaaee Apr. 20,1917 | 10
Apr. 30,1918 | 10
Apr. 24,1819 | 10 7747 | Howard, Wm. H_____.___ Sept. 13,1020
ay 26,1920 | 10 Aug. 26,1921
May 90,1921 | 10 Aung 26,190
Apr. 24,1022 | 10 Aug. 16,1422
Apr. 26,1823 10 Sepl. 14,1023
ay 81024 | 10 Aug. 22,104
Apr. 22,1925 | 10 Aug. 25,1925
704. 86
3508 | Jawrosky, Felix F_.______| Mar. 19,1510
8716 | Green, Joseph..-oo-.-. Mar. 3,103 | 10 k¥, g
Feb. 20,1924 | 10 T o7’ 1012
- Mar. 18,1925 | 10 e 16, 1913
June 34,1915
iuuo Z,igig
ung
6750 | Greene, Wilbur E._..___. Apr. 20,1918 | 10 June 41918
Apr. 24,1010 | 10 June 16,1919
sy 29,1920 | 10 June 78,1920
Apr. 11,1921 | 10 July 11,1821
ay 11922 10 July 24,1022
May 11,1858 | 10 June 19162
May 17,192¢ | 10 July 2,102
May 14, 1925 10 July m: 1925
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s Total nagy
Rate {Amount| fee e | oz . 5
i ward Date oy
ney's T
7831 | Joh s = -
anson, Gustal._.._ Se T oslick
~o-....| Sopt. 13,1020 | 10 [$136.2%
Oct. 81,1921 | 5 | 69.41 ks . 7
&ct. anign| 7 |wem | = N :
| 3 eneeeeaa] JODL 21,1014 | 9
Nov. 7,1923 | 10 :&'}'g i s g
gec 17,1924 | 10 | 230.87 i )
ov. 16,1925 | 10 | 210.58 i a8
e Sl i mid)
6727 | Joh I : I :
DSOD, JAMES . . ceneenes June 51018 | 10 | 133. gg ?i'}g ;
June 13,1919 | 10 9&% i
Ang 21,1920 | 10 | 93.75 e o :
July 151921 | 10 | 958 D st :
iuly 24,1922 | 10 7. 53 R w‘llm ig
June 13,197 | 10 | 139.20 Holer
May 23,1924 | 10 | 146.95
ay 23,1925 | 10 | 164.08
.......... 3408 | Xrebs, John.
8256 | Jones, Henry.... =i i
ceeieod Mar, 12,1971 | 10 X ;
- - .2,1010 | 8
r 20,1922 | & | 11.98 Rovdi| 4
i i — Nov. 14,1912 8
Feb. 21,1023 | 10 | 182.47 R |
{f" 16,1024 | 10 | 170.23 Revsu | ¢
ar. 26,1925 | 10 | 223.37 Rov. |
T 1,112.41 Eg: ‘ﬂ:lgm 2
- v 1917 | 10
yoe, William. ..oo...... Dec. 22,1913 | 10 | 116.25 gg:. %}gm :
Dec. 11,1014 | 8 | 6396 ND:- i “"}g :
pxmuy| & | aE E i ig
Dec. 15,1917 | 10 o, 00 o l& HE
pr i) & | um lh
Rec. lge i §g la?g ---------- Nov. 25,1925 | 10
n. 61922| 10 |10
Dee. 22,1922 | 10 54 3 =
b | 1 | il j i
241924 | 10 | 136,65 e et
Feb, 10,1926 | 10 | 139.40 el
__________ KXo 5 im] 10
8057 | Kass, Isadore J — iegt- 2 {g
‘ wmemeoeno.| Dec, 81,1020 | 10 | 141.88 5“’%‘ }l i
gx g.z 10 | 98.31 b
. 5198 | b | 4am o
Jan. & 19% 156 =
gzg zg'ig lg 7666 | Kuhn, Anna T.........| Oct. 12,1923
£ i : G 8 s 1a+ 300.00 |-oooncit
= 34+ 7.00
Feb. 19,1926 | 10 A
025, S
7050 | Kelly, Neil I... Jan. 20, e i =
it . 20,1921 4 E
;ab. i 1: 1.:&3 ___________ Feb. 2 1623 lg i%gg
3 ::t'a. 2,192 | 10 | 126.57 M 3%‘1923 b e
Jan. 18,1623 | 10 |172.19 i ial 5 G
an. 21,1924 e s
Jan. 30,1925 ig };? ot =
Feb. 24,1026 | 10 2 :
e 4281 | Lindell, =
Oscar
2 I s S (| gg. 17,1913 | 8 | 86.51
; Kennedy, Wm. John.___ | JB\F 28,1011 | 10 i ﬁ:%g}; is‘l. 2
Sanl B
- 10
e }31: g:gg ;nb 7.1018 | 12+ &&]J
ey 2y Lo Bl
i 154+ 7
May 11,1017 &% =1 -
May 14, 1918 gi ?053 }.Sb = ﬁi :;gg
ﬁ:; g,imn nH Teolii = ?}}g s
Tune 1:13 %t 60 5 il i &
T”nlm %I - an. 221028 | 124 6.00
pr. 23,1923 | 26+ 6.00 -
ifr' 21,1924 | 254 6.00 e | =
R R — Maiss, Julius..... Mar. 8§19
LSl E 12 ;
Z0 bes ﬁ: i& }gla 13 mﬂ'}
on, Gepevieve G.__| May 21,1923 | 10 i 8‘19{; - E
oy 2,0m 3&1'-83 Mar. 25, 1916 10 ﬁé{‘i
May 20,1025 | 10 | 12233 i‘i: %& }gg it
........... ! 10 | 2
Apr. 24,1619 e
| o 4 X 10 | 37.58
e e s |y
: Apr. 18,1922 | 17+ 5% i i
= > July 3,102 2
o e T TR o gum) u | s
ay 5,1025 | 104 ;'g s
""" 108,40 | 7811 | McQarty, Francis i
2% | Koslick, Frank /
ok, Frank- ... Dee, 21,1907 | 10 | 305 o gﬁy Al
e g = 19,1921 | 10
Dec. 18,1000 | ¢ | 77.82 i i ;
Jan, 4,091 9 | 0 Im“"!‘; 2|
Jan. 61912 9 91“ J S|
Jan, 10,1913 | 9 w.?: = 2&;&} :
1,140, 84
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8021 | McGuire, Edw. V... Nov. 10,1020 4207 | O'Brien, John. .......... Feb. 1920 | 19+ $7.50 ).
Dec. 21021 Mar. 18,1021 | 14 500
Dec. 2,1821 Mar. 10,1022 | 18 6.00
Dec. 61923 Mar. 16,1923 | 214+ 6.00
Nov. 14, 1923 Mar. 6,1924 | 284 600
Nov Mar. 17,1025 | 174 500
Jan. 14,1926 $145.19
$1,114.33
7769 | Pach, Frank. . ..coueeus Bept. 17, 1020 B | 18838
10593 | MeNefl, James.. ... Jan. 14,1926 | 7—| 250.00 |.occeuea- 250, 00 Oct. 19,1921 | 10 | 11512
Bept. 28,1922 | 10 | 109.37
83.. 3{,]9‘% 54| 300.00
4306 | McNell, Wm. Jococaeeas Jan. 1913 | 17 82.03 . 8L 19 9 | 208 43
: Feh. z%,mu 10 S L IR Oct. 10,1925 | 84 200.00
Feb. 10,1015 | 10 5.00 1,121, 30
Feb. 15,1918 | 10 5.00
Feb, 12,1917 | 10 522
Feb. B 1818 24 6.00 7812 | Perko, Frank___......_.. July 20,
Feb. 6,1019 | 154 7.50 June
Feb 1020 | 184 7.50 June
Mar. 16,1921 | 134+ 7.50 June
Mar 1022 | 15 7.00 May
Mar, 15,1923 | 18 7.00 June
Mar. 6, 1024 7—| 6.00 June 20,
Mar. 12,1925 | 3+ 600
158. 75
7874 | Petrovitch, Stephen...__. Oct. 6,1020 | 10
7583 | Mercado, Casiniro. ...... ?pt 21,1920 | 10 Oct. 29,1921 | 10
ot.  5,1021 5 Nov. 1,1922 5
Oct. 51921 10 Nov. 1,1922| 10
Sept. 15,1922 | 10 Nov. 14,1023 | 10
Oct. 7,1923| 10 Nov. 14,1624 | 10
Oct. 17,1924 | 10 QOct. 20,1925 | 10
Oct. 7,1025| 10 920, 43
1,028. 72
7787 | Pierce, Leighton B._.._.__| July 27,1920
7832 | Mientus, Btanley...e.-_. July 23,1020 | 10 | 174,90 June 30,1921
July 19,1021 | 10 | 162.48 June 30, 1921
July 17,1923 | 10 | 13139 » June 14,1022
Juns 25,1923 | 10 | 14538 June 14,1023
Juna 11,1924 | 10 | 198.98 ... ... June 90,1924
July 24,1925 10 215.10 June 24, 1925
978. 21
7808 | Milewski, J0o..occunuoaes| ggg %li }% g 8412 | Powers, Thomas F_._.._. Nov, 11,1025
July 19,1921 | 10
July 6,1922 | 10
June 27,1023 | 10 7957 | Puesley, George.........- Oct. 61020
June 24,1924 | 10 Oct. 31,1021
July 24,1925 | 10 Oct. 31,1821
Oct. 23,1022
Nov 14,1923
Nov. 13, 1024
7208 | Motley, Wilfred R._..._. Sept. 24,1010 | 10 | 50.59 Nov. 12, 1925
Oct. 6,1920| 8 | 24470
Oct. 20,1921 | 10 | 163.47 |...i___.
Sept. 20,1922 | 10 | 182.74
O T 12 T hear 9073 | Randall, William.. ... June 24,102 | 5 | 7o | ..
Oct. 31925 | 10 | 193.50 June 24,102¢ | 10 | 7872 | _.
T a St e v 1,203, 20 June 8, 1925 10 8644
! 234,42
4711 | Mutschal, Gus...........| Aug. 15,1917 | 10
Aug. 26,1919 8 7685 | Richardson, Arthur T.._| May
Dec. 14,1920 | 10 May
Jan. 10,1922 | 10 Apr.
Jan. 14,1924 | 10 Apr.
Deec. 17,1824 | 10 Apr.
Feb. 19,1926 | 10 Apr.
407.02 oy
May
: 1, 164.01
8402 | Navarroso, Santiago..... Juns 3,1921 | 10 | 195.62
May 27,1922 | 10 | 119.73
e el e ' 5810 | Robertson, Daniel B._...| Feb. 4,1018 | 10
June 20,1925 | 10 | 145.59 Fob, 16,1017 | 10
730.05 Feb. 20,1918 | 10
> Feb. 18,1019 | 10
Apr. 91020 | 10
7806 | Nicholotto, Castento__...| Sept. 21,1920 | 10 | 21,98 et el B
Oct, 20,1021 | 74 280.42 | ________ Apr. 281923 | 10
Sept 20,1922 | 8 |17230 | ____.....| May 20,1924 | 10
Oct. 12,1923 | 9 | 200.69 May 16,1625 | 10
Oct. 23,1024 | 9 |213.85 651 15
Oct.  7,1025 84| 200.00
1, 205. 54
7718 | Roeco, Femia ... oo oooo...| jsn. 11, 1% lg
4207 | O'Brien, Joho.o...... wee| Feb. 81013 7 | 7600 | ... une 11,1921 | 1
Feb. 10,1014 lgi B0 28T 15108 | 10
Feb. 17,1915 | 1 5.00 1\'\’[‘:’ 12,1923 | 10
Feb. 9,1918 | 114 500 Jay 31-13 13
Feb. 2,1017 8,00 une 20,1 1
Feb. 8,1918| 1 6.00 2 716
Feb. 6,199 | 154 7.50




1926 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 7765

Y Commission I Luo- Commission At
nacy i atha Gharrt Date ney's | Total | DHCY) Name of ward Date ney’s | Total
nl?arjm Rate |Amount|  f°° ber Rate [Amount| Tee
cend
JJohnH___.........|Oct. 6,1920| 8 [§240.66 7744 | Etehman, Cameron_.__.. Dec. 2,1021 1 4-+8164.48 | ____.
s 2, Oct. 51921 | 10 |160.06 | ______._ Jan. 30,1023 LB o e
Sept. 20,1922 | 10 | 173.61 Jan. 30,1024 | & | 12210
Oct. 12,1923 | 10 (18233 [ _____..__ ay 16,1925 | 44| 600.00 | ...
Oct. 3&1% 13 :%ﬁ $1,000.22
Oct. 10, 1 L] T L
$1,157.97
3545 | Stone, William O.._.____ iopt 13,113?3 : gg.?g 1 £150.00
w404 | Rutiedge, Patrick......__.| Aug. 25,1021 | 0 Aug. syt | 4 | mor oo
Aug. 12,1922 | 10 Aug. 20,1912 | 414 52,39
Bept. 26,1923 | 10 Aug. 22,1913 7 3
Aug. 22,1624 | 10 Aug. 81914 | 7 |120.63
Sept. 10,1925 | 10 | 167.94 | Aug. 6,1915 | 10 |142.75
954.36 Aug. 221016 | 10 [ 135
1 Aug. 14,1917 | 10
Sefigas, : July 20,1920 | 10 | 148.99 Ang 111010 | 10
7814 AL e S ¥ 20,1020 | 10 |148.90 .. ng. 11,1919 | 1
June 23,1921 | 10 | 124.55 . 91920 | 10
June 19,1922 | 10 | 131.03 |..._____ Aug. 30,1921 | 10
June 23,1923 | 10 | 144.74 pq 13,1922 | 10
July 18,1024 | 10 |142.53 Sept. 15,1923 | 10
July 24,1625 | 10 | 147.56 Aug. 16,1924 | 10
£39.70 Bept. 14,1025 | 8
7033 | Belecman, Jos. S__.___._. Sept. 21,1920 | 9 |204.02( . __ =]
A
et. 9, 4 1501 | Straub, Charles __.......| June 6,1905 | 7 |346.26
Oct. 16,1923 | 10 | 134.60 i Taiy 1100 | 9 | A0
Oct 17,1024 | 10 | 70.45 July 21%07 | 9 | 8.7
Oct. 23,1925 | 10 | 14402} .. ... _. 1908 a 56. 50
812. 06 July 16,1909 | 0 | 69.63
Aug 22,1910 | 10 | 83.03
Aug. 11,1011 | 9 | 720 [L2TTITT
10289 | Shea, Wm. Patrick.____. Mar, 31,1025 | 10 |12L74 | ... 121.74 i% g,igg m+ g.g
Aug. 10,1914 | 10 | 86.42
1155 | Sinnott, James A-____._. My 41004 | £ 41 208,00 A wiee] 10 | BB
i ,},h},m el s e e k= Aug. 141917 [ 10 | 6260
Jan. 24,1908 | 8 | 49.84 Aug. 13,1918 | 10 | 98.38
! 4945 Aug. 26,1019 | 10 | 90.20
i fleead 2 Sept. 10,1920 | 10 | 113,69
N i 8 2 0 B lou | 10 [ 11838
i1 B B Sept. 13,1922 | 10 | 11504 |27
Apr. 61914 | & | 30.07 Bept, 15,1923 | 10 | 115.90
Apr 13, 1915 6 3@:11 --------- Aug. 22,1924 10 78
Apr. 20,1916 [ 7 | 4217 Aug. 25,1925 | 10 [114.93
Apr. 20,1017 | 8 | 45.14 | 2,151.52
Mpary 7,1918 | 8 | 48.33 .
May 20,1919 | 10 | 60.47
Aug. 9.1 10 | 75.56 8332 | Sutton, Willam___.______ June 7,1921 | 10 | 178.76
July 9,1021| 10 | 60.00 May 251922 | 5 |100.33 | ...
July 24,1922 | 10 | 60.06 | May 25,1922 | 10 |153.61 | _________
Bept. 19,1023 | 10 | 6024 May 26,1923 |  9-+{ 200.00
Aung 18,1924 | 74| 2500 June 6,1924 | 6— 200.00
Sept. 25,1925 | 10 | 75.40 | June 20,1025 | 10—{ 20000 |-.____-
1,142 66 1,032.70
7633 | Smith, Rodney M_._____ Jan. 22,1020 | 10
£ Jan, 241921 | 10 7748 | Taylor, French ... ..
Feb. 2,192 | 10
Jan, 13,1923 | 10
Jan. 25,1024
Jan. 28,1925| 10
1,275.41
1,210. 05
7723 | Smith, Charles F_____._. Oct. 6,1920 | 10
o 7859, | Thomas, Sidor...____.___ Oct. 28,1920 | 8 |2s0m
Oct. 25,1922 10 Oct, 25,1921 10 172,02 |.
NG\; 69,1923 | 10 Oct 23,1922 10 | 178.08 |,
Nofl 13,1924 | 10 Nov. 8,192 | 10 | 187.08 |_
Oct. 2 25, 1925 10 Nov. 13,1924 | 10 88,27 |.
7 1,082, 11 Nov. 12,1825 | (*) | 100,00 | ____..._.
i 977. 28
i S R e e Moy 5225 | Thompson, Jobn W__.._| Oct. 10,1014 | 12+ 7500
Yo Oct. 22,1915 | 10 | 63.71
T Oct. 21,1918 | 10 | 6445
i Oct. 251617 | 10 | 8511
T Oct. 15,1918 | 10 | 66.34
3 £31.32 Oct. 14, 1919 10 066,96 |
Vs Oct. 28,1920 [ 10 | 75.60 |
- Oct 27,1921 ( 10 | 7416
9673 | Starkes, Thomas Nelson | Nov. 90,1023 | 10 [14575 [ i b ond Bl [
Nov. 4,192 | 101 | 121.79 | Nov. 14,1924 | 10 | 86.55
Oct. 26,1925 | 10 Nov. 121925 | 10 | 8414} 70
380.33 882, 28
£030 | Steele, Hugh A _......... Nov. 24,1920 | 10 | 16L.66 | .. ... 8101 | Vazquez, Genaro__....___ Dee. 16,1920 | 10
Liwl (5 | 7698 Dec. 21021 | 10
Dec. 1,1921 | 10 Dec. 15 1922 5
Dec. 15,192 10 Dee. 151022 | 10
S Gl (- Nov. 17,1923 | 10
Jan. 28,1026 | 10 ! Rate ané amoun! of commission for 1909, 1910, 1011, and 1912 represents one-hal,
1,235, 10 | &s records show cocommnittee during said years.
* No net assets for basis,
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cent
Bl01 | Vazquez, Cenaro........ Dec. 151924 | 10 |§180.36
Jan., 28,1026 | 10 | 186.93 | caeaa..-d]
$1,082. 60
4164 | Watkins, Lee G..oaeeo- Nov. 10, 1911 8 | 23280
Nov. 23,1912 8 BL 86t
Nov. 10,1913 | 10 18,32
Nov. 10,1914 | 134 17.74 |- ...
Nov. 26,1915 | 8 | 18.47
Nov. 24,1916 | 10 22.87
Nov. 7,1017 | 10 10,74
Nov. 15,1918 | 10 2100
Nov. 11,1018 | 104+ 17.13
Nov. 24,1020 | 10 2139
Nov. 17,1021 | 10 | 20.88
Dec. 192] 10 20,00
Dec. 51923 | 10 19.39
B u | 2
an.
531,00
3376 | Weaver, Lowis............ Bopt. 7,1000 | B | 167.78
Aug. 22,1910 | 10 40. 81
Aug. 251011 | 10 47.78
Aug. 81912 10 41,03
Aug, 23,1913 | 10 47.43
Ang. 10,1014 | 10 44.08
Aug. 18,1915 | 10 46. 75
Aug. 3,1916 | 10 48. 52
il.lg. 1& Iglg 10 48, g
ug. 13,1018 | 124 60.00 |.ceeemnnev
Bept. 10,1019 | 10 48,56
Aug 28,1920 | 10 | 4848
Aug. 30,1921 | 10 48.47
Bept. 13,1922 | 10 | 48.98
Sept. 15,1923 | 10 | 48.80
Oct. 14,1924 | 10 43,31
Oct 7,1925| 10 | 3592
913. 84
7806 | Williams, Henry......._.| Sept. 13,1020 | 10 | 123.07
Aug. 20,1921 | 10 | 108.61
Aug. 1,1022| 10 | 13225
Sept. 14,1923 | 10 | 140,38
Oct. 31,1024 | 10 | 15542
Oct. 10,1025 | 10 | 117.79
B81. 62
8575 | Winbush, Hayne..._.... Oct. 20,1921 5 6409
Oct. 20,1921 | 10 | 21521
Oct. 41922 | 10 |190.10 | ...
Oct. 12,1823 200. 00
Oct. 31,1924 | 10 | 21034
Oct. 7,1825 | 10 | WO |l
1,110.94
8266 | Wright, Richard...._.... Apr, 23,1021 § | 250.55
Mar. 27, 1922 8 |127.8
Mar, 68,1923 | 10 |174.45
Feb. 16,1924 | 10 | 137.58
Mar. 18,1025 | 10 | 6L23
760. 04
Total.- 100,070.25

Herseer L. Davis,
Auditor Supreme Court, District of Columbia.
MarcH 29, 1926.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL

Mr, CAMPBELL from the Committee on Enrolled Bills
reported that this day they had presented to the President
of the United States, for his approval, the following bill:

H. R. 7455. An act to legalize the submarine cable laid in
the St. Louis River at the Spirit Lake Transfer Railway
drawbridge, between New Duluth, Minn., and Oliver, Wis,,
and used for the lighting of the village of Oliver Wis,

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, one of ifs clerks,
aunounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the
Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 9341) making appropriations for the Executive Office
and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, commis-
sions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and
for other purposes, and that the Senate had agreed to the
amendment of the House of Representatives to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered § to said bill
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed
without amendment H. Con. Res. 22:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concuring),
That there be, and is hereby created, a joint committee consisting
of 10 members, 6 of whom shall be appointed by the Presiding Officer
of the Senate and 5 by the Speaker of the House to attend safd

celebration for the purpose of representing the Congress of the United
States.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following resclution :

Senate Concurrent Resolution 14

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he s hereby,
authorized and directed, In the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 8132)
granting penslons and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and
satlors of the war with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, or the China
rellef expedition, to certain maimed soldiers, to certain widows, minor
children, and helpless children of such soldiers and sailors, and for
other purposes, to incorporate therein the following amendment, viz:

On page 2, line 6 of the Senate engrossed amendment, after the
word “ Provided” and the comma, insert the following: “ That any
such person whose name was upon the pension roll on the 5th day of
April, 1917, and who served 90 days or more in the military or naval
service of the United States during the World War and was honorably
discharged therefrom, shall upon making proof of such fact, be replaced
upon the pension roll and be entitled to receive all the benefits of
this act: Provided further,”

On page 5, line 9 of sald amendment, after the word * roll,”" insert

the following: *, or whose name was upon the pension roll on the
Oth day of April, 1917,

On page 6, line 1 of sald amendment, after the word “law" and
the comma, insert the following: * or whose names were on the pen-
glon roll on the 5th day of April, 1917,"

On page 6, line 5 of sald amendment, after the word “roll” and
the comma, insert the following: “or whose numes are not entitled

to be replaced on the pension roll under the provisions of this aet,”
: BATTLE OF COWPENS

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the Battle of Cowpens.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the
Battle of Cowpens. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, on this one hundred and fifty-
first anniversary of the Battle of Lexington against British
regulars, by * those embattled farmers whose shot was heard
round the world,” it seems fitting to recall that most signal and
brilliant victory by American militiamen against trained and
seasoned imperial campaigners.

I have sought to show, and believe that history will sustain
the claim, that but for the victory at Cowpens there would have
been no glorious Yorktown. If Morgan's forces had been
crushed and scattered, Cornwallis, with the aid of Tarleton's
force, would probably bave overwhelmed and destroyed Greene's
army at Guilford Court House., With this accomplished, Corn-
wallis would have gained sufficient strength and confidence, and
the patriot organizations would have been proportionately
weakened and demoralized as to enable the British to keep the
field and his refuge to the * bottle neck” at Yorktown would
not have been taken. So we may justly and fairly claim that
Cowpens is a companion victory with Kings Mountain, only 30
miles distant, and having taken place just 100 days prior
thereto. So we can fairly assert that Cowpens and Kings
Mountain deserve to rank with Bennington and Saratoga, with
Bunker Hill, Brandywine, and Princeton. Already at a cost of
$065,000, a monument has been erected by appropriation of Con-
gress on the Kings Mountain battle field, but not a single cent
has ever been spent by any government on the Cowpens battle
ground. Yet Cowpens battle ground is so situated with refer-
ence to railroads, highways, and concentrated populations as to
render the improvement and development of same by the ex-
penditure of $25,000, a great object lesson in patriotism to tens
of thousands annually.

HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE OF BATTLE OF COWPENS

In order fully to grasp the far-reaching historical significance
of the victory at Cowpens we must make a broad review of the
situation in America generally. We will find that there had
been no conspicuous victory since Burgoyne's surrender at
Saratoga. We will find that New York and Newport seemed to
be firmly held by the British. We will find that the populations
in the smaller towns and in the country of the New England
and the Middle Atlantic States were generally Whigs, and
therefore strictly in sympathy with the cause of American in-
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dependence, and perhaps the British had well-nigh despaired
of ever reestablishing complete authority in that section of the
country. However, there is ground for the belief that the Eng-
lish Government under Lord North eoncluded that if they could
keep Washington and his resolute army busy watching the
British forces penned up in New York and Newport they might
send other forces to subjugate completely Georgia, the Caro-
linas, and Virginia. Thus there was a prospect that at least a
portion of the colonies might be saved to the crown and be ex-
ceedingly useful as a counterpoise to such of the colonies as
might win their judependence.

Accordingly the British authorities set about to subjugate
these Southern States. In turn the Continental Congress and
the various States resolved that America would fight as a whole
and win her independence as a whole, Consequently, efforts
were made to raise the strongest possible army to resist the
British in the South.

But the success of the British and the corresponding failure
of the Americans was most disheartening and welil-nigh fatal
but for the evenis up to which we are leading. It will be re-
called that there was a combined French and American attack
upon the British entrenched in Savannah, and this ended in a
most disastrous defeat on October 9, 1779, when the gallant
Conunt Pulazki with more than 1,000 other French and American
soldiers gave up their lives.

The next move of the British was to capture Charleston,
8. 0., the principal city of the South at that time. No effort
was spared either in the strength of the forces organized or in
the desperate and eruel mode of warfare resorted to to terrorize
the people of South Carolina, and especially to hold before their
terrified minds the prospect of inciting the slaves to a general
insurrection against their masters. John Fiske, in his history
of the American Revolution, on page 165, Volume II, says of the
resolute and determined spirit of the people of South Carolina
to resist the powerful efforts of the British, that—

The fit ground for wonder is that, in spite of such adverse circum-
gtances, the State of South Carolina should have shown as much
elastic strength ns she did under the severest military stress which

any American State was called upon to withstand during the Revolu-
tlonary War.

Neither space nor time permits us here to record the terrible
sufferings of the people of South Carolina during the campaign
of 1780, The eruel and implacable General Prevost hesitated
at no device of eruelty or barbarity to terrorize the population
and to disorganize opposition. He had with him a corps of
Indians that were expected to display the severest of barbarities
and they did not disappoint him. At this time the famous Col.
Banastre Tarleton first appears in the annals of the war for in-
dependence and immediately established that reputation which
followed him throughout his career on American soil as an
officer of ability, mingled with a wantonness and cruelty seldom
equaled.

A large British army now advanced overland from Savannah,
Ga., toward Charleston, 8. C., and General Lincoln, in com-
mand of the American Army, consisting of about 7,000 troops,
retired within the works about Charleston in the hope of being
able to defend it. But resistance was in vain. After with-
standing a long siege the entire army was compelled to sur-
render on May 12, 1780, and the city of Charleston fell into the
hands of the British. The loss of the entire army, with the
most prominent and important city in the South, well nigh
crushed the hopes of all patriotic Americans everywhere. It
was the greatest blow that the canse of independence had re-
ceived since the surrender of Fort Washington. But it was
not the only misfortune that was to fall upon American arms.

The British now sent out from Charleston forces in several
directions to take possession of important inland points, such as
Ninety-8ix toward the west, and Camden, Winnshoro, and
Cheraw toward the north. The Americans were still deter-
mined to defend their counfry, and, after the capture of Lin-
coln and his army in Charleston, General Gates, the hero of
Saratoga, was put in command of the armies in the South,
and he advanced southward through Virginia and North Caro-
lina, gathering troops as he went. At this time Horace Wal-
pole, in, the British House of Commons, believing his state-
ment to be true, said:

We look on America as at our feet,

The English Government thought that all reslstance must
now cease. But they did not understand the American spirit
nor the resolute purpose back of American action. Now, again,
the farmers left their fields and families, the workmen left their
shops, and all classes rallied once more around the standard for
independence. In the meantime an internecine warfare was
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going on all over South Carolina. Many weak and irresolute
persons, believing that the British authority would finally be
restored, now deserted the cause of the colonists and joined the
Tories, and it was neighbor against neighbor, and sometimes
brother against brother, and no man’s life nor home was safe.
Negroes and Indians were called into this strife.

Families retired at night to be awakened before daylight
by the crackling of the fires consuming their homes and barns.
Their horses were stolen and carried away and their cattle
and hogs driven into the camps of the enemy. Indeed, it took
a stout beart to withstand the temptation to align one's self
with what seemed to be the all-powerful victorious British
cause,

But another sad disappointment was to afiliet the patriots.
Lord Rawdon, with about 2,000 British troops, was in com-
mand at Camden, 8. C., and General Gates, with an American
Army of about 3,000 men, most of them inexperienced militia
and suffering from insufficient food, clothing, and medicine,
and faint from long and weary marches in hot weather, ad-
vanced toward Camden. General Gates planned a surprise
attack on the night of August 15, 1780, and Lord Rawdon, in
turn, had planned a surprise attack at the same time, and
their advance parties met about 3 o'clock in the morning of
August 16 on the road about § miles from Camden. After
a slight skirmish both armies rested on their arms waiting
for daylight, and when the sun rose the battle was resumed.
General Gates failed to display any of the daring and heroie
leadership that won at Saratoga; on the contrary, he was
hesitating, uncertain, and confused. He allowed his forces
to be divided, he did not take advantage of the opportunity
to flank the enemy, allowed himself to be caught on a narrow
ledge of land between two inextricable swamps, and con-
sequently was not only defeated but horribly routed, his army
broken to pleces, his soldiers butchered or driven into the
swamps, and himself forced to fly on horseback at full speed
and almost alone, nearly 200 miles, to Hillsborough, N. C.
Indeed, * The laurels of Saratoga had changed to the willows
of the South.”

Surely, this was “ the year of dizaster " for the cause of inde-
pendence. The British thought, surely, now the southern
spirit would be broken. Surely, resistance would cease. But
not so. The British Army was divided into three parts—one
under the famous Tarleton, another under an able and deter-
mined Scotch soldier, Colonel Ferguson, and the main body
under Lord Cornwallis, who had come from Charleston and
succeeded Rawdon in command at Camden. These three forces
advanced by three different routes through the northern part
of South Carolina toward North Carelina, and Ferguson's force
of about 1,100 British regulars camped on a spur of King's
Mountain and was surrounded, surprised, and destroyed by
forees under Colonels Campbell, McDowell, Shelby, Sevier, and
Cleveland on October 7, 1780. The men making up these
patriotic organizations under these natural leaders were not
regulars, and in fact could hardly be called * militia.” They
were made up from the hardy Scotch-Irish seftlers, described
contemptuously by Tarleton as “ backwater men.”

When they found that this force of the British had separated
themselves from the main body they joined their favorite lead-
ers and took their rifles and shotguns of various description
with them, rode their own horses, provided their own ammuni-
tion, and even the private soldiers participated in the * counecil
of war" as to whether or not an attack should be made upon
the British established on King's Mountain. These men were
independent fighters. The several subdivisions advanced upon
the mountain from so many directions and quietly crept up its
steep sides and had seized the sentinels around the eamp before
their approach was dreamed of. Colonel Ferguson displayed
all the heroism and gallantry of the race of Scotch fighters
from which he eame. With defiance he shouted to his men,
“Now beat the damned rebels to the ground.” But it was
all in vain, These determined backwoods fighters could not
be terrified. One of them sent a bullet through the body
of Ferguson himself, who fell dead from his horse. Practi-
cally the entire force was either killed, wounded, or eaptured.

This victory at King's Mountain gave cheer to the patriots
from one end of the country to the other. But it was followed
by a period of watchful waiting, and the loss of a thousand
soldiers was by no means decisive as against the British.
Hence they continued in their policy of terrorizing and destroy-
ing the people and their substance. Now, “the old wagoner,”
Daniel Morgan, who was with Braddock and Washington on
their expedition against the French in 1754, went to the South
with a commission from Congress as brigadier to exercise com-
mand under General Greene, who had supplanted the unfortu-
nate Gates in command of the whole South. Morgan was &
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character who deserves to be better known to the American
people. On that expedition with Braddock he was a mere
wagoner, a team driver, yet when insulted by a British licuten-
ant he knocked the lieutenant down and was tried by a sum-
mary court-martial and sentenced to suffer * 500 lashes on his
bare back.” He was heroic to the point of desperation at
Quebec and Saratoga.

THE BRITISH STILL DETERMINED

But the British were resolved to hold the ground they had
gained in the Southern Colonies, The communications and
security of Cornwallis were constantly threatened by the pres-
ence of forces under Gen. Daniel Morgan, varying from 20{) to
800 men, according fo the nature of the mission and the inclina-
tion of the troops of some of the militia organizations. Corn-
wallis was reinforced by 2,000 soldiers sent from New York by
water to Charleston and thence overland to the interior, and
in January, 1781, he ordered Colonel Tarleton to drive Morgan,
“ the wagoner,” as e was contemptuously called, out of South
Carolina or destroy him. The force of General Morgan had a
very precarious existence, It was compelled to rely largely
upon the people in the vicinity for subsistence and for forage
for the force of about 80 cavalry under Lieut. Col. William
Washington.

Morgan was slowly retreating to the northwest and was being
pushed by the pursuing Tarleton. Finally, on the night of Jan-
uary 16, Morgan camped at what is known as “ The Cowpens,”
a high plateau where the underbrush had been killed, due to
the fact that the cattle for all that section would be assembled
at that place to be branded and where it was possible to see
through the forest for several hundred yards. In addition to
the force of 80 cavalry, Morgan had 237 Continental troops and
653 militiamen from Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina,
and Georgia. Here Morgan determined that he must fight and
went from mess to mess where the soldiers were bivouacked,
advising them that they must fight not only for victory but
for life, for home, and for loved ones, as well as for inde-
pendence.

The disposition of the troops by General Morgan manifests
unusual taetical skill. John Fiske, in his history of the Ameri-
can Revolutionary War, says that “the Battle of Cowpens
was the most conspicuous tactical vietory of the war.” The
arrangement was substantially as follows: About 60 sharp-
shooters from North Carolina were placed as skirmishers on
the right flank and far out in front, and about 150 of the
Georgia militia similarly placed on the left flank, making a
thin line of skirmishers, who were instructed to pick out the
officers as they would squirrels, and having delivered their first
volley to fall back on the next line and reload.

Colonel Tarleton had a force of about 1,100 British regulars,
with two field pieces and with great superiority in eavalry and
in ammunition and in bayonets. When formed in battle line
they all rushed forward with great impetuosity and confidence.
But many of the officers fell under the well-directed aim of the
American skirmishers. But when the British troops saw the
skirmish line giving way they became overconfident, assumed
that the Americans were retreating, and rushed forward in
disorder. The next line of Morgan’s troops, consisting of Vir-
ginia riflemen, delivered volley after volley that thinned the
ranks of the British and threw them into confusion. The
militia, having retired behind the Continental regulars, re-
formed and returned to the fight, this time striking the British
left flank, while Liéuntenant Colonel Washington, whose cavalry
had been stationed in the rear of the main body of Morgan’s
troops, now bore down with irresistible force upon the British
right flank so that soon the British were practically surrounded,
and Tarleton barely escaped capture as he rushed at full speed
from the field, accompanied by a few of the dragoons.

THE VICTOKY AT COWPENS DECISIVE

On this glorious day of January 17, 1781, the American
militiamen, “the backwater men,” led by the plain civilian
goldier, Daniel Morgan, gave wonderful account of themselves
in administering a terrific and destructive defeat to a force
of British regulars with a superiority of 800 in numbers and
with great superiority in arms and ammunition. The Ameri-
cans lost only 12 killed and 60 wounded, while the British lost
115 killed, 200 wounded, with about 550 prisoners, including
70 negroes that had been taken from their owners and masters
and were carried by the British as eamp servants. The
British lost two standards, 100 horses, 35 wagons, 800 muskets,
and their two fieldpieces, and many other supplies. General
Morgan wrote in his report:

Our guceess must be attributed to the justice of our cause and tho
gallantry of our troops. My wishes would induce me to name everr
gentinel in the corps.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

APrIL 19

This victory settled the gquestion of subjugating the South.

Hereafter the sole problem in the mind of Cornwallis was to
get away from those uncompromising and unconquerable pa-
triots of South Carolina. Hence he moved northward with ail
dispateh, had a drawn battle with General Greene at Guilford
Court House, and thence advanced through Virginia to his
position at Yorktown. We know the rest. We know how
Lafayette held him at bay on Yorktown DPeninsnla while
Washington was coming from the Hudson over land and water
to the great and final victory. We know how the French
Admiral de Grasse had sent word that he would bring the
French fleet to the Chesapeake Bay in the late summer of
1781, and how de Grasse, after a severe maval battle, pre-
vented the British fleet from relieving Cornwallis from the
“bottle neck " that the Americans and their allies had formed
abouf him., But for the victory of the French fleet, Cornwallis
would have embarked upon the British fleet and would have
transporfed his army to New York, and thus Washington's
march from the Hudson and the assembling of troops from
irfrt:i,nsouth, east, and west at Yorktown would have been

v

Thus 1780, “the year of disasters,” was followed by 1781,
“the year of glorious victory.” Thus King's Mountain, fought
on October T, 1780, on South Carolina soil, was followed shortly
by Cowpens on January 17, 1781, also on South Carolina soil,
distant only about 30 miles. These two victories turned the
tide of war. These two victories heartened the patriots north
and south. These two victories showed the haughty British
regnlars and the still haughtier British ecabinet, led by Lord
North, what these determined American militiamen could do.
They were poor af drill, they had no uniform dress, they had
little but the hunting rifle, but their aim was true, their hearts
were fearless, and their wills were unconquerable.

Therefore, it is highly fitting that the Federal Government
should at last take notice in a material way of the great con-
tribution that the victory at Cowpens made to the eause of inde-
pendence. While King's Mountain has been recognized in a
partial way by the erection of a beautiful monument to the
memory of her heroes, not one single dollar has ever been spent
by either State or Federal Government at Cowpens. To create
here a military park in the heart of the new industrial South,
accessible from every quarter by railroad and highway, will
afford the opportunity for millions to be inspired by the lessons
of that victory. Military students"may ponder well its teach-
ings. Historians will here gather inspiration. Citizens of all
sections and classes and callings will find here inspiration to a
higher, more unselfish patriotism. :

The amount suggested to be expended for the purposes of
this military park is very modest. It will be noted that a
memorial association has owned 1 acre of land of the old battle
ground, where 70 years ago a small monument was erected by
the Washington Light Infantry of Charleston, an organization
named in honor of Lieut. Col. William Washington, a distant
kinsman of Gen. George Washington. Especial attention is
called to the fact that one of the citizens in the neighborhood
that owns a portion of the battle field, a generous lady, has
entered into a written agreement to donate without charge 5
acres of land.

The citizens of Spartanburg and Gaffney and surrounding
country have agreed to raise $1,000 with which to buy 5 acres
additional and adjoining the 5 acres to be donated. If, there-
fore, under the aunthority contained in the bill the Secretary of
War will acquire not exceeding 10 acres additional, connect-
ing the 10 acres to be donated with the 1 acre above men-
tioned, making in all not more tban 21 acres, there will be
sufficient land to indicate for all time the principal features
of the battle. Under the aunthority contained in this bill the
Secretary of War, with the best information available, will
have the prineipal places and positions of the respective armies
indicated by appropriate markers. The Secretary of War will
doubtless have roads graded and graveled through this park,
so that visitors may inspect the positions with ease and eom-
fort. This act of simple justice to the great heroes of a great
cause has been too long delayed, and it is our confident hope
that this Congress will promptly enact this bill into law, so
that the hundreds of thousands of visitors now flocking by
train and auntomobile to that section of the country may find
material evidence of the loving appreciation of this genera-
tion of the devotion and heroism of the men who by their
blood sealed not only the cause of American independence but
the sacred cause of human right under free institutions * de-
riving their just powers from the consent of the governed.”

EUGENE V. DEBS

Mr., JOHNSON of Washington. Mr., Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for three minutes.

¢
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks
unanimous consent to address the House for three minutes. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker and gentle-
men, I hold in my hand a socialist newspaper which contains
a misleading story as to the citizenship of Eugene V. Debs,
stating that there is danger that he will not be permitted to
return to the United States from Bermuda; that there is to be
a May day.demonstration in the United States on that account.
I think Members will find in their mail within the next few
days numerous letters making an appeal that Eugene V. Debs
be permitted to return to the United States, Members may
answer such letters by saying that he has not lost his citizen-
ship. He is still a citizen of the United States. It is possible
under the condition of the pardon that he has lost certain rights
of citizenship in the State of Indiana, but he was born here
in the United States, and all this stuff put out by the socialist
papers is bunkum pure and simple.

Recently there was introduced a joint resolution asking Con-
gress to restore citizenship to Eugene V. Debs, It is H. J.
Res. 172, to readmit FEugene V. Debs to the rights and privi-
leges of citizenship. That resolution was referred to the com-
mittee of which I have the honor to be the chairman and was
promptly fabled because he never had lost his citizenship. It
was not a proper matter to come before Congress. I am mak-
ing this statement so that Members may state the facts in
answer to letters concerning that bill. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time,

THE CONSENT CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first number on
the Consent Calendar.

CONSTRUCTION OF ROAD ON LUMMI INDIAN RESERVATION

The first business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 61) to authorize an appropriation for the construction
of a road on the Lummi Indian Reservation, Wash.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, I see that
this is a gratvity appropriation. I question the wisdom of
enacting a policy of appropriating money for highways that
are not eligible to come in under the Federal system.

Mr. HADLEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentle-
man from New York and to the Honse that if he will permit I
will make a request that it go over. Preliminary to that I
wish to say that objection was withheld to the consideration of
the bill on a former occasion pending correspondence with re-
spect to its terms.

From the correspondence received I am satisfied that the
facts are not fully understood. I want it postponed until we
can reach an agreement, and I hope it may be resolved to the
satisfaction of all concerned. Therefore I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be passed over without prejudice and retain
its place on the calendar. 5

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

CONVEYANCE OF LAND ON THE KAW RESERVATION, OKLA.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. T083) authorizing the sale and conveyance of certain
lands on the Kaw Reservation in Oklahoma.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr Speaker, reserving the
right to object, at the request of the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. MoxTeoMERY], who is interested in the measure, I ask
that it go over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

ELECTRIC LIGIIT AND POWER IN THE DISTRICT OF HANA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 4799) to authorize and provide for the manufacture,
maintenance, distribution, and supply of electric current for
light and power within the district of Hana, on the island and
county of Maui, Territory of Hawail.

Thé Clerk read the title to the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ect——

J Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, I have gone
over the question of the form of the bill with the gentleman
from California [Mr. Curry] and the Delegate from Hawail
[Mr. JarreTT] and agreed with them on the proper form of
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the Dbill. With the understanding that an amendment will be
accepted at the proper time, I have no objection to the bill.

Mr, LAGUARDIA., The gentleman was kind enough to show
me the amendment, and that eliminates some objections I had
to the bill. But I find on page 2 what is commonly known as
a joker in these franchises, where, after reciting the specifie
powers granted to the corporation, it gives them power to
operate for any other purpose which the association may deem
advisable. It seems to me that we do not want to extend any
such power in a franchise which we are granting to generate
electricity to be used for motive and lighting purposes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the function of Congress in
this matter is not to legislate originally, but to approve an act
of the Legislature of Hawaii, and we have before us the act
of the Legislature of Hawaii., The amendment that I have
discussed with the gentleman would approve that act. I have
not gone into all of the details of the act itself, as the gentle-
man from New York has.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman in his proposed amend-
ment recites specifically the powers of generating electricity,
but does not give that blanket general power at all, as I
remember it.

Mr. CRAMTON, The amendment that I shall offer is merely
an approval of the act which has been passed by the Legisla-
ture of Hawail, except as to section 17. Section 17 of the
act passed by the Legislature of Hawali, if approved by Con-
gress, would give to the Legislature of Hawaii the authority
hereafter to amend in any respect it desired. and the amend-
ment that I shall submit would only perpetuate the right on
the part of the Territorial legislature to amend subject to the
approval of the Congress.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. And we retain control?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. The necessity for the change of
form I will suggest is as follows: '

The organic act of Hawaii, found on page 1141, volume 2,
Supplement of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and
approved April 30, 1900, provides In section 55—

that the legislative power of the Territory shall extend to all rightfnl
subjects of legislation not inconsistent with the Constitution and laws
of the United States locally applicable. * * * (h) But the legis-
lature shall not grant to any corporation, asscelation, or individual
any special or exclusive privilege, immunity, or franchise without the
approval of Congress; * * #

The Legislature of Hawali under act 235 of the Hession
Laws of Hawaii for 1923 passed an act to grant a franchise
for light and power purposes within the district of Hana,
which is apparently identical in language with H. R. 4799 as
reported to the House, except that it stipulated that the
approval of the act by Congress must be secured within two
years from the time of approval of the act by the governor.
It was so approved by the governor May 2, 1923, and accord-
ingly the limit of time fixed by the legislature for its approval
by Congress wounld have expired May 2, 1925. By act 6 of the
Session Laws of Hawaii for 1925, section 18 of act 235 of 1923
was amended so as to extend the time within which the ap-
proval of Congress might be secured to four years from the
date of such approval by the governor, thereby authorizing
approval by Congress up to May 2, 1927. Act 6 was approved
by the governor March 20, 1925,

It is apparent, therefore, that it is the proper funetion of
the Legislature of Hawali to pass bills for granting charters
for public utilities in the first instance, but that such laws are
not effective until formally approved by Congress, and such
approval by Congress to be effective must be given within the
time stipulated in the act passed by the legislature,

The function of Congress, therefore, not being to legislate,
but merely to approve or refuse to approve legislation drafted
and enacted by the Legislature of Hawalii, it is clear that the
form followed by the committee in this case of H. R. 4799 is
undesirable. On its face it is an independent enactment by
Congress, carrying no evidence as to whether any action by
the Legislature of Hawaii had preceded it or not, and one
having knowledge of the fact that a similar act had been
passed by the Legislature of Hawail could only determine the
identical form of such act by a close comparison of the two
acts, It further appears to be unnecessary and undesirable
that the statutes of the United States, which are sufficiently
cumbersome in any event, should be encumbered by setting up
in full the franchise act when the only proper function of
Congress Is that of approval and confirmation.

It therefore appears that the proper course to be followed
by Congress in all such cases is to express its approval of the
act passed by the Territorial legislature. In this case section
17 of the Territorial act should not be approved by Congress,
since its approval as it stands would operate as a grant of




7770

authority to the legislature to alter, amend, or repeal this
particular franchise without consent of Congress,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill,

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the bill that is in the hands
of the Clerk is a long bill setting out a franchise to be granted
to a public-utility corporation in Hawaii. The function of the
Congress is to approve or disapprove of that act. I propose
to offer a substitute.that is very brief, which recites such
approval with a certain amendment. Therefore I ask unani-
mous consent, to save the time of the House, that the reading
of the bill be dispensed with and that in lieu thereof the sub-
gtitute which I send to the Clerk's desk may be read, which
substitute I offer as an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that the reading of the bill (H. R. 4709) be dis-
pensed with and that in lien thereof the substitute which he
sends to the Clerk’s desk be read and considered. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the whole text of H. R. 4700 after the enacting clause
and insert the following:

*“That Act 235 of the Session Laws of 1923, entitled ‘An act to
authorize and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution,
and supply of electric current for light and power within the district
of Hana, on the island and counfy of Maui, Territory of Hawaii,
passed by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii and approved
by the Governor of the Territory of Hawail on May 2, 1923, as
amended by Act G of the Session Laws of 1925, entitled ‘An act to
extend the time within which the approval of the Congress of the
United States must be secured to act 235 of the Bession Laws of
1923 by amending section 18 of that act,’ passed by the Legislature
of Hawail and approved by the Governor of the Territory of Hawall
on March 80, 1925, is hereby approved : Provided, That the authority
in section 17 of said act for the altering, amending, or repeal of said
act shall not be held to antborize such action by the Legislature of
Hawali, except upon approval by Congress in accordance with the
organic act.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute.

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

The title was amended to eonform to the text.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp upon the bill by inserting a
further statement in respect to it.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PROMOTION OF A PROFESSOR OF THE UNITED STATES MILITARY

ACADEMY

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(S. 2274) providing for the promotion of a professor at the
United States Military Academy.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill? :

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I objected to the consideration of this bill last consent day.
Let me ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. FurLow] the
necessity for having a lieutenant colonel permanently detailed
at West Point to teach natural and experimental philosophy?

Mr. FURLOW. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from New
York will not object to the consideration of this bill.

The SPEAKER. This bill requires three objectors.

Mr. FURLOW. Mr, Speaker, the last time the bill was called
up it was objected to because it was not explained on the floor.
The bill affects one officer in the United States Army, a man
who in 1917 was ordered to serve as an instructor at West
Point. Being drafted into that service he was not permitted
to go along on the promotion list with his classmates from
West Point. This officer did not attempt to avoid service at
the front, as shown by the report from the War Department,
In fact, he did serve in about gix of the major campaigns at
the front after he had been assigned to duty at West Point.
During the period when he was entitled to a vacation from
West Point, he went to France and served, and then returned
from France, acting upon orders from the War Department.
Thig bill is sponsored by the War Department, to do justice to
an officer who has been deprived of his regular promotion ad-
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vantages. He is four years behind his classmates. The War
Department recommends the passage of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Re it enacted, etc., That any officer of the United States Army now
holding the position of permanent professor at the United States Mili-
tary Academy, and who on July 2, 1921, would have become entitled to
his promotion to a coloneley had he remained in the line ‘of the Army
and who on that date had completed more than three years' duty as
permanent professor shall have the rank, pay, and allowances of a
colonel in the Army, and that the said rank shall date from July 2,
1821 : Provided, That no back pay and allowances prior to the passage
of this act shall accrue,

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed..

A motion fo reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

AERTILLERY RANGE AT FORT ETHAN ALLEN, VT.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(S. 2752) for the purchase of land as an artillery range at
Fort Ethan Allen, Vt.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, T wish some member of the Committee on Military Affairs
would tell us how many more artillery fields or new fields the
War Department contemplates buying, in view of the action
taken by the Congress only a few weeks ago authorizing the
sale of a great deal of surplus land and property.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, that is a very proper
question. The corps area in which Fort Ethan Allen is situ-
ated has no artillery range. I have here a statement from
Senator GreENE, formerly a member of the House Military
Affairs Committee. I will say for Senator Greexe that no man
ever opposed more strennously the acguisition of additional
property. I have very great confidence, and so has the House,
in his judgment.

I am told that the other corps areas have good ranges. I wish to
emphasgize the point that this artillery range is needed. It is not good
policy to train men to drill with guns that do not know how to shoot.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 want to say to the gentleman, of course
no one has a greater admiration for the distinguished Senator
from Vermont [Senator Greesk] than I have or confidence in
his judgment. I served on the Committee on Military Affairs
with him, and I shall not object to this out of deference to the
distinguished Senator; but as long as I am a Member of the
House I am going to object to any purchases of land by the
War Department when they come here and ask us fo sell what
they have on hand.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I agree entirely with the gentleman,
and that is the position of the Committee on Military Affairs.
It will be well for the committee to note what is said about
this bill by Senator GrReexE and by the War Department:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR FRANK L, GREE.\'B-

It seems desirable for me to call the attention of Congress to the
necessity for the immediate passage of this bill. The urgency for
prompt action arises from the fact that the options on the various
properties involved expire Janunary 1, 1927. In all probability it will
be impossible to renew these options at the prices stipulated in the
existing agreements.

In order to carry out the terms of these contracts, Congress must
pass this bill (8. 2752) and provide for the appropriation of the re-
quired funds in the next deficiency bill,

The project has the approval of the War Department and of the
Bureau of the Budget, This information i8 contained in a letter from
Secretary of War Dwight F. Davis to Senator James W. WainswonrrH,
Jr., of the Benate Military Affairs Commitice, under date of February
23, 1926.

I am told that the other corps areas have good ranges.

I wish to emphasize the point that this artillery range is needed.
It is not good policy to train men to drill with guns that they do not
know how to shoot. .

This is in no sense a “raid on the Treasury ™ and the prices agreed
to are evidence that there is little effort to profit at the expense of
the Government. The sums named in the agreements are considered
by well-informed persons to be fair to all concerned. In somewhat
over 80 parcels of Jand there are only three which are thought over-
valued. The prices for the various holdings vary from $200 for 5O
acres of cut-over timber land to £20,000 for one excellent farm. It
may be that some further adjustment will be possible, The Govern-




ment can buy most of the properties for less than $5,000 in each case.
The average price an acre is around $34, which I am convinced ig very
reasonable. The entire tract is hilly and it is mostly pastures, wood
lots, and some tillable land. It is in the heart of the Green Moun-
taing at the junction of the town lines of Jericho, Underhill, and
Bolton, about one-third of the range in each town.

If this same area were leased, the owners would demand $34,266 a
year. The high cost of leasing results from consideration of the inecon-
venience to the owners in moving goods and stock and in paying taxes
and insurance during the perlods of firing. It is only proper that they
should be compensated for this, This in & few years would result in
the expenditure of a sum that wonld at this time buy outright the en-
tire property. While speaking of economy, I wish to peoint out that all
equipment ean be safely stored at Fort Ethan Allen, thus saving trans-
portation costs,

We in New England are confronted with the problem of training ar-
tillery with no adequate facllities for actual firing, The only good
ranges anywhere near are at Pine Plains, N. Y., and at Tobyhanna, Pa.
These are in other corps areas and are now used to the limit. Obyi
ously it iz not good economy to send troops from New England to either
of these places. In two or three years transportation costs wonld
equal the sum necessary to pay for this project. Nor is it good financing
to lease a range under the circumstances I have described.

At the proposed location the mountains form an effective backstop
and the slopes of these mountains are contained within the limits of
the proposed reservation, " The altitude there varies from about 900 feet
to over 3,000 feet above sea level.

We have here an opportunity to acquire property where firing can
be conducted with both the T3-mm. and the 155-mm. guns. Ranges can
be secured up to 8,500 yards and probebly more, The site has been
carefully selected from the viewpoint of military utility and also from
the standpoint of isolation. However, in spite of its isolation, it is
conveniently close to Fort Ethan Allen, a distance of about 20 miles
over good roads, This distance gives excellent opportunity for march-
ing practice. This location was decided npon after a survey of a large
amount of territory. It is not a haphazard project by any means. It
has been thoughtfully considered frem all angles, military and eivilian,
It is only recommended after a eareful trial. A section of It sufficient
for test purposes was leased last summer and it meets with the ap-
proval of the Rtegular, Militia, and Reserve officers. There is a scarcity
now of desirable locations and as time goes on it will be increasinsly
difficult to secure one. If we wait until later we will have to pay a
higher price, we may be unable to find such a desirable location, and in
the meantime we will have to lease land at high prices for artillery
practice,

Among the various plots suitable for camps in this area there is one
on the banks of the Lee River large enough for a regiment of artillery.
Within a hundred yards of this camp site there is ample water for
animals, and in addition there is an abundance of good well water for
troops. The camp would be on hard, well-drained land: the climate is
healthful and the surroundings rich in scenic beauty. I mention these
things because the welfare and contentment of troops are of primary
importance,

Here we have a place where conditions are Ideal, where the contour
of the country provides for all sorts of maneuvers, gun positions, and
ranges, where the civilian population is friendly and well disposed
toward the Army, nnd where the interests of economy will be served in
the cutting of transportation costs by the storing of guns at the post
and the absence of dumage claims against the Government. If it be
found desirable to conduct airplane practice, no better location can be
found, There is a municipal landing field in Burlington, near by, and
there is plenty of opportunity for landing and taking off on the present
reservation at Fort Ethan Allen,

The land owned by the State of Vermont comprises 1,284 acres. The
latest session of the legislature authorized its disposal to the Federal
Government. Gov. Frankiin 8. Billings wrote me under date of Decem-
ber 21, 1025, that “ acting under 148, acts of 1025, he had given an
option to the Federal Government on this land for $18,000. There is
no doubt of his anthority to sell.

I am told that General Pershing is famillar with the conditlons there
and that he is favorable to this project. Other staff officers who have
been on the ground are llkewise favorably impressed.

October 14, 1925, Maj. Gen. John L. Hines, the Chief of Staff, wrote
me that “such purchase is considered most desirable from the stand-
point of successful field-artillery tralning in the First Corps Area, The
results accomplished this summer were successful,” He also wrote me
on January 4, 1826, in part as follows: “ From a military standpoint
the permanent possession of this range iz highly desirable, as it is
quite evident that the day Is fast approaching when artillery target
ranges will be increasingly difficult to locate and much more costly to
acquira.” These letters were written in reply to communications I had
sent him on this subject.

Maj. Gen. William J. Snow, Chief of Field Artillery, wrote to me
on January 14, 1925, in reply to an inguiry, * From all accounts the
terraln Is well adapied to the purchase for which it is intended to be
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used, namely, a fleld-artillery target range. T am heartily in favor of
the project in view of the urgent need of the First Corps Avea for a
suitable range,”

Lient. Col. T. W. Hollydny, formerly in command at Fort Ethan
Allen, has told me that practically every kind of artillery problem can
be worked out at this site.

Lieut. Col. A, A, Starbird, now in command at that post, is enthu-
slastic about the possibilities of the range.

The pecple of Vermont are well disposed toward the military, Ths
State believes in reasonable preparedness, and I may say here that at
the outbreak of the World War the Vermont National Guard was the
only militia outfit equipped and ready to take the field at once.

In closing, I want to say that I have been interested in this matter
for a long period of time, and feel that at last a location has been
found that can not be surpassed. I hope you will belleve me when I
say that I am not urging the enactment of the bill solely because it is
located In the State which I have the privilege of representing. This
range s needed in the First Corps Area.

Wir DEPARTMENT,
Washington, February 23, 1323,
Hon. JJames W, WapsworTH, Jr,,
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs,
United States Nenate,

My Dear SENATOR WADSWORTH : In compliance with your reguest of
January 28, 1026, I am plessed to submit the following report on
B. 2702;

The subject of the preposed legislation is the purchase of land as an
artillery range at Fort Ethan Allen, Vt.

There are no provisions of existing law on this subject.

The acquisition of a target range in this vicinity has been under
consideration for some time, and from a military standpoint the en-
actment of the proposed legislation is desirable,

It is necessary at present to rent a rather inadequate range at an
annual expenditure of $10,735, with the prospect of an advanca in
rentals next year, when the options to purchase expire.

In addition to this, we have been using without cost to the Govern-
ment (under license signed by the Governor of Vermont) 1,200 acres of
State land. This privilege may be withdrawn at any time, which would
entail the rental of additional privately owned aress at a considerably
increased expenditure,

The present rental of the land now under lease amounts to 5.37 per
cent of the proposed purchase price; and if we add the rental to be
expected if the State-owned land Is withdrawn, it is apparent that the
purchase would pay for itself in the matter of rental alone in a few
years,

It appears therefore that both from a military viewpoint and from
4 business viewpoint the acquisition of this tract is advisable,

If the Committee on Military Afairs wishes to have hearings upon
the proposed legislation, the following-named officers are designated to
appear before your committee :

Lieut. Col. J. A. Baer, G, 8,

Maj. A. C. SBandeford, F. A.

The Director of the Bureau of the Budget has been consulted and
advises that this proposed legislation is not in confiict with the finan-
cial program of the President,

Sincerely yours,
DwicaT F. DAavis, Secrctary of War.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Reserving the right to object,
what is the cost?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Two hundred thousand dollars; and
that is less than the capitallzation of the rental at the present
time,

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I will not object, but I can
not help but express my amazement at the inconsistency of
the War Department in selling certain property used by a
State National Guard and immediately afterwards asking for
authority to purchase land at a cost of $200,000——

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to my colleague——

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Will the gentleman permit me
to finish? Jackson Barracks, in the city of New Orleans, was
purchased about 1843 by the Federal Government at a cost of
$43,000, and was used as a barracks by the Regular troops up
to about four or five years ago, when it was abandoned and
then a permit issued to the State National Guard of Lonisiana
to occupy that ground and the buildings. The State National
Guard at the blast of the bugle, of course, will go out heel to
heel and arm in arm with the Regular troops, but mnotwith-
standing this military fact and our protest, the War Depart-
ment determined that this property must be sold and the
National Guard evicted, kicked out unceremoniously, though it
is unquestionably a part of the Military Establishment of the
country. It was with considerable difficulty that we secured
a recognition of the claim of the National Guard on property
which had been used for military purposes by the United States
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Government. We thought that the bill authorizing the sale of
the no longer used reservations and abandoned forts, as con-
fected in conference, assured the State that it could purchase
this property for its National Guard.

Mr. HILL of Maryland., I will say to the gentleman 1 have
been a member of the National Guard for 20 years and I would
not do anything to discriminate against the National Guard,
but this does not discriminate——

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. It is an inconsistency to put
the National Guard off of military property and acquire other
property at a cost of $200,000 for a rifle range. No sophistry
or casuistry will conceal that faet.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will permif, in the bill
we passed two weeks ago a piece of property in the gentleman’s
State was being used by the National Guard and they improved
it. We authorized the sale, and the Louisiana National Guard
has to go out and buy property——

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Have to pass the hat, as it
were, to scquire that which should have been given to them.
And now we find a coordinator with full knowledge of the
attitude of Congress toward our National Guard and Jackson
Barracks, recommending that a Federal department take it
OVer.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say that the Federal Gov-
ernment is now furnishing the National Guard money for
such purposes.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Lounisiana. I wanted to bring this cur-
rent history about Jackson Barracks out. As a matter of
fact, by this bill priority is given (and generally speaking there
is no fault to find with that) to a department of the Federal
Government to acquire such property, as mentioned in the bill
to which I referred. Now, what happens? A coordinator in
New Orleans, who should have known that general priority
aecorded to the Federal departments was subordinate to the
preference expressly or impliedly given to the National Guard,
was seized with a remarkable idea in reference to that property.
Notwithstanding that Congress intended to give the State
National Guard the right of preference he was seized with the
extraordinarily fantastical idea that a department of the Fed-
eral Government should take possession, claim it, and devote
it to what—to the building of a quarantine station and marine
hospital right next to where the slanghterhouses and stock-
yards of New Orleans are located. Why, it is a wonder he
did not suggest that the Federal employees customhouse or a
play ground be put in between.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Lonisiana. I will,

Mr. MADDEN. What is a coordinator?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana, I am inclined to give it up,
but T will make a guess. I think he is a humbug.

Mr. MADDEN. What else?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Besides that, I do not know.
1 am willing to say a coordinator—

Mr. MADDEN. I am serious.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. So am L

Mr. MADDEN. What is his funection?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana, The function apparenily of
a coordinator is to secure information relating to the coordinat-
ing of different activities of the Government and submiiting
it and his recommendation to the chief coordinator, who trans-
mits them to the Bureau of the Budget.

Mr. MADDEN. Is he in the State Department, Commerce
Department, or what?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I always thought he was, in
a measure at least, a snbordinate of the Bureau of the Budget.

Mr. MADDEN. . Oh, no.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Oh, yes.

Mr. MADDEN. He is not in the Bureau of the Budget.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. If the gentleman will take
the Congressional Directory, as made up for several years fol-
lowing the ereation of the coordinators, he will see that it
was grouped with the Bureau of the Budget.

Mr, MADDEN. What department?

Mr. O’CONNOR of Louisiana. He is under the Bureau of
the Budget.

Mr. MADDEN. General Smithers?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Yes. I am quite sure the
coordinators were brought into existence to render some assist-
ance, real or imaginary, to the Budget Bureau.

Mr. MADDEN. He is not a member of the Bureau of the
Budget; he is in the Army.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Then the Congressional Di-
rectory as made up for several years was misleading, as well
as the information I thought I had on the subject from the
bureau itself.

Mr. MADDEN. Is he in the Army?
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Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I imagine so. I think I know
what is in the gentleman’s mind. There are so many Army
officers that something had to be found for them to do. But
you have entirely thrown me out of the position that I have
always assumed and which I still adhere to, and that is in
assuming that the coordinators are a part of the Budget
Burean.

Mr. BEGG. In how long does the gentleman from Illinois
expect to get through?

Mr. MADDEN. I was trying to give the gentleman from
Louisiana some information.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. For which I thank the gen-
tleman from Illinois. I suppose he means the coordinators,
to justify their existence, must deal in a lot of bunk. The
idea of suggesting that a quarantine station should be located
in a city near the Gulf of Mexico side by side with a marine
hospital and next door to the slaughterhouses from which we
get our meat supply is something that would not occur to me,

Mr. MADDEN. Was there serious objection to that?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Yes; almost a riotous one,
or what threatened to be an enormous mass meeting, which
was called off on the assurance of General Lord. I should
imagine that the gentleman from Illinois, with his knowledge
of a ecity like Chicago, with its hygienic and sanitary condi-
tions and sociological problems arising from the stockyards
and packing houses would understand the objection to a
proposed coordination that would do violence to the pledge
to the National Guard; and which for grotesque composition
makes reasonable the weird confection of the three witches
in Macbeth, around the caldron into which they threw hell
broth, lizards' tails, and so forth.

Mr. MADDEN. I am asking for information. I knew the
gentleman from Louisiana would have it. I knew there was
no place else where I could get it so accurately as from the
gentleman from Louisiana.

Mr, O'CONNOR of Louisiana, I thank the gentleman for the
compliment; but I wonder if the gentleman from Illinois will
not give expression in his charaecteristic way on some day when
he is feeling fit, to his idea of coordinators. 1 hope I am
present when he roars out * Bunk.”

What I want to get to the House is the extraordinary

suggestions of some coordinators and their plain disregard of

the intent of Congress to give a preference to the National
Guard of a State in reference to property which the Secretary
of War is authorized to sell under certain circumstances.

Mr. MADDEN. I was ignorant of that fact.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Oh, the gentleman ecan not
plead ignorance of any subject. He is the best informed man
in the House, in my judgment. He knows coordinators and is
just joshing. I am informed by an official high up in the
health service that the recommendations of some of the co-
ordinators would outdo in fancifulness any of the stories of
de Maupassant or our own Edgar Allan Poe.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby aunthorized
and empowered to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or donation,
a tract of land containing approximately 6,007 acres In the viclnity
of and for use as a target range in connection with Fort Ethan
Allen, Vt., and there 18 hereby authorized to be appropriated for
such purpose a sum not to exceed $200,000 out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on the third reading of
the Senate bill.

The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was ordered to be laid on the table.

Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend in the Recorp my remarks on the rifle range at Fort
Ethan Allen, Vt.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Vermont?

There was no objection.

Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the need of this artillery
range is unquestioned. Fort Ethan Allen is a Cavalry and
Field Artillery post. The Regular Army forces stationed there
require a range for practice firing. Furthermore, it is the
policy of the War Department to train various branches of
the Reserve Army at Regular Army posts garrisoned by troops
of the same branches. Since all the Field Artillery of the
First Corps Area is stationed at Fort Ethan Allen, this post
must train all the Field Artillery training forces for the First
Corps Area.
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The provision now being made for a range for target practice
is outlined in the report of Secretary of War Davis concern-
ing this bill. He says: -

Tt i8 necossary at present to rent a rather inadequate range at an
annual expenditure of $10,7853, with the prospect of an advance in
rentals next year when the options to purchase expire.

In addition to this we have been using, without cost to the Govern-
ment (under license signed by the Governor of Vermont), 1,200 acres
of State land. This privilege may be withdrawn at any time, which
would entail the rental of additional privately owned areas at a con-
siderably increased expenditure.

Now the situation is just this: The Government holds options
on this property, and some additional property needed to make
the range safe and adequate, with the privilege of purchase on
or before January 1, 1927. All this property, as the Secretary
of War points out, ecan be purchased at a price upon which the
rental now paid for & part will pay 5.37 per cent of the inter-
est. The Secretary states further:

If we add the rental fo be expected if the State-owned land is
withdrawn, it iz apparent that the purchase would pay for itself
in the matter of rental alone in a few years.

Senator GReENE shows in his statement the rental of the total
arvea involved in this bill would cost the Government $34,860
per annum.

Prompt action now in passing this bill will make possible
saving of the rentals for the ensuing year, beginning June 1,
and will insure the War Department at reasonable cost an
adequate target range in the First Corps Area for training the
regular and civilian components of the Army.

As the Secretary of War says, in conclusion:

1t appears therefore that both from a military viewpoint and from
a business yiewpoint the acquisition of this tract is advisable.

ADJUSTMENT OF WATER-RIGHT CHAROLS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10429) to adjust water-right charges, to grant certain other
relief on the Federal irrigation projects, to amend subsections
B and F of section 4, act approved December 5, 1924, and for
other purposes.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be passed over without prejudice, and that it retain its
place on the calendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Idaho?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill.

RETIREMENT FOR NURSE CORPS OF ARMY AND NAVY

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 8053) to provide retirement for the nurse corps of the
Army and Navy.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mrs, KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the
bill be passed over without prejudice and retain its place on
the ealendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
lady from California?

There was no objection.

CASPER-ALCOVA RECLAMATION PROJECT

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 10356) to provide for the diversion of the waters of the
North Platte River and construction of the Casper-Alcova
reclamation project.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. WINTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have this bill passed over without prejudice, and that it may
retain its place on the calendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection to the request of the gen-
tieman from Wyoming?

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, two weeks ago when this bill was first called up I
said to the author, Mr., WiNTER, of Wyceming, that I would ob-
ject to its consideration until I could confer with Mr. Car-
penter, our Colorado River water commissioner, and see if we
could not come to an nnderstanding as to the respective rights
of the two States in and to the waters of the North Platte
River and it' swibuiaries. With understanding, the gentleman
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from Wyoming on the 5th instant asked that this bill be passed
over without prejudice, and that was done.

The same bill passed the Senate without objection and is
on this calendar now. I at once wired to our Colorado officials
and Mr. Carpenter and our attorney general, Mr. Beadtright,
came on here from Colorado and they are here now and they
and I are conferring with Mr. WixTer and Mr. Hopkins,
and others are now endeavoring to come to an interstate agree-
ment as to the fair division of the waters of that stream.
Colorado and Wyoming have litigated over those waters for
12 years already, and we all hope that we may come to an
amieable nnderstanding and thereby obviate future litigations
and controversy. 8o, if the gentleman from Wyoming will ask
to pass the bill over again, I will not now object, and T trust
before it comes up again we may reach an agreement between
the two States.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill.

BIRTHPLACE OF HENBY WADSWORTH LONGFELLOW

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 8267) to authorize the coinage of copper 1-cemt pieces
to aid in the preservation of the birthplace of the world's
best-loved poet, Henry Wadsworth Longfellow.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Speaker, this measure was introduced
by Mr. Thayer, of Massachusetts, late deceased, providing for
the coinage of copper coins to aid in the preservation of
the birthplace of Henry W. Longfellow. The Treasury De-
partment has opposed the issnance of the coin, and the sponsors
of the bill have suggested the substitution of a medal. I ask
unanimous consent that the bill may be passed over without
prejudice and retain its place on the ealendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the next bill,

OVERLAND COMMUNICATIONS ON THE SEWARD PENINSULA, ALASKA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the reso-
ivvion (H. J. Res. 73) authorizing the improvement of the

sysfem of overland communications on the Seward Peninsula,
Alaska,

The tiile of the resolution was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

Mr, SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent

*I that House Joint Resolution 73 be passed over without preju-

dice and retain its place on the calendar.

The SPEAKER. I8 there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alaska?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next bill.

ARMY FIELD CLERKS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the Dbill
(H. R. 9512) to provide for appointing Army field clerks and
field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, warrant oflicers, United
States Army.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that Senate bill 3283 be substituted for the House bill,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent that the Senate bill 3283 be substituted for the
House bill. Is there objection? y

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That hereafter Army field clerks and field clerks,
Quartermaster Corps, now in active gervice, shall have the rank, pay,
allowances, retirement privileges, and benefits of warrant oflicers, other
than those of the Army Mine Planter Bervice, and the Secretary of
War is bereby authorized and directed to appoint them warrant officers
of the Regular Army: Provided, That in determining length of service
for longevity pay and retirement they shall be credited with and
entitled to count the same military service as now authorized for
warrant officers, including service as Army field clerks and field clerks,
Quartermaster Corps, and all classified field service rendered as head-
guarters clerks and clerks of the Quartermaster Corps: Provided fur-
ther, That the limitation In the act of June 30, 1922, on the number
of warrant officers, United States Army, shall not apply to the ap-
pointees hereunder,
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table.
A similar House bill, 9512, was laid on the table.
ALABKA RAILROAD

The next business on the Consent Calendar was House Joint
Resolution 96, to authorize the President to pay to surgeons em-
ployed on the Alaska Railroad such sums as may be due them
under agreement with the Alaskan Engineering Commission or
the Alaska Railroad.

The Clerk read the title of the resolution.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent
that this resolution may be passed over without prejudice and
retain its place on the calendar.

The SPEAKEIL The gentleman from Alaska asks unani-
mous consent that House Joint Resolution No. 96 be passed
over without prejudice and retain its place on the calendar,
Is there objection?

There was no ~bjection.

REVENUE ACT OF 1926

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 10501) to repeal section 806 of the revenue act of 1926,

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present con-
gideration of the bill?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object.
What is the necessity for this bill?

Mr. HAWLEY, The necessity of distributing stamps among
the post offices in the country has been done away with by the
repeal of the various excise taxes, and all that are sold now
are sold in the large centers.

Mr, BLANTON, This is a unanimous report from the gen-
tleman’s committee?

Mr. HAWLEY. So far as I know, it was a unanimous
Teport.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 806 of the revenue aet of 1926 be,
and is hereby, repealed.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

ARMY SUPPLY BASE, SOUTH BROOKLYN, N. Y.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
1486) to anthorize the Secretary of War to lease to the Bush
Terminal Railroad Co. and to the Long Island Railroad use of
railway tracks at Army supply base, S8outh Brooklyn, N. ¥.

The Clerk read the title of the bill -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to cb-
jeet, I have an amendment that would require the discon-
tinnance of an action that is now pending in the courts by this
company against the United States; and in order to make it
clear that that is the intent of Congress, I want to insert an
amendment on page 2, line 8. If that amendment is accepted,
I shall not object.

The SPEAKER. This bill requires three objections. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby s,
authorized, In his discretion, to enter into and execute, upon such
terms and condltions as he considers advisable, a lease or leases, joint
or several, to the Bush Terminal Railroad Co. and the Long Island
Railroad authorizing, for the interchange of freight between said
#ailroads during the term thereof, such use of the tracks of any Gov-
ernment railroad as may be maintained within the limits of the Army
supply base at South Brooklyn, N. Y., as will not interfere with the
proper and necessary use of said tracks by the Government in the
transaction and operation of its own business at said Army supply
base: Provided, That any such lease to the Bush Terminal Railroad
Co. shall become effective only upon waiver and surrender by the Bush
Terminal Railroad Co. of any and all claims sgainst the United
States In any manner accruing from, conneeted with, or growing out
of the use, occupation, or curtailment by the United States of the
franchise rights of said railroad company and of any and all elaims
of any character whatsoever against the United States, except for any
balance which may be due such rallroad eompany for the physical
value of track and overliead appropriated and retained by the United
States. The term of any such lease shall be for such period as the
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Becretary of War shall determine, not In excess of the unexpired por-
tion of any franchigse so appropriated or any renewal thereof.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr., LAGuoampia: Page 2, line 8, after the
word * States,” insert: “And the discontinuance, without cost, of any
action now pending by the said company against the United Etates.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to br read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

EQUALIZATION OF PAY OF RETIRED OFFICERS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 5840) to equalize the pay of retired officers of the Army,
Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey,
and Public Health Service.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. This bill requires three objections.

Mr, HILL of Alabama and Mr, MILLIGAN also objected.

ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARIES OF THE INDEPEND-
ENCE OF VEEMONT AND THE BATTLE OF BENNINGTON

The next business on the Consent Calendar was House Joint
Resolution No. 176, establishing a commission for the partici-
pation of the United States in the observance of the one hun-
dred and fiftieth anniversaries of the independence of Ver-
mont and the Battle of Bennington, and authorizing an appro-
priation to be utilized in connection with such observance.

The Clerk read the title of the resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of this resolution?

Mr. WELSH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this resolution be passed over without prejudice and retain its
place on the calendar.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous eonsent that this resolution be passed over without
prejudice and retain its place on the calendar. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection.

FISHERIES OF ALABKA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
9210) to amend section 1 of the act of Congress of June 6, 1924,
entitled “An act for the protection of the fisheries of Alaska,
and for other purposes.”

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act of Congress of June 6,
1924, entitled “An act for the protection of the fisheries of Alaska,
and for other purposes,” is amended go that it will read as follows :

“ geerion 1. That for the purpose of protecting and conserving the
fisheries of the United States in all waters of Alaska the Becretary of
Commerce from time to time may set apart and reserve fishing areas
in any of the waters of Alaska over which the United States has
jurisdiction, and within such areas may establish closed seasons
during which fishing may be limited or probibited as he may prescribe.
Under this authority to limit fishing in any area so set apart and
reserved the Secretary may (a) fix the size and character of nets,
boats, traps, or other gear and appliances to be used thereln; (b)
limit the catch of fish to be taken from any area; (c¢) make such
regulations as to time, means, methods, and extent of fishing as he
may deem advisable. From and after the creation of any such fishing
area and during the time fishing is prohibited therein it ghall be unlaw-
ful to fish therein or to operate therein any boat, seine, trap, or other
gear or apparatus for the purpose of taking fish; and from and after
the ecreation of any such fishing area in which limited fishing is per-
mitted such fishing shall be earried on only during the time, in the
manner, to the extent, and in conformity with such rules and regu-
lations as the Secretary prescribes under the authority herein given:
Provided, That every such regulation made by the Secretary of Com-
merce shall be of general application within the particular area to
which it applies, and that no exclusive or several right of fishery shall
be granted therein, mor shall any citizen of the United States be
denied the right to take, prepare, cure, or preserve fish or shellfish
in any area of the waters of Alaska where fishing is permitted by the
Secretary of Commerce. The right berein given to establish fishing
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areas and to permit limited fishing thereln shall not apply to any
creek, stream, river, or other bodics of water in which fishing is
prohibited by specific provisions of this act, but the Secretary of Com-
merce, through the creation of such areas and the establishment of
closed seasons, may further extend the restrictions and limitations
imposed upon fishing by specific provisions of this or any other act of
Congress: Provided further, That the Secrétary of Commerce is hereby
anthorized to permit the taking of fish or shellfish, for bait purposes
only, at any or all seasons in any or all Alaskan Territorial waters.

“It shall be unlawful to import or bring into the Territory of
Alaska, for purposes other than personal use and not for sale or barter,
salmon from waters outside the jurisdiction of the United States taken
during any closed period provided for by this sct or regulations made
thereunder.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

DAM ACROSS THE POTEAU RIVER

The next business on the Consent Cilendar was the bill
(H. R. 4080) granting the consent of Congress to the city of
Fort Smith, Sebastian County, Ark, and the Fort Smith
waterworks district of said city to construct, maintain, and
operate a dam across the Poteau River,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bill?

Mr. CarTeR of Oklahoma, Mr. Cramrox, and Mr. McCLisTIc
objected.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment
bills of the following titles:

H.R.120. An act fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses in
the United States courts, including the District Court of
Hawaii, the Distriet Court of Porte Rico, and the Supreme
Court of the District of Columbia ;

H. R.5858. An act for the relief of Charles Ritzel:

H. R. 6874. An act for the relief of James Madison Brown ; and

H. R. 8192, An act authorizing the designation of postmasters
by the Postmaster General as disbursing officers for the pay-
ment of contractors, emergency carriers, and temporary ecar-
riers for performance of authorized service on power-beat and
star routes in Alaska.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 10198) making appro-
priations for the government of the District of Columbia and
other activities chargeable, in whole or in part, against the
revenues of such Distriet for the fiscal year ending June 20,
1927, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of
Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon and ordered that Mr. Pripps, Mr. JoNEs of Washing-
ton, Mr. Capper, Mr. Grass, and Mr. Kexorick be appointed
as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

JUPITER, FLA.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 8203) to donate to the fown., municipality, or city of
Jupiter, Fla., for park purposes, the abandoned tract or tracts
of land formerly used as a life-saving station.

The Clerkk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, will
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Sears] accept an amendment
to sell this land en bloe instead of going into the retail real-
estate business? If the gentleman will, I shall be glad to with-
draw my objection.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. My friend, the genfleman from Ohio,
knows the esteem in which I hold him, and will the gentleman
permit an amendment to that providing that 5 acres be reserved
for park purposes?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to join in the appeal
of the gentleman from Florida. I think there ought to be some
place down there where somebody ean sit down for half an
honr without paying rent.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Or take a swim.

Mr. CRAMTON.
the amendment from the gentleman from Florida.

Mr. BEGG. Let me hear the amendment of the gentleman.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Provided that not less than 5 acres
be reserved for park purposes.

Mr. BEGG. Five acres of ocean front?

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Yes.
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Mr. BEGG. T do not object to that, although I do not accept
it with any enthusiasm.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I will say to my good friend from
Ohio, in order that my record may be kept clear, that I have
opposed ‘the block sale in Florida for this reason: If you sell
it in block only one man can bid on it. Therefore, you are not
going to get as much for it as you would if you sold it in lots.
In the sale of Chapman Field I protested, and the War Depart-
ment has that protest on file, The Government will perhaps
have to come here, and I will have to ask my good friend and
colleague from Illinois [Mr. MappEN] to make an appropriation
of nearly as much as they got for the 600 acres for the pur-
chase of 100 acres for a landing field. I did that in good faith
because, as I have said, I want everybody to have a chance
to bid on these lots. It is to be a publie sale, and you can not
buy for less than the appraised value. My friends, the gentle-
man from New York [Mr, LaGuarpra] and the gentleman from
Oregon [Mr. Sixxorr] and other members of the committes
know this is not the bill I drew up; but I accept this bill be-
cause it is the best I can get, and I will accept the amendment
of the gentleman from Ohio with my amendment because I
realize the situation.

Mr. BEGG. I will say, and I think this ounght to he said,
inasmuch as the gentleman has made his statement, my reason
for objecting to the Government going into the retail real-estate
business is this: I think the net return to the Government
from a block sale will be greater than if we go into the retail
business. If we have 5 or 10 lots left or if anybody defaults on
any of them, we have got to go through a suit of foreclosure
and collection, and the amount of money spent by the Interior
Department agents in running back and forth down there will
eat up half the gross proceeds, I think if we want to sell it,
we should sell it in block and get rid of it, and I will not
object to the gentleman's amendment with respect to 5 acres,
although I do not think that is necessary.

Mr. SINNOTT. Does the gentleman think that his amend-
ment is a wise one?

Mr. BEGG. Yes; or I would not offer it,

Mr. SINNOTT. This property is worth $10,000 an acre; and
there are 80 acres of it. Only some one possessing $700,000 or
$1,000,000 ready to invest it in this kind of property can buy
it. It is only sume real-estate speculator svho would enter into
a proposition of that kind who will buy it.

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. SINNOTT. In just a moment. Let the department
divide the property up as the department contemplates doing
and then you will have a number of bidders and will not prac-
tically turn it over to some wealthy individual who is the only
person who can buy under your proposition. This matter has
had very careful consideration by the Secretary of the Interior
and also by the Public Lands Committee of the House.

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield now?

Mr. SINNOTT, Yes.

Mr. BEGG. In this property that the War Department was
permitted to sell a few weeks ago, are they going to divide that
up into small farms or lots or sell it en gros?

Mr. SINNOTT. I do not know what they are going to do, and
I know nothing about that property; but I do know something
about this situation.

Mr. BEGG. It seems fo me it is entirely a wrong theory of
governmental activity to put the Government into the allotment
business in selling lots.

Mr. SINNOTT. They have frequentiy done that for years
and years and have handled it successfully.

Mr. BEGG. And just a few weeks ago we had a bill up here
to correct and clean up a sale of that kind in Alaska.

Mr. SINNOTT. And we have had hundreds of bills to clean
up general-block sales?

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BEGG. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. When the Interfor Department sells land
there is no large charge against it for expenses. The expense
of the sale is a very small percentage, according to their way
of doing business, because they do not go outside and get ex-
pensive auetioneers, and so forth.

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield for a question on that
point?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. -

Mr. BEGG. How are they going to sell this land in lots
unless they have it surveyed and run off and everything of
that kind? >

Mr. SEARS of Florida. That does not cost much.

Mr. CRAMTON. We have our surveying service. I think
there is a great deal of merit in what the gentleman from
Oregon has said. The gentleman is very familiar with the
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handling of public lands. In an $800,000 proposition you limit
the opportunity for the Government to get its fair value.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. If the gentleman will yield, it simply
means one man can bid on this land, but the other way gives
everybody a chance.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., What will happen is that some New
York corporation or some other group of men will go down
there, bid on it in block, and then they will cut it up into lots
and gell it and make an enormous profit.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. To be frank with my friend, I know
{that is the case right now. There is one party prepared to
bid on this land.

Mr. BEGG. My answer to that is if the Government sells it
in one lump, I do not care whether there is 1 bidder or 10
bidders, the Government will haye its money. If the Govern-
ment goes into the allotment business, they probably will not
get the money.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BEGG. Yes.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Judging from what has been said about
this particular land, it seems to me if your plan is followed we
are simply turning this land over to a certain individunal down
there at his own price.

Mr. BEGG. Ob, no.

AMr. WOODRUFF. If there is fo be only one bidder, what
other answer can there be?

Mr. BEGG. This is to be a sale at publie auction.

AMr. WOODRUFF. If there is only one man who can handle
it, it will go at his own price.

Mr. BEGG. 1 think there will be more than one hidder.

Mr. WOODRUFF. If the gentleman from Ohio insists on his
amendment, I shall object to the bill.

Mr. SINNOTT. I fear that the proposition of the gentleman
from Ohio will just invite some wealthy syndicate or some
syndicate to get together and handle that property.

Mr. BEGG. Well, let the matter go over until we can talk
it over. I am thoroughly committed, I will say to the gentle-
man from Florida. Men came to me from this small fown to
get me to withdraw my objection. Before I was through they
said that I was right and thanked me and did not want it
allotted., Here is what will happen: Suppose the Government
fails to sell five lots, or two lots, before they can improve a
street they have to come and get permission of Congress—

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order.

AMr. BEGG. I shall object unless my amendment is adopted.

Mr. WOODRUFF. And I shall object to the bill if the
amendment is agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. HILL of Maryland, Mr. WELSH, and Mr. BEGG ob-
jected.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill retain its place on the calendar.

Mr. BEGG. This bill has been objected fo three times, and
that takes the bill off the calendar.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard, and the
elerk will report the next bill.

TO VALIDATE CERTAIN DECLARATIONS OF INTENTION

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 3859) to validate certain declarations of intentions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Re it enacted, ete., That so much of the seventh subdivision of sec-
tion 4 of the act entltled “An act to establish a Bureau of Immigra-
tion and Naturalization and to provide for a uniform rule for the
naturalization of aliens throughout the United States,” approved June
29, 1908, as amended, as reads as follows: “ Provided, That it shall not
be lawful to make a declaration of intention before the clerk of any
court on election day or during the period of 30 days preceding the day
of holding of any election within the jurisdiction of the court,” is re-
pealed. :

8Ec. 2. No declaration of Intention heretofore filed In disregard of
so much of such act of 1906 as Is above repealed shall be held invalid
for such cause,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

ALLOTTING WAR TROPHIES TO THE AMERICAN LEGION MUSEUM

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the joint reso-
Intion (H. J. Res. 114) directing the Secretary of War to allot
war trophies to the American Legion Museum.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
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Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
jeet, T have just been informed that the Senate has passed this
identical resolutton. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate
resolution may be substituted for the House resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ohjection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate Joint Resolution 91, as follows:

Reésolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be directed to allot and
deliver without vost to the United States, to the National Musenm of
the American Legion at its national headquarters, a representative col-
lection of captured and surrendered war devices and trophies of the
World War, to be selected from those war devices and trophies not
otherwise allotted and accepted for distribution in accordance with law:
Provided, That acceptance, shipment, and delivery shall be made within
a reasonable time and under the laws and regulations, except as
herein provided, that are now applicable to acceptance, shipment, and
delivery of war devices and trophies to the States, Territories, posses-
gions of the United States, and tbe District of Columbia.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

House Joint Resolution 114 was laid on the table.

DISTRIBUTION OF THE SUPREME COURT REPORTS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 10701) to provide for the distribution of the Supreme
Court reports and amending section 227 of the Judicial Code.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MADDEN. I object.

Mr. GRAHAM. What is the gentleman's objection?

Mr. MADDEN. There are not sufficient now to give all the
district attorneys a copy of these reports, and until a sufficient
number is provided I think we ought to confine the Army to a
study of military tactics.

Mr. GRAHAM. It makes a difference of only 12 reports.
This is to furnish the court-martials approved by the Attorney
General and the Secretary of War and is approved by the Bu-
reau of the Budget.

PURCHASE OF QUARANTINE BTATIONS, TEX.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 10782) relating to the purchase of quarantine stations
from the State of Texas.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub-
gtitute for this bill a similar Senate bill (S. 3287) now on the
Speaker’s table.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, is it the same bill?

Mr. BOX. It is identical.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
substitution of the similar Senate bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Senate bill.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the authority contained in the sum-lry
civil act approved June 5, 1920 (41 Stats. p. 875), may be construed
to permit of the purchase of the lands, and/or buildings, and/or
equipment, or portions thereof, of the quarantine ctations of the
State of Texas to which good and sufficient title can be conveyed
by the State of Texas to the TUnited Btates without regard to the
guarantine system or stations as a whole, appropriate deduction to be
made from the appropriation therefor on account of such property to
which good title can not be given by the State of Texas, using as a
basis therefor the joint-appraisal report of representatives of the
United States Government and the State of Texas, dated August
16, 1019.

See. 2. No bufldings shall be purchasable under the authorlty of
this act unless title ean be glven by the State of Texas to land on
which situated, except in the case of those buildings of the quaran-
tine station at Galveston, Tex., now situated on land owned by the

The Clerk will report the

“United States Government, payment for which tmildings is herchy

authorized if good and sufficient title in the State of Texas can
otherwise be shown fo said buildings.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.
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The similar House bill (H. R. 10782) was ordered to lie
on the table,

INSURANCE COMPANIES TO FILE BILLS OF INTERPLEADER

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
2206) authorizing insurance companies or associations or fra-
ternal or beneficial societies to file bills of interpleader,

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
Ject, this is the usual interpleader where there are two claim-
ants to the same insurance?

Mr. GRATIAM, Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection,

The Clerk read the bill, as foilows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the district courts of the United States
shall have original jurisdiction to entertain and delermine sunits in
equity begun by bills of interpleader duly wverified, filed by any in-
gurance company or assoclation or fraternal or beneficinl society, and
averring that one or more persons who are bona fide clalmants against
such company, association, or society resides or reside within the
territorial jurisdiction of said court; that such company, association,
or gociety hag issued a policy of insurance or certificate of member-
ship providing for the payment of $500 or mwre as insurance, in-
demnity, or beneilts to a beneficiary, beneficiarles, or the heirs, next
to kin, legal representatives, or assignee of the person insured or
member; that two or more adverse claimants, citizens of different
States, are claiming to be entitled to such insurance, indemnity, or
benefits; that such company, association, or society has paid the
amount thereof into the registry of the court, there to abide the judg-
ment of the court.

Bec. 2. In all such cases if the poliey or certificate !s drawn pavable
to the estate of the insured aund has not been assigned in accordanes
with the terms of the policy or certificate the district court of the
district of the residence of the personal representative of the insured
shall have jurisdiction of such suit. In case the policy or certificate
has been assigned during the life of the insured in aeccordance with
the terms of the policy or certificate, the distrlet court of the district
of the residence of the assignee or of his perSonal representative
shall have jurisdiction. In case the policy or certificate is drawn
payable to a beneficiary or beneficlaries and there has been no such
assignment as aforesaid the jurisdiction shall be in the district court
of the district In which the beneficiary or beneficiaries or their personal
representatives reside. In case therc are beneficiaries resident in more
districts than one, then jurisdiction shall be in the district court
in any district In which a beneficiary or the personal representative
of a deceased beneficiary resldes. Notwithstanding any provision of the
Judiclal Code to the contrary, said court shall have power to issue its
process for all such claimants and to lIssue &n order of injunction
against each of them, enjoining fhem from Instituting or prosecuting
any suit or proceeding in any State court or in any other Federal
court on such policy or certificate of membership until the further
order of the court; which process and order of injunction shall be
returnable at such time as the said court or a judge thereof shall
determine and shall be addressed to and served by the United States
marshals for the respective districts wherein sald claimants reside
or may be found.

SEC. 3. Baid court shall hear and defermine the cause and shall dis-
charge the complainant from further lability; and shall make the
injunction permanent and enter all such other orders and decrees as
may be suitable and proper, and issue all such customary writs as
may be necessary or convenient to carry out and enforce the same.

8rc. 4. Public Aet No. 346, Sixty-fourth Congress, entitled “An act
authorizing Insurance companies and fraternal beneficiary societles to
file bllls of Interpleader,” approved February 22, 1917, and Publie
Act No, 465, Sixty-eighth Congress, entitled “An act to amend an act
entitled *An act authorizing insurance companies or associations and
fraternal beneficiary societies to file bills of interpleader,” approved
February 22, 1017, approved February 235, 1925, be and the same
are hereby repealed. Said repeal shall not affect any act done or any
right, accruing or acerued in any sunit or proceeding had or commenced
under sald acts hereby repealed, prior to the passage of this act, but
all such acts or rights, suits or proceedings shall continue and be valid
and may be prosecuted and enforced in the same manner as if said
acts had not been repealed hereby.

Mr. GRAHAM severally offered the following amendments,
and they were severally agreed to:

Page 1, line G, after the word “any,” insert * casualty company,
surety company.”

Page 1, Hne 10, after the word * soclety,” insert “has in its
custody or possession money or property of the value of $3500 or
more, o1."

T

Page 1, line 11, after the word * Issued,” ingert a bond or.”

Page 1, line 12, after the word “ more,” fnsert “to the obligee or
obligees In such bond or.” d

Page 2, line 5, after the word * ti)," insert “ such money or prop-
erty or the penalty of such bond, or to.”

Page 2, line 6, after the word “ has,” insert deposited such money
or property or has.”

Page 2, line 6, after the word “ amount,” insert the word * thereof,”

Page 2, line 23, after the word *“are,” insert * claimants of such
money or property, of in case there are.”

Piige 2, line 24, after the word “ beneficiaries,” insert * under any
such bond or poliey.”

Page 3, line 1, after the word * or,” insert *a claimant or.”

TPage 3, line 1, after the word * deceased,” insert * claimant or.”

Page 3, lne 7, after the words * Federal Court,” insert * on account
of such money or property ot on such bond or.”

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time,
was read a third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

AUTHORIZING INSURANCE COMPAXNIES TO FILE BILLS OF
INTERPLEADER

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remurks in the Recorp upon this bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, the bill 8. 2296
authorizes insurance companies or associations or fraternal or
beneficial societies to file bills of interpleader. The House
Judiciary Committee has favorably reported this bill as follows:

{Report to accompany 8. 2208)

The Committee on the Judiclary, to whom was referred the hill
8, 2296, after consideration, report the same favorably and racom-
mend that the bill do pass.

The only change made in the present law hy this bill is found in the
last sentence of section 2 of the bill as follows:

“ Notwithstanding any provision of the Judicial Code to the con-
trary, sald court shall have power to issue its process for all such
claimants and to issue an order of injunction against each of them,
enjoining them from insfituting or prosecuting any suit or procesding
in any State court or in any other Federal court on such policy or
certificate of membership until the further order of the court, which
process and order of injunction shall be returnable at such time as the
said court or a judge thereof shall determine and shall be addressed
to and served by the United States marshals for the respective dis-
tricts wherein sald claimants reside or may be found.

The amendment is necessary in order to make more adequate the
power of the court in the handling and disposition of bills of inter-
pleader in sults authorized by the act of February 23, 1925, which is
reenacted by this bill

Baltimore is the home city of the surety companies. The
Pidelity & Deposit Co., the United States Fidelity & Guaranty
Co., the Maryland Casualty Co., and various other great com-
panies are deeply interested in the pending legislation. As the
bill passed the Senate and has been reported to the House it

did not contain certain amendments which should be included -

in order to take care of the surety companies. Senator Brouce
has gone over this whole matter with Senator PerprER, who
introduced S. 2296, and Senator PeerEr has no objection to
casualty and surety companies being included. The gentleman
from Peunsylvania [Mr. Gramax] has agreed to the desired
amendments to the present bill, which are as follows:

AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL 2208

A bill (8. 2298) authorizing insurance companies or associations or
fraternal or beneficial societies to file bills of interpleader

Amend page 1, line 5, by inserting at the end thereof, after the word
“any,” the words “ casualty company, surety company.”

Amend page 1, line 10, by inserting at the end thereof, after the word
“ society,” the words * bas in its custody or possession money or prop-
erty of the value of $500 or more, or."

Amend page 1, line 11, by inserting after the word *issued™ the
words “a bond or.” :

Amend page 1, lne 12, by inserting after the word * more"” the
words “ to the obligee or obligees in such bond or.”

Amend page 2, line 5, by inserting after the word “ to" the words
*such money or property or the penalty of such bond, or to.”

Amend page 2, line 6, by inserting after the word “has” the words
“ deposited such money or property or has.”

Amend page 2, line 6, by striking out the word * thereof” and in-
serting the words “* of such bond or policy.”

Amend page 2, line 23, by inserting at the end thereof, after the word
“are," the words ‘‘claimants of such money or property or inm case
there are,”
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Amend page 2, line 24, by inserfing after the word * beneficlarles”
the words * under any such bond or policy."

Amend page 3, line 1, by iusu:rt:ing at the beginning, before the word
“a" the words “a claimant or.”

Amend page 3, line 1, by inserting at the end of the line, after the
word * deceased,” the words “claimant or.,”

Amend page 3, line T, hy inserting after the words “ Federal court™
the words * on account of such money or property or on such tond or.”

In reference to this bill, I am advised by the Fidelity &
Deposit Co. as follows:

The statute which is sought to be amended was passed some eight
or nine years ago after an insurance company had been put in the
unfortunate position of having & suit instituted against it in one State
by one set of alleged heirs of a man and a similar suit in another State
by another set, the result being that they were held liable in both
gults, and therefore paid the amount of the policy twice. Senator
PurrER’s amendment is, as I understand it, only intended to straighten
ont some of the procedure in order to accomplish the result originally
intended. Our amendment is intended to bring casualty and surety
companies within the provisions of the statute, so as to give us similar
protection. While casnalty and surety companies are for many pur-
poses treated by the Government as Insurance companies, the original
wording of the bill and Sepator PEPPER’S amendment 1s noi broad
enongh to bring ensualty und surety companies within its provisions, as
the langnage used contemplates an insurance policy only. The neces-
sity for such protection to surety and casualty companies is illustrated
by & receut experience we had. Under a bond given to protect all the
glippers of grain to a certain elevator in Minnesota our prineipal de-
faunited, and we were ready and willing to pay the penalty of our bond,
but there was no one to whom we could pay, as the claims exceeded
the amount of the bond, and some of the shippers lived in Minnesota,
some In Iowa, and seme in the Dakotas, The result was that we had
not only to pay the penalty of our bond but over §6,000 interest and
governl thousand dollars in attorney's fees and expenses, all of which
would have been obviated if we could have filed a bill of interpleader
and paid the money into court. While, unfortunately, such cases are
not frequent occurrences, they are becoming more frequent as time goes
by, and, as you well know, business does not regard State lines, which
do, however, fix the limits of the Jurisdiction of the courts.

The pending bill is an important one, and the amendments
materially extend the usefulness of the legislation here enacted,

COINAGE OF COPPER 1-CENT PIECES

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
return to Calendar No. 289 (H. R. 8267) to authorize the coinage
of copper 1-cent pieces to aid in the preservation of the birth-
place of the world’s best loved poet, Henry Wadsworth Long-
feliow. i

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Is that the Thayer bill?

Mr. THURSTON. Yes; but we have a substitute which we
desire to offer.

Mr. BLANTON. But we want to see the substitute first.
The gentleman ought to wait until the next day the calendar is
called. We do not know what the substitute is. 1 hope the
gentleman will not ask for that now. We are going to have
another consent day.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is very short.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, for the present I object.

Tue SPEAKER pro tempore. Objeetion is heard.

AMENDING THE IMMIGRATION ACT OF 10624

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10661) to amend the immigration act of 1924.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enucted, ete., That subdivision (d) of section 4 of the immigra-
tion act of 1924 is amended by andding at the end thercof the following:
“an immigrant who Is the wife, or the unmarried child under 18 years
of age, of an alien resident of the United States who entered the United
Btates prior to July 1, 1924, and who continuously for at least two
years Immediately preceding the time of his admission to the United
States for permanent residence was, and who entered the United States
solely for the purpose of earrying on the voeation of minister of any
religious denomination or professor of a college, academy, seminary, or
university, If such immigrant is following to join such alien; or ™

8EC. 2. Despite the provisions of the Immigration act of 1024, the
Eecretary of Labor is authorized to admit to the United States for per-
manent residence any otherwise admissible alien who (1) is the wife
or the unmarried ¢hild under 18 yenrs of age of an allen resident of
the United Stntes who entered the United States prior to July 1, 1024,
&nd who continuously for at least two years immediately preceding the
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time of his admission to the United States for permanent residence was,
and who entered the United States solely for the purpose of, carrying
on the vocation of minister of any religions denomination or professor
of a college, academy, seminary, or university, and (2) who arrived at
a United States port of entry between May 26, 1024, and July 1, 1024,
and were thercafter temporarily admitted.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

DISPOSITION OF MONEYS OF LEGALLY ADJUDGED INSANE OF ALASKA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (8.
3213) to provide for the disposition of moneys of the legzally
adjudged insane of Alaska who have been cared for by the
Secretary of the Interior.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, is not the five-year period provided for in the bill too
short a time to hold this money and convert it into the
Treasury?

Mr. DRIVER. Five years after paid in, and five years in
which to make payment, and the five-year limit is predfcated
upon the theory of the investigation that is required by the In-
terior Department to ascertain the loeation of the——

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is the proof required to recover when it
is converted into the Treasury any greater than if made in
ﬂﬂi yt;ars when in the custody of the Department of the In-
terior

Mr. DRIVER. Not at all.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter all moneys belonging to persons
legally adjudged insane in the Territory of Alaska and deposited by
them with the person, firm, corporation, or institution under contract
with the Department of the Interior for the care of the Alaskan insane
who have died in such institution, or under the care of such person,
firm, or corporation, been discharged therefrom, or who have eloped
and whose whereabouts is unknown, shall, if unelaimed by said person
or their legal heirs within the period of five years from the time of
death of the person or the date of the leaving of the Institution, or the
care of such person, firm, or corporation, be covered into the Treasury
by the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, however, That the un-
claimed moneys belonging to those who have heretofore died or left
the institution, or the care of such person, firm, or corporation, prior
to the date of this act, shall, at the end of five years from the passage
of this act, also be deposited in the Treasury, subject, however, to
reclamation by such persons or their legal heirs within five years from
the date of this act.

Sec, 2. The Secretary of the Interior 1s authorized and directed,
under such regulations as he may preseribe, to make or cause diligent
inquiry to be made, in every instance after the death, discharge, or
elopement of any legally adjudged insane person of Alaska, to aseer-
tain his whereabouts, or that of his or her legal heirs, and thereafter
turn over to the proper party any moneys in the hands of the institu-
tion, person, firm, or corporation, etc., to the credit of snch person.
Claims may be presented to the Becretary of the Interfor hereunder at
any time, and when established by competent proof in any case more
than five years after the death, discharge, or elopement of such legally
adjudged insane person of Alaska, shall be certified to Congress for
consideration. }

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.
ROCKY MOUNTAIN NATIONAL PARK

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 9390) to eliminate certain privately owned lands from
the Rocky Mountain National Park and to transfer certain
other lands from the Rocky Mountain National Park to the
Colorado National Forest, Colo.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That portions of the north and east boundary of
the Rocky Mountain National Park are hereby revised as follows:

North boundary, beginning at the northweét corner of the northeast
quarter of the northeast guarter of section 33, township 7 north,
range 74 west, being a point on the present north boundary line of the
Rocky Mountain National Park; thence southerly to the southwest
corner of the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of said see-
tion ; thence westerly to the southeast corner of the northwest quarter
of the northwest quarter of said section ; thence northerly to the north-
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east corner of the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of said
gection, being a polnt on the present north boundary line of the Rocky
Mountain National Park and the end of the above-described change of
gald boundary; and

East boundary, beginning at the northeast corner of section 3, town-
ship 3 north, range 75 west of the sixth principal merldian, Colorado,
being a point on the present east boundary line of Rocky Mountain
National Park; thence westerly along the township line to the north-
west corner of said section; thence northerly along section line to
the southwest corner of the northwest quarter of section 84, township
4 north, range 73 west; thence easterly to the soutbeast corner of the
southwest gquarter of the northwest quarter of said sectlon; thence
northerly to the northeast corner of the northwest guarter of the
northwest quarter of sald seetion; thence westerly to the northwest
corner of sald section; thence northerly along section lines to the
southwest corner of the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter of
gection 22, saild township; thence easterly to the southeast corner of
the northeast guarter of the sonthwest quarter of said section; thence
northerly to the southwest corner of the northwest aquarter of the
northeast quarter of sald section; thence easterly to the southeast
corner of the northeast guarter of the northeast quarter of said sec-
tion ; thence northerly along section lines to the northeast coroer of
the southeast guarter of Phe southeast quarter of section 13, said
township ; thence westerly to the northwest corner of the somthwest
quarter of sontheast quarter of said section section; thence northerly,
passing through the northeast corner of the northwest quarter of gaid
section, to the northeast corner of the southeast quarter of the south-
west quarter of section 10, sald township; thence westerly to the
northwest corner of the southeast quarter of the scuthwest guarter
of said section; thence northerly to the northeast corner of the north-
west quarter of the sonthwest guarter of said section; thence westerly,
passing through the northwest cormer of the southwest quarter of
said sectlon, to the northwest eorner of the northeast guarter of the
sonthwest quarter of section 9, sald township; thence southerly to the
northeast corner of the southwest quarter of the southwest guarter of
said seetion ; thence westerly to the northwest corner of the southwest
quarter of the southwest quarter of said section; thence northerly
along section lines to the northeast cornmer of the southeast quarter
of the southeast quarter of section 5§, sald township; thence westerly
to the northwest corner of the southeast gquarter of the southeast
quarter of sald section; thence southerly to the southwest corner of
the southeast guarter of the southeast quarter of sald sectlion; thence
westerly along section line to the southeast corner of the southwest
quarter of sald section; thence mortherly to the northeast corner of
the southwest guarter of said section; thence westerly to the north-
west corner of the southwest quarter of said section; thence northerly
along section line to the northeast corner of section 6, said township;
thence easterly along the first correction line north to the southeast
corner of the southwest quarter of section 32, township 5 north,
range 73 west; thence northerly to the northeast corner of the north-
west quarter of said section; thence westerly along section line to the
northwest corner of said section; thence northerly along section lines
to the sonthwest corner of the northwest quarter of the southwest
guarter of section 20, sald township ; thence easterly to the northwest
corner of the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of said see-
tion; thence southerly, passing through the southwest corner of the
southeast quarter of the southeast quarter of said section, to the
gsouthwest corner of the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter
of section 29, said township; thence easterly to the southeast corner
of the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of sald section;
thence gountherly to the southwest corner of the northwest quarter of
section 28, said township; thence easterly to the southeast corner of
the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter of said section;
thence northerly to the northeast corner of the southwest guarter of
the northwest quarter of sald section; thence easterly, passing through
the southeast corner of the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter
of said section, to the southeast corner of the northeast gquarter of the
northeast guarter of section 27, sald township; thence northerly along
section line to the northeast corner of sald section; thence westerly
along sectlon line to the southeast corner of the southwest quarter of
the southwest quarter of section 22, said township; thence northerly
to the northeast cormer of the northwest quarter of the northwest
quarter of said section; thence westerly along section lines to the
goutheast corner of the southwest quarter of section 18, said town-
ghip; thence northerly to the northeast corner of the southeast guar-
ter of the southwest quarter of said section; thence westerly to the
northwest corner of the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter
of said section; thence northerly along section line to the center line
of the north branch of Fall Rlver; thence porthwesterly along the
center line of the morth branch of Fall River to the west line of the
east half of the east half of section 17, sald township; thence south-
erly to the northeast corner of the southwest quarter of the southeast
quarter of said section; thence westerly to the northwest corner of
the southwest quarter of the southeast guarter of said section; thence
southerly to the southwest corner of the southeast quarter of said
section ; thence westerly along section line to the southeast corner of
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section 18, zaid township; thence northerly along section line to the
northeast corner of said section; thence easterly along section line to
the northwest corner of section 16, sald township; thence southerly
along section line to the southwest corner of the northwest guarter of
the northwest quarter of said section; thence easterly to the north-
west corner of the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of said
section; thence southerly to the southwest corner of the mnortheast
quarter of sald section; thence easterly, passing through the south-
east corner of the northeast quarter of said section, to the northwest
corner of the northeast quarter of the southwest quarter of section 15,
gaid township; thence southerly to the southwest corner of the porth-
east quarter of the southwest quarter of said section; thence easterly
to the southeast cormer of the northeast quarter of the southwest
quarter of sald section; thence northerly to the southwest corner of
the northeast quarter of said section; thence easterly on mid-section
lines to the southeast corner of the northwest guarter of sectlon 18,
township 5 north, range 72 west; thence northerly to the southwest
corner of the northwest quarter of the northeast quarter of sald see-
tion; thence easterly to the southcast corner of the northeast guarter
of the northeast quarter of said =ection ; thence northerly along section
lines to the northeast corner of section 7, said township; thence
westerly along section line to the southeast corner of the southwest
quarter of sectlon 6, said township; thence northerly to the northeast
corner of the southeast guarter of the southwest gquarter of sald sec-
tion; thence westerly to the northwest corner of the southwest guarter
of the southwest quarter of said section; thence northerly to the north-
west corner of said section, being a point on the present east boundary
line of Rocky Mountain National Park and the end of the change of
sald boundary: Provided, however, That the following lands shall
remain and be a part of the Rocky Mountain National Park; The
northwest quarter of the northeast quarter and the east half of the
northeast quarter of the northwest gunarter of section 34, township &
north, range 73 west; all of that portion of the following-described
lands located in township 4 north, range 73 west, lying west of the
hydrographic divide that forms the eastern boundary of the watershed
of Cow Creek and of Aspen Brook; the east half of the northeast
quarter of section 35; the east half of the southeast gquarter and the
sontheagt quarter of the northeast quarter of section 20; section 24;
gection 25; the east half of section 23: Provided further, That those
portions of the following-deseribed lands that are hereby excluded from
the Rocky Mountain National Park are hereby transferred to and
made a part of the Colorado National Forest, subject to all laws and
regulations applicable to national forests: The northwest quarter of
the northeast quarter and northeast quarter of the northwest quarter,
section 33, township T north, range T4 west; sectlon 6, township 5
north, range 72 west; the southeast quarter of the sontheast guarter
of section 34, township 5 north, range 73 west; sectiong 3, 10, and 13,
township 4 north, range 73 west.

Bec. 2. The Secretary of the Interlor ls hereby authorized, In his
discretion, to permit, by license, lease, or other authorization, the use
of necessary land In the Rocky Mountain National Park for the main-
tenance and operation in {its present height and capacity of the
Arbuekle No. 2 reservoir.

Sgc. 3. That the provisiona of the act of January 26, 1915, entitled
“An act to establish the Rocky Mountain Natlonal Park In the State
of Colorade, and for other purposes,” and act of August 25, 1916,
entitled “An act to establish a npational-park service, and for other
purposes,” and all acts supplementary to and amendatory of said acts
are made applicable to and extended over the lands hereby added to
the park: Provided, That the provisions of the act of June 10, 1920,
entitled “An act to create a Federal power commission, to provide
for the improvement of navigation, the development of water power,
the use of the publle fands in relation thereto, and to repeal sectiom
18 of the river and harbor appropriaiton act, approved Aungust 8,
1917, and for other purposes,” shall not apply to or extend over
such lands.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN LANDS IN FLORBIDA

Mr, SHARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to return to Calendar No. 305 and consider the same.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Florida
asks unanimouns consent to return to Calendar No. 305. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
The Clerk read the title of the bill:

A bill (H. R, 8303) to donate to the town, municipality, or city
of Jupiter, Fla.,, for park purposes, the abandoned tract or tracts of
land formerly used as a life-saving station.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, Without objection, the Clerk will read the amend-
ment and not the matter stricken out.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:
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Be it enacted, etc., That lots 4 and 5, section B, township 41 south,
range 43 east, Florida, eontaining 8.25 acres, formerly used as a life-
gaving station but having been abandoned for that purpose, are hereby
placed under tha control of the Secretary of the Interior for disposi-
tion as hereinafter provided.

Spc. 2. That the Secretary of the Interfor may cause the said
lands to be subdivided into town lots, blocks, streets, and alleys of
such dimensions as he may deem advisable, reserying not more than b
acres for park, school, and other public purposes. Except as to the
reservations mentioned he shall cause the said town lots so surveyed
and subdivided, and each tract thereof, to be appraised by three
competent and disinterested men to be appointed by him. When the
appraisement has been approved by him he shall cause the said lots
to be sold at public auction to the highest bidder on such terms as
he may prescribe, at not less than the appraised value thereof, first
having given not less than 60 days’ public notice of the time, place, and
terms of sale immediately prior to such sale by publication in at least
one newspaper having a general circulation in the section of the coun-
try in which the lands are situated and in such other newspapers as
he may deem advisable; that any lots remaining unsold may be reof-
fered for sale at any subsequent time in the same manner at the dis-
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior; and If not sold at such second
offering for want of bidders then the Becretary of the Interior shall
gell the same at private sale for cash at not less than the appraised
value,

SEgc. 3. That when a town is organized as a municipality embrac-
ing the lands in question the Secretary of the Interior is authorized
to issue patent to the said municipality for all reservations, for parks,
gchools, and other public purpeses, to be maintained for such pur-
poses only.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I have an amendment to
the amendment. Page 2, line 25, after the word “ acres” insert
“on the ocean front.,” That is to give to the town of Jupiter
this park on the ocean front. ’

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 2, line 25, after the word *“acres” insert *“on the ocean
front.”

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last word.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is an amendment in the
third degree, but without objection the gentleman from Ohio
is recognized,

There was no objection.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I merely want to make a state-
ment that 1 was persuaded to withdraw my objection to this
bill after considerable argument on the statement by the gen-
tleman from Florida that it might be interpreted in his country
as a reflection on him if he was unable to get this bill passed.
I do not care to do that against anybody. I do not think it
is a good poliey for the Government to go info the real estate
business in a retail way. Not having changed my views a bit,
but in order to prevent doing an unfairness to a colleague, I
agreed to withdraw my objection, and I wanted that in the
Recorp. 1 think again that this is the poorest kind of govern-
mental business, and to embark upon it is a mistake.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I was one of the
objectors and I withdrew my objection because of the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York placing in the
bill the words *“ on the ocean front.”

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my
friend and colleague from Ohio. This is not the bill that I
wanted, as the members of the committee will state, but it is
the best that I can get.

Mr, MADDEN. I will say I am going to object if anybody is
going to make any more speeches.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New
York.

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-
ment was agreed to.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, I move to strike out see-
tion 8, because the town of Jupiter has been incorporated. I
think it is surplus at this time. I move to strike out section 3.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, beginning In line 18, strike ont all of mection 8.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SEARS of Florida. I ask that the title be amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended.
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A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
next bill,

ADDITIONAL BUILDINGS AT CERTAIN NAVAL HOSPITALS

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (IL
R. 10732) to authorize the construction of necessary additional
buildings at certain naval hospitals, and for other purposes.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ent consideration of this bill?

Mr. BLANTON. I object, Mr. Speaker.

b"rh% SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
objects.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
withhold his objection for a moment?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER rose.

Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania satis-
fled with his blanket bill, passed the other day?
bel\(!}r. BUTLER. Not altogether, but it is the best that can

one.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania wants to be heard on this, I will reserve my objection.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 10732) pro-
vides an anthorization for funds for the construction of certain
facilities at different naval hospitals in the United States and
Territories.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, being overwhelmed here, I will
withdraw my reservation.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I thank the very generous gentleman
from Texas and will discontinue my remarks,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Navy Is hereby author-
ized to construct mecessary additional buildings at the naval hospitals
at Pear] Harbor, Hawaii, laboratory and mortuary building, $35,000;
Great Lakes, T, boiler plant and connecting line, $200,000; Puget
Sound, Wash., extension to mess hall and galley, $32,000; Guam, mess
hall and galley, $18,000; San Diego, Calif, officers’ ward building,
50 beds, $150,000; which expenditure for the purposes aforesaid shall
be made from the naval hospital fund.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
wasg ordered to be laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the next
bill.
SESQUICENTENNTAL OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE AND THE THOMAS

JEFFERSON CENTENNIAL COMMISSION OF THE UNITED STATES

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the resolu-
tion (8. J. Res. 30) authorizing the establishment of a commis-
sion to be known as the Sesquicentennial of American Inde-
pendence and the Thomas Jefferson Centennial Commission of
the United States, in commemoration of the one hundred and
fiftieth anniversary of the signing of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and the one hundredth anniversary of the death of
Thomas Jefferson, the author of that immortal document.

The title of the resolution was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I would like to get some information. I notice that the resolu-
tion says mo appropriation shall be made by Congress to carry
out its purposes. Have they devised some way of carrying on
the celebration? When they have devised the plan, will that

lan provide an appropriation of several million dollars?

Mr. BACON. If the consent of Congress is required in that
plan, Congress will be appealed to.

Mr. CRAMTON. I understood it would be worked out with-
out an appropriation by Congress.

Mr. BACON. That is my understanding.

Mr. CRAMTON. If it were the idea that it was going to lead
to a plan costing several million dollars, it would be a good
plan to stop it now; but with the statement of the gentleman
from New York, I shall have no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Is there objection to the pres-
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso-
lution, omitting the matter stricken out:
The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete., That there is hereby established a commission, to be
known as the Sesqui-Centennial of Ameriean Independence and the
Thomas Jefferson Centennial Commission of the United States, in com-
memoration of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the signing
of the Declaration of Independence and the one hundredth anniversary
of the death of Thomas Jeiferson, the author of that immortal document
(hereinafier referred to as the commlssion), and to be composed of 19
commissioners, aa follows :

The President of the United States, the Vice President of the United
States, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, ex officio: eight
persons to be appointed by the President of the United States: four
Senators by the Vice President; and four Representatives by the
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Spc. 2. The commissioners ghall serve withont compensation, and
shall select a chairman from among their number, and. no appropria-
tlon shall be made by Congress to earry out the purposes of this act.

Spe. 3. It shall be the duty of the commissioners to promulgate to
the Ameriean people an address relating to the reason of the creation
of the commission and of its purposes and to prepare a plan or plans
for a program in cooperation with the officers and board of governors
of the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Foundation, and the other National,
State, city. civic, and patriotic committees, and other Jefferson cen-
tennial committees appointed throughout the country for the purpose
of properly commemorating those signal events which have brought
thig commission into being; and to give due and proper consideration to
any plan or plans which may be submitted to them; and to take such
steps as may be necessary in the coordination and correlation of the
various plans which may be submitied to the commission: and if the
participation of other nations be deemed advisable, to communicate
with the governments of such nations.

Smc. 4. When the commission shall have approved of a plan of cole-
bration, then it shall submit for their consideration and approval such
plan or plans, in so far as it or they may relate to the fine arts, to the
Commission of Fine Arts, in Washington, for their approval, and ia
accordance with statutory requirements,

Suc. 5. That the commission hereby created shall expire within two
years after the expiration of the celebration, December 31, 1626.

Sec, 6, This joint resolution shall take effect immediately,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the committee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third
reading of the Senate joint resolution.

The Senate resolution was ordered to be read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

The SPEOAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the tifle
will be amended so as to read: “Authorizing the establishment
of a commission to be known as the Sesquicentennial of Ameri-
can Independence and the Thomas Jefferson Centennial Com-
mission of the United States, in commemoration of the one
hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the signing of the Declara-
tion of Independence.”

There was no objection.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was ordered to be laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next bill,

USE OF PUBLIC LANDS FOE RECREATIONAL PURPOSES

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H,
R. 10773) to authorize acquisition or use of public lands by
States, counties, or municipalities for recreational purposes,

The title of the bill was read,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. WOODRUFF. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman from Oregon [Mr.
Srwworr], if he is present, a questlon about this bill.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman from Oregon has been
called out to attend an important conference of Members from
the West interested in reclamation matters, and he asked me,
so far as I was able, fo answer any questions. I do not know
whether I can answer the gentleman’s question, but T shall be
glad to if I ean.

Mr. WOODRUFF. To what extent are the national forests
to be used for recreational purposes?

Mr. CRAMTON. They can not be so used at all under this
act, because this act has only to do with public lands under the
Interior Department.

Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman from Michigan in favor
of this bill?

Mr, CRAMTON. Very much so.

Mr. BLANTON. Since when?

Is there objection to the pres-
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Mr. CRAMTON. Since I learned there was such a bill
I have been in favor of the purposes of such a bill for a long
time, It grew out of the recreational conference organized
by the President, representing the different departments, They
had a rather impressive program, but this is a small part of it.

Mr. BLANTON. It does not call for an enlarged program?

Mr. CRAMTON, No. It aunthorizes certain exchanges.

The BPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of this bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
bill for amendment,

The Clerk read as follgws:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby
i3, authorized, in his discretion, to withhold from all forms of ap-
propriation unreserved nonmineral public lands, which have been
classified by him as chiefly valupble for recreational purposes and are
not desired for Federal administration, and to accept title on behalf
of the Unmited States from any States In and to lands granted by
Congress to such State, and in exchange therefor to patent fo such
State an equal quantity or value of surveyed land so withheld and
classified, any patent so issuved to contain a reservation to the United
States of all mineral deposits in the land conveyed and of the right
to mine and remove same, under resulations to be established by the
Secretary, and a provision for reversion of title to the United States
upon a finding by the Secretary of the Interior that for a period of
five consecutive years such land has not been vsed by the State for
park or recreational purposes, or that such land or any part thereof
is being devoted to other use: Provided, That lands so withheld and
classified may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be
also held subject to purchase and may he purchased by the State or
county in which the lands are situated, or by an adjacent municipality
in the same State, at a price to be fixed by the Secretary of the
Interior, through appraisal or otherwise, subject to the same reserva-
tion of mineral deposits and the same provision for reversion of title
as are prescribed for conveyances to the States In consummation of
exchanges hereby authorized, or be held subject to lease and may be
leased to such States, counties, or municipalities for recreational use
at a reagonable annual rental for a period of 20 years, with privilege
of renewal for a like period. And the Secretary of the Interior is
hereby authorized to make all necessary rules and regulations for
the purpose of carrying the provisions of this act into effect.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

M'LENNAN COUNTY, TEX.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 9212) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the
Treasury to pay to McLennan County, in the State of Texas,
the sum of $20,020.60 compensation for the appropriation and
destruction of an improved public road passing throngh the
military camp at Waco, Tex., in said county, by the Government
of the United States.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to ask the gentleman from Texas a question, Is
the gentleman from Texas willing to say to this House that
when they sought to locate this camp and aviation field at
Waco they did not at least imply that they were doing this
for the Government without cost?

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. Well, I will ask the gentleman
what he means by “ doing that without cost ”?

Mr. BEGG. Locating this aviation field there.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I will explain the situation.

Mr. BEGG. If there was an understanding, implied or
expressed, that the Government was to pay for the damage
they did then I think we owe this debt, but if, on the other
hand, the city of Waco—and among all cities within any rea-
sonable radius of these camps there was a rivalry to get them
located there—implied that if the Government would locate
there they would furnish this land, I do not think they have
a leg to stand on, so to speak, in asking compensation for dam-
ages. If the gentleman from Texas will state, on his word,
that there was no such implication from the city of Waco, I
shall not ohject.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I will say to the gentloman that
the gentleman from Texas is not going to state on his word
anything he does not knoew, The gentleman from Texas was
not there and he does not personally know abont what the gen-
tleman is asking, but the gentleman from Texas can briefly
explain the circumstances surrounding this matter as they ap-
pear to be.
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Mr. BEGG. That is not an answer go far as the gentleman
from Ohio is concerned, because I think I know all of the
facts,

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. All of the land within this field
except the public roads was leased by the Government and it
paid rent for it. There was no gratis matter abowt that at all,
There was a public highway that went through the fleld—

Mr. BEGG., May I interrupt the gentleman right there to
ask him a question?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes,

Mr, BEGG. Did the Government just go in and practically
coerce the holders of this land to lease it or did the city of
Waco tender the Government this land with a road on it?

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. No; I will say to the gentleman
that neither one of his assumptions is correct.

Mr. BEGG. I would like to have the gentleman explain the
circumstances.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The War Department, early in
the war, decided that these aviation camps—and for that mat-
ter all training camps—should be located somewhere in the
country where the weather would give the opporfunity of all-
year flying, so the result was that most of them were located
in the South.

Of course, Waco wanted these camps, like every other city
wanted them, but as a matter of fact that chamber of com-
merce at Waco went out and leased from the owners the lands
which the Government thought were desirable for aviation
purposes; then the chamber of commerce in turn leased those
lands to the Government and the Government paid rent each
year on every acre that was in the field. Within this aviation
field there were several tracts. Here was one tract, there was
another tract, and over there was another tract, and they
leased all of those tracts. This improved highway passed
throigh what was afterwards the field. Now, the chamber
of commerce at Waco agreed with the Government that it
would have those roads closed and the county voluntarily
closed them to travel. The county received no eompensation
or rent. It closed the roads to accommodate the Government.
After they were closed to travel the Government came along
and plowed up part of the road, dynamited a concrete bridge
on the road, filled up the ditches and leveled them. Now, the
contract between the chamber of commerce, who had leased
the lands from the private owners, and the Government con-
tained provisions about damage to lands and fixed the rights
of the parties. But the county had mno contract and received
no rent.

Mr. BEGG. That is just exactly the information I wanted.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. But the county was not a party
to that contract.

Mr. BEGG. That does not make any difference.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. And consequently the owners,
who had their contract with the Government, could present
their elaims to the War Department, but the eounty, having no
eontract, must come to Congress.

Mr. BEGG. As far as I am concerned, the gentleman has
satisfied me. Whén he states there was a contract, either
express or implied, that they would compensate for damages,
the gentleman has given me the information I desired.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
has the amount of $9,403.42 been computed or is that the maxi-
mum, as the bill now stands, which counld be appropriated?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. There is a committee amend-
ment which I will offer.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is for $20,020.607

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. No; the amount is $0,403.42.

The SPEHAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
" ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby
authorized and directed to pay to McLennan County in the State of
Texas, or to the proper fiscal officers of such county, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,020.60 to
compensate the said county for the value of an improved public high-
way in said county and which passed through a military camp at Waco,
Tex., and which said improved highway was appropriated by the United
Btates Government and was closed to public use and was destroyed by
the Government In order to make said military eamp available as an
aviation fleld, and to compensate said county for the expense of con-
structing temporary roads in lieu of such road to accommodate travel
during the use of said road by the United States.

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill authorizirg and direct-
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to McLennan County,
in the State of Texas, the sum of $9,403.42 compensation for the
appropriatiun and d>struction of an improved public road pass-
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ing through the military camp at Waco, Tex., in said county,
by the Government of the United States.”
With the following committee amendments:

Pagg 1, line T, strike out the figures ' $20,020.60 " and insert in lien
thercof the figures * $9,403.42."

On page 2, line 6, after the word * field,” strike out the comma and
the language “and to compensate said eounty for the expense of con-
structing temporary roads in lien of such road to accommodate travel
during the use of said road by the Unlted States.”

The committee amendments were agreed to.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amend-
ment to the bill, after the figures “$9,403.42 insert the
words “which sum is hereby appropriated.”

Mr, BEGG, Mr. Speaker, we can not do that in this bill.
The best we can do is to authorize it to be appropriated.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. All right; I offer an amendment
to insert “is hereby authorized to be appropriated.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CoNNALLY of Texas: Page 1, line 7, after
the figures * $9,403.42," insert * which sum is hereby authorized to be
appropriated.”

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the
gentleman what i the purpose of that amendment? On the
first line of the bill you have the langunage * the Secretary of
thef'l‘rgasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay,” and
g0 forth.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I took it up with the parlia-
mentary clerk, and there seems to be some doubt about if.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Very well.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. 8peaker, I offer the following amend-
ment :

Page 1, line 6, after the word “ appropriated,” insert the words * not
to exceed.”

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, there is no need of
that amendment. We are appropriating a particular sum.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 asked the gentleman from Texas if all
the damages had been computed.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. I will say they have been. The
Committee on Military Affairs has passed on the damages and
has estimated them.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the damages have been computed in
that amount, of course, my amendment is not necessary. If
they have not been, I do not see any use of appropriating a
fixed sum when the final sum may be less,

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. The damages have been com-
puted.

Mr., LAGUARDIA. Then I ask permission to withdraw the
amendment,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend-
ment Is withdrawn.

There was no ohjection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill authoriz-
ing and directing the SBecretary of the Treasury to pay to Me-
Lennan County, in the State of Texas, the sum of $9,403.42
eompensation for the appropriation and-destruction of an im-
proved publie road passing through the military camp at Waco,
Tex., in said county, by the Government of the United States.”

SBENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 14 REFERRED

Senate Concurrent Resolution 14, authorizing change in en-
rollment of the bill H. R. 8132, to the Committee on Enrolled
Bills,

BIRTHPLACE OF HENRY WADSWORTH LONGFELLOW

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to return to Calendar No. 289 (H, R. 8267) a bill referred to
a moment ago,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I want to ask the gentleman if he can assure thé House
that this society is a historical or a literary sociely of stund-
ing, or is it just a proposition of one man or just a few men
who want these coins or medals for the purpose of: selling
them for their own purposes? IZ the gentleman can assure this
House this society stands as a literary society or as a his-
torical society of merit, of course, I shail not object.

Mr. THURSTON. I will make this reply te the gentleman
from New York: This matter was thoroughly aund fully pre-
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sented to the Conimittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures
by the secretary of the International Longfellow Society. I
undesstand, and it was so stated before the committee, this
organization owns the home in Portland, Me., where Henry
Wadsworth Longfellow was born, and that the property is
becoming dilapidated and needs funds for additional repairs.
The idea is to sell these medals for the purpose of obtaining
fun;ljsr to help to maintain and keep this building in good
repair.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand the purpose of it, and, of
course, there can be no objection to the purpose if back of it
there is a society of standing, either literary or historical; but
if it is just a sort of exhibition proposition I do not see why
we should pass an aet of Congress to permit these people to
coin medals or anything else.

Mr. STEPHENS. Will there be any expense on the Gov-
ernment?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No.

Mr. LOWREY. -Will the gentleman yield?

ilr.l;'. LAGUARDIA. I yield to the gentleman from Missis-
sippi.

Mr. LOWREY. This was first a proposition to coin 1,000,000
copper-cent pieces to be sold at 5 and 10 cents in the schools
of America for school children to provide the money to restore
and perpetuate the Longfellow home as a memorial. The
Treasury Department sent a man before our Committee on
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, protesting against the passage
of any more of these coin bills, and I will say frankly I had
been voting against them before the Treasury sent this man
before the committee; but the Treasury stated that with the
payment of the full value by the society, they would be glad to
coin a medal, which was not to be legal tender and was not to
interfere with our coinage system.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly; but as the gentleman says, you
are coining a l1-cent piece or a medal, and some private organi-
zation is going to sell it for 4 or § cents as the case may be.
If there is a worthy cause back of it, no one, of course, is going
to object. If it is a literary or historical society of standing,
of course, there is no objection, but if it is a private association,
I should think this House would want to know more about it
before we put into circulation these medals or these coins, and
I therefore would ask the gentleman to withdraw his request
and let this go over for a week, so that we may look up the
standing of this society.

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THURSTON. Surely. _

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

Mr. BEGG. Is this home open to inspection by the public
or is it a private proposition where you pay an admission fee?

Mr. THURSTON. It is open to the publie.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas
demands the regular order. The regular order is, is there ob-
jection to returning to the bill (H., R. 8267), No. 289 on the
calendar?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Speaker, I object,

EAGLE LAKE

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 9724) declaring Eagle Lake, which lies partly within
the limits of the State of Mississippi in Warren County and
partly within the limits of {he State of Louisiana in Madison
Parish, to be a nonnavigable stream.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. BEGG. Reserving the right to object, I would like to
ask a question.

Mr. SANDLIN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Cor-
Lier], who is the author of this bill, is not present.

Mr. BEGQ. My question is why is this request?

Mr. SANDLIN. I am not familiar with it,

Mr. BEGG. I ask that the bill be passed over without
prejudice. _

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Titsox). Is there ob-
jeetion?

There was no objection.
' BRIDGE ACEOSS THE DELAWARE RIVER NEAR BURLINGTON, N. J.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H. R.
10001) aunthorizing the construction of a bridge across the
Delaware River at or near Burlington, N. J.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill may be passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LXVIT—490
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AMENDING THE JUDICIAL CODE

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 3745) to amend section 96, chapter 5, of the act of
Congress of March 3, 1911, entitled “ Judicial Code.” :

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That section 96, chapter 5, of the act of Con-
gress approved March 3, 1911, and therein designated * The Judicial
Code,” be amended so that the same shall read as follows :

“8rc, 96, The State of New Jersey shall constitute one judicial
district, to be known as the district of New Jersey. Terms of the
district court shall be held at Newark on the first Tuesday in April
and the first Tuesday in November, at Trenton on the third Tuesday
in January and the second Tuesday in September, of each year, and
at Camden at least once in each year at such time as the court may
from time to time, by rule, designate. The clerk of the court for the
distriet of New Jersey shall maintain an office, in charge of himself
or a deputy, at Newark and at Trenton, each of which offices shall be
kept open at all times for the tramnsaction of the business of the
court, and shall maintain an office at Camden, in charge of himself or
a deputy, which office shall be kept open for the transaction of the
business of the court for such times as the court may, by rule, direct,
and the marshal shall also maintain an office, in charge of himself or
a deputy, at Newark and at Trenton, each of which offices shall be
kept open at all times for the transaction of the business of the
court, and shall also maintain an office, in charge of himself or a
deputy, at Camden, for such times as the court may, by rule, direct.”

With the following committee amendment :

On page 2, lines 1, 2, and 3, strike out the words *at least once
in each year at such time as the court may from time to time, by
rule, designate™ and insert In lien thereof the words “on the first
Tuesday in December,”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

EXCHANGE OF UNSERVICEABLE AMMUNITION

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 9218) to authorize the Secretary of War to exchange
deteriorated and unserviceable ammunition and components,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection.

Mr. MADDEN. I object.

OIL AND GAB MINING LEASES ON UNALLOTTED LANDS, INDIAN
RESERVATION

The Clerk read the title to the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?
Mr. SCHAFER. I object.
RETURN OF SILVER BERVICE PRESENTED TO BATTLESHIP
DAKOTA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill (H.
R. 10394) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy in his discre-
tion to deliver to the custody of the State Historical Society of
North Dakota the silver service which was presented to the
battleship North Dakota by the citizens of that State,

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection?

Mr. COYLE. Reserving the right to object, there are some
committee amendments and the title is to be corrected by strik-
ing out the words “ historical society ™ and returning the cus-
tody to the State authorities.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. SINCLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent that
a similar Senate bill be substituted for the House bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North
Dakota asks unanimous consent to substitute the Senate bill
for the House bill. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, is the State
of North Dakota what we call an Indian giver?

Mr. COYLE. This ship has been striken off from the Navy

list.

Mr, SINCLAIR. The ship is out of commission. The silver
service was donated by the school children of North Dakota.
We want it delivered to the historieal gociety.

Mr. BLANTON. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania says
that there is an amendment to deliver it to the State authorities.
Why not deliver it to the historical society, and not take a

NORTH
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chance on what the governor may do? I know of some gov-
crnors that you can not tell what they are going to do. [Laugh-
ter.]

Mr., SINCLAIR. The Secretary of the Navy believes that it
would be more in keeping to give it to the State authorities.

Mr. BLANTON. If the gentleman wants it to go back to the
historical society, I would have no objection, but I do not think
it ought to go to any political organization.

Mr, SINCLAIR. It will eventually go to the historical so-
clety.

Mr. BLANTON. How does the gentleman know?

Mr. SINCLAIR. I have assurances that it will

Mr. WOODRUFF. These silver services are always returned
to the States, That is the invariable custom of the Congress.

Mr, BLANTON. But why not let this go to the historical
society?

Mr. COYLE. The State authorities have approved the re-
quest of the historical society already. Therefore, if we pass
it through the hands of the State authorities, the Federal Gov-
ernment is relieved from any claim on the part of anybody else
within that State who might come here hereafter and make
some claim in respect fo it.

Mr. BLANTON. Let me state to the gentleman what I have
in mind. This is a complete set of silver. When you deliver
it back to the Governor of North Dakota, if he wanted to, why
could he not put it in the governor's mansion and let it stay
there?

Mr, SINCLAIR. I do not believe the governor could use this
sort of silver. If the gentleman would read the list, he would
see that,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not object to it, but I think it ought
to go to the historical soclety.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
stitution of the Senate bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized,
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the State of North
Dakota, for preservation and exhibition, the sllver service which was
presented to the battleship North Dakota by the citizens of that
Btate: Provided, That no expense shall be Incurred by the United
States for the delivery of such silver service.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

The similar House bill was ordered to lie on the table.

The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill authoriz-
ing the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to
the custody of the State of North Dakota the silver service
which was presented to the battleship North Dakota by the
citizens of that State.”

DECLARING EAGLE LAKE TO BE NONNAVIGABLE

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
return to Calendar 320 (H. R. 9724), declaring Bagle Lake,
which les partly within the limits of the State of Mississippl,
in Warren County, and partly within the limits of the State of
Louisiana, In Madison Parish, to be a nonnavigable stream.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, why
is it necessary to remove this lake from the navigable-water
list?

Mr. COLLIER. Eagle Lake has been a navigable stream.
It is the old bed of the Mississippi River prior to the building
of the levee between the lake and the river. The only way that
a boat from the Mississippi River can now be taken into Eagle
Lake would be to take it over the levee. All boats on Eagle
Lake will now have to be built on Hagle Lake. It is an inland
stream altogether.

Mr. BEGG. How large a lake ig 1t?

Mr. COLLIER. About 18 miles long and about half a mile
wide. At one tlme it was the bed of the Mississippl River.

Mr. BEGG. What is the advantage, and who 1s going to be
the beneficlary if this is done?

Mr. COLLIER. The idea is to have this lake under the
jurisdiction of Warren County, in Mississippi, and Madison
Parish, in Louisiana, for the purpose of stopping some very
indiscriminate seining that has been going on, with seines of
Beveral hundred yards in length, As long as the Mississippi

Is there objection to the sub-
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River fed the lake with fish it could stand it. I have written
down there, and I find that there are going to be no restrie-
tions in respect to fishermen who use a hook and line, either
from Warren County or any other county. The lake will be
subject to the general laws of Warren County and Madison
Parish, represented by my colleague, Mr, WirsoN of Louisiana.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to returning
to this bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAEKER pro tempore.
present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc,, That Eagle Lake, which lies partly within the
limits of the State of Mississippi, in Warren County, and partly within
the limits of the State of Loulsiana, in Madison ’arlsb, be, and the
same is hereby, declared to be a nonnavigable stream.

With the following committee amendment:

Page 1, line 6, after the word * stream,” insert * within the meaning
of the Constitution and laws of the United States.”

Page 1, line 9, add a new section, as follows ;

“ 8ec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.”

The commitfee amendments were agreed to, and the bill as
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

SILVER BERVICE OF BATTLESHIP “ MINNESOTA "

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 10539) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in his
discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Department of
Minnesota, the American Legion, the silver service set in use
on the battleship Minnesota.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized, in
his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Department of Minne-
sota, the American Legion, for preservation and exhibition, the silver
service which was in use on the battleship Minnesota: Provided, That
no expense shall be incurred by the United States for the delivery of
such silver service.

With the following committee amendments;

Line 4, strike out “ the department of.”
Line §, strike out the comma after the word * Minnesota” and the
words * the Amerlcan Legion."

The committee amendments were agreed to,

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Mr, Speaker, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Brack of Texas: Page 1, line 4, after the
word “ custody of " insert the words “ the state of.”

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.
The title was amended to conform to the text.
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.
EXCHANGE OF CERTAIN LANDS IN HAWAII

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 10399) to extend the time for the exchange of Govern-
ment-(;;vned lands for privately owned lands in the Territory of
Hawall.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is an identical Senate
bill on the Speaker’s table.

Mr, CURRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub-
stitute the Senate bill,

Is there objection?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows:

Be t enacted, eto.,, That the provisions of the act of Congress ap-
proved January 31, 1922, authorizing the President to exchange cer-

tain Government-owned lands in the Territory of Hawall, or any
interest therein, for privately owned lands or lands owned by the

Is there objection to the
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Territory of Hawail, which were extended by the act of Congress ap-
proved March 8, 1025, are hereby further extended to January 31,
1929,

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

A similar House bill (H. R. 10399) was ordered to lie on the
table.

LITERACY TEST FOR VOTERS IN THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 9211) to prescribe certain of the qualifications of voters
in the Territory of Alaska, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
jeet——

AMr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I would like to get some information about this bill
if any one here can give it. I want to know what purpose is
expected to be subserved?

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Speaker, in 1924 Congress made Indians,
Eskimos, and Aleuts citizens of the United States. In the Terri-
tory of Alaska there is no qualification for an electorate other
than a residence of one year in the Territory and three months
in the precinct. There is no registration of an elector. There
is no way of knowing next year who voted last year legally.
In Alaska there are about 58,000 people of which about 20,000 are
white people and 38,000 are Indians, Eskimos, and Aleuts. Nearly
all the white people up there can read and write. Probably
three or four thousand Indians and Eskimos can read and write.
The balance can not read and write. This bill is to require all
persons who vote in Alaska to be able to read and write.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. The purpose then is to disfran-
chise a certain class of Indians who can not read and write in
the English language?

Mr. CURRY. No; it does not disfranchise anyone; Indians,
whites, or anyone else. There are a number of whites who
can not read and write, and a number of Indians who can not
read and write. I do not think any person ought to vote,
whether white or Indian, who can not read and write. If
they wish to vote, they can learn.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who
called my attention to this bill said the purpose was to disfran-
chise a certain class of the Indians——

Mr. CURRY. That is not true.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. And since we have just passed
an act granting citizenship to all Indians, I thought it was
rather a step backwards, so I was somewhat opposed to the
bill, but the other day I had a letter from a prominent Repub-
lican citizen in Alaska, which kind of shook me in my faith
in my objections. This good Republican wrote me that the
purpose of this bill was to wreck the Republican Party and
defeat a lot of honest Republicans. Of course, I was in full
sympathy with the first proposition; that is, the wreck of the
Republican Party, but I thought if there were any honest Re-
publicans they must be peculiarly indigenous to the climate of
Alaska. Furthermore, I felt very strongly that that particular
breed of this political faith ought to be preserved. [Laughter.]

Mr. CURRY. Every Chamber of Commerce of Alaska, the
Demoeratic, and Republican Committee, the city trustees and
mayors of cities up there, have asked for the passage of this
bill.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I want to state that there has
been no solicitation by the Republican Party of Alaska. 1
happen to represent that party. I want to protest against
such a statement.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Oh, the gentleman misunder-
stood me. This Republican who wrote me was protesting most
vigorously against the bill.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I protest against the statement of the
gentleman from California. ;

Mr. CURRY. I will put in the Recorp all of these resolu-
tions sent to me when the bill is considered. It is not to stop
the Indians from voting,

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. Well, Mr. Speaker, under the
circumstances I think we should find out something more about
this measure before taking action on if, and I ask unanimous
consgent that this bill go over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest?

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
the gentleman from Alaska is here to-day and I would like to
have his impression of this bill and what he thinks about it.
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. If I may have time to explain. The
Legislature of the Territory of Alaska passed this literacy test .
and put in a provision protecting the voters, just as the State
of Maine, from which the gentleman who introduced this bill
comes. They brought down this bill to eliminate that, and the
purpose is to disfranchise every illiterate in the Territory of
Alaska.

Mr. WOODRUFF. I object.

Mr. CURRY. If this goes over without prejudice we can
straighten this thing out. I do not want to eliminate any per-
son who has a right to vote, and I would like to have it go over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the bill
going over withont prejudice?

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, I will not object to the bill
going over without prejudice, but I object to its being con-
sidered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to its going
over? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The Clerk will report the next bill.

CREATION OF A NATIONAL MILITARY PARK AT COWPENS BATTLE
GROUND

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 4532) to create a national military park at Cowpens
battle ground.

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. BEGG. I object.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman reserve
his objection?

Mr. BEGG. Yes.

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not know that we need as much
anthorization here on this proposition as we need an appropri-
ation. This was one of the crucial battles in the South during
the War of the Revolution. By Bancroft and other eminent
historians it is stated to be one of the crucial battles and one
of the most remarkable that have been fought in the South.
The Washington Light Infantry 40 years ago built a monument
there on a small area of land. We want 10 acres more of land,
and they have it so designated that it will not go into the
plowed-up fields of that country.

Mr. BEGG. I will say to the gentleman that if I do not
object there will be half a dozen others that will.

Mr. STEVENSON. If you are bound to object, of course we
will have to fight it out at some other time. )

Mr. BEGG. That is what you ought fo do. There ought
to be some debate on it. A majority of the House is for it,
and I am for it. But I do not think it ought to be passed by
unanimous consent.

Mr., McSWAIN, Mr. Speaker, for the benefit of the half
dozen who might objeet, I wish to state that in my humble
judgment not nearly so much as $25,000 is necessary in order to
accomplish what it is thought to be desirable to do by the
Daunghters of the American Revolution..

Mr. BEGG. If that land in South Carolina is worth $25,000,
it is but another instance where we have to pay like thunder
when we buy land.

Mr. McSWAIN. I will say to the gentleman that one lady
has donated 5 acres of land, and others are going fo give some
land. All we need is to get $5,000.

Mr. BEGG. If you cut it down to $2,000 I will vote for it. .

Mr. McSWAIN. Two thousand doellars will buy all the neces-
sary land, and another $£3,000 should be given to build roads
s0 as to enable visitors to drive through it, so that these points
of interest can be wvisited. The Daughters of the American
Revolution will take care of it, as they have bound themselves
to do. Let us have $5,000 anyhow.

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker,
“$25,000” and insert “ £2000." .

Mr. BEGG. With the understanding of that amendment
to be offered by the gentleman from South CaroMna, I shall
not object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Carolina offers an amendment.
port the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That in order to preserve that part of the
Cowpens battle grounds near Ezell, Cherckee County, 8. C., where
Gen, Daniel Morgan, commanding, participated in the Battle of
Cowpens on the 17th day of Janpary, 1751, the Secretary of War
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchasge
or otherwise, as much as 10 acres of land for the pregervation of said
battle field, to the end that it may be declared to be & national military
park,

I move to strike out

Is there objection?

The gentleman from South
But first the Clerk will re-
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Spc. 2. To enable the Secretary of War to carry out the provi-
gions of this act, purchase of the necessary lands, surveys, maps,
* marking boundaries, opening, constructing, or repairing necessary
roads and streets, salaries for labor and services, traveling ex-
penses, supplies and materials, the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, is hereby anthorized to be appropriated out of
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to remain
available until expended, and the disbursements under this act shall
be reported by the Seeretary of War to Congress.

With committee amendments, as follows:

Page 1, line 8, after the word *“ purchase' insert the words “ gift,
condemnation.”

Page 1, line 9, strike out the words “as much as" and insert the
words “ not less than." %

Page 1, lime 9, after the word *“ ten” insert “ nor more than twenty-
one.”

Page 2, line 4, after the word “act” insert the word '‘to,” and
after the word * purchase” insert the word * of.”

Page 2, line 5, insert at the beginning of the line “ to make neces-
sary,” and after the word “ maps' insert the words * markers, point-
ers, or signs.”

Page 2, line 8, after the word “ boundaries " insert the word * for.”

Page 2, line 7, after the word “streets” insert the word “ for."”

Page 2, line 8, at the beginning of the line, insert the word * for.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the committee amendments.

The committee amendments were agreed fo.

Mr, STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. STEVENSON : Page 2, line 9, strike out * $25,000 "
and insert in lieu thereof * $2,000."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the gentleman from South Caro-
lina.

The amendment was agreed to. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill as amended.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was passed
was nrdered to be laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
bill.

SALE OF MARINE HOSPITAL AT DETROIT, MICH.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 9875) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing the
Secretary of the Treasury to sell the United States marine
hospital reservation and improvements thereon at Detroit,
Mich., and to acquire a suitable site in the same locality and
to erect thereon a modern hospital for the treatment of the
beneficiaries of the United States Public Health Service, and
for other purposes,” approved June 7, 1924,

The title of the bill was read.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of this bill?

Mr. BEGG. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I
would like to have a little information.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio re-
serves the right to object.

Mr. BEGG. Which bill are we considering? I it Consent
Calendar 342 or 3437

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is No. 341.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object.

The SPEAKFR pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
‘reserves the right to object.

Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman from Ohio
what are we going to do with all the hospitals in five years
from now?

Mr. BEGG. What is the matter?

Mr. BLANTON. I am asking the gentleman a guestion, be-
cause the gentleman from Ohio is presumed to be over there
watching over the Treasury.

If the gentleman allows the Public Health Service to tear
down the building that is there now——

Mr. BEGG. This bill, I think, is all right.

Mr. BLANTON. And another new hospital is built, what
are we going to do with all of them in five years from now?
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‘We have vacant beds now in every single one of them that we
can not use. |
Mr. BEGG. I will say that if we do not stop making more
people eligible to use the hospitals free of charge we shall have
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to build twice as many, but I think this proposition is all right.
I have gone into this, and I think it is all right,

Mr., ELLIOTT. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to me?

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly.

Mr. ELLIOTT. In 1924 this Congress passed an act author-
izing the sale of the marine hospital at Detroit, Mich., and
authorized them to acquire a new site and to use the money to
build a new hospital. Now, what this bill is proposing to do is
this: To authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to transfer to
the Department of Commerce a small piece of land at Detroit,
Mich., for lighthouse purposes; another one at Key West, Fla.,
for ligpthouse purposes ; and the Department of Commerce is
authorized to transfer a plece of land at Detroit, Mich., upon
which this hospital can be built.

Mr. BLANTON, And is to bulld a new hospital?

Mr. ELLIOTT. That is already taken care of in the act we
passed in 1924,

Mr. BLANTON. Dut they have never built it yet?

Mr, ELLIOTT. No.

Mr. BLANTON. What is standing in the way?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Well, they are trying to get a suitable site,
and they can get this site on Government-owned land by mak-
ing this transfer.

Mr. BLANTON. And the gentleman knows that when we
pass this bill, then the next knock will be at the door of the
Appropriations Committee for a deficlency appropriation to
build this hospital.

Mr. ELLIOTT. Well, I do not think so; but if they did, it
would be all right, because they need a marine hospital in
Detroit and have had one there for many years,
mMr.‘J BLANTON. Does the gentleman know we need one

ere?

Mr. ELLIOTT. All I know about it is that the Secretary of
the Treasury and the Surgeon General of the United States
have recommended this.

Mr. BLANTON. If I could stop the bill by one objection,
I would do so; but, as I understaud it, it requires three ob-
Jections.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does.

Mr. BLANTON. And realizing that I can not get two other
objections, I am not going to take up any more time.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will be one of three.

Mr. SCHAFER. So will I. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the bill be passed over without objection.

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I object. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. Is the
objection?

: lg:d SCHAFER, Mr. BLANTON, and Mr. LAGUARDIA ob-
ected.
CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY POSTS

The pext business on the Consent Calendar was the bill
(H. R. 10275) authorizing appropriations for construction at
military posts, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three objections are required.
Mr. LAGUARDIA and Mr. BLACK of Texas also objected.
GOVERNMENT WHARF AT JUNEAU, ALASKA

The next business on the Consent Calendar was House joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 139) authorizing the construction of a
Government dock or wharf at Juneau, Alaska.

The Clerk read the title of the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
sent consideration of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

Resolved, efe., That the following work of improvement I hereby
adopted and authorized fo be prosecuted under the direction of the
Board of Road Commissioners for Alaska, In accordance with the plans
recommended In the report bereinafter designated:

Dock or wharf at Juneau, Alaska, in accordance with the report
submitted in House Document No. 561, Sixty-eighth Congress, second
sesslon, and subject to the conditlons set forth in said document:
Provided, That the sum authorized to be so expended shall mot exceed
the sum of $22,500,

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

LAND FOR PARK PURBPOSES IN HENNESSEY, OKLA.

The next business on the Consent Calendar was the bill

(H. R. 9496) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to con-
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vey certain landsg reserved for park purposes in the town of
Hennessey, Okla., to said town of Hennessey, Okla,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill?

Mr. BEGG. Mr, Speaker, I would like some information
or else I shall object, and I may object anyway.

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. I do not know anything at all
about this bill, but I see it is introduced by Mr, THoMAS, of
Oklahoma.

Br. BEGG. I know it is, and I hate to object in his absence,

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma. He has been called to Okla-
homa on some business, and, therefore, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without preju-
dice.

The SPEHAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Okla-
homa asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over
without prejudice. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 103 OF THE JUDICIAL CODE

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention
of the House for a moment to No. 383 on the calendar (8.
2763). This House passed a bill granting permission to hold
court at Lewisburg, in my State. The Senate two days before
had passed a Senate bill of the same nature. I tried to have
the House bill passed in the Senate, but it will not be reached
there for some time, and this is a matter of immediate and
great concern to the sitting judge. An additional judge was
asked for in that district under his predecessor, who is now
dead. The present judge said he could get along and do the
work without an additional judge, but that he needs this
accommodation at his home town, The House passed the bill;
the Senate passed another bill; and in order to clarify the
situation, I simply ask unanimous consent that the House now
pass the Senate bill. They are exactly the same, and this
will relieve us from a sort of legislative confusion,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania? ;

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the fifth and sixth sentences of section 103
of the Judiclal Code, as amended, are amended to read as follows:

* Terms of the district court shall be held at Scranton on the second
Monday in March and the third Monday in October; at Harrisburg
on the first Mondays in May and December; at Lewisburg on the
third Monday in January; and at Willlamsport on the first Monday
In June. The clerk of the court for the middle distriet shall main-
tain an office, in charge of himself or a deputy, at Lewisburg; the
clvil suitg instituted at that place shall be tried there, if either party
resides nearest that place of holding court, unless by consent of
parties they are removed to another place for trial.”

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

COMFICATION OF GENERAL AND PERMANENT LAWS OF THE UNITED
& BTATES

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend
the rules and pass, without reading except by title, the bill
(H. R. 10000) to consolidate, codify, and reenact the general
and permanent laws of the United States in force December 7,
1925,

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves to sus-
pend rules and pass without reading the bill H. R. 10000,
which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a
second.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that a second may be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for
20 minutes and the gentleman from Tennessee for 20 minutes,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the
gentleman from Ohio that I asked for this second in order that
the gentleman might give the House a brief statement, as I am
sure he will be glad to do, showing just what additions have
been made to the bill since we passed it before.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I understood that that was the
course of procedure which had been adopted heretofore,
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Mr. Speaker, with this bill whiech we have before us (H. R.
10000) we are approaching, I hope, the culmination of the
gﬁorts of more than 30 years to codify the laws of the United

tates.

This bill embodies the work of our late Member, Col. Edward
C. Little, former Congressman from Kansas, who devoted his
time unsparingly both day and night, until many of us feel
that his life was shortened and that he gave it to this great
work,

Unfortunately in the preparation of a work of this kind
there can be no changes made in the law. This committee of
the House must come before you and give assurance that there
is no change made. There are many portions of the law that
are obsolete ; there are many portions of the law that are con-
tradictory; there are many portions of the law that I think we
could unanimously agree to change if attention were directed
to them; but if this committee attempted to present a code
embodying changes, it would open the matter to discussion; the
Members would certainly want to know what the changes were
and why they were made; differences of opinion would arise;
and if a reading of this bill were insisted upon, requiring a
month or more of time, it could not pass. Consequently, with
all the humility which I can assume, I must ask the Honse to
take this bill on trust, as they have done former bills in the
Sixty-sixth, Sixty-seventh, and Sixty-eighth Congresses,

Let me now tell you something of what has been done. In
the preparation of H. R. 12, as we knew the bill in the Sixty-
seventh Congress, and also in the Sixty-eighth Congress, there
were efforts made by different departments of the Government
to change the law. They had placed certain interpretations
on the law under which they were working, and I do not blame
them for wanting it changed, because there were really very
good reasons why that should be done; but Colonel Little could
not consent to it and did not consent. Then when the matter
got to the Senate there was an accumulation of criticisms about
the bill, some of them because of the very fidelity with which
the former chairman of this committee had acted.

I could illustrate, but it would take considerable time. The
Senate committee was impressed by the eriticisms gnd would
not act favorably on the bill. 8o after this House had unani-
mously passed the bill in the Sixty-sixth Congress and the
Sixty-seventh Congress and the Sixty-eighth Congress, failure
being repeatedly encountered in the Senate, it became necessary
to proceed along somewhat different lines. Joint meetings and
conferences were held by the SBenate committee and the House
committee, and at first we thought we could proceed along the
lines that Colonel Little had pursued and employ experts or
specialists to perfect, as the Senate put it, some of the imper-
fections in the code and bring it down to date. The c@urse or
stream of legislation is passing continually along. We must
stop somewhere, This bill (H. R. 10000) stops at the beginning
of this Congress. We have already enacted a great many laws
of a permanent nature since then, and some of great importance,
such as the revenue act. At the time of Colonel Little's bill we
had enacted a great tariff act as well as a revenue act, and the
Senators objected for the reason the Little code was not up
to date.

Under an agreement which I believe has paved the way for
the successful handling of this bill through the Senate, if the
House approves, we submitted a proposition to the two great
law publishing concerns of the country, the West Publishing Co.
and the Edward Thompson Co.; and, historically, I may say
it was rumored at least that some 20 years ago it was the
opposition of not one of these companies but one of our law
publishing concerns that caused the work on which hundreds
of thousands of dollars had been spent to be wasted and come
to nought.

Senator PeppER, of the Senate committee, conferred with
Mr. Homer P. Clark, the president of the West Publishing Co.,
of St. Paul, when we found the experts that we wanted to work
on the bill were so immersed in duties at the Columbia Univer-
sity and elsewhere that we could not secure the kind of men
we wanted. Senator Perper having spoken to President Clark,
of the West Publishing Co., suggested that perhaps the publish-
ing concerns were opposed to the publication because naturally
both concerns had got out great annotated codes of their own
and had many thousands of dollars invested in them. Mr.
Clark said that they would not take any such attitude:; that
they thought it was very unfortunate for the United States
and the courts that they had no authoritative statement of
the law.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? It has been sug-
gested that it might be advisable to read the bill. Has the
gentleman any objection to that this afternoon? [Laughter.]
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Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I will agree to read it to any-
body that will agree to listen to it. [Laughter.]

Mr. MADDEN. I think it would be something of a job.
I am sure the gentleman is competent to tell us all the iniqui-
ties involved in the bill without reading it.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. May I ask the gentleman one or
two questions?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. After I have finished this
thought, The Senate passed an appropriation of $10,000, and
when they found the West Publishing Co., headed by Mr,
Clark, of St. Paul, did not take the sort of selfish attitude that
had been anticipated, the matter was brought before a confer-
ence of the two committees on the question of getting the two
great law publishing concerns with their splendid staffs of
specialists to take the Little bill, H. R. 12, as it was known
in the former Congresses, and go through it and bring it up
to date and made & modern code out of it.

Thege two concerns were called into conference. The presi-
dents came here to Washington, Mr. M. B. Wailes, of the
Edward Thompson Co., and Mr. Clark, of the West Publishing
Co., and as a result of the conference, they undertook the work
under a $10,000 appropriation of the Senate. Nine months of
work have gone into this bill, with the Little code as its base.
They have spent not only the $10,000 but have become so inter-
ested in it that it has cost the two concerns over $20,000 in
excess of the appropriation, They came to Washington, main-
tained from 10 to 15 experts and had this code checked all
throngh the departments. I have a splendid letter here in the
report from the Secretary of the Navy, approving the code.
This was the department so hostile to H. R. 12 in the preceding
Congresses. Now, I will yield to the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I will take the liberty of asking
the gentleman a few questions, because I happen to have been
on the Committee for the Revision of the Laws when Mr,
Little was chairman, when the bill was brought here in the
Sixty-sixth, Sixty-seventh, and Sixty-eighth Congresses and
passed by the House. The gentleman knows I am in full
sympathy with the general purpose he has in view.

I would like to ask the gentleman this: He stated that rep-
resentatives of two great publishing companies have done this
work. Has Professor Carpenter examined the work carefully
50 as to satisfy himself that it is properly done?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I do not know as to Professor
Carpenter, but in order that there might be an independent
check made on the work we employed Joseph Chamberlain,
of the research department of Columbia University, to make a
cross-section test of the accuracy and completeness of the
work. That is also set forth in the report.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I really had in mind Professor
Chamberlain instead of Professor Carpenter. Of course, the
gentleman himself has not had any opportunity to examine it.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I can not quite say that, al-
though mine has been a humble contribution compared with
that of those who have worked on it. I have gone through,
line by line, many parts of this work.

Now, I would also like to direct the attention of the House
to quite a different provision in the bill from that which the
House has been content to pass in connection with the three
former bills for codification of the laws. Formerly there was a
repealing clause which was more or less complete. I regret
to say that the repealing clause in this bill is not of the char-
acter of the former bills. On page 1 is the Important part of
the bill. That contains the various enacting and repealing
seetions and all saving clauses, I say I regret it, because it
was due to the Senate rather than ourselves that the extra
saving clause was put in. In other words, if there is any
mistake or omission in the code it has no effect at all because
of the way the repealing clauses have been worked out by the
two committees.

Wherever the law is “substantially identical” this code
gupersedes the old law; that is, the great mass of law as it
existed on the Tth of December, 1925, but wherever there Is any
substantial difference the old law will still prevail and will
control until the 1st day of July, 1927; the idea being that so
many hundreds of thousands of dollars having been spent
already on this work in order to insure, if possible, its passage
throngh the Senate and allay apprehension of the great dangers
that would flow from some error or omission or mistake to leave
by this repealing clause a sort of Interregnum during which
errors, if found, ean be corrected. It is my purpose to follow
this bill with a bill for the publication which will provide that
there will be inserted in every copy that goes out an explana-
tion of these repealing clauses, together with requests for the
gerutiny of the code by all of the different departments and
bureauns, with the intention of passing amendatory laws or a
geries of amendatory laws to correct any errors disclosed.
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Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes,

Mr. BLANTON. This is the so-called Fitzgerald bill?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. It bears my name because
Colonel Little is dead, but it is really the colonel's great work.

Mr., BLANTON. It is not supposed to contain any change
of any existing law?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. None at all

Mr. BLANTON. And is a mere codification of existing law?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes. :

Mr, BLANTON. That being the case, for one I am willing
to accept 1t on trust, but I might add this, that not knowing a
single thing in any one of these numerous pages, and the bill
is a foot thick, I know it could not be half as dangerous as
another Fitzgerald bill which I know of which would seek to
put this Government into the business of insurance, and I would
rather have this one than the other.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD, I am giving the gentleman a
choice this afternoon.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia.
yleld?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I know nothing more about the
contents of the bill than any other Member of the House, and
must take it, of course, on trust, but I wish the gentleman
would explain section 3 of the bill with reference to the dis-
tribution of the code after it is printed.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. That is the bill that I shall call
up immediately after this passes this House this afternoon.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. We might consider the whole mat-
ter at one time,

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Section 8 is a portion of the
bill relating to the publication, which reeites what the com-
mittee hopes to add to the bare code itself, in order to make it
usable. There is set forth the preface, the table of contents,
four sets of parallel reference tables, and then the four great’
institutions of the country—the Declaration of Independence,
the Articles of Confederation, the Ordinance of 1787, and the
Constitution of the United States with amendments—together
with an appendix, in which we will endeavor to codify, but not
distribute through the work, the general and permanent law
of this first session of Congress, so that when this is published
it will be right down to the minute, so far as it is humanly pos-
sible to have it. We will then submit the whole thing for the
scrutiny and constructive criticism of the departments and
others during this interim until the 1st of July, 1927. Then,
most important of all, is the index. That will take some three
or four months to prepare. Of course, it is very difficult to use
any work without an index. There is a provision in an appro-
priation bill that passed the House a couple of weeks ago for
$5,000, which will be the cost of preparing this index, Nothing
has been done to add to the expense of this measure, nor will
anything be done until it has passed the House and the Senate.

The index alone will cost $5,000. This blll has only been
printed as you see it here, on one side of the paper, When
the code is completed, even with the index, preface, and so
forth, it will be less than half the thickness of the bill as you
see it now. If this committee had proceeded in the ordinary
way to have this bill introduced and printed.as ordinary bills
are introduced and printed, it would have been plated, and
would have cost $186,584.36. As it stands now, the Public
Printer’s work on it amounts to $16,627.25. There is a differ-
ence of about $170,000 in the expense which would be entailed
between the presentation of this bill as we have it here and the
way an ordinary bill is presented. This saving of about
$170,000 is made possible by Public Resolution 24 of the
Sixty-sixth Congress. It operates until the original bill, H. R.
9389 of the Sixty-sixth Congress, or some successor of that bill
shall have passed the House and the Senate and become a law.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. What is estimated will be the cost that each
lawyer will have to pay in order to get a copy of this?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. The estimate received from the
Public Printer this afternoon is $5.

Mr. WINGO. Will the Public Printer have the exclusive
sale of it?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. 8o far as I know there will
be no one else from whom this can be obtained. That is less
than half of what a similar work would cost if published
privately.

Mr. WINGO. What number is contemplated to be printed in
the first printing?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. That I can not say. I suggest
the gentleman from Arkansas get a copy of the bill H. R.
11818. I want to take that up immedlately after this bill

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
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passes. This bill, H. R. 11318, provides for the elimination
of the slip print and that there shall be printed in a pamphlet
form only such number of copies of the code, until the index
is ready, as may be requisitioned. The idea is not to dis-
tribute any more copies of the bare code without the index
than are actually necessary:to be used by those who need it,
and as soon as the index is prepared the rest of the distribu-
tion will be made in accordance with the general statutes.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

gir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I asked for a
gsecond because the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brack]
did not happen to be in the Chamber at the time. I ask
that the control of the time be transferred to him.

The SPEAKER. Without objection it is so ordered.

There was no objeetion.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my own remarks in the Recorp and also have
granted the same privilege to the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. PEery], a member of the committee, who has been sud-
denly called away by sickness. -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, and also that the
game privilege be granted to the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. Peery]. Is there objection?

There wasg no objection.

Mr, PEERY. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes to the Congress
with a unanimous report from the Committee on Revision of
Laws favoring its passage. The object of the bill is to present
to the country a compilation of the laws of the United States
of a general and permanent nature that were in force on the
opening day of this session of the Congress. The official name
assigned to the work is “ The Code of the Laws of the United
States of America.”

The last official code of laws was enacted in 1874. Unfor-
tunately, supplements to that code have not been enacted from
time to time. Volumes of laws have been enacted since that
date, but there has been no compilation of the same into an
official volume from which official and definite information as
to what the law is may be definitely and readily obtained. In
order to ascertain the law it has been necessary to search the
various volumes of the United States Statutes at Large that
contair® the laws enacted since that date. The situation has
been met and helped to some extent by the publication of codes
by the various publishing concerns; but the need for an official
code, compiling and bringing the laws down to date in one
volume, has been recognized by the legal profession, judges of
the court, and the ‘country in general. It is important that
the judges of the land, lawyers, and those charged with the
administration of the law may have access to an official com-
pilation of the Federal laws in order that they may promptly
ascertain the law and state the same.

This bill is intended to meet this demand. The bill repre-
sents the consummation of long and laborious work by those
to whom this responsibility has been given. For some 30 years
work has been going on to attain this end. Bills similar to
this were reported to the Sixty-sixth, Sixty-seventh, and Sixty-
eighth Congresses, and all of them were passed by the Lower
House, but none of them passed the Senate, and so the work
has continued. The bill passed by the Lower House in the
Sixty-eighth Congress encountered some criticism and opposi-
tion in the Senate. The effort has been made in each succeed-
ing Congress to meet all criticism that was justifiable and to
perfect the work. The present bill represents a consummation
of all these labors.

The bill that came to the Sixty-eighth Congress was the
result of the splendid work of the late Col. E. O. Little, a Rep-
resentative from Kansas, who made it the outstanding work
of his service. Associated with him in the work were experts
of high standing and distinction. I am sure that it is a matter
of regret on the part of the membership of this House that
Colonel Little could not live to see his work crowned by enact-
ment into law, and our distinguished chairman, the gentleman
from Ohio, Mr. Roy (. FirzceErALp, who has likewise rendered
glgnal and distinguished service in connection with the present
bill, pays to Colonel Littlesbeautiful and unselfish tribute when
he says that although the present bill bears his name, “It is
really the Colonel's great work.” The work of Colonel Little
and his committee was taken as a basis for the present work
and the two great publishing concerns of the country, the West
Publishing Co. and the Edward Thompson Co., furnished a
large staff of the very best trained experts for the completion
of this work. .

We feel that the work has been well done and the committee
presents it to the Congress with faith in the correctness and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

7789

integrity of the work. The one outstanding instruction guiding
all of the experts, who have collaborated in this great work,
was that there should be no basic change in the law. It was
felt that if any basic changes were made in the law it wonld
defeat the passage of the bill, and so the statement of the law
comes to the Congress with all its inconsistencies and its con-
tradictions. The staff of experts who are skilled in the com-
pilation of codes have arranged and classified the law into
appropriate titles and statement of contents, which of them-
selves are no part of the law but which are so essential in any
volume containing the law,

This arrangement comprises 50 titles, the first 6 of which
cover the establishment of the Government and the various
departments thereof. The remaining 44 titles are arranged in
convenient and alphabetical order. In addition to the alpha-
betical arrangement of titles there are cross references from
which any desired enactment of Congress may be readily lo-
cated. The numbering system that has been followed will
allow the insertion of new titles in the future without disturb-
ing the number of existing titles. This is an important feature
as it furnishes a scientific scheme for future supplements of
the code. The work has been carefully compared, ehecked, and
verified.

In addition to checking by the experts charged with the
preparation of the work and by the experts in the various
governmental departments and commissions to whom various
sections of the work were referred, an independent test for
accuracy was made for the committee by Prof. Joseph P. Cham-
berlain, one of the trustees of the legislative drafting research
fund of Columbia University, of New York, who has given
special attention to work of this character for the past 15 years,
We would not dare to say that the work is void of error, but
we do say that the most painstaking care and effort has been
made to avoid error and that we believe that the work will
prove itself as free from error as any work of a similar nature
in our history.

Under clause 2, chapter 1, the sections of this code shall be
in force in lieu of corresponding provisions contained in
statutes enacted prior to December, 1925, which, where sub-
stantially identical, are repealed. The repeal of all acts of a
general or permanent nature shall not become effective until
July 1, 1927. Under clause 3 accrued rights are reserved.
Clause 6 also contains a saving clause on the question of the
code as evidence., Until July 1, 1927, in case of any incon-
sistencies between the provisions of any section of the code
and the corresponding portions of legislation passed prior to
that date, effect shall be given for all purposes whatsoever to
earlier enactments. After July 1, 1927, the code, with any
subsequent amendments, shall be conclusive as evidence. It is
felt that this clause will give opportunity for ascertaining and
correcting any possible error, if any, that may have crept in. It
is hoped that this work will stand up before the careful
scrutiny and eriticism of the legal profession and that it will
meet the approval of the profession and the country in general.

Mr. BLACK of New York. May I ask the chairman of the
committee if he wants to use any time? Now I have only—

Mr, ROY G. FITZGERALD. Several Members have asked
me to secure a little more time in order to answer questions,
and I am pleased to do so.

Mr. BLACK of New York, I have some requests on this side
from Members who wish to eriticize the bill. The gentleman
may have Members who want to support the bill. I can
let the gentleman have more time in support of the bill.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I would be very glad to have
time to answer gquestions.

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CARSS. Mr. Speaker, it has been brought to my atten-
tion there have been some changes made in the law. I want
to know in regard to the locomotive inspection laws. A state-
ment has been prepared by an attorney that gives the original
law and the codified version. Will the gentleman please ex-
plain the situation in regard to that?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I desire first to
say to the gentleman from Minnesota that when the code was
prepared in 1874 it was not perfect, and no code ever will be,
and if we attempt perfection we will never get a code. The
original code was followed by one bill after another amending
defects. Now, in reference to what the gentlemen asks me spe-
cifically. This morning the representatives of the inspection
of locomotives of the United Stafes called at my office with
two Members of Congress and the matter was gone into at
considerable length. One gentleman has prepared an analysis
of what he thought were differences. I think the difference
centered on three objections. Before we left the discnssion
there was possibly only one difference. This is argumentative.
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1 can not say to yon that there might not be such an interpre-
tation placed on the law, as one of these gentlemen, who is an
expert on thig, says there would be. In 1911 the first law was
passed, and in that law there was provislon for certain things
to be done in three months; that is, certain rules, and so
forth, were to be adopted. There was no provisi_on tor,the
inspection of anything except the boilers of locomotives. Now,
some years went by and an amendment was made to the law—
and right here I wish to say that the hope of this committee
is to evolve a system hereafter whereby there may be a sort
of continuous codification or some machinery set up so these
troubles will not come,

When this amendment was passed there was an extension
of the scope of all this work, an extension of inspection in
regard to the locomotives and to appurtenances and to the
tenders of the locomotives and there are changes going on in
equipment all the time. A question arose when these gentle-
men came to deal with the Interstate Commerce Commission. If
the railroads neglected to make inspection rules for new equip-
ment, and so forth, would the three months’ provision for them
to make such rules continue to govern? This amendment under
the law did not specifically state as clearly as I would like to
have it state, that it extended the time for inspection rules
and modification indefinitely beyond the three months’ time,
making it a continuous affair for all time. Yet I believe that
that is what the House in its enactment would have done
if anybody had asked them to do it. When we came to study
the law we did not dare to extend it. We never thought to
do that. I myself have given the most rigid instructions to
these revisioners, and they have also had the same instrue-
tion from the Senate, that no matter how foolish it may seem,
we must regard the law as Congress made it and not try to
change it even to improve it.

Mr, BLACK of New York. Has the gentleman finished?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Ina moment. I believethatmost
of the complaint on the part of these men is they are fearful
of a restatement of the two laws. That not being contrasted as
‘two separate laws they may not be construed one with the other
and desire to have both titles stated as an additional safegnard.
I go further and say that if they will present the Committee
on the Revision of the Laws, at any time in the interim, before
July 1, 1927, or afterwards, a restatement of this law which
they have worked out, and which I believed everyone would
agree to, that it could be cared for in a series of amendatory
bills which ean be presented to this House. For historical pur-
poses, I add the following data:

The first Code of Federal Laws entitled the Revised Statutes
was passed in 1874, It embraced volumes 1 to 17 inclusive of
the Statutes at Large. The cost of preparation for printing
was $100,000. The bill passed the House without the repealing
clauses having been printed. The bill passed the Senate in
40 minutes May 26, 1874, There were about 250 errors cor-
rected by subsequent bills,

A commission to codify the laws was appointed under the
act of June 4, 1897. About $300,000 was expended and nothing
came of the work. Col. Edwin C. Little, when he became
chairman of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, under-
took the stupendous task and wore himself out with his inde-
fatigable efforts.

His bill H. R. 9389, 1,262 pages, codifying the laws to March
4, 1919, passed the House unanimously December 20, 1920, in
the Sixty-sixth Congress.

Again his bill H. R. 12 unanimously passed the House May
16, 1021, in the Sixty-seventh Congress, and again his bill H. R.
12 with supplement, index, cross-reference tables, and so forth,
1,627 pages, passed the House unanimously January 7, 1924, in
the Sixty-eighth Congress.

This bill H. R. 10000 has 1,705 pages. The law is arranged
in 50 titles. The first six are general and the remainder are
arranged in alphabetical order, beginning with agriculture and
ending with war,

Mr. CARSS. I thank the gentleman for his explanation.

Mr. LAGUARDIA rose.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Does the gentleman from New
York desire time?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes,

Mr. BLACK of New York. Very well, I first yleld three
minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, ScHAFER].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog-
nized for three minutes,

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Spegker and Members of the House,
I realize the importance of a codification of the law, but I can
not vote for this codification which materially changes existing
law enacted for the purpose of compelling common carriers en-
gaged in interstate commerce to equip their locomotives with
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safe and suitable boilers and appurtenances thereto. The pres-
ent section 5 of the existing law is made section 28 of the codi-
fication and as codified the existing law would practically be
nullified.
THE CODIFICATION
Section 5 of the present law reads in part:

That each carrier subject to this act shall file its rules and in-
structions for the inspection of locomotive bollers with the chief in-
spector within three months after the approval of this act, and after
hearing and approval by the Interstate Commerce Commission such
rules and instructions, with such modifications as the commission Te-
quires, shall become obligatory upon such carrier.

Therefore it is very clear that the words— ’
with such modifications as the commission requires—

give the Interstate Commerce Commission aunthority to
amend the rules and instruetions when it shall become neces-
sary. Without this authority the act would be ineffective, as
new equipment and new conditions require amended rules. It
is very clear that the words—

with such modifications as the commission requires—

were incorporated in the present law in order to make it
effective, Without granting the commission authority to amend
rules and instructions, old, obsolete, Impractical rules would be
continued indefinitely, and the commission would be precluded
from requiring changes or amendments.

Section 28 of the codification, which is to displace section 5
of the original law, reads as follows:

Sec. 28. Rules and instructions for the inspection of locomotive
boilers which have been made by a carrier subject to this chapter and
approved by the Interstate Commerce Commission are obligatory on
such carrier until changed in the manner hereafter provided, and a
violation thereof shall be punished as provided in section 34, A
carrier may from time to time change such rules and instructions,
but such change shall not take effect and the new rules and instrue-
tions be in force until the same shall have been filed with and ap-
proved by the Interstate Commerce Commission. The chief inspector
shall glso make all needful rules, regulations, and instructions not
Inconsistent herewith for the conduct of his office and for the govern-
ment of the distriet inspectors: Provided, however, That all such
rules and Instructions shall be approved by the Interstate Commerce
Commission before they take effect.

It may be stated without any contradiction that section 28
of the codification prohibits the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission from requiring amendment to rules and instructions
in effect. Amendments or changes in rules and instructions
can be made, but only the carrier, under the codification, may
from time to time change rules and instructions, with the ap-
proval of the Interstate Commerce Commission. Therefore,
section 28 of the codification, codifying section 5 of the exist-
ing law, takes from the Iuterstate Commerce Commission the
authority to compel common carriers to amend rules and in-
structions, even though such amendments be absolutely neces-
sary for the safe operation of locomotives,

It is well known that equipment on locomotives continually
changes and that it is necessury that rules and instruections
be amended to meet new conditions. The original law should
not be emasculated, as the codification would aeccomplish,
thereby placing the Interstate Commerce Commission at the
mercy of the railroad corporations whom they are to regulate,
as no amendments could be made unless initiated by said rail-
road corporations.

The enactment of this codification will practically repeal
and nullify the existing law, which was enacted to promote
the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by com-
pelllng common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to
equip their locomotives with safe and suitable boilers and
appurtenances thereto. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired,

Mr. SCHAFER. I wish I had more time to discuss this
important matter. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to
revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. SCHAFER. I incorporate the following statement under
the permission given me by the House to extend my remarks:

CODIFICATION OF LOCOMOTIVE INSPECTION LAW

A perusal of the codification of the locomotive inspection
law, commonly known as the locdmotive boiler inspection law
(36 Stat. L. 913), as amended (38 Stat. L. 1192 and 43 Stat.
L. 659), which has for its purpose the promotion of the safety




1926 CONGRESSIONAL

of employees and travelers upon railroads by compelling com-
mon carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their loco-
motives with safe and suitable hoilers and appurtenances
thereto, indicates that the codifiers handled the subject with-
‘out due regard fo the retention of the provisions of existing
law.

It was generally understood that the object of the codification
was to remove obsolete provisions of the laws which had been
superseded by subseguent amendments, delete unnecessary
words and classify and consolidate the various acts. It is uni-
versally conceded by those informed on the subject that a codi-
fication ean not properly be used as a vehicle to introduce
changes or ambiguities in existing laws, and certainly should
not be used for the purpose of rendering present laws inef-
fective.

Section 24 of the codification of the locomotive inspection law
clearly nullifies portions of the requirements of seetion 3, for
which it is a substitute, in so far as the duties of the chief in-
sgpector and assistant chief inspectors are eoncerned.

Section 3 of the law contains the requirement, among other
things, that the chief inspector and assistant chief inspectors
shall see that the requirements of this aet and the rules,
regulations, and instructions made or given hereunder are ob-
served by common carriers subject hereto. The codified ver-
sion substitutes the word ‘“inspection” for “act,” and thereby
limits the scope to inspection, whereas the act itself is much
broader in scope. If the codification stands as now written,
there will be no authority charged with the duty of seeing that
the carriers “equip their locomotives with safe and suitable
boilers and appurtenances thereto,” that the locomotive, boiler,
and appurtenances thereof “are in proper condition and safe
to operate,” no authority to see that the locomotives, boilers,
and appurtenances are able “to withstand such test or tests
as may be preseribed,” no authority to require the carriers to
“ repair the defects which such inspections disclose,” no author-
ity to see that the locomotives are properly maintained. In
ghort, the act requires such construction as will insure safety,
the equipment of locomotives with safe and suitable boilers and
appurtenances, the ability to withstand certain tests, proper
maintenance in order that safe operation may be obtained, and
requires that defects be repaired. None of these requirements

are covered by the word *inspection,” and a perpetuation of-

-the present wording of section 24 would remove any possibility
of these requirements being enforced,

The codifiers’ section 28, which is a substitute for section 5
of the law, would unquestionably change the provisions of exist-
ing law. The proposed codification does not authorize the chief
inspector to prepare rules and instructions to be observed by
carriers In the absence of carriers filing their rules, nor does it
authorize the commission to make any change in the present
rules or any rules filed by any carrier, even though they might
be ever so inadequate ; neither does it require any carrier to file
rules, it only permits them to do 0. Therefore, it is apparent
that the structure of the law in this respect is seriously weak-
ened. The present rules and instructions were prepared by the
chief inspector and agreed to by and between the representa-
tives of the earriers and other interested parties. Such author-
ity is not given if the proposed codification is accepted,

The proposed codification is—

Rules and instructions for the inspection of locomotive boilers which
have been made by a earrier subject to this chapter and approved by
the Interstate Commerce Commission are obligatory on such carrier
until changed in the manner hereinafter provided * * #* a carrier
may from time to time change such rules and instructions, but such
change shall not take effect and the new rules and Instructions be in
force until the same shall have been filed with and approved by the
Interstate Commerce Commission, * * *®

It will also be noted from this that the section provides only
for rules covering the locomotive boiler, whereas the law covers
the entire locomotive, its boiler, tender, and all parts and appur-
tenances thereof.

Ambiguities exist in other sections; viz:

Section 22 of the proposed codification, which is a substi-
tute for section 1 of the law, is designated * Inspection of
locomotives and appurtenances”; definitions, whereas nothing
is defined in this section other than the terms *“carrier,”
“common ecarrier,” “railroad,” and *“employees.” Inasmuch
as no mention is made in this section of locomotives and appur-
tenances the designation of the section is incorrect and unques-
tionably changes the existing law. The existing law reads in
part:

That when used in this act, the terms “ carrier " and “ ecommon car-
rier” mean & common carrier by railroad * * »*, ete.
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The definitions in the original act are clearly applicable to
all portions of the act and not only the inspection of locomotives
and appurtenances, as the title of section 22 of the codification
would indicate.

The designation of section 23 of the proposed codification,
which is a substitute for section 2 of the law reads: “ Use of
unsafe locomotives and appurtenances unlawful; inspection and
tests.” This designation is somewhat ambigunous as the law
requires “ proper condition and safe to operate,” ete., and does
not employ the words “ unsafe locomotives.” The designation
may well be changed to “ Use of locomotives and appurtenances
thereto not in proper condition and safe to operate without
unnecessary peril to life or limb; unlawful,” in order to more
clearly express the purpose of the codified section and conform
to the existing law.

The latter part of section 23 refers to “rules and regula-
tions hereinafter provided for,” but there are 23 additional sec-
tions in this chapter, and it would be inferred from the ex-
pression “ hereinafter provided for” that any or all of the fol-
lowing 23 sections would have reference to the “rules and
regulations hereinafter provided for,” whereas, as a matter of
fact, only 11 following sections refer to the locomotive inspee-
tion law. The section which provides for rules and regulations
should be specified, otherwise the reference is misleading,

That the Congress recognized the importance of the law and
its proper enforcement is evident when it is taken into con-
slderation that it required that the chief inspector and the
assistant chief inspectors be appointed by the President, by
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, specified in de-
tail exacting qualifications required of the chief inspector, the
assistant chief inspectors, and the district inspectors, and spe-
cifically set out the duties of each.

On the other hand, the codifiers treated the matter very
superficially, - as is evidenced by the foregoing and by their
action in combining the locomotive inspection law into a chapter
along with numerous other laws which have no relation thereto
other than that they come under the general heading of “rail-
roads.” It would appear that the eombining of various unre-
lated laws into one chapter would lead only to confusion and
misunderstanding. There is no apparent reason why the loco-
motive inspection law should not be set up in a separate
chapter, as has been done with various other aets, such as the
liahility act, the hours of service act, the care of animals in
transit act, the mediation act, and so forth.

The present law seems so well understood by those con--
cerned that any change in language or method of expression
may seriously affect its understanding. However, if it is neces-
sary to change the language for the purpose of codification,
the existing requirements, including its purpose and the
methods for accomplishing the purpose, should by all means be
fully retained.

A codification which makes worthless an aet of such import-
ance as the locomotive inspection law is indeed regrettable.
The employees and their friends labored for years to accom-
plish the passage of this law. It appears to be fulfilling its
intended purpose admirably, is apparently entirely satisfactory
to both the employees and the carriers, and is a distinet pro-
tection to the employees and the traveling publie. It will be
diffienlt for the hundreds of thousands of individuals affected
by its change to understand why the House could seriously con-
sider the approval of a codification which would rob them of
the protection afforded by the law as it now stands.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, how much time have
I remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 11 minutes remaining.

Mr. BLACK of New York. I yield four minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Vorer].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog-
nized for four, minutes.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Speaker, there has been no compilation or
revision of the laws of the United States for about 50 years.
The last revision was made in 1874, and a supplementary revi-
sion was made in 1878. Since then there have been published
about 25 volumes containing the statutes passed by as many
Congresses, and in order to find out what the law of the
United States is the inquirer must, in many cases, wade through
all these volumes. The difficulty is increased when it is con-
sidered that legislation is sometimes found in so-called appro-
priation bills, wherein one does not expect to find permanent
law made or modified. This condition for all these years
would have been wholly intolerable if private enterprise had
not stepped in and published unofficial compilations of the
statutes. That was done by the West Publishing Co., The Ed-
ward Thompson Co., the Barnes Publishing Co., and perhaps
others. Nevertheless, during all these years we bave had uno
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authoritative and official compilation whish was entitled tc
judicial notice.

For the past 30 years efforts have been made in and by
Congress to provide an official compilation, but such attempts,
for one reason or another, have met with failure. The Gov-
ernment during this time has spent several hundred thousand
dollars for compilations and revisions, and when these at dif-
ferent times were ready for adoption they failed of passage
in either or both Houses of Congress. The chief difficulty in
the past has been that Members of Congress feared that the
offered compilation or revision failed to state the existing law
correctly, and there is some such fear on the bill offered here
to-day. It must be frankly admitted that such a fear is not
groundless when we know that in the revision of 1874 about
250 errors were discovered, which had to be rectified by subse-
quent legislation.

A commission to codify the laws was created by act of June
4, 1897, That commission consisted of three members, each
drawing $5,000 a year. The commission labored, I am in-
formed, about 10 years, and it cost the Government for their
salaries and moneys expended under thelr supervision about
$300,000. It is stated that this commission did prepare a revi-
slon—I mean a real revision as distinguished from a compila-
tion—but Congress refused to adopt it, actuated by the fear
that the law was not accurately restated.

The later attempts to codify the laws were made. by Col.
Edward Little, as chairman of the Committee on Revision of
the Laws of this House. Colonel Little did much of the work
personally. He took the work seriously and for a number of
years overtaxed his strength, and there is no doubt that the
tremendous work done by him contributed to his untimely
death. The code prepared by him, which we speak of as the
Little Code, passed the House of Representatives in 1920, in
1921, and again in 1924, but each time failed of approval in
the Senate.

The work now presented to you, embodied in H. R. 10000, is
based on the Little Code, with what the committee believes are
improvements. This bill contains 1,705 pages and is probably
the largest bill ever presented to any legislative body in the
world.

The members of the Committees in Senate and House on
Revision of the Laws, with all their other duties, and the fact
that they are not expert revisers, can not perform the stupen-
dous task of revising or compiling the laws of the United
States. By a very forfunate arrangement the chairmen of the
two committees were able to Interest the two great law pub-
lishing houses of this country, the West Publishing Co. and the
Edward Thompson Co., in the work of getting up the present
codification. The work thus far has been done under a Senate
appropriation of $10,000, for which these two firms agreed to
do it, but we are informed that they have already invested
$20,000 of their own money in addition to this sum. These two
firms have done this work from patriotic motives and are
entitled to great credit. Increased reputation is what they will
get for their pains and expenditure. This work, then, repre-
sents the efforts of the trained staffs of these two firms, and I
am sure that the work has been done by the best talent obtain-
able in the United States. The work has been checked and
rechecked by these experts, many of whom are lawyers and
have had years of experience at it; and in addition to this, the
various titles have been submitted for serutiny to the Cabinet
officers, various boards, commissions, and officers of the Goy-
ernment, -

In the Little Code the sections ran consecutively through the
whole volume. In the present work each title is separately
numbered and each title has its own section numbers. In this
way each title becomes a unit, and this method permits of addi-
tional sections without disturbing the numbering of other titles
and also permits the insertion of additional titles.

The first six titles of the present work are concerned with
what might be termed the set-up of the Government of the
United States, as follows: 1, General and repeal provisions;
2, The Congress; 3, The President; 4, Flag and seal, seat of
Government, the States; 5, Executive departments and Gov-
ernment officers and employes; 6, Official and perscnal bonds.
The rest of the titles are arranged alphabetically, and run
from number 7, Agriculture, to number 50, War.

This code now offered contains all general and permanent

laws of the United States in force December 7, 1925, that is, |.

up to the beginning of the present Congress. In addition to
this bill, an additional bill has been reported from our com-
mittee, providing that if and when bill H. R. 10000 becomes a
law—that is, when bill H. R. 10000 has passed House and
Senate and has been approved by the President—it shall be
known as “The Code of the Laws of the United States,” and
may be cited as “Code L. U. 8.” This further bill also pro-

RECORD—HOUSE

vides that when and if H. R. 10000 becomes law, there shall
to the Revised Statutes, and so forth, the Declaration of Inde-

stitution of the United States, Appendix of laws passed by
first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress, and an index. If the
code now offered becomes law, the completed volume, with the
additions stated, should be ready about three months after this
session of Congress adjourns. It is contemplated that the
volume shall be for sale by the Public Printer for about $5.

The code now cffered by the committee has the usual saving
clauses in it so as not to disturb acquired right, pending crimi-
nal and civil cases, statutes of limitation, and so forth. It
provides for the repeal of existing law, but at the same time
provides for a continuity of the law. It is evident that if the
new volume is to have the force of law that it must repeal
prior law and it must speak from some definite date. The com-
mittee has given very careful consideration to the so-called
. repealing clauses, and the clauses which you will find on the
first page, in addition to the so-called saving clauses, provide
that where the prior enactment 1s substantially contained in the
present code, that as to it the code takes effect as of December
T, 1925, and as of that date the prior enactment is repealed.
If any question should arise as to this, it would be for a court
or officlal or any interested party to determine what is meant
by the word substantial. I take it to mean in this connec-
tion a full restatement of the intent and meaning of the prior
law. It is further provided that if any prior law is not so
substantially restated that as to it the repeal does not take
effect until July 1, 1927, The two provisions may fairly be
stated to mean that this code, if it becomes law, is presumptive
evidence until July 1, 1927, and thereafter it becomes absolute,
We have therefore arranged to give the code this probationary
period, and any errors which may be found can be corrected in
the second session of this Congress. Any errors of consequence
will doubtlessly be found before the second session, as thousands
of judges, lawyers, Government officials, and employees are
constantly referring to the statules and may be relied upon to
detect any errors.

Perhaps it may be well to say a word here in reference to
the terms “code,” “ revision,” and “compilation.” I think the
most apt name for the present work is “code,” as a code is a
systematic statement of the law, which is what has been
attempted. A revision of law contemplates a rewriting of the
law and even contemplates changes in the law. This has not
been the object of the committee. We have religiously endeay-
ored to leave the law as it is, but we have attempted to arrange
an orderly statement. A compilation of laws does not contem-
plate much more than an orderly collection. The present work
goes a little beyond that, because the various titles of laws
have been omitted ; laws which are manifestly obsolete by rea-
son of expiration by their own terms have been omitted. Also
laws found in appropriation laws have been placed in proper
titles. It should be understood that the present work is not a
revision of the United States statutes. If this work should be-
come law there will still be plenty of work to do for the Com-
mittees on Revision of the Laws in future Congresses, as it is
desirable that a real work of revision should later be under-
taken. The present work will lay the foundation for such a
revision; it will much facilitate such a revision, becaunse the
committees can devote their attention to one or more titles, as
may be feasible in a particular session of Congress.

It is probable that there are some errors in the code now
offered. A thousand expert revisers could probably not make
it error proof. I feel safe in saying that it is as free from
error as It can be made, because it has been prepared by the
best talent available and has been severely scrutinized and
checked by independent investigators. The possibility of error
should be no objection to its passage. The question is, Is it
the best to be had? If we allow more time to elapse we shall
create more possibility for error. The work has been too long
neglected already, and I sincerely hope that this code may
become law at this session. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired.

Mr, VOIGT. May I have a minute more?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I am sorry, but I can not
yield more time.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mooze].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized
for two minutes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I do not think
there will be any serious objection to the codification, which is
covered by the bill H. R, 10000. But this bill is to be fol-
lowed by another bill providing for the distribution of the
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be added a preface, table of contents, parallel reference tables:
pendence, articles of Confederation, the Ordinance of 1787, Con-
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code when printed. I would like to have the attention of the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rox G. FrrzeeraLp]. When the
second bill (H. R. 11318) comes along I wauld like my friend
to explain as fully as he can section 3, which has reference to
the matter of distributing the code after it is printed. That
section provides that:

In addition to guotas already provided by law.

And so forth. I would like a specific reference to the law
which is now assumed to provide the quotas. Then the sec-
tion proceeds and says that the code when bound in buckram
shall be distributed in the manner stated to the Members of
Congress.

That is all right, but I would like to know whether there is
anything in this second bill that would specifically require that
the Government Printing Office should continue the printing of
this code and put it on the market so it may be bought by any-
one who wishes to purchase it at a price not exceeding the
cost of printing and delivery.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia
has expired.

Mr. BLACX of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cox.]

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, this is no effort to revise the laws.
It is simply an effort to codify them. If there was excuse for
the enactment of the Little code, then there is abundant rea-
son for the enactment of this code, It attempts to bring the
Federal statutes together in one work and makes it possible
for the profession to know what the law is and where to find it.

The Committee on Revision of the Laws was unanimous
in its support of this measure. I want to gay to you that the
chairman of that committee has given of himself most liber-
ally in the preparation of this work. It is the Little code im-
proved upon, of course, by the work of the chairman, the work
of the committee, aided by the experts of these great law-
publishing houses of the country, to whom reference has been
made.

You gentlemen, of course, realize that this committee, in the
time it has had to prepare this bill, could have accomplished
nothing of any consequence except that it had been aided by
the experts of the country whose business it is to codify the
laws. We had these experts at our service by reason of the
efforts of the chairman.

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, COX. T will

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has expired.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentle-
man from Georgia one additional minute.

Mr., STEVINSON, I want to ask this: In case there is a
difference between the text of this and the text of any
statute——

Mr. COX. The statute prevails up to July 1, 1927, when the
law as stated in this code would prevail.

Mr. STEVENSON. In other words, if we pass this just as
it is and there is no legislation making it the only general law
and a conflict arises between the text of this and the original
statute and the original statute prevails, then that will not
help very much, will it?

Mr. COX. Of course, it would be almost impossible to pre-
pare a work that would satisfy the demands of the profession
except there be some effort at a revision of the laws. This
work is burdened with a great many obsolete laws, because in
codifying the laws there has been no effort made to rewrite
them. .

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has again expired.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentlenran from New York is recog-
nized for two minutes. !

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr, Speaker, the only thing I can
tell the House about this bill is that the general plan and the
scope of this compilation follows the New York Consolidated
Laws, which have proven very satisfactory to all the working
lawyers of the State of New York and to everybody who has
Lad to use the statutes of the State of New York.

You will find the law very readily in this work. You have
your titles arranged alphabetically, and you have your laws
set forth in the proper sections, one after another, where they
belong, just as in the New York system.

As to the personnel which worked on this reyision, I know
the men from the Thompson Law Co. very intimately. Mr.
Eldridge, who has had charge of this work, is a most pains-
taking, careful, and conscientious man. I know that, as far
as that company is concerned, from my intimate knowledge of
it everything has been done that could be done to insure care
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in this compilation. I will warrant that that bill is as perfect
as any compilation could be, knowing so well that Mr. Eld-
ridge himself is so scrupulous in everything he unndertakes
in connection with law publications. He is an experienced law
writer, and he is largely responsible for the most used anno-
tations to the New York Consolidated Laws, which annota-
tions have proven of such working value to all New York
lawyers.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for two minutes, in order to answer my
friend from South Carolina [Mr. STEVEXSON].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. The first page of this code the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Stevexsox] will find ae-
curately covers the whole situation. All statutes of limitation
are saved, all matters pending in the courts are saved. and then,
after the specific saving clauses, the gentleman will find that if
this code differs from the present law the prior law must pre-
vail until the 1st of July, 1927. Personally I do not like this
delay, but the Senators have prevailed upon both committees to
make this concession of leaving this period open, because they
think that such a provision will be necessary in order to pass
the bill in the Senate.

Mr, STEVENSON. Then, as I understand it, the answer of
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cox] that the original statute
prevails and not the provision in this bill, where they differ
;eﬁll!l)g_" means that the original statute prevails only up to July

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Only up to that time, and then .

this code is final and conclusive.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How would you correct errors? For in-
stance, my attention has been called to the faet that in the
original law there is provided a salary of $3.600 for a certain
officer, and in the proposed code here the salary is $1,800. That
clearly is an error. How is that going to be corrected—by an
act of Congress prior to July 1, 19277

Mr. ROY G, FITZGERALD. If that is an error, as the gen-
tleman has stated, the original law must prevail up until the
1st of July 1927.

i hg LAGUARDIA. And we will have to correct it before
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_Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. We can correct it before that
%un;, li)?cause we have an entire session of Congress in which
o do it.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman,

AMr. CHINDBLOM. 1 would like to ask the gentleman as
the chairman of the committee, for the purposes of the REcorp,
whether the bill now in the possession of the reading clerk of
the Honse is the measure which he has moved to suspend the
rules and pass.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. To the best of my knowledge
and belief.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Well, is it?

at it. Apparently it is.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. We had this same situation some years
ago, and Mr. Mann wanted that made clear.

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to
suspend the rules and pass the bill.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I ean not tell unless I loock

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin demands ’

the yeas and nays. As many as are in favor of ordering the
veas and nays will rise and stand until counted, [After count-
ing.] Two gentlemen have risen; evidently not a ' sufficient
number.,

So the yeas and nays were refnsed. e

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in

favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed,

PUBLICATION OF THE CODE OF THE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES
Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to snspend

the rules and pass the bill (H, R. 11318) to provide for the -
publication of the Code of the Laws of the United States, with

index, reference tables, appendix, and so forth, with amend-
ments, s

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Bo it enacted, ete., That when and If H. R. 10000, a bill to consoli-
date, codify, and reenact the general and permanent laws of the United
States in force December 7, 1925, shall become a law in the Sixty-
ninth Congress, it shall be known as * The Code of the Laws of the United

Htates” and shall be so entitled and labeled and may be clted as-
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# Code L. U, 8.; that such act shall be plated from the type in which
H. R. 10000 was printed when it shall have passed the House of Repre-
gentatives and shall be printed in the same style and form; that the
general provisions of the code for the printing and distribution of laws
are hereby modified with respect to such code as follows:

1. No slip copies as provided in section 191, of Title 44, of the Code
of Laws of the United States, need be printed or distributed.

2. In leu of distributing the code in pamphlet form as provided by
gection 195 of Title 44, the Public Printer is hereby authorized and
directed to print a sufficient number of copies without the index, ref-
erence tables, and other ancillaries provided for in section 2 hereof,
to supply the requisitions therefor, and to furnish one copy each to
Members of the Sixty-ninth Congress and others who are entltled by
gections 191 and 195 of Title 44 to coples of laws in slip or pamphlet
form,

S8ec. 2. That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the
House of Representatives is Dhereby authorized to have prepared for
sald code to be published with it in a single volume, and the Public
Printer is authorized to print as ancillaries thereto—

1. Preface.

2. Table of Contents.

3. Parallel Reference Tables to the Revised Statutes of the United
States.

4, Parallel Reference Tables to the Statutes at Large of the United
States.

5. Parallel Reference Tables to the United States Compiled Statutes,
Annotated.

6. Parallel Reference Tables to the Federal Statutes, Annotated.

7. The Declaration of Independence.

B. The Articles of Confederation.

. 9. The Ordinance of 1787.

10. The Constitution of the United States and amendments.

11, Appendix with the general and permanent laws of the first ses-
gion of the Sixty-ninth Congress,

12, Index,

Sec. 3. That In addition to gquotas already provided by law, except
as modified by section 1 hereof, there shall be printed, published, and
distributed of said code with the said ancillaries all bound in one
volume In law buckram 10 copies for each Member of the Senate and
#House of Representatives of the Sixty-ninth Congress for his use and
distribution, and in addition for the Committees on the Revision of the
Laws of the Senate and House of Representatives a number of bound
copies egual to ten times the number of members of the respective
committees.

8SEgc. 4. That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the
House of Representatives is hereby authorized to prepare, and the
Public Printer to print, in slip form and furnish with each copy of
the code distributed before July 1, 1927, a statement calling attention
to the repeal provisions of the code, sectlons 2 and 6, inviting scrutiny
of the work and encouraging constructive criticlsm,

Sec. 5. That this code shall be published as Part I of volume 44 of
the Statutes at Large.

Mr. LUCE and Mr. BLACK of New York demanded a second.

Mr. LUCE. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LUCHE. Is the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brack]
opposed to the bill?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Brack] is a member of the committee.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the
demand for a second.

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Virginia a member
of the committee?

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. No; I am not, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts rose
first, and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts to demand a second.

Mr. LUCE. I am opposed to the bill, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that a second may be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen
of the House, this bill provides for a different sort of printing
than would ordinarily take place. In the first place, this code
as presented to you this affernoon is printed on only one side
of the paper. It is the linotype work of the Government
Printing Office. It has not been plated and not prepared for
publication beyond that point which i{s necessary to fix its
identity. This bill—H. R. 11318—provides for the code being
printed from the plates prepared from this set-up in the type
we have before us. The slip laws are done away with and
the pamphlet laws are to be distributed on requisition to
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those who need them until the index and other aids in the use
of the work are prepared. When the whole work is com-
pleted it will be distributed as other laws of the United
States.

Answering my friend the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Moore], the general law which will operate upon the code in
accordance with the terms of this bill may be found in title 44
of the proposed code. I do not know that I can recall the
sections in Barnes's code, but they are in title 44 of this code
and are sections 191, 194, and 195 of title 44,

There is a general provision that all public documents,
including this code, are to be printed and sold by the Superin-
tendent of Documents at cost. I got the estimate on the cost
as late as to-day. The code complete with index and other
features can be sold by the Superintendent of Documents in
any number and throughout the United States at $5 a volume.
I also investigated to find out what other codes cost, and I
understand the cheapest code is $12.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. How many copies will be distributed
through the folding room?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I could not say offhand.

Mr. BLANTON. There will be at least one copy to each
Member?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Oh, yes; you will get 10 bound
copies as soon as it is completed and you will get one copy
long before it is completed.

Mr. BLANTON. There will be 10 bound copies distributed
through the folding room for each Member?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. As soon as possible after it
has passed the Senate and before indexing, every Member
will have a copy.

Mr. CRAMTON. What does the gentleman estimate will
be the cost of the 10 bound copies to be furnished each
Member?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I think $5 leaves a little
profit—$4.50 or $4 probably.

Mr. CRAMTON. About twenty or twenty-five thousand
dollars?

Mr, ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes. We have wasted now
gliil:llre than a half million dollars in attempting to pass this
Mr. BLANTON. If there is anybody on earth that ought to
know what the laws of the United States are and have access
to them, it is Members of Congress.

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; but does every Member of Congress
need 10 copies?

Mr. BLANTON.
we get one.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr., MOORE of Virginia. The gentleman will understand
that I am not criticizing or antagonizing the bill; I want to
get some information. I understand that if we print the code,
it will be distributed not only to Members of Congress as speci-
fled and provided under existing law, but there is a distribu-
tion to all departments and agencies of the Government and
Federal courts.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. As provided by law.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. As provided by existing law.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. That is true.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. And when that is done the Gov-
ernment Printing Office will continue to print the code, so that
it will be on the market at a price not exceeding the cost of
printing and the cost of delivery?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes; through the Superin-
tendent of Documents.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. So that we have guarded against
the code falling into the hands of private printers, who might
sell it at a profit?

Mr., ROY G. FITZGERALD. There is no opportunity for
exploitation.

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I will

Mr. TREADWAY. Is not the inguiry of the gentleman from
Texas answered on page 4, line 37 The gentleman from Texas
asked how many copies each Member would have, and, as I
read it, each Member of the House and Senate will have 10
copies.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. That is the intent to have it
bound with all the accompanying features—there are 12 dif-
ferent features, the appendix, the cross reference to the Re-
vised Statutes, the Constitution, and the others enumerated.

Mr. TREADWAY. Are these 10 copies that go to the Mem-
bers of the House and Senate to be bound in buckram?

Oh, we can get 10 for about the price that
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Mr, ROY G. FITZGERALD, Yes; but they can requisition
other copies if necessary.

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROY G, FITZGERALD. Yes,

Mr. BARBOUR., Are these bound volumes to go to the fold-
ing room, and will each Member get 10 volumes, or will they be
distributed to anybody?

Mr, ROY G. FITZGERALD. As carefully as I could draw
the provision, each individual Member will have 10 copies to
his credit.

Mr. BARBOUR. I have found in other cases that the docu-
ments in the folding room have been distributed to others.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD., This provides that each Mem-
ber will get 10 copies.

Mr. TREADWAY. Does not that mean that the 10 copies
will be listed to each Member in the folding room and put to
his eredit, and nobody else can go in and demand a copy belong-
ing to the gentleman from California.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. -It means that there shall be
10 copies for each individual Member of this Congress.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Certainly.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. In connection with the index-
ing, I take it that the representatives of both of these book
companies will be in charge of the indexing.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD, We have no written contract
but the presidents have indicated that they will undertake to
do this work. The Declaration of Independence and Consti-
tution of course will be furnished by the Becretary of State,
but these concerns are willing to furnish the cross reference
tables, which are another feature, to their own annotated
works. The other eross reference tables I have to have made
with the help of the legislative index division of the Con-
gressional Library under an appropriation already given to
this committee,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The index is such an import-
ant part of any code, and especially one that is new, that it
seems to me it is quite essential that both of these concerns
lend their assistance to indexing as well as to the other work.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. They have: sgreed to give it to
the Public Printer for $5,000

Mr. COX. Will the gentlemsn yield? -

Mr, ROY G. FITZGERALD, Yes.

Mr. COX. In order that the publishers of this may realize
the benefit of whatever may grow out of the labors they have
put into the work, having superintended the preparation of this
bill, would it not be necessary for them to proceed to the com-
pletion of the work by the preparation of an index?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes; and this country will be
under great obligations to these two concerns if they will finish
that job as they promised me they will. They have expended
more than $20,000 out of their funds on the work already done.

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. BRIGGS. Does the gentleman leave it in the air as to
whether or not this volume is to be indexed with a eompre:
hensive index? Does the gentleman not think it ought to be
fixed by law?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. 1T have to anticipate as well as
I can. 1 secured from this House an appropriation of £5,000
to do this. This is the estimate that I have had prepared by
these companies, but 1 can not employ them to do it until the
bill passes the Senate.

Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman does not anticipate that the
Congress will object to providing an adequate amount to pre-
pare a comprehensive accurate index?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Oh, no.

Mr. BRIGGS. What does the gentleman estimate will be the
prilﬁ gt this volume when it is prepared and ready for the
public

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. If it were to be sold by a pri-
vate concern it would be $12 or $15, but as coming from the
Public Printer it will not exceed $£5, and it might be a little
less. I might add that we have had here in Washington as the
headquarters the stails of these two great law-publishing con-
cerns, The presidents of both of the companies, Mr, Homer P.
Clark, of St. Paul, and Mr. M. B. Wailes, of New York, have
been here personally on the job. The editor in chief, Mr.
Harold N. Eldridge, who has been so properly pwaised on the
floor here to-day by the gentleman from New York, has been
here and personally has superintended the work. We have
had 11 of the most expert lawyers from the staffs of these two
companies, and over 40 expert clerical persons on the work here
‘continuously for weeks and weeks..

Mr. LUCE. Mr, Speaker, of course, I want this published,
and I have not the slightest desire to use 20 minutes, but I did
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want to make sure that I would have a chance to call the
attention of the House to what seems to me an unfortunate
provision in this bill. Paragraph 2 of section 1 calls for the
publication and circulation of what I should say from a hasty
glance at the law will be between three and four thousand
copies, evidently intended for immediate use, until the bound
volume is accessible,

Bection 2 prevents even the insertton of a table of contents
in this temporary volume, A book of this sort without a table
of contents and an index is of small worth. Those of you who
have had the volume we refer to as the * Little Code "—we have
had it on our bookshelves now for two or three years—must
have shared in my own annoyance in trying to find things in it
without the help of an index. A book like this without an
index is a pest and a plague; it is a nuisance. It wastes a
very great amount of time and an additional amount of
temper. -

ili[r:? BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield

Mr, LUCE. Yes.

Mr. BLACK of New York. If the gentleman will look at
the code, he will notice that it is alphabetically arranged under
main titles, under which main titles there are subtitles, and in
looking for a law one would go to the general, wholesale title,
and under it then would find what he wanted in a subtitle.
It is practically a table of contents for each section of the law.

Mr. LUCE. While the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Roy G.
Frrzaerarn] was talking I had ocecasion to look to. find out
whether the sections relating to the library had been attended
to, as I understood they were to be attended to. I am glad to
find that they have been, but I stood there, it seems to me, an
interminable time trying to find out where the provisions were.

Mr, BLACK of Texas. Can the gentleman give us any in-
formation as to how much it will cost to print these approxi-
mately 1,000 volumes in that particular form?

Mr. LUCE. 1 am not a member of the committee. The
gentleman will have to ask some member of the committee for
that information. :

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman yield to see if
we can get that information from some one?

Mr. LUCE. Certainly.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, if I umlerstnnrl
the question correctly, T might state that this bill as we have it
before us cost in the Printing Office alone for the work
$16,627.25. 1If the bill had been printed as an ordinary bill is
printed, and they had plated it and gone through with it, it
would have cost $186,584.36. They estimate at the Printing
Office that they can finish this with the index and all these
oth;; appurtenances and put it out and sel] it to the public
at §5.

Mr, BLACK of Texas. The gentleman is not giving the in-
formation that I desire. I want information as to the cost of
printing the copies covered by paragraph 2; that is fo say, the
coples of the bill which would be distributed, one to each
Member, and to departments of the Government before the
index and preface, and so on, are prepared.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I have no definite information
about what the bare code itself would cost, but you would have
to divide $160,000, the cost of plating and printing this work,
and apportion it among the different volumes, depending upon
the number that we printed. That is best way that you can
arrive at it.

Mr. Speaker, in this connection I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp a letter I received from the Public
Printer fo-day, which analyzes the cost and also the savings
which have been alluded to here.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to have printed the letter referred to. Is there ob-
jeetion?

There was no objection.

The letter referred to is as follows:

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE,
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER,
Washington, D, C., April 19, 1926,

My DeArR MR, FITzeERALD: Now that the code bill has been put in
type and it is ready for consideration by Congress, 1 want to take this
occasion to thank you and your committee for its cordial cooperation
in the printing of this monumental work. We also deeply appreclate
the excellent service of the representatives of the West and Thompson
publishing companies in connection with the preparation of copy and
revision of thousands of proofs of the code. 1 am sure that everyone
concerned in this great undertaking has reason to feel proud of the
accomplishment. .

I also want to compliment you and the commitices of the Hovse and
the Senate on the economies that bave been effected in the printing
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of the code. If the code had been printed in the usual bill form as
introduced, reported, and passed, it would have made 13,720 pages and
have cost $186,584.36. By peinting the code in the form adopted by
your committee, its size was redaced to approximately 1,700 pages, at
a cost to date of only $16,627.05. The net saving in the printing of
the bill for conslderation by Congress is thus $169,957.31.

By eliminating the duplicate distribution of the code in the slip
and pamphlet forms, as proposed by H. R. 11318, an additional
economy of $16,363.86 will be effected. To this saving should be
added $7,027.86, which would be the extra cost of separate prints
of the code in its present form if the regular bill number had been
printed as introduced, reported, and passed in the House and the
Benate.

From this statement you will see that the total saving in the
method of printing the code, as approved by your committee, will
be approximately $200,000.

If the code shall receive the approval of Congress at this session,
I can assure you that this office will put forth every effort to expedite
its publication.

Again congratulating you upon the splendid service that you and
your committee have rendered the country in this great work, I
beg to remain.

Respectfully yours,
GronrcE H. CARTER,
Publioc Printer.

Hon. Rox G. FITZGERALD,

Chairman House Committee on Reévision of the Laws,
House of Representatives, United Btates,
Washington, D. O.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man from Massachusetts yield?

Mr, LUCE. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I understood the gentleman to
state just now that section 2 provides for the distribution to
supply the Members of the Sixty-ninth Congress and others
that are entitled to them with copies of this law in pamphlet
form, but without any index whatever. If the gentleman will
yield, I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Roy
G. FirzeerALD] to state why we would not better wait and let
the Members have an indexed volume?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. The purpose is to save money
as much as we can. It will take from three to four months to
prepare the index and cross-reference tables and to compile the
law of this session of Congress, including the revenue law. In
the meantime there are a great many people who will demand
coples of the code. It is the best and most compact statement
of the Federal laws in existence, and it would be intolerable
to withhold it three months or more from the public, awaiting
the index and other features. This bill has been worded and
reworded a great many times. The gentleman will notice it
has been amended by the committee because the Public Printer
felt it would be wiser to put it in the present form and thereby
permit greater economy.

As originally drawn I cut out all the strip laws and cut in
two the pamphlet copies. The Public Printer feels that he
ought to be authorized to print just so many as may be de-
manded.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It does seem to me there
ought at least to be printed a table of contents, making an
index from the various titles and making it possible to ascer-
tain the contents.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. There is no reason why that
can not be done., This only permits the Public Printer to print
the code bare of the index and other features fo meet neces-
sary requirement during the three or four months that the
index is in preparation. He is willing to put in a table of
contents, and I am willing personally to have it prepared. But
this bill simply permits the printing in this form to meet the
demands of those who must have it before the index can be
completed.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The bill says they are to be
printed without the index.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. This is permission to the
printer to print enough to meet the demands.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. But this permission provides
that he does not put in any index.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. That is not the intention.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have read it over carefully.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. He has already got permission
to print.

Mr. TILSON, If the gentleman will yield, what is the use
of printing these ponderous tomes until the index is ready?
It 1s specifically stated that the law as contained in the publi-
cations heretofore issued shall be construed to be the law until
1927. Surely we can go on for the three or four months
necessary to complete the index just as we have been going
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on for 50 years. Why not let it go until the index is com-
pleted? Why lumber up the shelves in our offices with one
copy each of this volume while it is without an index or table
of contents?

Mr, ROY G. FITZGERALD. We give the Public Printer
permission to do this if it is demanded of him. I do not think
with a code of this kind in existence that we should be put in
such a position that Members of Congress could not have a
single copy of it. This book ought to be made available as
soon as it becomes a law in order that errors may be ascer-
tained, if there are any.

Mr, CHINDBLOM. I call the attention of the gentleman
from Ohio to the fact that in paragraph 2 the Public Printer
is not authorized but directed to print a sufficlent number of
copies without index, and so forth, and if you try to print
an index after passing this law, you are in great danger that
some accounting officer might say you did it without anthority.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. There is no danger of printing
the index, because it can not be prepared until the law passes.

Mr, CHINDBLOM. If you try to print a table of contents
without authority you may have difficulty.

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. This is intended simply to
meet the demand of those who are entitled to a copy or feel
they ought to have a copy of the bare code without a delay of
months, This bill is calculated to save thousands and thou-
sands of dollars.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Is it not a fact that under each
title there is practically a complete index?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Yes; the first six titles relate
to the form of government, and after that it is in alphabetical
order, with more than 500 cross references.

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman explain what would be
the effect if we should not adopt his committee amendment,
but would let the text stand here as originally drawn?

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. The Public Printer sent up
a protest against that. We would save something like $7,000
by letting it stand in that way. In this way it would save
something like $14,000 or $15,000, if too many copies are not
demanded. It seems, if this bill passes the Senate and becomes
a law, it will take three months to make the cross-reference
tables and index. In the Interim we should not be shut off
from reference to the code, and therefore he has been directed
to print a sufficient number to meet a reasonable demand.
That, I think, is the best way to handle it, but I am not
wedded to one way or other. My sole idea is simply to pro-
duce the law as stated here in its bare form and available in
case of necessity, and to provide against the waste and loss
which would be entailed by the general printing.

Mr. LUCB. Of course the gentleman understands that I
have no desire to prevent the publication of the book. My
question has been raised largely in the hope that inasmuch as
the bill can not be amended here, somewhere else permission
may be given to print a table of contents and index in even
the first batch of copies.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Of course it can not be
amended here under the rules except by unanimous consent.
I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio if he would not
be willing, by unanimous consent, to insert in line 21, after
the word “ ancillary,” the words “except a table of contents.”

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Certainly, I would be very
glad to.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That would improve it very
much.

Mr. LUCE. That would help.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. It should not come before the word
“Provided.” It should come in after the word * hereof.”

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to offer the amendment as follows: Page 2, line 21,
after the word “ ancillaries ” add “except a table of contents.”

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes.

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to offer an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 21, after the word * ancillaries " add the words * except
a table of contents™

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, that had better come after
the word * hereof.”

Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD. I agree that that is so.
is no objection, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
the amending words follow the word * hereof.”

The SPEAKHER. Withont objection, the Clerk will report the
modified amendment. :

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 2, line 21, after the word “ hereof ” insert “except a table
of contents."”

If there
that
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Obio.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the remainder of my
time.

The SPEAKER. Is further time desired? If not, the Chair
will put the question. The question is on accepting the motion
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Roy G. FirzceErALp] and sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill.

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in the
affirmative, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR CONSBTRUCTION AT MILITARY POSTS

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill (IH. R. 10275) authorizing appropria-
tions for construetion at miltary posts, and for other p
with the amendments which I have sent to the Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Jaues]
moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill H, R. 10275, with
committee amendments,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, I demand a second.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby authorized to be appropri-
ated not to exceed $5,770,000 from the net proceeds derived from the
eales of surplus War Department real propesty, including the sale of
surplus buildings, deposited in the Treasury, as authorized by the act
approved March 12, 1026 (Public, No. 45, 69th Cong.), said sum to be
expended for the construction and installation at military posts of such
buildings and utilities and appurtenances thereto as, in the judgment of
the Secretary of War, may be necessary, ag follows:

Fort Benning, Ga., continuing of barracks econstruction, $725,000;
Fort Monmouth, N. J., barracks for enlisted personnel, $£355,000;
Fort Monmouth, N. J., hospital, $100,000; Camp Lewis, Wash,, begin-
ning construction of post hospital, $125,000; Fort Sam Houston, Tex,,
barracks, $500,000; Belfridge Field, Mich,, barracks, $570,000; Self-
ridge Field, Mich., noncommissioned officers’ guarters, $180,000; Camp
Meade, Md., barracks, $410,000; Fort Bragg, N. C., barracks, $360,000;
Fort Humphreys, Va., barracks, $300,000; Camp Devens, Mass., bar-
racks, §$500,000; Erie Proving Ground, Ohio, barracks, $47,000; Edge
wood Arsenal, Md., officers’ quarters, $90,000; United States Discipli-
nary Barracks, Fort Leavenworth, Kans., hospital, $125,000; Mitchel
Field, N. Y., barracks, $287,000; France Field, Panama, officers’ quar-
ters and noncommissioned officers’ quarters, $139,000; Schofield Bar-
racks, Hawaii, noncommissioned officers’ quarters, $72,000; Fort Wads-
worth, N. Y., barracks, $285,000; Maxwell Field, Montgomery, Ala., bar-
racks, $130,000; noncommissioned officers’ quarters, $70,000: Provided,
That any unexpended balances or combined unexpended balances of any
of the above amounts shall be available interchangeably for appropri-
ation on any of the hospitals or barracks herein authorized.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this kind of a bill onght not
to be called up here at this time of day and passed under sus-
pension. I make the point of order that we have no quorum
This Is an important bill.

The SPEAEKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the
point of order that there is no gquorum present. Evidently
there is no gquorum present.

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

[Roll No. 771 ’
Aldrich Curry Hawley Nelson, Me.
Andrew Darrow Hayden Nelson, Wis,
Anthony Davenport Hergey Newton, Mo,
Appleby Diempeey Holaday 0'Connell, R. 1.
Auf der Helde Denison Hull, Tenn. O’Connor, N, Y.
Ayers Douglass Irwin Parker
Barkley Doyle Jacobstein Parks
Beck Drane Jeffers Peavey
Bredy Eaton Johnson, 1. Teery
Bixler Esterly Johnson, Ky. Perlman
Bland Fairchild Keller Phillips
Boies Fenn Kell Pou
Boylan Flaherty Ken Prall
Brand, Ga Fort Kerr Purnell
Britten Frear Kiess Quayle
Browne Fredericks Kindred Ransley -
Bulwinkie Freeman Kunz Rayburn
Burtnegs Fuller Lee, Ga, Reece
Butler Funk Lindsay Reed, N. Y.
Campbell Gallivan Lineberger Rowbottom
Carew Gifford McClintie Sabath
Carpenter Golder McLaughlin, Nebr. 8anders, N. Y.
Celler Goldsborough Magee, Pa, Bchneider
Cleary Graham Martin, La. Scott
Cole Green, Iowa Mead Beger
Connery Greenwood Michaelgon Khreve
Connolly, Pa. Hale Montague Bpearing
Cooper, Ohio Harrison Morgan Stedman
Cullen Hawes Mor Sullivan
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Swariz Thompson Vincent, Mich, Wood
Sweet Tucker Vinson, Ga. Woodrum
Taylor, N. J. Tydings Walters Wyant
Taylor, Tenn, Updike Watson Yates
Temple Upshaw Weller Ziblman
Thomas: Vare Welsh

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and ninety-three Members
have answered to their names, a quorum. ;

Mr, TILSON. Mr, Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. JAMES. . Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a
second may be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks nnani-
mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, JAMES. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, on
page 2 we have stricken out Schofield Barracks, Hawaii,
$450,000, for hospital construction, and the item for barracks
at Camp Lewis, Wash., $800,000, for the reason that both of
these items are contained in the Army appropriation bill.

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. JAMES. Yes.

Mr. McCKEOWN. What is the purpose of providing that cer-
tain sections of the Revised Statutes—sections 1136 and 3734—
shall not apply?

Mr. JAMES. That language has been stricken out.

Mr. McKEOWN. It has been stricken out of the bill?

Mr, JAMES. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JAMES. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. My understanding is that the item for Schofield
Barracks is carried in the current Army appropriation bill,
and is specifically appropriated for.

Mr. JAMES. The hospital ; yes,

Mr. WINGO. And I suppose this language in the bill does
not hurt that proposition?

Mr. JAMES. No.

Mr. WINGO. It does not affect the status of it?

Mr. JAMES. As I stated, it has been stricken ouf, and it
was stricken ount because the matter has already been taken
care of in the Army appropriation bill.

Mr. WINGO. Then, as I understand it, the item for Schofield
Barracks is stricken out of this bill?

Mr. JAMES. Yes,

Mr. WINGO. And that is because it is already appropriated
for in the current Army agpropriation bill?

Mr. JAMES. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. All T want to be sure of is that that hospital
be finished.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. We know you are interested in it.

Mr. JAMES. On March 1 of this year the House passed a bill
(8. 1129) which authorized the sale of surplus War Department
real estate in order to provide funds from which to bunild bar-
racks and quarters. This act approved March 12, 1926 (Public
Law No. 45) provided for the establishment of a fund known as
the military post construction fund, and further provided that
estimates of the moneys to be expended from that fund, includ-
ing a statement of the specific construction projects embraced in
such estimates, shall be submitted annually to Congress.

H. R. 10275 comprises the first of such annual estimates and
includes a list of construction which can be accomplished this
Year from funds now on hand from the sale of real estate.

These funds now amount to practically $7,000,000, and by
July 1 will have had added considerable sums from sales now
under negotiation.

The bill as introduced by the War Department originally
called for construction items totaling $6,820,000. This amount
has been revised by your Committee on Military Affairs, and
as revised authorizes the expenditure of $5,770,000.

It was deemed advisable to strike out two items—one for the
continuing of hospital construction in Hawaii, $456,000, and
one for the construction of barracks at Oamp Lewis, Wask.,
§800,000, for the reason that these items are already included
in the Army appropriation bill. It was also deemed advisable
for the reasons giving in our committee’s report (Rept. No. 616)
on this legislation, to add an item of $200,000 to provide for
new construction at Maxwell Field, Ala., to replace war-time
cantonment buildings.

These amendments, as I have stated before, bring the total
amount authorized by this bill down to $5,770,000, which will
provide hospital accommodations and permanent shelter for
over 6,000 men and officers who are now living in war-time
shacks and barracks,
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As has been brought out many times in hearings on this sub-
ject, there are now living in war-time frame buildings over
40,000 officers and men of the Regular Army out of a total
of 118.000; the buildings were designed and built with the
idea of using them for not more than five years. IL has now
been nearly nine years since they were built—nearly twice their
estimated life—and most of them have deteriorated to an ex-
tent where it is extremely uneconomical to try to keep them in
repair; underpinnings rotted out, roofs and sills saggiug, and
windows and doors warped.

To compel our Regular Army to live much longer under con-
ditions so detrimental to morale and discipline should not be
countenanced by Congress.

It was brought out in the hearings before our committee
that the same unsatisfactory conditions obtain at every post
and station where troops of the Regular Army are occupying
these cantonment buildings, and the greatest problem the War
Department had in making up this year’s construction list was
to determine what could best be left out, rather than deciding
on what should be built.

It will be noted that all the items included in this bill are
either to replace war-time buildings or to furnish shelter where
none now exists,

Taking up the items as they appear in H. R. 10275, I will
run over briefly the reasons why these items were selected :

1. Fort Benning, Ga.: Continuing of barrack construction,
$725,000. There are stationed at this post two Infantry regi-
ments, the Twenty-fourth and Twenty-ninth, who have been
living in tents for more than six years. Last year Congress ap-
propriated $386,000 to commence permanent barracks from this
appropriation, and there has been completed accommodations
for about 360 men. It is desired to continue this construction
this year to the extent of building three more sections of the
barracks, which when completed will house an additional 685
men. The winters are cold in this part of Georgia, and these
troops in tents have been subjected at times to great hardships.

2. Fort Monmouth, N. J., barracks for enlisted personnel,
$555,000. -

The Signal Corps battalion and special troops numbering
about GO0 men stationed at this post are quartered in tem-
porary frame war-time buildings, which offer little protection
against the cold winters of northern New Jersey; the buildings
have deteriorated to a point where it is cheaper to build new
quarters than attempt to keep the old ones in repair,

3. Fort Monmouth, N, J., hospital, $100,000.

The same remarks apply to the hospital building as to the
barracks; the present hospital is a wooden shed, absolutely
unfit for further use for hospital purposes. It is proposed
with this sum to erect a 27-bed hospital in order that the sick
may be suitably cared for.

4, Camp Lewis, Wash., beginning construction of post hos-
pital, $125,000.

The hospital at Camp Lewis is located in a frame war-time
gtructure unsuited for further occupancy as a hospital. The
Army appropriation act contains provisions for beginning bar-
racks at this post, and it is desired to furnish at least two per-
manent wards at this time as a part of the permanent garrison
construction.

5. Fort Sam Houston, Tex., barracks, $500,000.

There is stationed at this post the Second Infantry Division,
which for the greater part is quartered in war-time cantonment
buildings, the condition of which has already been explained.
1t is desired with the amount specified to construct barracks
for one of the Infantry regiments less two battalions, about
600 men, and for a brigade headquarters company, about 30
men. The completed barracks will require about $600,000
more, which will be included in future lists.

6. Selfridge Field, Mich., barracks, $570,000.

All of the Air Service stations except two were built during
the war and are of the light frame construction which was
deemed adequate for the duration of the war. All these posts
must be rebuilt, and Selfridge Field was placed first on the list
on account of the cold climate of northern Michigan.

7. Selfridge Field, Mich., noncommissioned officers’ quarters,
$180,000.

This amount will provide for the construction of 30 sets of
noncommissioned officers’ quarters. At the present time there
are no noncommissioned officers’ quarters at this field, and the
men are living in improvised shacks or are on a rental status
in the near-by town of Mount Clemens.

8. Camp Meade, Md., barracks, $410,000,

The Seventeenth Tank Battalion, comprising a total of about
512 men, are living at present in cantonment buildings which
are sabout ready to fall down. The necessity for replacing
these structures is evident, as has been stated before. This
appropriation will provide permanent accommodations for the
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entire battalion. There is also stationed at this post the Army
Tank School, living under similar conditions, but pending the
determination as to the ultimate location of this school, the
War Department did not include any construction for them.

9. Fort Bragg, N. C., barracks, $360,000.

This amount will provide for the construction of barracks
for one battalion of Field Artillery, approximately 447 men,
who are now living in war-time cantonments which are unfit
for habitation. The roofs leak, floors sag, and the buildings
are rapidly becoming uninhabitable.

10, Fort Humphreys, Va., barracks, $500,000.

Two regiments of Engineers are living in war-time buildings
which should be replaced. The $500,000 for construction will
provide permanent barracks for the personnel of these regi-
ments, comprising about 650 men, with the exception of non-
commissioned officers. All of the buildings at this post are of
the frame war-time construction type and will have to be re-
placed at an early date. Other construction items will be
placed on future lists,

11. Camp Devens, Mass., barracks, $500,000.

The same conditions apply here as at other posts where
troops are quartered in cantonment buildings. The severe eli-
mate makes service here a real hardship. The amount con-
templated will provide barracks for one Infantry regiment, the
Thirteenth, less two battalions, and barracks for brigade head-
quarters company, and when "completed will house approxi-
mately 620 men,

12. Erie Proving Ground, Ohio, barracks, $47,000.

There are about 50 enlisted men of the Ordnance Corps who
are stationed at this post. The post occupies an exposed posi-
tion on the shore of Lake Hrie, and the frame buildings offer
little shelter from the winter storms. This amount will pro-
vide permanent shelter for the enlisted men of the garrison.

13. Edgewood Arsenal, Md., officers’ quarters, $90,000.

There is a serious shortage of guarters for officers at this
station. A number of them are at present quartered in stucco
noncommissioned officers’ quarters and in tar-paper shacks, and
others are on commutation status. There are no adequate
housing facilities for the officers on commutation status in this
vicinity, entailing an additional expense and a loss of time for
travel to and from their station. This should be remedied
without delay as an economic measure.

14. United States Disciplinary Barracks, Fort Leavenworth,
Kans., hospital, $125,000.

This amount, it s contemplated, will build permanent hos-
pital accommodations to replace a ward which is now installed
in an old cell room. The cell room In which the present hos-
pital is located is entirely unsuited for hospital purposes, is a
fire hazard, and should be abandoned at the earliest possible
date.

15. Mitchel Field, N. Y., barracks, $287,000.

No remarks are necessary concerning the necesgity for this
construction, as the same reasons apply as were cited in the
case of Selfridge Fleld. This new construction will provide
barracks for 355 enlisted men now living in war-time barracks.

16. France Field, Panama, officers guarters and noncommis-
sioned officers’ quarters, $139,000.

There is a serious shortage of guarters for both officers and
noncommissioned officers at this field. Due to its isolated posi-
tion, there are no houses in the immediate vicinity which can
be rented, and it is necessary to provide shelter at the field for
the officers and noncommissioned officers on duty there. With
this $139,000 it is proposed to erect 6 sets of hachelor officers’
quarters, 4 sets of married officers’ quarters, and 12 sets of non-
commissioned officers’ quarters.

17. Schofield Barracks, Hawali,
quarters, $72,000.

This post is in an isolated position, in a farming country
where there are no houses available for rent nearer than 6
miles. It is proposed to build 24 sets of noncommissioned offi-
cers' quarters to house an equivalent number of these enlisted
men who are now living in improvised shacks.

18. Fort Wadsworth, N. Y., barracks, $285,000.

8. 1129 authorizes the sale of Fort Schuyler, where one bat-
talion of the Eighteenth Infantry, comprizing about 350 men,
are now lving in war-time cantonments. With the above sum
it is proposed to construct permanent barracks for this bat-
talion at Fort Wadsworth, N, Y., thus releasing Fort Schuyler
for sale in order to provide additional funds for this housing
program.

19. Maxwell Field, Ala., barracks, $200,000,

This amount will provide permanent barracks for the head-
quarters, Fourth Division, Air Service Twenty-second Aero
Squadron, Fourth Photo Section, and service detachments, a
total of 162 enlisted men, and will construect quarters for 13
noncommissioned officers of the first three grades. The condi-

noncommissioned officers’
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tions at this post are practically the same that obtain at all Air
Service stations—war-time cantonment buildings, which must
be replaced.

As I have stated before, the conditions under which so large
a portion of our Regular Army is living are disgraceful. The
natural effect on the morale of the officers and men is most
detrimental. Another serious effect has been the loss of time
taken from training to allow large fatigue parties to work on
these buildings, not only to keep them half way habitable but,
indeed, to prevent their absolute collapse.

To fail to take action on this bill at this session of Congress
means a delay of another year before construction ean even be
commenced, which means that for that length of time troops
will be subjected to a further unnecessary hardship. The
money is available and has been set aside for this specific pur-
pose. I should like to call your attention to a letter from the
Secretary of War, dated April 6, 1928, urging early and favor-
able action. This letter is as follows:

The SreEAKER,
House of Representatives,

Sme; In connection with H. R. 10275, now pending in Congress, I
feel that It is my duty to urge early and favorable action.

The housing conditlons under which a large proportion of our officers
and enlisted men are compelled to live is a disgrace to the Government
and should be remedied without further delay. These deplorable con-
ditions have been emphasized from year to year in the annual report
of my predecessor and have been fully described in hearings before the
Congress.

This year with the passage of the act of March 12 (Public, No. 45)
it seemed that means were at hand to remedy matters without imposing
any burden on the taxpayer, as the act In question created a fund
now amounting to practically §7,000,000, from which new construction
is to be financed.

H. R, 10275 sets forth a list of construction items at 18 places with
a total expenditure of §7,020,000 for this year's construction.

Until this bill is passed authorizing the appropriation, it scems that
the War Department is unable to get estimates for this construction
passed by Congress. To fail to do so will result in at least a year's
delay in providing the shelter so urgently needed—meaning that an-
other winter and possibly two summers will elapse before the buildings
can possibly be completed for occupancy.

In view of the urgent necessity for action, may I request that this
bill be placed en the suspended calendar for early consideration?

Respectfully,
DwicgHT F. DAvIs, Secretary of War.

I wish to also call attention to the letters from Major Brant
and the Director of the Budget:

War DEPARTMENT,
War DEPARTMENT GENERAL STAFF,
& Washington, March 25, 1926.
Hon. W. FRaNE JAMmBs,
Committee on Military Affairs,
House of Representatives.

My Duar Mg, James: With further reference to the concluding
paragraph of H. R. 10275 which removes certain limitatlons, the fol-
lowing information is submitted:

The War Department having determined what construction is nee-
essary to accommodate certaln troops or equipment, the Quartermas-
ter General is notified of the location, character, and capacity of the
bulldings required. The Quartermaster General then presents esti-
mates based on the information furnished him by the War Depart-
ment, and arrived at by determlning the cubleal contents of the build-

ing, and applying the cost of labor and material per cubic foot. 1In.

preparing this preliminary estimate the same method is followed as
i8 used by all civillan contractors, and, of course, Is only an approxi-
mation. This approximation, however, taking into consideration the
varying costs of labor and material in different sections of the coun-
try, has been found by actual experience to work out very closely.
These estimates then are submitted to Congress asking for authority
to construct the bulldings and for an appropriation to defray the
expense, Having recelved authority from Congress to do the neces-
sary construction, detailed plans and estimates are then worked out
in the office of the Quartermaster General, who, under the act of
June 3, 1916, is charged with the direction of all work pertaining
to the construction, maintenance, and repair of buildings, structures,
and utilities other than forfifications conmected with the Army.
These plans and specifications include all the necessary detalls to
enable bidders to calculate the cost of construction and present their
bids. No new construction work is done until such competitive blds
have been invited by public advertising through the medium of news-
papers, ete. Plans and specifications on file in the office of the Quarter-
master General are avallable for all prospective bidders. On being
received, these bida are publicly opened at a specified hour on a
specified date, and awarded to the lowest bldder complying with the
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requirements. It will be seen from the brief statement above that
there is no opportunity for collusion between the Quartermaster Gen-
eral and prospective contractors, as was intimated in the hearings on
this bill,

With reference to the clause which provides for waiver of sections
1136 and 3734, Revised Statutes, It is not really essential that this
be included in the present legislation, as it is really a matter which
pertains to appropriations. It was included in order to clear the
situation and prevent any misunderstanding which might tend to
prevent the execution of the construction projects.

Section 1136 provides that no permanent barracks in excess of
$20,000 shall be construcied until detailed estimates have been sub-
mitted to Congress and approved by speeial appropriation for the
same, If this remains in effect, it is apparent that detailed estimates
which have not yet been prepared, would have to be submitted for
each and every item of comstruction included in this Dbill. It is
held by the War Department that the information submitted already
to the committee which gives the location, character of construction,
accommodations for enlisted men and officers, together with size and
estimated cost, is all that can be produced at this time. To draw
up detailed plans and specifications prior to the granting of authority
to construct these buildings would be merely a waste of time, inas-
much as Congress might eliminate any number of the buildings which
it is proposed to construct.

Section 3734 provides that before a new bullding for the use of the
United States is commenced, plans and estinrates therefor shall be pre-
pared and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, Postmaster
General, and the Secvetaury of the Interior. It seems perfectly clear
that they are not intervsted in the construction of Army barracks,
and it is thought best to include this waiver in order to eliminate
any possible question. As a matter of fact, the act of June 3, 1916,
prescribes that this work is a function of the Quartermaster General
under authority of the Secretary of War, and makes no referenes to
the Post Office, Treasury, or Interior Departments. It is believed
that this particular section was written up by Congress to cover
the erection of public buildings such as post offices, ete. This same
clause including these waivers will be found, for example, in the Army
appropriation act for 1926, which provides for new construction at
Madison Barracks, and the Air Field at Dayton, Ohio. The Quarter-
master General states that Mr, Anthony is quite famillar with the
necessity for the inclusion of such clause where Army construction
is involved. ~

Trusting that the above Information is what is desired—if any
further details are considered necessary, please advise me and I will
endeavor to obtaln them. ‘

Letter covering the same points has been forwarded this date to
Mr. MoRriN, chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, and signed
by the Acting Secretary of War.

Sincerely yours,

G. C. Brant,

Major, General Staff.

Bureav or THE BUDGET,
Washington, April 17, 1926,
The honorable the SECRETARY oF WAR,

Sin: Referring to your letter of April 16, 1926, you are advised
that the proposed amendments to bill H. R. 10275, authorizing appro-
priations for construction at military posts, and for other purposes,
which you mention in your letter, are not in conflict with the financial
program of the President, -

Bincerely yours,
H. M. Lorp, Director.

In view of all the circumstances set forth above I wish to
urge the passage of this bill, not only as an economic measure
but in justice to the officers and enlisted men of our Regular
Army, who for so many years have been compelled to exist
under such disheartening living conditions.

Mr, Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time,

[Cries of “Vote!” “ Vote!l"]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If gentlemen want to vote $7,000,000
away without consideration, I certainly can not do very much
to prevent it.

I believe, when we have a bill of this kind under considera-
tion, the least we can do is to make a record and show what
we are doing. ILet the country at least know what is going on.

Gentlemen will recall that a few weeks ago a bill passed the
House under suspension, and it has since become a law,
authorizing the War Department to sell surplus property and
to put the proceeds of the sales into a separate fund and to
use that fund for repairs and construction. I opposed it at
the time. I poinfed out that the War Department would simply
go wild in spending money, and here is your first bill appro-
priating $7,200,000. And it is only a starter; it is only the
firgt Dill. My objection to the bill authorizing the sale of
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surplus property was the creation of a separate fund. It is
my firm belief that the proceeds should go in the Treasury,
in the general fund.

To-day you appropriated $200,000 for an artillery field at
Fort Ethan Allen, Vt. To-day you authorized the Navy
Department to build several hospitals, and a few weeks ago
you authorized the Veterans Burean to build more hospitals
and build extensions. I want to point out that several depart-
ments are building hospitals; the House is appropriating huge
amounts of money and there is bound to be a great deal of
unnecessary building. The War Department is authorized to
sell surplus property and place the proceeds in a separate
fund. Having this authority they will spend more money than
they would otherwise. In addition to what we have already
authorized them to sell, they are already planning to come
here with a new list of surplus property and get authority
to sell more, and then turn right arovnd and ask for authority
to sell more.

Mr. JOHNSOXN of Washington.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. How can the gentleman
possibly reason that either Congress or the War Department
could run wild when it is proposed to provide suitable quarters
for regiments and it costs $1,000,000 per regiment to house
them?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course there is no objection to that,
as the gentleman would know if he would follow what I have
gaid. Here is $7.000.000. Now, let us concede that every cent
is necessary.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Absolutely.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. All right. But does the gentleman know
what they are selling and what they are building?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I know of one tract of land
in my district, owned by the War Department, covered with
valuable fir timber worth a great deal of money, which should
have been sold many years ago. It will soon be dead-and-down
timber and not of real commercial value.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And I know of one tract in my city that
the War Department is going to sell, and they do not know the
value of it.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. .

Mr. WOODRUFF. The gentleman from New York has been
holding up to the House as one of the horrible examples of
legislation the bill that passed the House this afterncon by
unanimous consent authorizing the Navy Department to build
certain hospital facilities?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; I am simply pointing out that you
have three departments of the Government now building hos-
pitals. You have the Veterans' Bureau spending millions; you
have the Navy Department ; and now we are asked to authorize
the Army to do the same thing. It seems to me that where
you have hospitals in close proximity to each other you should
use those hospitals for the various departments. The Veterans'
Bureau hospitals to-day have thousands of vacant beds, with
an enormous overhead, and yet the various departments come
here and ask for more money to build more hospitals, There
seems to be no coordination of hospitgl facilities. X

Only last Saturday, in a New York paper, there was an in-
spired statement by the War Department and I want the
gentleman to know of it. The War Department says it has
more surplus property to sell and it has suggested that Gov-
ernor's Island in New York harbor would bring $18,000,000.
They say it is worth only that, but they really do not know
anything about values there. Then there is a proposal to sell
the Presidio in California,

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr, BLANTON. The gentleman says we have already given
them $20,000,000 and it may be $30,000,000, and this bill ap-
propriates $7,000,000 more, but how are we going to stop this
bill?

Mr. LAGUARDIA., That is it exactly,

Mr. BLANTON. How are we going to stop it. Whenever
the powers that be ordain that a certain bill shall pass, they
are going to pass it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The least we can do is to bring these
matters to the attention of the House and to the attention of
the country. The War Department, I repeat, only a few
weeks ago having been empowered to sell surplus property is
now looking around for more property to sell, and will come
in with another bill very soon.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., LAGUARDIA. No; the gentleman can get time from
the proponents of the bill.

Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. GREEN of Florida. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 yield.

Mr. GREEN of Florida. I think about all this money is
derived from Florida lands or at least several million dollars
of it, might we not just as well put it back into circulation.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, It does not go back into eirculation in
the gentleman's State.

Mr, GREEN of Florida. No; not in my State.

Mr. HUDSPETH, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Is the gentleman a member of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; I am not.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I have just been wondering since I read
in this report that at certain Army posts men and officers are
living in tents. One of the major posts is in my district and
men and officers to-day are living in tents without any roofs on
the tents, and not only that, but many of the warehouses there
that have the provisions are in the same condition.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not get my point.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I have been wondering how they dis-
tributed this fund.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Is not the gentleman's post included?

Mr, HUDSPETH. No; not one dollar, and I just wanted to
know how they distribute this.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, that is typical. DProbably the
gentleman can tell us about the clubrooms we are appropriating
for.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Oh, if we could take care of these non-
commissioned officers out there and the men who are living
in tents, we would do away with the clubrooms, I will say to
the gentlemin.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let me say to the gentleman from Texas
that this is what they will do. They will first get this
$7,000,000——

Mr. HUDSPETH. I want to get on to the system. If the
gentleman can put me next to the system, I will appreciate it,
because I represent one of the muajor posts out there.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. This is the system. We have given the
War Department authority to sell $20,000,000 of surplus prop-
erty, and the proceeds go in a separate fund. They will come
in with the same old story that this does not require any new
appropriations because they have got the money.

They will take this first list contained in this bill and they
will spend all of the money, and then they will come in later
on and will put in the gentleman's post, and they will take
some other districts—scatter them around and pass another bill
and there will be no end.

Mr. HUDSPETH. When will they do it? If the gentleman
will give me that information, I will thank him.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. When they are good and ready; when
nIII the officers are quartered and when all the club rooms are
built.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I am going to support the bill, but I want
to get on to the system, and I thought the gentleman, being a
military man, could put me next to the system.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. When you get on to the system of the
War Department, then you are on to some system, believe me.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Then I am going to endeavor to get on
to the system.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. And they have it patented
too, have they not?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Seemingly.

Let me call your attention to this language in the bill:

That any vnexpended balances or combined unexpended balances of
any of the above amounts shall be available interchangeably for expen-
diture on any of the hospitals or barracks herein authorized.

Mr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes,

Mr. JAMES. That is not the correct language. The correct
langunage is * for appropriations” and not “for expenditure,”
which means that in order to do what the gentleman has sug-
gested they would have to go to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and get the necessary consent.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What do these four lines mean then?

Mr. JAMES. Where you have “expenditure” it should be
“ appropriation,” which means they would have to go to the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 got the bill from the only source I can
get bills.

Mr. HUDSPETH.
give the gentleman.

Mr, LAGUARDIA.

Mr. HUDSPETH.

Mr. LAGUARDIA,

Here is a copy of the bill which I will
I have almost worn it out studying it.
That is the same bill I have.

There is no chance to amend the bill.
That is the same bill I have,
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Mr. JAMES. If the gentleman will examine the bill at the
Clerk’s desk, he will find the word “ appropriation " instead of
the word “ expenditure.”

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is that the “old army game,” one bill
at the Clerk's desk and one before us?

Mr. JAMES., I read the gentleman the language as amended.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. All I know is the bill I have and the
bill that all the Mdmbers have. If there is something else at
the Clerk's desk. I think we ought to know it. [Cries of
“VYote!” “Vote!”™] That is not going to take me off my feet.
I have been too long in the business for that.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I will state to my friend, if he will put
me on to the system, I will appreciate it and will be under
lasting obligations to him.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will tell the gentleman how he can get
on to the system. Let us vote down this bill.

Mr. HUDSPETH. No; we would not get anywhere by doing
that.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. The gentleman would get the repairs at
the post he is interested in.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Oh, no.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then I will tell the gentleman what is
going to happen. If the gentleman Is going to pass this bill and
wait until his post comes along, then they are going to keep it
until the last so the gentleman will vote for every bill that
comes along,

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman Is painting a gloomy pic-
ture for me. i

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The sitnation is gloomy.

Mr. LOZIER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. LOZIER. Does not the report show that this is simply
the beginning of a series of demands that the War Depart-
ment is to make for similar appropriations?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Certainly; now this is interesting, and I
want any gentleman on the Military Affairs Committee to deny
this: Yon have posts in New York where you have a major
general in command of about 200 men. This Army is top
heavy with major generals, and we have to create posts for
them. That is why you have to have headquarters and suit-
able buildings for all attachés, and that is why the soldiers
in the gentleman’s [Mr. HupsperE] State is not properly housed,
There are three or four commands around New York where
there is a major general with only 300 men in the whole
command. A lieutenant could take command of those posts.
Now if that is not se I would like to have some gentleman
deny it. This corps of high ranking officers is selling land
and selling property and making these repairs. There are
a great many barracks throughout the United States that need
repairs, but they will be the last on the list.

Mr. SCHAFER. What would the gentleman have the major
generals do?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. T would have a proper table of organiza-
tion and have the high command in proportion to the number
of enlisted personnel. You do not have to be a military expert
to know that.

Mr. HUDSPETH. But the gentleman from New York as-
sures me that I will be on the list?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, I can not assure the gentleman of that if
he votes for every bill that comes from the Military Committee.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. This bill provides for the quarters for
enlisted men. Is not the gentleman satisfied, in view of the
fact that it provides for the urgent need of the enlisted men
of the Army to-day?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I believe if the War Department knows
what they need they could come in with a complete list at this
time, Will the gentleman say that this is all that they will
ask for?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. This is only a start, of course.

Mr. JAMES, I will assure the gentleman that this will be
the last bill; that the Military Affairs Committee will not ap-
propriate money unless it is in the Treasury. After this bill
passes the House and the Senate, the War Department will,
if they want to spend any money, have to come to the Ap-
propriations Committee, and that will have to go before the
House and the Senate.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am aware of that, but the gentleman
knows that we made an appropriation for an artillery range,
and he knows that they are selling land all over the country,
and they are coming in with a bill for the sale of more surplus
property.

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman stated a little while ago that
they were going to sell Governors Island. Has the gentleman

seen the statement in the paper that the Secretary of War
denies that statement?
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman say that no more
bills of that kind will come in for the sale of surplus property?

Mr. JAMES. I do not know.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman can only guess; he does
not know what they are going to do, but when the War De-
partment brings in a bill it generally goes through the gentle-
man’s committee, 7

Mr, SNELL. Does not the gentleman think this property
should be sold if the Government does not need it?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. They are selling a piece of prop-
erty in the gentleman's own town—Watertown. Does the
gentleman know if Army officers will sell it for its real market
value?

Mr. SNELL. I do not know anything about it; but what
would a piece of property in Watertown be used for for gov-
ernmental p 57

Mr. LAGUARDIA, If it is of no use, sell it, but sell it
intelligently and put the proceeds in the general fund of the
United States Treasury.

Mr. SNELL. That is what we are trying to do.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But you are keeping the funds sepa-
rate and encouraging lavish expenditures on posts where it is
not needed. :

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman tell us one object
that is not necessary for the convenience and comfort of the
personnel of the Army?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I can tell the gentleman of other posts
where it is more urgent.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. There are posts on the list that are
very urgent.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But there are others more urgent. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman will concede that every item
in the bill is meritorious, will he not?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No.

Mr. WRIGHT. And that these improvements are needed
at every point designated in the bill?

Mr., LAGUARDIA. No.

Mr. WRIGHT. Which is not needed?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I say that there are other posts. The
gentleman from Texas mentioned one of these posts a mo-
ment ago. E

Mr. WRIGHT. But I am talking about the items included
in this bill. Do they not need construction at every point
mentioned in the bill? If not, will the gentleman please point
out at which they do not need construction?

Mr. LAGUARDIA., The War Department knows the con-
dition of every post in this country, and they should come
in with a complete bill, so that we would know just what
posts were more urgent than others,

Mr. WRIGHT. Does not the gentleman know that the War
Department has offered a comprehensive program of construc-
tion going through a series of years, and that that whole matter
was threshed out before a jolnt committee of the Senate and
the House last year, that it is a matter of record, and that this
is the beginning of the program?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly; and I want to know how great
this program is and how much more property the department is
going to sell.

Mr. WRIGHT. If the gentleman will read the testimony
taken he will see that it is comprehensive.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, This is only a start,

Mr. WRIGHT. It is just the beginning of it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly; and that is the point that I am
trying to make. I reserve the remainder of my time. ‘

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle-
man from Connecticut [Mr. Trrson].

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this bill, it is
simply carrying out the policy that we entered upon a short
time ago when we authorized the War Department to sell cer-
tain property that was found to be surplus. Through the de-
velopment of the military art and changing conditions certain
property owned by the Government has come to be surplus. A
short time ago this House authorized the sale of this surplus
property, but it was known at the time we authorized the sale that
it was the intention to ask to invest the proceeds of the sale, or
substantially the same money, in new buildings, which are very
much needed to house the Army; and that is all this bill does.
We are not entering upon a new policy of wild expenditure.
We are in effect using the old property that has become sur-
plus to construct new property that is absolutely necessary.
What is wrong about it? It seems to me to be such a sensible,
businesslike thing to do that I can not see where there can be
anything wrong about it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Lozier].
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missowrl is recog-
nized for one minute, all the time the gentleman has left.

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Speaker, in the one minute allotted me,
1 can not discuss this matter in detail, but I can say that
I intend to vote against this bill for two reasons: First, be-
cause it is proposed to railroad it through this House under a
suspension of rules, without debate, and with no opportunity
being given to consider its details and merits. From appear-
ances, this bill earrying an appropriation of over $7,000,000,
will be rushed through the House in 20 or 25 minutes, without
1 Member in 50 knowing anything whatsoever about its provi-
glons. Thus it is that Congress functions with lightning
rapidity when the leaders decide they want to expend vast
sums for military purposes. I am not a pacifist, but I do
protest against the recklessness with which Congress grants
the requests of the War and Navy Departments for funds.

Secondly, I am opposed to the subtle and ennningly devised
plans by which the public funds are appropriated for military
purposes, a very considerable part of which is wasted. When
the War and Navy Departments ask for funds, the administra-
tion never says a word about economy, It always manages to
find sufficient funds to maintain large military and naval es-
tablishments. And these demands, as in the present instance,
are camouflaged under the guise that the funds are badly
needed.

The report which accompanied this bill tells us that this is
but the beginning of a series of similar appropriations which
will be demanded of Congress in the near future, and no one
can tell what the ultimate cost will be of this comprehensive
program. It will not be denied that this expenditure of
£7.000,000 will be followed by others which will drain many
million dollars out of the United States Treasury.

But they say the Government sold surplus property and now
has this money in the Treasury. That does not change the
gitnation. It is Government money that is being expended by
this bill. But “ what's the use” to object? A large majority
of the Members of this House are eager and impatient to vote
for this bill. I realize that I am in a hopeless minority, but
my vote will be cast against this bill.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri
has expired. bia

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Hinr].

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Lozier] tells us that this is the beginning of a
great military program. If the gentleman means by that that
we are embarking upon a policy of enlarging our Army or
anything leading toward militarism, he is entirely wrong.
[Applause.] The Congress of the United States by law has
fixed the size of the Regular Army of the United States. All
in the world that this bill does is to take money which has
been derived from the sale of surplus military real estate and
exchange that money for the construction of buildings to
properly house the Army which we have authorized and pro-
vided for. [Applause.]

This bill authorizes the appropriation of $5,770,000 for the
construetion of barracks, quarters, and hospitals for the Army.
Under the bill new buildings will be constructed at 20 different
military posts of the United States. The War Department is
indeed to be commended on its willingness and its efforts to
dispose of surplus military property to secure as much as
possible of the money necessary for the needed construction
rather than seeking to hold fast fo this surplus property and
endeavoring to get this new construction paid for by money
taken from the General Treasury of the Government,

The pending bill comes to this House in answer to an amend-
ment placed by the House on the 1925 War Department appro-
priation act, which amendment was as follows:

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to submit
to the Congress at its next session a comprehensive plan for necessary
permanent construction of military posts, including Camp Lewis In the
State of Washington, based on using funds received from the sale of
surplus War Department real estate and from the sale of such property
now owned by the War Department as in the opinion of the Becretary
of War is no longer needed for military purposes.

The bill is the result of many days of hearings that have taken
place since December, 1924. In that month the Committees
on Military Affairs of the Senate and House of Representatives
held joint hearings on the subject of the sale of surplus mili-
tary real estate and the necessary permanent construction at
military posts. In February, 1925, subcommittees of the Com-
mittees on Military Affairs of the Senate and House of Repre-
gentatives held hearings on this subject and in January of this
year the Military Affairs Committee of the House held further
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hearings on this same subject. Just about three weeks ago the
Military Affairs Committee of the House held hearings on the
pending bill, The President of the United States in his annual
message to this Congress on December 8 last recommended and
urged the adoption of the policy that is being carried out in the
pending bill. The Secretary of War in his annual report for
the year 1925 plead with the Congress to adgpt the policy of the
bill and eloguently and elaborately set out the reasons for his
plea, The policy was approved by this House on just March 1
last when it passed the bill 8, 1129 providing for the sale of
surplus military real estate. T

The need for the construction of new buildings at many
of our military posts is indeed compelling. There are to-day
some 40,000 officers and men in the United States Army who
are quartered in temporary shacks or in tents. As Maj. Gen.
W. H. Hart, Quartermaster General of the Army stated at
the joint hearings of the subcommittees in February, 1925, to
which I have referred, the temporary shacks are of war-time
construction, erected during the years 1917 and 1918 and they
were never intended at the time of their erection to last longer
than for the emergency then existing. They were construocted
of unceasoned lumber and light material hastily thrown to-
gether, the time element being the essential factor. As Gen-
eral Hart further stated, many of the temporary shacks now
being used as barracks are in extremely poor condition. The
lumber has shrunk, the foundations are rotting and in many
instances bunks have to be moved or covered during rain-
storms. One of the worst features of the situation is the
fact that large amounts of money appropriated each year by
this House for the maintenance of the Army have to be spent
for the upkeep and repair of these shacks. This expenditure
is a pure waste so far as any permanent benefit {s concerned,
but it has to be made, for the officers and men of the Army
must be housed. In some instances, General Hart tells us,
it has been necessary to expend in one year practically one-
third of the original cost on a barrack building in order to
provide shelter from the elements. The money spent on such
buildings merely tides over temporarily the present needs and
gives no permanent relief. As the Hon. Dwight F. Davis, the
Secretary of War, well states in his annual report for last
year:

It is not too much to say that should such barracks be used many
more years, the amount of money expended on thelr upkeep will soon
have equaled the original cost of the structures at their war-time
price. Buch expenditures constitute an extravagance, not an economy.

This is like pouring water in a rat hole. I submit fo the
House the following significant statement by General Hart:

To cite a few instances iIndiecating the wastage of repair funds:
During the last fiseal year this office has recelved requests from—

Camp Lewis for an allotment of $230,000 for purely repair work, of
which $60,000 s necessary for roofing, $00,000 for floorings and -re-
placing rotten underpinnings, and $68,000 for other miscellaneous
carpentry work ;

Fort Bliss for $194,000 for repairs, of which £80,000 is for floorings
and roofs;

Fort Benning for $71,000 for ordinary temporary repairs. This is
in addition to the money that is being spent for tentage at this post;
and .
Fort Bragg for £120,000 for repairs to the roofs and underpinning.

A considerable part of these requests must be met immediately. The
roofs and underpinnings must be attended to if the bulldings are going
to be occupied, and after a lapse of two or three years there will be no
evidence of the expenditure of this large amount, and the work will
have to be done over.

On the other hand, if this amount were available for expenditure on
permanent structures, a far greater mumber of buildings could be
taken care of; moreover, the repairs would be permanent Instead of
being quickly lost through the deterioration of the temporary building.

It is conservatively estimated that when soldiers are housed in tents,

the cost of tentage per man per year is $20. “ For the approximately

8,000 men at Fort Benning this would amount to $60,000 per year.
This is in addition fo the money necessary for repairs to the temporary
buildings.

The only solution of the problem iz to replace the temporary bulld-
ings as rapidly as financial conditions will permit, thereby alleviating
this most unsatisfactory condition and, in addition, conserving the
annual repair funds allotted for yearly maintenance and upkeep,

The pending bill authorizes appropriations to relieve the con-
ditions at Camp Lewis, Fort Benning, and Fort Bragg, besides
ralieving the conditions at 17 other Army posts. Do you gen-
tlemen not believe that we should pass this bill and put an
end to this awful waste of the people’'s money? Mark you, the
appropriations authorized by this bill will not come out of the
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General Treasury but out of the funds derived from the sale of
surplus property and which funds are now in the hands of the
Government,

The temporary shacks in which so many of our officers and
men are housed are veritable fire traps. As the commandant
of the Cavalry School at Fort Riley, Kans.,, where conditions
are typical, stated in his annual report to the Secretary of
War:

The war-time bulldings are veritable fire traps, and in case of fire
there would probably result a terrible loss of life, as many children live
in these quarters, They would not be permitted in any well-regulated
municipality.

As the Secretary of War states in his last annual report, the
officers commanding units in the field are in constant dread of
the outbreak of a conflagration in groups of temporary wooden
buildings whieh are being used for housing purposes. We must
remember, gentlemen, that many of these temporary wooden
structures, which are mere tinder boxes, are being used for hos-
pitals. The danger of fire in these buildings used for hospitals
is naturally greatest during the long, dry summer months, and
this is the time when these buildings are used not only for the
care of the sick of the Regular Army but for the care of the
sick of the National Guard, Reserve Offiters’ Training Corps,
and other civilian units who are in attendance at the training
camps. Can you imagine, gentlemen, the feeling of horror that
would come over the Members of this House if they were to
read in their morning paper that the lives of hundreds of sick
soldiers had been snuffed out in some terrible conflagration or
that Army women and children had been cremated in some
awful fire? There has been heavy loss from fire in these tem-
porary buildings, although fortunately no human lives have
been taken. In the last fiscal year the loss reported by destrue-
tion by fires, the total number of which was 250, amounted to
$914,894.23 for the buildings, based on their original cost, and
$669,146.71 for the contents. These losses were to public prop-
erty and do not include the losses suffered by individual officers
and enlisted men of the Army. It is significant to note that
in his annual report for 1924 the former Secretary of War, Mr,
Weeks, stated:

At the Field Artillery School at Fort 8ill the present temporary
buildings are rapidly becoming unfit for occupying and in their present
condition present a serious fire hazard.

Within a few months after the rendition of the 1924 annual
report 116 sets of officers’ quarters, all of temporary construec-
tion, were burned to the ground at Fort Sill

Another danger to human lives in the use of these temporary
shacks is the danger from the terribly dilapidated condition
of many of them. In many instances steps and porches have
had to be roped off on account of their unsafe condition.

Col. H. O. Williams, Inspector General's Department, testi-
fying before the joint hearing of the subcommittees to which I
have referred, made the following significant statement:

As to the very flimsy nature of those bulldings, you have seen the
pictures of them, but I would like to give you a little incident that
occurred in Panama, We had a truck that got a little unmanageable;
the driver put it in reverse and could not get it out, and it ran over
a hill and hit one of our buildings that was housing about 60 enlisted
men, It crumpled up that building as though it was a paper box or
& toy house. Fortunately there were ounly two men sleeping in there,
and the Lord protected them, and they were not hurt very much.

Gentlemen, we can not underestimate the effect that this poor
and dangerous housing has upon the morale of the Army. The

Secretary of War, in testifying before the Military Committee
at our recent hearing, said:

In faet, it is a great surprise to me, when I go around, to see that

there is any morale at all. I think it is wonderful that they are able
to keep any morale at all.

Much of the time of the men of the Army, instead of being
used for drill and military purposes, is taken in an effort to
fix up and make livable the old wooden shacks. The men are
kept busy fighting dust in dry seasons and mud in wet seasons.
Their standards of living keep getting lower and lower, and
correspondingly their morale gets lower. As Colonel Williams,
to whose testimony I have referred, well said:

Another feature that affects the morale, and this is particularly
true of the women, is the lack of privacy; the women have to stay
in the house 24 hours; men get out and get a little relief. Outside
of the physical discomforts, it being hot in the summer and cold in
the winter, is this lack of privacy; the partitions in these buildings
are very thin; any noise in one building goes right into the next build-
ing; every time a child cries it is heard by the next family; every
time some one turns on & wheezy phonograph it is heard in the ad-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

7803

Jjoining rooms; even the flushing of a toilet in one apartment is heard
in the next. That gets on the nerves of the women, and they become
almost nervous wrecks. I suppose they nag their husbands a bit, and
the result is a lowering of tone and of morale.

Can we not imagine, gentlemen, the effect that these poor
housing conditions must have upon the morale of the officers
and men?

Gentlemen, let us pass this bill as a matter of sound economy,
let us pass it and put an end to the danger that now hovers
over the lives of 40,000 of the officers and men of the Army,
and the lives of their families, let us pass it for the morale
and the esprit de corps of the Army. Let us pass it for the
Army, an Army that has never known defeat, and that has
never failed the Nation in the hour of its need. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from Michigan to suspend the rules and pass the bill s
amended.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
BrLaNTON) there were—ayes 223, noes 11.

So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were
suspended and the bill was passed.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to revise and extend my remarks on this bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, this bill (Zl. R. 10275)
is the first authorization of expenditure for Army posts, bar-
racks, hospitals, and quarters made under the Wadsworth-
Hill Act creating the permanent Army-post fund of about
$28,000,000, which was passed a few weeks ago.

This bill, as shown in the hearings, for the first time starts
development of Army posts along the lines of the nine corps
area system of the national defense act. At the hearings on
March 20 I put in the following analysis of this bill:

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Here Is my pencil memorandum as to the
makeup of the 20 items in the authorization and, if that is correct,
would you mind putting it in with your remarks? It gives the amount
at each corps area and the purposes of the distribution, in a very brief
form.

Twenty {tems of authorization
Overseas, Hawali and Panama

$661, 000
First Corps Area: Camp Devens, barracks. .- _______ 500, 000
Second Corps Area:
Fort Monmouth, N. J., barracks $6535, 000
Fort Monmouth, N. J., hospital __ _________ 100, 000
Mitchel Field, N. Y., barracks 287, 000
Fort Wadsworth, N. Y., barracks..————.__ 285, 000
— 1, 227, 000
Third Corps Area:
Fort Humphreys, Va., barracks_____________ $300,000
Camp Meade, Md., barracks 410, 000
Edgewood Arsenal, Md., officers’ quarters____ 5
1, 000, 000
Fourth Corps Area:
Fort Bragg, N. C. $360, 000
Fort Benning, Ga 725, 000
—— $1, 085, 000
Fifth Corps Area: Erie Proving Grounds, barracks_______ 47, 000
Bixth Corips Area:
Selfridge Field, Mich., barracks . ____ $370, 000
Selfridge Field, Mich., noncommissioned offi-
cory quarters. oo 180, 000
—_— 750, 000
Seventh Corps Area: Fort Leavenworth, Kans., hospital__ 125, 000
Elghth Corps Area: Fort Sam Houston, Tex., barracks____ 500, 000
Ninth Corps Area:
Camp Lewis, hospital $125, 000
Camp Lewis, barracks 800, 000
a 9235, 000
Total 8, 820, 000

This bill makes possible the development of Camp Meade, for
which I have been working for five years, but that is only one
quid of satisfaction.

This bill takes care of very necessary housings in all the
corps area. I call the attention of the House to the following
extracts from the hearings on the Wadsworth-Hill bill which
I reported in the hearings on this bill—showing what this bill
starts doing:

Mr., Hitt of Maryland: Mr. Chairman, I have marked a few ex-
tracts from the joint hearings before the subcomittees of the Com-
mittees on Military Affairs, beld February 18, 19, and 20, 1925, which
I ask permission to have inserted In the record. :

Mr. James, Without objection, they may be incorporated. The
Chair hears mone.

The extracts referred to are as follows:

“ Colonel Kvox. It is not as far as the combat arms are concerned,
for this reason: The reservations are quite small and they are largely
covered with buildings and fortificatlons. There Is very little extra
space for troops of the line to drill. There are no facilities for target
practice with the rifie and with the machine gun. Also in some cases,
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particwlarly in the First Corps Area, the animals for the trains of
Infantry organizations and the animals for machine-gun carts have to
be cared for at Camp Devens. These posts are largely on islands,
which makes it necessary to use water transportation for both per-
sonnel and supplies, so they are generally unsatisfactory for mobile
troops of the Regular Army. As a means of shelter, which is all they
are getting at the present tlme, they will shelter the troops, but in-
variably in summer troops go for training purposes to Camp Devens.

“That s just one corps area, and the other corps areas along the
Atlantic seaboard are in a similar situation.

“ My, Jirn of Maryland. In that corps area you would concentrate
everything at Camp Devens if you could?

“Colonel Kxox. Yes, sir.

“Ar. HiLL of Maryland. And that is your theory of national defense?

“Colonel Kxox. Yes, sir, They have to go there, anyhow. That is
what we want. Of course, the Coast Artillery posts that we would
thus vacate have valuable equipment, the care of which is necessary,
and the Coast Artillery would care for this and would retain these
postg, or a large majority of them.

“Mr, HILL of Maryland. And the same in the third area; you have
your Artillery brigade at Fort Howard, have you not?

“ Colonel Kxo0x, We have an Artillery brigade there less one regi
ment.

“Mr, HiLL of Maryland. Is not that Infantry headquarters?

“ Colonel Kxox, Yes, sir; the Twelfth Infantry, less one battalion.

“Mr. HiLt of Maryland, It ought to be at Camp Meade, ought it
not?

“ Colonel Kxox. Yes, sir.

“The Third Corps Area is in a similar situation. It formerly had no
strictly Infantry stations or mobile army stations other than at Fort
Myer, which has Field Artillery and Cavalry.

L] L - - L - -

“ Chairman WapswoRrTH, Are there any questions the members of
the committes desire to ask the major?

“1 gee these photographs display typical quarters.

“ Major PrENTISS. Yes, sir

“(hairman WapswortH, I have seen a good many of them myself.

# Mr. Hitr of Maryland. Yes; for instance, at Camp Meade there is
a large number of barracks which are the type of one of these at Fort
Bragg.

“ Major PrexTiss. Yes, sir.

% Mr. HiLt of Maryland. A number of them have been condemned;
you ecan not put troops in them,

“Major Prexrtiss, That is the faet

“Mr. Hrir of Maryland. And, 4s a matter of fact, a majority
of them are in that condition.

“ Major PrExTISS. An increasing number each year have to be aban-
doned. Last year one of those buildings collapsed with some Reserve
Officers’ Tralning Corps students in them, and it was a miracle that
they were not injured.

“Mr, HiLL of Maryland. There is an enormous danger from fire?

“Major PrENTISS. Yes; there is.

“Mr, HiLn of Maryland. At those places?

“ Major PrexTISs. At Camp Meade one of the buildings half
burned down, and they put up a tar-paper partition so as to fix
up the other end, and they are still living in that end of the building.

“Mr. Hrion of Maryland. That night the whole camp nearly burned
down,

. . * - . * .

“ Mr. HiLL of Maryland. Mr, Chalrman, has it appeared in the record
what camps in the nine corps areas are considered as ultimate corps
area training camps? Has that been put in the record? TFor instance,
I take it that Camp Devens i8 intended to be the eentral mobilization
and concentration point in the First Corps Area; is that right?

“* Major PreExNTiss. Yes; I think Colomel Kmox ean give you that.

“ Colonel Kxox. I think the corps area headguarters will remain in
Boston.

“Mr, HiLu of Maryland. I mean the mobilization and instruction
headguarters.

“ Colonel Kxox. Yes.

“Mr. HiLn of Maryland. That is Camp Devens?

* Colonel Kxox. Yes.

“ Mr. Hicn of Maryland. And the second?

“ Colonel Kxox., Camp Dix.

“ Mr, HiLn of Maryland, And the third?

“Colonel Kxox. Camp Meade,

*Mr. Hinn of Maryland. And the fourth?

* Colonel Knox. Camp McClellan,

“ Mr, HiLr of Maryland. And the fifth?

“ Colonel Kxox., Camp Knox.

“ Mr. HILL of Maryland. And the sixth?

“ Colonel Kxox. Camp Custer.

“ Mr, HiLu of Maryland. And the seventh?

* Colonel ENox. We bave several in the seventh; I don't reca‘ll just
now.,
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“ Mr. Hiu of Maryland. Well, that ean be put in.

* Colonel Kxox. I think it is Fort Riley.

“Mr, Hion of Maryland. And the eighth, I suppose, is San Antonio?:

* Colonel Kxox. Yes.

*Mr. Hron of Maryland. And the ninth?

* Colonel Kxyox. Camp Lewis,

“ Chairman WapsworTHi. You own the land necessary, do you not?

“ Colonel Kxox, Yes; with the exception of a small portion at Camp
Devens,

* Senator Frercuer, Of what are the permanent establishments come-
posed in the fourth area? Of course, at Camp McClellan, Ala., you
need a number of permanent buildings.

“ Major PreENTiss. Yes; that i{s the training center for that corps
area,

“ Senator FLETCHER. And where else?

“ Major PrExTISS. The permanent buildings will be covered by Cap-
tain Hobson,

“ Chairman WansworTH. Do you want to ask any more questions
concerning the condition of buildings oecupied for the distribution of
troops? We have heard Colonel Knox and Major Prentiss on those
phases,

“Mr, HILL of Maryland. Is it not a fact that practically all of
these central mohilimtio:; and instroction points, and the points you
have mentioned, are temporary construction for the war, and are in
practically the same condition as the buildings you have shown at
Camp Bragg?

“Major PrexTiss. Yes.

“ Mr. Hitt of Maryland. In other words, these nine points in the
nine corps areas are made necessary hy the new policy of defense in
the nine corps areas?

“Major PrexTiss. Yes, sir.

“Mr. Hinn of Maryland. And practically new construction should be
made in all of them?

“ Major PrExTISS. Yes, sir.

“ Mr. HiLL of Maryland. You have, however, dralnage and sewerage
and plenty of land?

“Major PrexTiss. Yes. The underground utilities In general are in
good shape with the exception of certain water mains, where they used
wood-stave pipes. The sewers, and so on, are in good shape, so it
would be much more costly to build on new sites than the old sites.

“ Mr, Houn of Maryland, Could you give us an estimate of the cost
in the way of roads and land at these nine points now?

“3Major Prextiss. It runs up into a great many millon dollars,
Yes; I conld give you that for the record.

“Mr. Hiun of Maryland. I think that would be interesting to show
what the Army proposes to build on at these permanent stations.

“Major PrexTiss. That will be inserted in the record.”

Value of utilities now eristiry at corps area training camps

Water
systems

Bawer
systems

Inciner-

Camy ators

Corps area r};ﬁ;

Seventh..
l':igbih.-_---_.,.. Travis

Ninth 180, 000 15, 000
Total- - 2, 003, 000 65, 000
Refriger-
Electric | Heating
C Area Camp ating Totals
s systems | systems | (oon.
s | ST (5 P §227,000 | §187,000 | §11,000 31, 485,000
Dix. . 154,000 4 157,000 11,000 | 1,377,000 ,
Meade_...__ 156, 000 41,000 11,000 | 1, 548, 000
MeClellan. BE 000 |- S kic ity 26, 000 877, 000
Enox....... 136, 000 30, 000 8,000 | 1,357,000
Custer...... 108,000 | 210,000 11,000 | 1,200, 000
Riley. . ...- 72,000 11 1| I Eaae e 1,118, 000
Travis...... 67,000 | 40,000 5,000 | 1,787,000
Lewls__.._.. 116, 000 , 000 15,000 | 1,174,000
1,000,000 | 781,000 | 8,000 {11,928, 000

This bill means a start on an orderly development of the
national defense, for which every Secretary of War has en-
deavored for many years.

It alzo includes $90,000 for needed officers’ guarters at the
Edgewood Arsenal, Md., making a total expenditure of $500,000
in Maryland.

SALE OF MARINE HOSPITAL AT DETROIT, MICH.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, on Calendar 341, to which
objection was offered, I desire to withdraw my objection, and
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I understand the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ScHAFER]
desires to withdraw his objection.

Mr. BLANTON. DMr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that it can not be done after——

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am asking unanimous consent,

Mr. BLANTON. I object.

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard.

ENROLLED BILLS BIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that the committee had examined and found truly en-
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed
the same:

H. R.8132. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war with Spain, the
Philippine insurrection, or the China relief expedition, to cer-
tain maimed soldiers, to certain widows, minor children, and
helpless children of such soldiers and sailors, and for other
purposes ; 4

8.124. An act for the relief of the Davis Construction Co. ; and

8.3031. An act for the relief of George Barrett.

REGULATING FOREIGN COMMERCE

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to file a conference report
on the Ketcham Seed bill for printing under the rule.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

An act (8. 2465) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate for-
eign commerce by prohibiting the admission into the United States of
certain adulterated grain and seeds unfit for seeding purposes,” ap-
proved August 24, 1912, as amended, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Ordered printed.
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that after the special order of business for to-
morrow I may be permitted to address the House for 15
minutes on veterans' legislation.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent that upon the completion of business in
order to-morrow he may address the House for 15 minutes on
the subject of veterans' legislation. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

NATIONAL PARKS EAST OF THE MISSISSIPPL

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on national parks in the
Bast, with the privilege of inserting a report of the Southern
Appalachian Commission.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kenfucky asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks by incorporating a report
of the Appalachian Commission. Is there objection?

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Reserving the right to object, how
much is this report?

Mr. THATCHER. About five letter pages double; not much.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House,
one of the most important functions of government is that of
providing adequate parks and recreational grounds for the
people. A city is largely measured by its system of parks. If
that system be ample and well planned; if the units involved
are wisely located and rendered accessible and attractive, the
very highest purposes are secured. The same is true as to
State parks, and eminently true as to national parks,

Of course, there are certain standards involved as to the
establishment of national parks which it is well to observe.
These standards are most aptly indlcated in the * Statement
of national-park policy,” outlined in the letter of instructions
issued on May 13, 1918, by the Secretary of the Interior, Frank-
lin K. Lane, to the Director of the National Park Service,
Stephen T. Mather. See Report of the Director of the Na-
tional Park Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920,
pages 419 fo 421, Here are some of these standards as then
defined by Secretary Lane, and which have been generally ac-
cepted by those having charge of our National Park Service :

In studying new park projects you [the Director of the National
Park Service] should seek to find scenery of supreme and distinetive
quality, or some natural feature so extraordinary or unigue as to be
of national interest and importance. You should seek distinguished
examples of typical forms of world architecture, such, for instance,
as the Grand Canyon, as exemplifying the highest accomplishment of
stream erosion, and the high, rugged portion of Desert Island, as
exemplifying the oldest rock forms in America, and the luxuriance of
deciduous forests (p. 421).

. . . . . . .
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It is not necessary that a national park should have a large area.
The element of size is of no importance so long as the park is sus-
ceptible of effective administration and control (p. 421).

L L ] L - - * L

Secretary Lane, by experience, observation, and general abil-
ity was most excellently qualified to enunciate the rules
whereby national-park projects should be tested. Those rules
were formulated after years of close study of the national-park
problem. He knew our national parks through sympathetic
contacts. He was, and is, regarded as being a most eminent
authority on the subject.

With a single exception, all of our national parks lie west of
the Mississippi River. That exception is Lafayette National
Park, a small recreation ground of a few thousand acres on the
coast of Maine. Also all of our national parks, with the excep-
tion of Lafayette National Park, have been carved out of the
national domain. Yet it must be remembered the national do-
main is as much a national asset as money in the Federal
Treasury. The lands of the Lafayette National Park were
donated by public-spirited citizens.

Not only are all of our national parks, with the single excep-
tion just nofed, west of the Mississippi, but practically all of
them are west of the eastern rim of the Rocky Mountains.
One is in the far-away tropical isles of Hawaili and another
in the remote and frigid mountains of Alaska. All of our
western and territorial national parks, however striking or won-
derful they may be, are for all practical purpose inaccessible to
the great masses of our American population. These great
masses lie east of the “ Father of Waters,” and but few of them
ever have the opportunity of seeing a national park. Yet these
masses, by reason of superiority in numbers and wealth, pay by
far the greater part of our Federal taxes.

The national parks of the West are the proud possessions of
all our people, and Federal funds to the extent of mil-
lions of dollars have been mused in their maintenance and
operation; and these expenditures must continue so long as
these parks are maintained. All Americans approve of these
expenditures ; but it is high time, not only as a matter of need,
but of justice as well, that an adequate system of national parks
be created and maintained east of the Mississippi. The Mam-
moth Cave region of Kentucky, the Great Smoky Mountains of
North Carolina and Tennessee, and the Blue Ridge-Shenandoah
section of Virglnia are eminently qualified to become national
parks, and to form, with the Lafayette National Park, an ade-
quate system of national parks east of the Mississippi. These
three projects measure up to the high standards prescribed by
Secrefary Lane. Under the act of Congress approved February
21, 1925, and in accordance with its direction, these three areas
were visited and examined during the past year by the South-
ern Appalachian National Park Commission, touching their
worth as national-park projects; and recently all three of them
have received the unequivocal approval of that commission,
which is composed of the following members :

Hon. H. W. Tempre, Member of Congress from Pennsylvania,
chairman ; Maj. W. A. Weich, chief engineer and general man-
ager of the Pallsades Interstate Park of New York and New
Jersey; Mr. Harlan P. Kelsey, former president of the Appa-
lachian Mountain Club, of Boston, and well-known landsecape
architect; Mr, Willlam O. Gregg, of the National Arts Club of
New York, and a student of recreational agencies; and Col.
Glenn S. Smith, acting chief topographic engineer of the United
States Geological Survey, and representative of the Interior
Department on the commission.

The commission on the 8th of the present month made its
unanimous report to the Secretary of the Interior, declaring
all three projects eminently worthy of inclusion in our national-
park system and recommending that such inclusion be made
upon the condition that the necessary lands be conveyed to the
United States free of cost. The commission also, in its report,
set forth the boundaries and areas which should be so acquired
for national-park purposes as to the three projects. This report
was transmitted to the Congress by the Secretary of the
Interior on April 14, 1826, and he made recommendations as
to the boundaries of the proposed Shenandoah and Great
Smoky Mountains Natlonal Parks but made no present recom-
mendation as to the Mammoth Cave project.

While It is true that the same progress in the matter of
raising funds and securing offers of donations of lands has
not been made as to the Mammoth Cave project as have been
made as to the other two projects, it i3 also true that the other
two projects have had the great advantage of having received
in 1924 the approval of a like commission, in the form of a spe-
cial committee, appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and -
made up of the same personnel as that constituting the present
commission. The older body was not appointed agreeably to
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any act of Congress, but was named by the Secretary to aid him
in investigating Southern Appalachian park projects, including
those of the Shenandoah and Great Smoky Mountains. The
approval of these two projects in 1924 enabled their friends
to lannch intensive campaigns for the raising of funds with
which to purchase the respective lands needed therefor. The
Mammoth Cave project was not included in the survey of 1924
because there seems not to have been made any request there-
for, though the idea of converting the Mammoth Cave region
into a national park has been under discussion for years, and
during the past 10 or 15 years various bills have been intro-
duced in Congress providing for appropriations for such pur-
pose, Also, in the year 1820, as will be presently shown, the
acquisition of the Mammoth Cave section and its conversion
into a national park was strongly advocated by Mr. Stephen T.
Mather, then and now Director of the National Park Service.
See his annual report of that year, pages 84 and 85, In his
recommendations then made he went so far as to indicate
his approval of the making of congressional appropriations
for the purchase of the Mammoth Cave lands for national-park
purposes. See, also, his annual report of 1918 (page 33) and
his annual report of 1919 (page 40), earnestly urging that the
Mammoth Cave area be converted into a national park.

Under leave granted, I now include, as a part of these re-
marks, the report of the Southern Appalachian National Park
Commission made April 8, 1926, and transmiited to Congress
in the manner already shown, omitting, however, the detailed
boundaries of the three projects set forth in the report, be-
cause of their length.

REPORT OF SOUTHERN APPALACHIAN NATIONAL FARK COMMISSION

Hon. HUBERT WORK Arniu 8, 1026,

Becretary of the Imterior.

My Dzar Mgr. SECRETARY : The members of the Southern Appalachian
National Park Commission, appointed in sccordance with the act of
February 21, 1925 (Public, No. 437, 68th Cong.), have complied with
the requirements of the act and with your instructions and desire to
report as follows :

We suggest that reference be made to the report of your special com-
mittee submitted December 12, 1924, which gave the reasons for defl-
nitely recommending the Shenandoah National Park area and the
Smoky Mountains National Park area as worthy of being acquired as
national parks. In conformity with the requirements of the asbove
cited act of Congress, members of the commission have during the past
year made a more careful gtudy and investigation of these and other
areas and have found much additional evidence of the eminent worthi-
ness of these two areas for aequisition as national parks. Your com-
migsion has also made a careful examination of the Mammoth Cave re-
gion of Kentucky and believes sufficient reasons exist to warrant its
acceptance as a national park if requirements are met as outlined in
this report. Below are briefly outlined some of these reasons.

Mammoth Cave is the best known and probably the largest of a
remarkable group of limestone caverns, 20 or more of which have been
opened up and explored to a greater or less extent. Included in this
group are Colossal Cavern, Great Onyx Cave, New Entrance to Mam-
moth Cave, Salts Cave, Proctor Cave, Long Avenue Cave, Great
Crystal Cave, Cave of the Hundred Domes, Diamond Cave, Mammoth
Onyx Cave, Dixon Cave, and others, all of which contain beautiful
and wonderful formations, There is good evidence that many more
caverns yet to. be discovered exist in this immediate territory, and it
gseems llkely that most, if not all, of this entire group of caverns
eventually will be found to be connected by passageways forming a
great underground labyrinth of remarkable geological and recreational
interest perhaps unparalleled elsewhere. The territory which embraces
this network of eaverns consists of about 15,000 acres, or an area
approximately 4 miles wide and 6 miles long. Another geological
feature of much Interest is found in the thousands of curlous sink
holes of varying sizes through which much of the drainage is carried
to underground streams, there being few gurface brooks or creeks.

The Mammoth Cave area is sitmated in one of the most rugged
portions of the great Mississippli Valley and contains areas of ap-
parently original forests which, though comparatively small in extent,
are of prime value from an ecological and sclentific standpoint and
should be preserved for all time in its virgin state for study and
enjoyment., Much of the proposed area Is now clothed in forest
through which flows the beautiful and navigable Green River and its
branch, the Nolin River.

All this offers exceptional opportunity for developing a great na-
tional recreation park of outstanding service in the very heart of our
Natlon's densest population and at a time when the need is increasingly
urgent and most inadequately provided for.

Your commission has carefully investigated the above-recommended
areas with a view of selecting on the ground the most snitable bound-
arles or Hmits of purchase area for the proposed parks. Your commis-
sion, through the cooperation of the Army Air Service, obtalned air-
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plane photographs of the Shenandoah and Smoky Mountains park areas,
and these pholographs proved to be a great help in determining suitable
boundaries,

In accordance with your instructions the associations and organiza-
tions in the States in which these national-park areas are located were
informed that the lands within the areas must be presented to the
United States Government in fee simple before such areas could become
national parks. On May 27, 1925, {dentical letters were addressed by
the commission to the leading groups in these States, suggesting that
they definitely organize to carry out the requirements of the commis-
ston and stating further that “to facilitate this work the commission
considers it necessary that an organization state-wide in scope be in-
corporated to act for the citizens and organlzations of such Btate for
the purpose of centralizing their efforts; * * * and in order that
it may be custodian of moneys, lands, and options for the purchase of
lands within the proposed park areas to be held in trust for park pur-
poses.” In compliance with these suggestions of the commission the
following organizations were incorporated: In Virginia, the Shenandoah
National Park Association (Inc.); in Tennessee, the Great Bmoky Moun-
tains Conservation Association; in North Carolina, the Great Smoky
Mountains (Inec.) ; and in Kentucky, the Mammoth Cave National Park
Agsociation. These organizations have been engaged in obtaining dona-
tions, both of money and of land, and options, with the following
results :

The Shenandoah National Park Association (Ine.) reported April 3,
1926, that the total amount raised in donations is $1,240,154, and a
minimum net sum of §1,200,000 for the purchase of the proposed
Shenandoah National Park, The Great Smoky Mountains Conservation
Assoclation and the Great Smoky Mountains (Inc.) reported April 1,
1926, that Tennessee and North Carolina' have raised jointly the
total sum of $1,066,603.01, The Mammoth Cave National Park Asso-
clation reported April 1, 1926, two donations of property aggregating
8,629.18 acres, of which 1,324.10 acres are to be covered by fee simple
title and 2,305.03 acres by cave rights. Included In this area are
the caves exhibited by the Collosal Cavern and by the New Entrance
Co., but not including Mammoth Cave.

In addition, these organizations reported that they have obtained
many signed options covering conslderable acreage. The Great Smoky
Mountaing Conservation Association, the Great Smoky Mountains
{Inc.), and the Shenandoah Natlonal Park Assoclation (Inc.) have
entered into an agreement to carry on a national campaign to procure
additional and sufficient funds to purchase substantially all the lands
within the purchase areas of the designated Shenandoah National Park
and the Smoky Mountains National Park.

As the Great Smoky Mountains Conservation Assoclation (Tennessee)
and the Great Smoky Mountains (Ine,) (North Carolina) jointly,
and the Shenandoah Natiomal Park Association (Ine.) have complied
with the requirements submitted to them by your commission, we
therefore recommend that the two areas designated as above indicated
be made national parks and administered as such when 250,000 acres
in each of them have been transferred in fee simple to the United
States. We also recommend that the Mammoth Cave National Park
be established when the Mammoth Cave National Park Association can
transfer to the United States in fee simple one-third of the proposed
area (approximtely 20,000 acres), Including all the caves, and can
assure you that steps will be taken to obtain additional and sufficient
funds to purchase substantially all the lands within the designated
boundaries.

Boundaries: The boundaries recommended In this report, being
Jargely natural and easily determined, are such as to include all the
area that the commission hopes will ultimately be acquired as national

‘parks, it being well understood that there may be holdings within the

recommended areas near these boundaries which may on further
inspection be found impracticable or not economical to include.

(a) [Here follows a detalled description of the general boundaries of
the Shenandoah National Park area (all in Virginia), comprising ap-
proximately 521,000 acres.]

(b) [Here follows a detalled description of the general boundaries of
the Smoky Mountains National Park area (all in North Carolina and
Tennessee), comprising approximately 704,000 gcres,]

(¢) [Here follows a detailed description of the general boundaries of
the Mammoth Cave National Park area (all in Kentucky), comprising
approximately 70,618 acres.]

1 earnestly favor all three of these projects. All three are
eminently eligible for national parkhood. The time is ripe for
their consummation. Because of the greater masses of our
population to be served east of the Mississippi, there is the
greater need for national parks in this great section of our
country than in the West. But national parks are needed in
both the East and the West. I am glad to vote for adequate
appropriations for the maintenance of the national parks of
the West, and I believe that it would be just that Federal
funds be expended for the acquisition of lands in the Bast for
pational-park purposes, though there is not being made at this
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time any demand for stch action. The present movement con-
templates that the lands needed for the three projects under
discussion shall be acguired through private and local enter-
prise and turned over, free of cost, to the Federal Government
for national-park purposes, If, and when this is done the
parks thus created will have to be improved, of course, under
Federal expenditure, just as is the case as regards our existing
national parks.

In the case of the Mammoth Cave National Park, however,
the guide fees and other charges of an incidental character
and the usual revenues from concessions will insure from the
outset a substantial income; and the fact that the cave region
is accessible by motor, rail, and river every day of the year,
and is already “sold” to the world at large because known
throughout the civilized earth as one of the “seven wonders
of the world,” will cause it to be, in our deliberate judgment,
the most frequented, the most popular, and the best revenue
producer of all our national parks.

In the House and Senate bills have recently been introduced
having for their object the creation of the Shenandoah and
Great Smoky Mountains National Parks, in accordance with
the terms and recommendations embodied in the recent report
of the Southern Appalachian National Park Commission.
I have also introduced in the House H. R. 11320, and Senator
Ernst has introduced in the Senate 5. 3988, a bill having for
its object the creation of all three of these proposed national
parks—Shenandoah, Great Smoky Mountains, and Mammoth
Cave—in accordance with the terms and recommendations of
that report.

Under this bill the total areas required for the three projects,
as indicated in the report of the commission, must be conveyed
to the United States Government free of cost; and unless such
conveyance is made as to any one of the three projects, that
project fails and the Government is invelved in no outlay.
Also under this bill, which provides for equality of treatment
as to the three proposed parks, each project may qualify and
become a national park regardless of the other two projects.
Thus each must stand or fall upon its own merits, though it is
deemed wise to set up the legislation and administrative ma-
chinery necessary for the conversion of the three projects into
national parks in a single bill or act for the reason that in the
act of February 21, 1925, already mentioned, the commission
was directed to survey the three projects; the survey of the
three projects was thereupon made, and the findings and rec-
ommendations of the three projects have been embraced in a
gingle report. Moreover, it will be easier to secure the enact-
ment of one bill in Congress than it will be to secure the enact-
ment of two or three separate bills.

There is no conflict of interest between these enterprises.
They are separated by sufficient distances to preclude rivalry,
yet are close enough to each other to permit their convenient
negotiation, by tourists, as a single delightful, recreational
adventure, Each of these parks—if established—will serve its
particular purpose, and the three will constitute a vast tri-
angle of national parks admirably located to serve the great
masses of our people.

In addition to the strong seal of approval placed on the
Mammoth Cave national park project by the Southern Appa-
lachian National Park Commission, other eminent official ree-
ognition of the merits of that project are to be noted. Thus, in
his letter of June 5, 1924, to the Chairman of the Public Lands
Committee of the House, Hon. Hubert Work, then and now
Secretary of the Interior, declared that—

the Mammoth Cave is one of the most widely known natural features
of Amerfca—

And that—

unquestionably the Mammoth Cave is worthy of national-park status.

As already suggested, Mr. Stephen T. Mather, then and now
Director of the National Park Service, in his annual reports of
1918, 1919, and 1920 indicated, in the strongest manner possible,
his approval of the Mammoth Cave National Park project and
declared that it fully met the requirements of the standard or
test prescribed by Secretary Lane, already quoted, in that
the Mammoth Cave region constituted one of the most remark-
able of—
distingnished examples of typieal forms of world architecture,

Let us quote the following from the statement of Director
Mather touching the Mammoth Cave national-park project,
as set forth in his 1920 report:

Many efforts have been made in the past to secure the Mammoth
Cave, of Kentucky, with sufficient adjoining area, Including the recently
discovered Onyx Cave, to permit of its full development for a natlonal

park, but thus far these efforts have been fruitlesss Nature's most]
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magnificent, and certainly the largest, limestone cavern, with approxi-
mately 40 miles [now 150 miles] of wonderfully formed underground
passages and chambers, Is not only known to every school chiid
in the land, but is already the mecca of travelers the world over.

The land itself, covering the cave and contiguous areas, contains
thousands of acres of the splendid virgin growth of the deciduous for-
est growth of the East. Its location at the head of navigation of the
Green River contributes another particularly fascinating detail of the
richness of that region. Its accessibility not only to our large centers
of population but through ease of approach by motor, rail, and boat
would insure it a popularity in the East that is so common to the major
parks of the West. That part of the United States lylng east of the
Mississippi River contalns only one natlonal park, Lafayette National
Patk, in Maine, which, by the way, is constituted solely of lands con-
tributed by public-spirited citizens. More national parks are needed In
the East, and the inclusion of the Mammoth Cave reglon would add one
of the most remarkable of “ distinguished examples of typical forms of
world architecture” to the proud national-park family. More than
that, by virtue of its favorable location, it would at once perform its
important funection as a breathing spot available to every man, woman,
and child of our large Industrial centers at a minimum expenditure of
money. (P. 84 of report.)

Thereupon, in the same report, Director Mather discussed
the question of congressional appropriations for the purchase
of the Mammoth lands for national-park purposes. He said:

Once proponents of the project secured hearings on a bill (H. R.
16066, establishing the Mammoth Cave National Park; hearing held May
3, 1012, before the Committee on Mlilitary Affairs, House of Representa-
tives, 62d Cong.) for its purchase. More recently the project has
secured fresh impetus, and many of its friends, including loeal organi-
zations, are rallying to the support of a similar measure. On May 26,
1919, Representative R. Y, Thomas, of Kentucky, an ardent advocaie of
the project, who has introduced a number of bills in Congress of simi-
lar purport, introduced H. R. 3110, but no action has been taken. Thae
property is Iin private hands, administered under the terms of a famous
will which directs that upon the death of the last-named heir under
the will the property is to be sold at public auction. It is understood
that the advanced age of the two surviving devisees under the wiil
makes it practically certain that before long the property will be put
up at auction and sold to the highest bidder.

The famous Mammoth Cave may then go into speculative private
hands and be forever lost for development as a national park for the
benefit of the people of the country. It may be doubted whether Con-
gress will see fit to appropriate the money needed to acquire the nee-
essary lands, All national parks, with the exception of the Lafayette
National Park, have thus far been carved out of the public domain.
But certainly the fame of this great natural exhibit should constitute
the greatest appeal for an exception to the rule. It is to be hoped
that if Congress can not see i{ts way clear to appropriate the funds
necessary to acquire the areas needed, public-spirited parties will
acquire it at the auction and dopate it to the Government for the
benefit of posterity. It ought to become the Nations property. (I’p.
84 and 85 of report.)

Certainly no stronger official sanction of the Mammoth Cave
National Park project can be found than that contained in this
report of Director Mather. Since 1920 additional caverns in
the Mammoth Cave region have been discovered and opened up
to the world, and the end of such discoveries is not yet in sight.
This whole region is honeycombed with marvelous caves and
their ramifications, and in the aggregate they undoubtedly con-
stitute the most wonderful system of caves in the world. At
present the various caves are under diverse ownership and man-
agement. Should the Mammoth Cave National Park be cre-
ated, all of these cave units would come under a single man-
agement—that of the Federal Government—and the limited ce-
commodations now provided for tourists and visitors would be
replaced by adequate and pleasing hotels and camps of the
character now provided in the national parks of the West.

The holder of the life estate in the old Mammoth Cave is a
woman more than 90 years of age. At her death this particular
property must be sold at public auction. This is an added
reason why legislation permitting the creation of the Mammoth
Cave National Park should be enacted at the present session

Director Mather's strong approval of this project is rein-
forced and strengthened by the sweeping and emphatic approval
given by the Southern Appalachian National Park Commission
in its report already quoted. Secretary Work, as has already
been pointed out, has likewise declared the national park status
of the Mammoth Cave project. The commission, as indicaied
in its report, recommended a smaller boundary for the proposed
Mammoth Cave National Park than for the other two proposed
parks. This is for the obvious reason that the stupendous
caverns and underground passages making up the Mammoth
Cave system constitute such a striking example of world archi-
tecture as to form, of themselves alone, a feature worthy of
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national park recognition. Moreover, these cave properties are
highly valuable. They are included in something between fif-
teen and twenty thousand acres of area. The cost of these
cave lands, in fee, when added to the cost of the 51,000 acres
contignous and picturesque hill and krob country embraced in
the total Mammoth Cave National Park boundary recom-
mended by the commission, will be, perhaps, as much as the
cost of the total area in either of the other two projects. The
total cost of acquiring the necessary lands for the three projects
will be several millions of dollars; and if they are acquired
without cost to the Federal Government those responsible there-
for will be entitled to the highest praise.

In the course of these observations, I must not fail to com-
mend, as earnestly as may be possible, the splendid work per-
formed by our colleague, Doctor Temple, and his associates on
this commission. Untiringly, zealously, wisely, and without any
compensation or reward except that which comes through the
consciousness of having performed with marked success 'a
highly important undertaking, they have made their surveys
and studies in keeping with the spirit and purposes of the act
of Congress authorizing the commission’s appointment; and
their report should result in the prompt creation of the na-
tional parks they recommend. Too much praise can not be
given these distinguished and public-spirited men for the service
they have rendered. The creation of these national parks will
constitute a splendid recognition of an arduous task splendidly
performed.

The present session of Congress is drawing to a close. The
friends of these three great enterprises should join together
and work as a unit in securing the enactment, at this session,
of the necessary legislation to permit the establishment of
these three national parks agreeably to the terms and condi-
tions set forth in the report of the commission. I believe that
the enactment of such legislation will constitute a great for-
ward step in national-park and conservation work. I am sure
that such action will be heartily approved by our entire popu-
lation, East, West, North, South, and in our territorial and
insular possessions. One of the greatest needs of the Nation
is a system of national parks east of the Mississippl. The
hour is ripe for their creation. It has now come to pass that
“the waters of the pool are troubled,” and we must enter
them. Congress has the power to act, just as it has the re-
sponsibility. Let us, the Members of Congress, take advantage
of the opportunity offered, and unite in this great movement,
and write a new and splendid chapter In our national-park
history. By doing so we shall earn not only the approval of
the present generation, but, as well, the approval of the genera-
tions to come through all the future.

QUR SOLDIER DEAD IN FOREIGN LANDS

Mr, TILSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Colorade [Mr. Harpy] have leave to ex-
tend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting a report of his
visit to the American cemeteries in Europe.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
Harpy] may extend his remarks in the Recorp on the subject
of his visit to the American cemeteries in Europe. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. HARDY, Mr. Speaker, I was recently in Europe and
while there visited the battle fields where American troops were
engaged in the great World War and the principal Ameriean
cemeteries in France where more than 30,000 brave American
boys rest in peace.

I want to tell the House and the country that the American
cemeteries in Europe are permanently located, charmingly
sifiated, well developed, and beauntifully kept. It should be
a pride and comfort to the mothers and comrades of those who
fell and were left in France to know that no graves anywhere
and no cemeteries in all the world are better cared for than
these. I have visited or passed by hundreds of cemeteries in
Europe where literally millions of the soldiers of the World
War are buried. The English cemeteries are fairly well kept
up. The French, German, and Italian cemeteries have a sadly
neglected appearance. The American cemeteries are in tiptop
condition and are the best cared for of all

The American cemeteries are beauty spots in Europe and will
be hallowed ground to Americans who visit them for centuries
to come.

It has taken some years to develop this system of cemeteries
for the American dead. During the war it was necessary that
burials be made at convenient points. At the end of the war
November 11, 1918, there were 2,007 places where six or more
burials had been made. By preliminary concentration by the
American Expeditionary Forces this number was reduced to
789. Final concentration work began January 1, 1920, and
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the eight permanent cemeteries were located and developed.
About this time many bodies were removed to the United
States for burial at the request of relatives. For a time rela-
tives had that option. In all 46,234 bodies have been brought
to the United States, 604 were shipped to homes in foreign
lands, 139 gt the request of relatives were left where originally
buried and at this time 30,502 rest in the eight permanent
national cemeteries of Europe. A total of 77,552 graves are
known and registered at home and abroad. The option of
removal on the part of relatives expired April 1, 1922,

These removals left the cemeteries badly torn up—many
vacant graves scattered around. This has all been corrected
now. The cemeteries have all been laid out in perfect order—
the rowd even and straight, the arrangement artistic and im-
pressive. Our men who fought in France have found their
final resting piaces where they will sleep through the ages.

We have in Europe now eight American cemeteries—six in
France, one in Belgium, and one in England. The lands have
been acquired by the United States Government and the Gov-
ernment has assumed the responsibility for their care. Funds
have been provided liberally by Congress and the War Depart-
ment has given its best men for the development of the ceme-
tery system.

The permanent cemeteries in France are located in pictur-
esque spots near the great battle fields in which most of the
men buried lost their lives. No two of the cemeteries are
alike, but all are uniformly beautiful, well arranged, and are
being given excellent care. They are all covered with blue
grass and are as green as any Washington lawn. Trees and
shrubbery have been planted, beauty spots laid out and are
being developed. At the entrance gate of each is a caretaker's
home and hostess house, where relatives may find quarters
when required. In the center is a tall flagpole, from which an
American flag flies always in the daytime.

The graves are marked by white crosses. At present the
crosses are of wood, painted white, The names and organiza-
tion numbers are painted in black. Once a year or oftener the
crosses are washed, repainted white, and the names restenciled,
Always the rows and rows of crosses stand out in the green
field clean and conspicuous. From miles away over the rolling
fields of France you can pick out an American cemetery with
its American flag flying and its field of even systematical rows
of snow-white crosses,

On the back of each cross is an aluminum strip, giving the
name and organization number of the soldier. This is to avoid
the possibility of any mistake. Over a few graves straight
slabs bearing a six-pointed star—the star of David—in place
of the cross appear. These are the graves of the orthodox
Jews. There are 425 such stars in the eight cemeteries. In
the near future white-marble crosses will take the place of
the wooden crosses, Congress has appropriated nearly $500,000
for the start, and the change is well under way.

In these eight cemeteries are now buried 30,502 American
heroes. One thing that impressed me as I walked around read-
ing the names on the crosses was the fact that there is no dis-
tinction given to rank or prominmence. I found a brigadier
general laid in an inconspicuons spot with a private on each of
the four sides. An American ace whose name was much in
both the American and foreign press for his bravery in attack-
ing and bringing down German airplanes lies between privates
whose names you have never heard. Officers and men, Young
Men’s Christian Association workers, and Red Cross nurses all
rest together without special marks or distinction. Included
in the heroic dead in these eight cemeteries are 1,397 officers,
42 Young Men’s Christian Assoclation workers, 5 Knights of
Columbus workers, 41 Red Cross workers, 44 nurses, and 1,656
graves are marked * Unknown.”

The most important, so far as number of graves goes, is the
Meuse-Argonne Cemetery. In it are 14,091 graves. The name
indicates the battles in which they lost their lives. It covers
130 acres. The graves are on a sloping hillside and the ar-
rangement is in the shape of a great shield. Down at the
bottom of the slope is a fountain and lily pond. The care-
taker’s home and hostess house are upon another elevation
overlooking the whole. You can hardly imagine a more pic-
turesque situnation than this cemetery presents from the care-
taker's home, and its beauty will grow as the shrubbery and
trees so artistically arrangcd around the edges develop with
age. This cemetery is near the little village of Romagne-sous-
Montfancon, Meuse, France, and is 156 miles from Paris,

The 8t. Mihiel Cemetery covers a section of the battle field of
that name and has 4,141 graves. Many of the boys buried here
lost their lives in the St. Mihiel drive, and some of them almost
at the spot where they are buried. This cemetery covers 3714
acres. It is more or less level, but on an elevated tract, and
can be seen from miles around. It is being beautifully deco-
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rated with trees and shrubs and has good buildings at the
entrance gate. St. Mihiel Cemetery is near the little village of
Thiaucourt, Meurthe-et-Moselle, France, and is 180 miles out
from Paris.

In the Alsne-Marne, named for the two rivers along which so
many battles were fought, are 2,212 graves. It is in the uni-
form style more or less, and is being given the usual good care
and development, covering 34 acres. It lays near the battle
field of Bellean Wood and is near the well-known French town
of Chateau-Thierry and only 52 miles distant from Paris, so is
easily reached.

The Oise-Aisne Cemetery is the second largest of them all,
having 5934 graves. It is in the neighborhood of Fere-en-
Tardenois and only 67 miles from Paris. It covers 32 acres of
ground and is being beautifully developed.

From here I drove out a little way in the country to see the
grave of Quentin Roosevelt, who is buried in the field where he
lost his life. It was the desire of his distinguished father that
he lie where he fell. Over the grave is a cross and near by on
the public highway is a beautiful memorial fountain erected to
his memory. The inscription on the fountain reads:

Lieut. Quentin Roosevelt, age 20, Air Service, U. 8. A., fell in battle
Chamery, July 14, 1918,

And below are the lines:

Only those are fit to live who are not afrald to die.
Roosevelt,)

This cemetery is not far from Rheims,

The Somme Cemetery covers only 14% acres of ground but
is the resting place for 1,816 of our Nation's heroes. It is near
Bony and 83 miles distant from Paris. It is the only American
cemetery in France I did not visit.

In the outskirts of Paris, in fact only T miles distant, is
Buresnes Cemetery, which will naturally because of its con-
venient location, be the most frequently visited of them all
Already thousands of Americans who visit Paris have come
here to pay their homage to America’s dead. It has a beantiful
location on a little hillside under the protecting shade of the
historie old Fort Valeron. From the grounds one looks out
over the River Seine and the Bois de Boulogne into the city of
Paris, a magnificent view indeed. This cemetery lends itself
especially well to decoration and, being one of the first located
on a permanent basis, it is the best developed. It contains the
graves of 1,606, many of whom died in the hospitals of Paris.

In Belgium, near Waereghem, is Flanders Fleld Cemetery,
85 miles from Brussels and 183 miles from Paris. It contains
only 6 acres and has 365 graves.

In England we have the Brookwood Cemetery at Surrey,
which is 28 miles from London. It embraces only about 5
acres of ground and contains the graves of 437 persons, some
of whom died of diseases or accident while in England on
their way to France, and some bodies, known and unknown,
washed ashore from transports torpedoed off the western coast
of Great Britain.

These permanent cemeteries in Europe are under the admin-
istration of the American Graves Registration Service, Quarter-
master Corps. The chief officer in Washington is an assistant
to the Quartermaster General, in charge of cemeterial division,
War Department. Headquarters are maintained in Paris,
where the officer in charge has general supervision of all the
American cemeteries in Europe. Any person having business
in connection with graves in American cemeteries can address
the Quartermaster General, Washington, D. C., or the American
Graves Registration Service, 20 Rue Molitor, Paris, France.

Each cemetery has its caretaker, who is superintendent in
charge. The caretakers are a flne bunch of men, all members
of the American Expeditionary Forces, and all have their hearts
in their work.

Every possible courtesy is shown relatives of American sol-
diers buried in these cemeteries. Many mothers have visited
the graves of their sons, and other relatives have shown keen
interest. Both in the Washington and Paris offices a complete
record is kept of each grave. By inquiry it is easy to ascer-
tain in what cemetery and its exact location—row and num-
ber—is any grave. Where accommodations can not be found
easily near the cemetery, the service is taking care of rela-
tives who wish to visit the grave at comfortable hostess houses
at a moderate cost. Any mother can have a photograph taken
of her son's grave without cost by asking for it. And relatives
can arrange with the service to have any grave decorated at spe-
cial times or stated dates by providing the funds for the expendi-
ture desired. We found many graves with flowers and special
decorations on them, either provided for by relatives through

(Theodore
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the service or through some individual who resides nearby.
Elaborate and impressive services are held in all the American
cemeteries on Memorial Day, and at that time all of the graves
are beautifully decorated. Many of the Gold Star Mothers of
America are present at the grave sides of their sons for
Memorial Day service.

Scattered over the countries are a number of graves of Amer-
ican soldiers under private care, like that of Quentin Roose-
velt. Parents or relatives have arranged for the care of these
graves through private channels. Following the example set
by President Roosevelt, a number of parents arranged to have
their sons buried at or near where they fell in battle or died.
The United States Graves Service has no control over these
graves and does not participate in their care, but a perfect rec-
ord of them is kept in the department. They are noted on the
records as “ Do not disturb” cases. Of these private graves
there are 80 in France, 57 in England and Ireland, and 2 in
Belgium.

There are still in the battle area something like 1,488 unlo-
cated graves. In the excitement of battle hasty burials were
necessarily sometimes made and records made were incomplete
or distinguishing landmarks wiped out by shellfire. The most
careful search is belng made for those unlocated graves. Two
searching parties are working continuously on the job. Since
July 1, 1925, 93 bodies have been recovered, and of these quite
a number have been identified. When a body is found, if
identification is not plain the greatest pains are taken to work
out clues that will lead to the identification of the remains.
This is sometimes done by things the boy carried in his pockets
and in a number of instances by the dental work on his teeth.

When a new body is found and identified, the nearest rela-
tive is notified and given the option as to place of burial. The
body may be sent to the parents' home if desired. But after
burial is made in the permanent cemeteries no more removals
are now permitted.

I want to say again that mothers, relatives, and comrades
of heroes who are burled in our American cemeteries in Europe
can rest assured that their graves are well cared for—far better,
11.;:1 fact, than graves are in many of our own cemeteries here at

ome,

THE UNENOWN HEROES

I have mentioned the fact that the crosses at the heads of
1,656 graves in American cemeteries bear the inscription “ un-
known " and that 1,488 American heroes lie in unlocated graves.

In Arlington Cemetery at Washington is a monument to the
“unknown” soldier, I was at the impressive burial service
of this nnknown soldier on November 11, 1921. Greater honor
has never been paid to any king or president or any of the
world's great pecsonalities than was paid to the unknown sol-
dier on that day. So far as I know no individual ever had a
more imposing funeral. The monument stands, among other
rwonuments to America's greatest soldiers, in memory of the
8,144 unknown soldiers buried In Europe.

At Chalons-sur-Marne we went around to the hotel de ville,
which is French for city hall, to see the place where this body
of the unknown was selected. From four unknown soldiers in
sealed caskets brought in from different fields this one was
selected by Sergeant Younger. From here the body started on
one of the greatest funeral tours in the world’s history—across
France, across the sea, arriving in New York, signal honors
and impressive services everywhere. It passed through a line
of bowed heads and flags at half-mast from Chalons to the gea,
from New York to Washington. The body lay in state in the
Capitol and was buried with military honors at Arlington.

Every American mother who mourns a son in a grave
marked “ unknown” can feel an intimate thrill of pride in this
service and in this monument to the “unknown soldier,” for it
is in spirit, and may have been in fact, her own son who was
80 signally honored, her own son who Is buried here.

Other countries have followed our example in honoring the
unknown soldier, I have visited the graves of the unknown
soldier in France, Italy, Belgium, and England.

THE UNENOWN DEAD

(By John F. Brandoen, in the Providence Journal)

The Unknown Dead? Not so; we know him well
Who died for us on that red soil of France,
Who faced the fearful shock of gas and shell,
And laughed at death in some blood-strewn advance.

Nameless in truth, but crowned with such a name
As glory gives to those who greatly die,

‘Who marched, a simple soldier, with the flame
Of duty bidding him to Calvary.
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He is all brothers dead, all lovers lost,

All sons and comrades resting over there;
The symbeol of the knightly, fallen host,

The sacred pledge of burdéns yet to bear,

Mangled and torn, for whom we pray to-day,
Whose soul rose grandly to God’s peaceful throne,
Leaving to us this quiet, shattered clay,
Silent and still—unnamed—but not unknown.

PROHIBITION, THE CONSTITUTION, THE ENFORCEMENT OF PROHIBI-
TION, AND ITS EFFECT

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
gent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of law
enforcement.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair hears none.

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Mr. Speaker and fellow Members
of the House, a great deal has recently been said relative to
prohibition, its enforcement, and the lack of same, and I
assure you that it gives me pleasure to at this tlme have the
opportunity to express to you my views on this timely and all-
important subject. It is always a pleasure to me to defend
our prohibition laws and to advocate their rigid and full en-
forcement. The fact is, as an officer of our Government and
as a private citizen I am for the rigid enforcement of each and
every law, both Federal and State, because without law and
its strict enforcement our Government surely could not long
exist.

Inasmuch as our Federal prohibition laws are based upon the
eighteenth amendment to the Constitution, I think it well to
briefly discuss the Constitution, which is a written instrument
declaring the powers granted by the people of the United
States for the establishment of the Federal Government ; divid-
ing the machinery of government into legislative, judicial, and
executive branches; defining the power and duty of each and
asserting certaln principles by which they are to be governed.
It was drafted by representatives selected by the original
thirteen States, with the exception of Rhode Island, in a con-
vention held at Philadelphia in the year 1787, written, of
course, by Thomas Jefferson. .

The Constitution was submitted to and ratified by the conven-
tions of the thirteen States and became effective March 4, 1789,
at which time Washington was made President ; and, may I say
in passing, that the original Constitution had opposers of its
ratification; notably samong them were such men as the elo-
quent Patrick Henry, Benjamin Harrison, John Tyler, Richard
Henry Lee, Elbridge Gerry, Thomas Sumter, the then Gov-
ernor of South Carolina, George Clinton, Governor of New
York, and many others. Incidentally, their main force of attack
was that it was destructive of the rights of the States just as
the wet forces are to-day arguing that the eighteenth amend-
ment is destruetive of State rights; and, my friends, when I
see the distinguished gentlemen of this House from such States
as Maryland, New Jersey, New York, Massachusetts, and
Rhode Island to-day defending so strongly the rights of the
States T wonder how they and their predecessors stood during
the years from 1840 to 1870, when the real rights of States were
in jeopardy and when the States of my fair Southland suf-
fered their almost every right to be confiscated. We from the
South know and thoroughly appreciate what is meant by State
rights and have no sympathy with those from the great wet
centers when they cry State rights because it interferes with
their pocketbook or their vicious appetites,

The Constitution may be amended by a vote of two-thirds of
a quorum in the House of Representatives and In the Senate
voting for said amendment ; this vote offers it to the conventions
or legislatures of the varions States and must in turn be rati-
fled by three-fourths of these legislatures. The eighteenth
amendment, which prohibits the manufacture, sale, and trans-
portation of intoxicating liquor within, the importation thereof
into, or the exportation thereof from, the United States and all
territories subject to the jurisdiction thereof for beverage pur-
poses was passed by the United States Senate August 1, 1917,
and by the House of Representatives December 17, 1917. It
was then submitted to the legislatures of the several States, and
by January 16, 1919, the legislatures of the necessary three-
fourths of the States had ratified the amendment; it was then
proclaimed by the Secretary of State and became an integral
part of the Constitution, to take effect one year thereafter,
going into effect January 16, 1920.

It 18 singular, Mr. Speaker, that 46 of the 48 States, all
States except Rhode Island and Conmnecticut, ratified the eight-
eenth amendment. It is also interesting to note that the
amendment was submitted by a vote of 282 to 128 in the House
of Representatives, and by a vote of 65 to 20 in the United

[After a pause.] The
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States Senate, in each branch more than the necessary two-
thirds. Since the adoption of the eighteenth amendment,
measures bearing upon prohibition and its enforcement have
repeatedly come before Congress, and it is interesting to note
that every time, the dry vote has increased and the wet vote
decreased.

Seven years' time was allowed for the various States to
ratify the eighteenth amendment, but, Mr. Speaker, only 12
months were required. The total vote in the lower house of
the legislatures of the States ratifying the eighteenth amend-
ment was 3,782 votes for, to 1,035 votes against, or 7T8.5 per
cent affirmative. The total vote in the senates of the respective
legislatures was 1,310 for, to 237 against ratification, or 84.6
per cent affirmative; and it is also interesting to note that
98.2 per cent of the population of the United States resided in
the 46 States which ratified the eighteenth amendment.

The enemies of prohibition should forget the erroneous idea
that prohibition eame in overnight, so to speak, by the adop-
tion of the eighteenth amendment; the fact is, prohibition has
been a live issue in all of the States for years and years, and
only through ardent efforts of the drys and the religious and
moral workers was it possible to adopt this amendment. Thir-
ty-three States had adopted State prohibition prior to the
date upon which national prohibition became effective.

These States and the date of adoption are as follows: Ala-
bama in 1915; Arizona in 1914; Arkansas in 1915; Colorado in
1014 ; Florida in 1918 ; Georgia in 1907 ; Idaho in 1915; Indiana
in 1917; Iowa in 1915; Kansas in 1880; Kentucky in 1919;
Maine in 1851; Michigan in 1916; Mississippi in 1908; Mon-
tana in 1916; Nebraska in 1916; Nevada in 1918; New Hamp-
shire in 1917; New Mexico in 1917; North Carolina in 1908;
North Dakota in 1889; Ohio in 1918; Oklahoma in 1907;
Oregon in 1914; South Carolina in 1915; South Dakota in
1916; Tennessee in 1909; Texas in 1918; Utah in 1917; Vir-
ginia in 1914; Washington in 1919} West Virginia in 1912;
Wyoming in 1918,

By adding the area of these, you will find that 954 per
cent of the total area of the United States and that 68.3 per
cent of the total population of the United States llved in
no-license territory at the time that the eighteenth amendment
became effective, and yet we still have those wet advocates who
cry State rights and who would force alecoholie liguors and all
of its iniquities over this vast dry territory and this large
majority of American citizens. I am sure that since this date,
dry area and dry population census percentage has increased.
In fact, I do not believe that more than 15 per cent of the
peoples of the United States are wet, and this meager minority
in their selfish and vicious beliefs would undertake to force
intoxicating liquors upon the other 85 per cent,

This meager wet minority, which advocates the modification
of the Volstead law, contend that crime and drunkenness have
increased and that prohibition has failed. Permit me to say,
Mr. Speaker, that the latest official refutation of the charge
that prohibition has falled, that drunkenness has increased,
and that crimes related to drinking have gone upward is given
by the preliminary report of the United States Census Bureau's
count of prisoners for the year 1923. Comparing that year
with 1910, a year uncomplicated with war, unusual economie
conditions, or saloon restriction, the figures in this census
report show a remarkable decrease.

There were 121.2 prisoners in penal institutions January 1,
1010, for each 100,000 persons in the country. On January 1,
1923, this had dropped to 99.7, a decrease of 17.7 per cent.
The number of commitments per 100,000 population showed an
even greater relative decrease, falling from 521.7 per 100,000
in 1910 to 825.1 per 100,000 in 1923, a reduction of 37.7T per
cent.

The decrease in drunkenness commitments is especially sig-
nificant. There were 170,941 such commitments in 1910, but
only 91,867 in 1923, the ratio in 1910 being 185.9 per 100,000,
and in 1923, 83.1, a decrease of 55.2 per cent. Disorderly-conduct
cases dropped 51.5 per cent, assault commitments 53.1 per cent,
prostitution cases 28.8 per cent, and other offenses generally re-
lated to intemperance and drunkenness in equal degree.

The decrease in the number of commitments to jails and
workliouses is more significant In relation to the liquor ques-
tion than the decrease in the total number of commitments.

The total commitments would have been much lower if
“ violations of city ordinances,” had not risen 67.3 per cent in
the ratio per 100,000.

That drink-cansed ecrime has greatly decreased since the
eighteenth amendment closed the saloon, the most prolifie
source of crime and misery, is proven beyond refutation by
these Government figures.

I have tables bearing ouf these statements, but they are
rather lengthy and I shall not ask permission to place them in
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the Recorp, but will be glad to show them to anyone who may
doubt the veracity of the above statements.

The wets claim, I believe, among other things, that the
health of the country is worse now than it was before prohibi-
tion, but statistics reveal the opposite, as will be seen by the
crude death rates issued by the Bureau of the Census for the
following years:

1913 14.1|1918___ 18.1
1914 13.6]1919_ 12.9
1915 13 61920 13. 1
1916 2 b o by B RS T SR E S 11. 6
1917 14, 3 1922_ =i 11.8

I do not have the 1723 statistics officially. Reports from 55
cities, received each week during 1922 and 1923, show a death
rate of 13 for 52 weeks of 1923, as compared with 12.5 for the
same period in 1922, On the basis of the ratio between the
death rate of these cities and the Nation in 1922, the death
rate for 1923 may be estimated at 12.2 per 1,000 population.
The average annual death rate from 1913 to 1917 was 13.92
per 1,000. Since the influenza epidemic made the 1915 rate
abnormal, it may be ignored, although the greater mortality
among users of alcohol definitely increased the toll of death.
Had the average rate of the five wet years prevailed in the
years of prohibition, 873,975 more deaths would have been
recorded. Prohibition did not save all of these lives, but no
other single factor affecting the entire people did so much to
reduce mortality.

The decrease in the death rate from tuberculosis of all forms
is significant. This was between 140 and 150 per 100,000 in the
years before prohibition, the lowest figure recorded in the wet
years being 14.2 in 1916, The following figures, as issued by
the Bureau of the Census, show the continuons decrease since
alcohol was outlawed as a beverage:

b R e S e n s T oo i b e e B Sl TR LR 99, 4
1320 ______ 11:.2 1922 Za = B0

One might quote like decrease in the death rate in other dis-
eases in which the use of alcohol depresses vitality and breaks
protective barriers.

The decrease in deaths from aleoholism under prohibition ap-
pears in the following figures:

Alcoholism death rates per 100,000 policyholders in the Metro-
politan Life Insurance Co., industrial department :

1912 5.3 | 1618 1.8
1913 5.2 1019 1.4
1914 = 427 119202 .8
1816 4.1 1921___ .9
1 R P R I R T 5.1 | 1922, 2.1
7 ¢ b p MO e 4.9

Alcoholism death rate, United States Census Bureau:

012 5.3 | 1918 2.7
}913 5.0 1619 1.6
1914 —— 4.9 1920 1.0
GG TN S oA Y 4.4 | 1921 g 1.8
1916 5.8 | 1922 2.6
=T b (RO AR I N N S 5.2

The inecrease for 1922 is marked, due probably to the propa-
ganda of opponents of prohibition, but is still far below the
lowest recorded for the license era. This is the more signifi-
cant, since the intoxicants obtainable are usually poisonous.
If any considerable fraction of the former quantities of liquor
was now being used, the dangerous beverages of the bootlegger
would send the alcoholism death rates soaring. That these
rates continue to fall is good evidence of the effectiveness of
prohibition in greatly decreasing liquor consumption.

It has also been contended by the wets that the morality
and spiritual life of the Nation is lower since the adoption of
the eighteenth amendment, but to the contrary, statistics reveal
that the opposite is altogether the case. I shall not place in
the Recorp tables showing the great improvement on the
morals of our country, as I believe it is too evident to be

Mr. Speaker, to my great surprise there are those who will
contend that prohibition is unsound economically. After all,
these great issues resolve themselves in to an -economic status,
and statistics show that since the advent of national prohibi-
tion, America has grown financially by leaps and bounds.
America, in reality, was a dry Nation long before the adoption
of the eighteenth amendment, because, I say it was dry from
the time a majority of its area and a majority of its citizens
lived in license free territory; and it is interesting to note this
vast and enormous business, economic, and finanecial growth in
the past 20 years has been phenomenal. America's manu-
factured products have increased from $15,000,000,000 to over
$60,000,000,000, her food products have increased from less
than $3,000,000,000 to over $10,000,000,000, her mineral products
have increased from about onme and one-third billion dollars
to $6,000,000,000, her imports and exports amounted to $2,450,-
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000,000 and reports for 1924 showed increase to $8,200,000,000 ;
the bank eclearings were, $438,000,000 for 1924, or four times
that of 20 years ago, and bank deposits have increased in like
proportion and $43,000,000,000 were deposited in the banks
of the United States in 1924,

Now, my friends, is there anything which speaks better for
prohibition than this great financial steadiness and growth;
why, America to-day is the world's banker. Financial experts
like Herbert Hoover, Judge Gary, Henry Ford, Roger Babson,
R. H. Scott, and others, attribute our prosperity in part to
prohibition; you probably know how long drunken employees
would be permitted to work for Henry Ford, America's greatest
financial wizard. The foreign nations which are jealous of
us and envy our prosperity under prohibition criticize us
extremely for having adopted prohibition, but when they want
money, they come to America after it. And we can not forget
that during the great World War America was the only dry
nation which had soldiers on the firing line, and their record
is known too well by each of you for me to stress it here, and
I would have you bear in mind also, that when the time for
peace came, the peace terms were dictated by a dry nation’s
president, Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States
of America. It seems to me that this alone should be argu-
ment enough for prohibition and for its strict enforcement,

No nation is so prominent to-day in world affairs as is the
United States. It leads in Invention, education, diplomacy,
jurisprudence, and finance, and this great lead and prosperity
among the nations of the world is strengthened by its being
the only dry nation.

Those who are trying so hard to modify the Volstead Act
would have us to believe that more alcohol is consumed now

than was consumed before the adoption of the eighteenth amend-

ment, but for your information, I desire to read here a short
statement by Hon. Wayne B. Wheeler, superintendent of the
Anti-Saloon League of America:

The consumption of intoxicants has dropped to a small fraction of its
former total. The records show that prior to prohlbition we eonsumed
84,825,000 gallons of pure alecohol annupally in 1,880,000,000 galions of
beer; 83,000,000 gallons of pure alcohol in 167,000,000 gallona of
whisky and distilled spirits; over 6,000,000 gallons of pure alcohol in
42,000,000 gallons of wine, a total of over 174,000,000 gallons of puras
alcohol. This is more than twice the total production of denatured
alcohol to-day.

Under prohibition 6,000,000 gallons of speclally denatured aleohol
was diverted to beverage use, and the best estimate is that less than
10,000,000 gallons of alcohol is made or consumed in smuggled liguor,
moonshine, and home brew, exclusive of permitted beverages. This is
less than 10 per cent of the former beverage consumption,

The newly issued census figures show a 55 per cent decrease in drunk-
enness commitments in 1923 compared with 1910, Later figures show
this decrease continued through 1925.

America’s sobriety is far ahead of European nations cited by the wets
as evidence of the superiority of license. The ratlo of drunkenness
convictions In England and Wales was 200 per 100,000 populatior in
1623, The ratio of such convictions in the United States was 83.1 In
the same year, 1923, according to the Census Bureau. London arrests
three and a half times as many for intoxication per year as New York,
and Paris twice as many, in spite of the greater severity of our police.
One hundred and ninety-three thousand registered home distillerira in
France contribute to the intoxication of that nation. With bread lines,
unemployment doles, debt dodging, and hands outstretched for American
loans, the wet nations of Europe may profit by America's example of
new freedom from alcohol's rule.
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Pauperism and the slums that . clustered around thelr creator, the
saloon, bave gome with it. Our pauperism ratio to-day, aeccording to
the latest census estlmate, is the lowest in our history.

A great deal has been said relative to the cost of enforcing
prohibition, but, Mr. Speaker, I am always willing to vote to
expend money when the investment is so good. Money spent to
enforce prohibition is a wise investment. I voted for the ap-
propriation to enforce prohibition, and would have voted for it
had it carried twice the amount. The cost of prohibition en-
forcement through the Prohibition Bureau amounts to about
$9,000,000 annually. The total appropriation of $9,250,000 cov-
ers the enforcement of the law against narcotics as well as
intoxicating liquor. The returns to the Government through
penalties, seized property, and so forth, is shown by the follow-
ing report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922:

Court fines, exclusive of Alaska_____________________ $2, 824, 685, 01
Taxes and penalties for illegal manufacture and sale of_ 230, 964, 14
Amounts paid in compromise_____.______________ 1, 739, 662, 80

Total - 4, 804, 271, 05
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Action has been taken on the forfeiture of bonds of $3,000,000.

Over $130,000,000 of special assessed taxes have been placed
on the tax list, a considerable portion of which will be col-
lected. .

As a matter of fact, it is costing the Government practically
nothing to enforce prohibition. Bootleggers, rum runners, and
illicit dealers are paying for their lawlessness through these
fines and penalties. Even if $5,000,000 more were added, if the
internal-revenue collectors and other Federal officers would use
the power they have to impose penalties upon these illicit deal-
ers, it would bring back in dollars to the Government twice as
much as it costs. If the income-tax division and the revenue
collectors would do their whole duty, the Government would
collect $5 for every $1 it costs to enforce the law, even though
the alleged added amount spent by the Justice Department were
all counted in.

In Ohio the State prohibition commissioner, under the State
law, made his report for 22 months, showing that with 1 com-
missioner and 22 assistants it cost the State $216,000 to en-
force prohibition. There was returned to the State, county,
and local treasuries $2,000,000 which bootleggers and rum
iuuners paid for their experiment in lawlessness.

But even if there were no compensation and the Govern-
ment did not get $1 back, it would furnish no good reason
why the law should not be enforced. To spend $9,000,000
to enforce prohibition for 110,000,000 people means about 8
cents per head.

For an average family of five this is 40 cents.

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand remarks by the Attorney
General of the United States, recently made before the Wom-
ens’ National Committee for Law Enforcement, Hotel Wash-
ington, Washington, D). C. I shall not read it, as I have been
given unanimous conseut to include it in the Recorp in my
remarks. It will follow my remarks in the REecorp.

Those who are asking for a meodification of the Volstead
Act, cry liberty and freedom, but when personal liberty and
personal freedom is corruption, vice, financial greed, immo-
rality at the distress, injustice, and expense to others, then it
ceases fo be liberty and freedom; particularly is this frue
when it would be so called liberty and freedom for the meager
minority at the peril of the great majority. Why, they have
bronght witnesses from foreign countries to testify that we
should modify our prohibition laws, and I for one do not need
foreigners from Canada or from any other country to come
to Washington to tell me what laws are needed for the
American people.

My experience, Mr. Speaker, is that we have too many for-
eigners interfering with the administration of American laws,
and all foreigners, whether they be rich or poor, humble or
high, pauper, foreign minister, or diplomat, should bhe com-
pelled to abide by our laws when they are within our bounds,
and surely no foreign nation should expect their subjects, even
tirough they be foreign ministers or diplomats, to openly and
notoriously violate our laws when they are within our bounds.

Mr. Speaker, we need dry men to enforce dry laws; so long
as the powers that be, which are given aunthority to enforce
our prohibition laws are not in full sympathy with their enforece-
ment, yon may expect graft, greed, corruption, and unlawfnl
acts in prohibition enforcement to continue. Only recently, I
read in a paper where at Tampa, Fla., on April 17, $15,000
worth of imported liguor and aleohol had been stolen from the
Government warehouse. Now, were the officers in charge per-
forming their full duty? T say they were not. So long as
wet men are placed in charge of enforeing a dry law, yon may
expect warehouses to leak. And I hope the time will soon
come: when prohibition officers will be instantly fired when they
go before committees and say that the sale of beer or wine
would strengthen prohibition. Men who believe the sale of
light wine or beer wounld strengthen prohibition are wet to the
core, and should never be permitted to occupy a dry berth.

I am proud to say, Mr. Speaker, that I came from a dry
State. Florida is a dry State and is enforcing her prohibi-
tion laws. While I was on the bench before I came to Con-
gress, I sentenced law violators fo months in the jail for
having in their possession less than one pint of intoxicating

~lignor. But, Mr, Speaker, we need the cooperation and full
gervice of dry Federal prohibition enforcement agents.

I'hold in m¥y hand a clippifig from a newspaper of my State;
it is an article written by a small school boy, Elmer Me-
Millan, a boy in his early teens, who resides in my home city.
I shall not take the time to read it, but it concludes as follows:

Why should we degrade our country to satisfy the thirst of some
degraded men who do not think of the American homes but of the
money they will make in the liguor traffic. If this Is all the respect
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we have for our country, I do not think we should have the right
to be protected by the American flag and fo call oursclves American
citizens, For the main thought of every American citizen under
0ld Glory should be to ralse the flag to higher places and not
lower it.

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a typical American boy, raised
by a mother who is a total invalid, but a sweet Christian
character, and in spite of her affliction has regularly gone
with her family to church, and raised by an honest, plain
father, who works daily for the support of his several chil-
dren, and so long as steady American fathers raise patriotic
sons like Elmer McMillan, America shall be a dry Nation.

REMARKS BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES AT LUNCH-
EON OF WOMEN'S NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT, HOTEL
WASHINGTON, WASHINGTON, D. C., APRIL 13, 1926
Madame the President and members of the Women's Committee on

Law Enforcement, in approaching the subjeét before you at this social

gathering of the representatives of your great body, I am somewhat

at a loss how to begin,

To me, the matter of having the law observed, in a country under
a Government like ours, seems a very simple thing. All that is nee-
essary is that each member of each family in each community in each
State shall go about his and her business each day with the purpose
in mind to obey the rules made by society for its own guidance. Bt
it happens that there are here and there among us persons who do
not have such purpose; persons who, instead of trying to earm an
honest living, by honest toil, undertake to get the means of living in
what they think and hope will be an easier way.

We must remember that a living for all must be earned by all, and
each member of society who does mot by some useful action earn his
keep, Increases the burden of the rest who have to earn it for them.

With those who are a burden from belng mere drones, shirks, we
need not further concern ourselves here; with those who by active
preying on their fellow members of the social body undertake to get
a living, or more than a living—the means of luxury—we are here
very much concerned.

With those who undertake to set aside the rules of life which we
ourselves have made, and satisfy their cravings of lust, of appetite,
of revenge, of mallce by reprisals on individuals, on the community,
we are very much concerned,

We make law governing the relations of individuals to each other
and their property, and we provide courts in which individuals may
seek redress for violations of their legal rights by other individuals,

We make law governing the relations of individuals to the com-
munity, and provide by law penalties for infraction of such law.
The community as a body can not well Impose such penalties, and so
we provide courts to pass on the question of whether there has been
an infraction of the law, and provide representatives of the com-
munity to prevent in such courts charges against persons accused of
infractions of the law—prosecuting officers,

What is the duty of such a representative of the community toward
its laws?

It seems to me that a presecuting officer, while and so long as he
holds his place as the representative of the law, ought not to take
the position that the law as it is ought not to be the law.

The law is the will of the body politic, and we are in our places
by the will of the body politic, put there to execute that will; and
if we go about declaring in speech and in print that the law ought
to be changed, so that acts which are offenses against the law will
not be offenses, we thereby weaken our causes in the minds of the
tribunzls before whom we must try them,

I notice on the letterheads of this committee that the purpose of
the organizations it represents is to encourage the enforcement of all
the law, with especial emphasis on the eighteenth amendment and
the Yolstead Act, and I have been informed Ly some of your officers
that yon are particularly anxious for an expression of my views on
that subject.

Let me say that what my views arc is not, as I see it, of much
greater importance than what your views are. I c¢an keep the ma-
chinery of prosecutlon of vielators of the law in motion, but you ean
make the results of such work effective, or to a conslilerable extent
impair its effectiveness.

At the risk of being accused of having a single-track mind, I wish
to repeat here in substance a few observations 1 have before publicly
made on this subject.

In this country, under our system of government, the will of the
people expressed by thelr vote becomes and is the rule of conduct which
all citizéns are bound to observe and which all citlzens or aliens must
be compelled to observe. That rule of conduct .creates the duty of
every Inhabitant of the jurisdiction doing the voting.

The élghteenth amendment is the law of the land.

The Volstead Act is the law of the land.

Both by oonstltu!lonal command of the whole people and by legls-
lative ennctinent of their representatives in Congress it has been
decreed that traffic In intoxicating liquor shall cease, y




1926

There is no room for discussion as to what the voters of the country
have said.

There is no halfway place in the command they have laid upon their
servants chosen and appointed to administer the law.

But notwithstanding thut the law is as it is, notwithstanding the
will of the people is that this traffic, and, of course, the drinking of
alcohol, shall cease, a considerable number of persons insist they will
not obey the law and persist in the traffic to supply drink for them-
selves and others who are willing to reward them for the chances they
take.

Those who engage in the business, those who furnish the business
by buying its wares, and some who do not wish to either sell or buy
liquor, undertake to excuse the yviolators by saying over and over that
this law 1s an infringement of personal liberty.

They declare that since the prohibition law went into effect it has
never been practically in effect.

That it has been a disastrous, tragic failure,

That the Federal Government is powerless to enforce it, because,
they say, “ The instinct of personal liberty is very strong.” * Man can
not be made over by law,” and * thousands of the best citizens of the
country have been brought into contact with the bootlegger, and have
no compunction whatever about violating the law.”

Let us examine these propositions briefly.

Though some of those who maké these clalms and arguments may
not, do not, have in mind a purpose to make the thing prohibited easier
to procure and less dangerous to make and sell by those who would
provide it, nevertheless such is the effect upon the execution of the
law.

Personal liberty to do what? Anything except to facilitate the
making, sale, and use of intoxicants? Why? Any reason, except that
the use of them may not be interfered with?

What other result can follow the constant declaration that the
law is not binding on the consclences of those who do not favor its
provisions, because they say it interferes with personal liberty and the
instinet of personal liberty is very strong. What other result can
follow than that juries will hesitate to convict on charges of viola-
tion of the law?

What other result can follow than that those contemplating engaging
in the traffic will be encouraged by the thought that probably, even if
detected and arrested, convietion will not follow?

No compunction about violating the law? Violating it how? What
for? Anything except to provide Intoxicants for somebody to drink?

No.

Such contentions, when made by those who do mot want liquor for
themselves, who would not intentionally put obstacles in the way of
enforcement of the law, must be made without realization of the effect
of their position.

That effect can be and is only to weaken public sentiment in favor
of any law enforcement and to encourage violation of all law.

It is only a step—and an easy one—for the man of loose moral
fiber who hears and reads that men of education, of standing and influ-
ence, aver and urge that he is not in conscience bound to give alle-
giance to one provision of the Constitution, is not in conscience bound
to observe one statute because it interferes with his liberty to do as
he pleases in that matter, to come to the conclusion that he is not
in conscience bound to observe another law, and then another, which
interferes with the liberty he would have to do some other act but
for the law; and when he 1s told that many of the best citizens vio-
late a part of the law without compunction, what conclusion can he
reach but that he may violate any part of it without compunction?

The difference between civilization and barbarism is in the presence
or absence of law.

The very idea of law in a community ecarrles with it the surrender
of individual freedom of action for the good of the whole body.

In a state of barbarlsm one may walk or drive where he please,
unjess the * perszonal liberty " of another stronger than he Interferes.

In Washington one must drive on the right-hand side of the street.
Why? Because the community has decided that the welfare of the
whole, of which he is a part, demands that he be deprived of liberty
to drive where he please and compelled to go on the right-hand side.

Does anyone contend that “man can not be made over by law" in
this matter?

Does anyone contend that because * the instinct of personal liberty
Is very strong™ he has a right to endanger the safety of everyone in
the street, including himself, by asserting his personal liberty and
driving on the left-hand side?

What Is the difference between insuring the safety of travel by
depriving men of their personal liberty through compelllng them to
drive on the right side and compelling them to be sober when driving
through depriving them of the means of getting drunk?

The real gource of the embarrassment to the enforcement of the
law is, not that the law interferes with personal liberty—any law
which hag any effect upon the conduct of the individuals composing
pociety does that—must do that—but that so many well-intentioned
persons, thoughtlessly, or following some process of unsound reason-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

7813

ing, join hands with those who intentionally violate the law and give
them ald and comfort in attempting to justify their unlawful conduct.

There is no right of personal liberty to perpetuate an institution
which the law condemns.

In this country that the liquor traffic shall be exterminated is
established by solemn resolution of the electorate.

That it ought not to exist is admitted by those making the argu-
ments and claims I have been discussing when they say either by
way of preface or conclusion to every discussion, * We do not desire
to bring back intoxicating liguor™; * There is no intention ever to
bring back the saloon.” Those who say this honestly surely can not
have thought out the result to which their arguments ftend.

The rest “ do protest too much.”

Again, if it be true that *“ the prohibitory law has never been
practically in effect,” that “it has been a disastrous, tragic failure,”
that “the Government is powerless to enforce it,” in what way does
it interfere with the personal liberty of those who would drink
intoxicants?

The answer is, as everybody knows, that by reason of the existemce
of national prohibltion, by reason of its practical effect, by reason of
the exertion of the power of the Federal Government, the traffic in
Hquor is becoming day by day more and more difficult and dangerous
to carry on.

As the application of the Federal power grows more strict, and tu»
manufacture within the country and importation from without become
more restricted, as the business becomes more difficult and dangerous,
the price of the goods dealt in rises, and right there is where the
shoe pinches; right there is the evidence which can not be con-
troverted, that the Federal Government is not “ powerless to enforce™
the law.

I mnintain that to show the law, any law, is violated Is not to
ghow that it 15 not being enforced, or that it can not be enforced.

If that argument were sound, then, because crimes of murder, rape,
robbery, smuggling, stealing, embezzlement, continue to be committed,
we must say the penalties against them can not be Imposed.

No one likes that.

As the amount of liguor available for consumption decrcases and
the price of lquor rises and the profit per quart or per gallon in-
creases, new and keener wits and ingenuity are attracted to the
business ; new and complicated and skillful schemes are devised for
evading the law and constantly increasing watchfulness, activity, and
study required for their detection; many of them go on for a time
without detection. But ways of meeting and overcoming them are
found and can be found for all of them,

Recently some one made an argument that the great increase of
cases in court for violation of the prohibitory law is an indication
that the law is not being and can not be enforced.

I submit that that increase in cases in court is an index of the
activities which have resulted in .whisky being unobtainable except
at an expense many times as great as before those activities were
exerted by the Federal Government.

And as the work of detection, seizure, and arrest resulting in such
cases in court goes on the extinction of the trafic draws so much
nearer,

That this traffic may be declared an evil thing, and may be abated
under the provisions of the mow existing law, is firmly settled by
judicial decision of the highest court.

What remains in the way of its complete abatement?

The temptation to make money in the traffic, ereated by those who
either willfully or thoughtlessly disregard their highest obligations to
their country and themselves and offer and pay for violation of the
law a bribe large enough to offset the danger of prosecution, fine, and
imprisonment.

To those “ thousands of the best citizens of the country who have
no compunctions whatever about violating the law " I address the
question : Upon reflection, having called to your attention what your
actlon really means and is in paying an outlaw for vicolating the law
of your country in order to furnish you the means of gratifying your
desire for drink, don't you think it better to refrain from such bribery
in the future?

Don't you feel that, unless you so refrain, there may ba some doubt
about your being longer entitled to the designation “ best citizens of
the country?” :

Can you dfford to endanger your property, your safety, your lives,
and the property, safety, and lives of your wives and children by
teaching and practicing the doctrine of purchesing the commission of
crime?

Laying aside for the moment any consideration of your duty as
citizens, does not your interest lle the other way?

To those who, after considering the character and consequences of
their acts, persist in promoting and fostering the violatlon of the law,
1 say that the hand of punishment shall fall as often and as heavily
as those now charged with the duty of administering the law can
cause it to fall ; ; :

To you, the women of this country, I say, you can by your influence
and your votes secure the election and appointment of honest, faith-
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ful administrative officers, and the discharge and retirement of those
who prove to be dishonest, unfaithful, inefficient.

More than this— :

Remember that the business of making, transporting, and selling
liguor is not entered upon from the motives which incite the commis-
gion of most other crimes—jealousy, revenge, sudden anger, ill will
toward society generally, but only for profit.

The market for the goods is the whole foundation of the great
cost in money, tine, and effort of suppression of the traffic.

You ean see to it that at no social event in your charge shall
your tables be disgraced by the presence of unlawful liguor.

You can, if you will, make the serving of unlawful liquor at social
functions of your acquaintances so unpopular that it will cease.

Will you do your part?

I notice further on your letterheads, “Allegiance to the Constitntion ”
on the one side, * Observance of law " on the other side.

With two such supporters staying up its hands, enforcement of
the law must win.

“Then came Amalek and fought with Israel in Hephidlmn.

“And Moses sald unto Joshua, Choose us out men and go out
and fight with Amalek; to-morrow I will stand on top of the hill

“ 8o Joshua did as Moses had said to him and fought with Amalek,
and Moses, Aaron, and Hur went up to the top of the hill.

“And It came to pass, when Moses held up his hand that Israel
prevailed ; and when he let down his hand Amalek prevailed.

* But Moses's hands were heavy; and they took a stone and put
it under him and he sat thereon; and Aaron and Hur stayed up his
hands, the one on the one side, and the other on the other side; and
his hands were steady until the going down of the sun,

“And Joshua discomfited Amalek and his people with the edge of
the sword."”

BALE OF MARINE HOSPITAL AT DETROIT, MICH.

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill H. R. 9875 retain its place on the Consent Calendar.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that H. R. 9875 retain its place on the Consent
Calendar. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. DMr. Speaker, I regret to object, but I do.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 42
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
April 20, 1926, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for April 20, 1926, as reported to the
floor leader by elerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY
(10.30 a. m.)

To amend paragraph (d) of section 14 of the Federal reserve
act as amended to provide for the stabilization of the price
level for commodities in general (H. R. 7895).

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE
(10.30 a, m.)

Legislation relative to labor disputes in the ecoal-mining
industry.

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
(10.30 a. m.)

To amend an act entitled “An act to create a juvenile court

in and for the District of Columbia (H. R. 6715 and H. R.

7612).
(7.30 p. m.)

For the creation of a junior college as part of the publie-
school system of Washington, D. C. (H. J. Res. 113).

To authorize attendance of nonresident pupils in publie
schools of the District of Columbia upon payment of tuition
(H. R. 10596). :

To incorporate Strayer College (H. R. 10730).

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
(10 a. m.)

Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the Unifed
States providing for National Representative for the people
of the District of Columbia (H. J. Res. 208).

COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION
(10.30 a. m.)

Proposed bill amending the World War veterans' act with

reference to the appointment of guardians,
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

455. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1926, to remain available until June 30, 1927, for resurfacing
and paving the approach road to Vicksburg National Cemetery,
Vicksburg, Miss., $40,000 (H. Doec. No. 825) : to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

456. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting deficiency estimates of appropriations for
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1925,
and prior years, and supplemental estimates of appropriations
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, together with certain
audited claims and final judgments against the Distriet of Co-
lnmbia amounting in all to $183,660.54 ; also a draft of proposed
legislation making $2,351 of the unexpended balance of the
appropriation for salaries of public-school teachers, District of
Columbia, fiscal year 1925 (H. Doc. No, 326) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. MONTAGUE: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 5365,
A bill to amend the Judicial Code by adding a new section to
be No. 274D ; without amendment (Rept. No. 928). Referred to
the House Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3137) for
the relief of F. G. Alderete, and the same was referred to the
Committee on War Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 11419) authorizing the
appropriation of $25,000 for the erection of a monument or
other form of memorial at or near Waynesboro, in Burke
County, Ga., to mark the battle field where the battle of Brier
Creek was fought in the Revolutionary War; to the Committee
on the Library. ]

By Mr. BERGER: A bill (H. R. 11420) to provide for the
enforcement of first amendment to the Constifution of the
United States, to punish violations of its provisions, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ALLGOOD: A bill (H. R. 11421) to provide for con-
veyance of certain lands in the State of Alabama for State park
:Iz;ddgame preserve purposes; to the Committee on the Public

nds.

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 11422) to amend
the act entitled “An act aunthorizing the Department of Agri-
culture to issue semimonthly cotton-crop reports and providing
for their publication simultaneously with the ginning reports of
the Department of Commerce”; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 11423) to facilitate and
simplify the work of the Department of Agriculture in certain
cases; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr, LEAVITT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 226)
authorizing the Secretary of War to lend 350 cots, 350 bed
sacks, and 700 blankets for the use of the National Custer
Memorial Association at Crow Agency, Mont, at the semi-
centennial of the battle of the Little Big Horn, June 24, 25,
and 26, 1926; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BECK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 227) con-
cerning the settlement of war debts at home as well as
abroad; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. BACON: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res, 23)
authorizing the printing of the Madison Debates of the Fed:
eral Convention and relevant docnments in commemoration
of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the Declara-
tion of Independence; to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. BLANTON: Resolution (H. Res. 228) concerning
the alleged official misconduct of Frederick A. Fenning, a
Commissioner of the District of Columbia; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Towa: Resolution (H. Res. 229)
providing for the consideration of S. 481, entifled “An act
to amend section 8 of an act entitled ‘An act for the prevent-
ing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated
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or misbranded or polsonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medi-
cines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein,’ and for
other purposes " ; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr, BUTLER Resolution (H. Res. 230) for the con-
gideration of H. R. 10503, H. R. 10312, H. R, T181, H. R. 3994,
H. R. 3763, and S. 2058; to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11424) granting a pen-
sion to Susan M. Day; to the Committee on Invalid Peunsions.

By Mr, CHINDBLOM : A bill (H. R. 11425) granting an in-
crease of pension to Clarissa A. Clark; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11426) granting an increase of pension to
Mary L. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DARROW : A bill (H. R. 11427) granting a pension
to Emilie Julia McEnery; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, ESTERLY : A bill (H. R. 11428) granting an increase
of pension to Harriett R. Enochs; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. -

By Mr. W. T. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 11429) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Josie Ranes; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FREDERICKES: A bill (H. R. 11430) granting an
increase of pension to Eila M. Colibert; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 11431) granting an increase
of pension to Madora N. Kingston; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 11432) for the relief of the
Majestic Hotel, Lake Charles, La., and of Lieut. R. T. Cronau,
United States Army; to the Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr. MAcGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 11433) for the relief
of Theodore Herbert ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11434) granting
an increase of pension to Mary E. Eades; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 11435) granting an in-
crease of pension to BEvelina C. Gardner; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11436) granting an increase of pension
to Caroline A. Gleesettle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11437) granting an increase of pension
to Sarah F. Garrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11438) granting an increase of pension
to Amelia H. Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 11439) granting an increase
of pension to Catherine Craigan; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 11440) for the relief of
Catherine Simon; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SWARTZ: A bill (H. R. 11441) granting an increase
of pension to Mary K. Norris; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11442) grant-
ing a pension to James M. Smith; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

By Mr. THURSTON: A bill (H. R. 11443) granting a pen-

sion to Elizabeth MeGiniss; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. VAILE: A bill (H. R, 11444) granting an increase
of pension to Jennie I. Aldridge; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia: A bill (H. R, 11445) to grant
an honorable discharge to Albrecht Nest, apothecary of the
Navy ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

PETITIONS, BTC.

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

1835. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Albert G. Wolff, 51
Cornhill, Boston, Mass, recommending early and favorable
consideration of the Elliott pension bill (H, R. 4023) ; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

1836. By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Petition of San Antonio
Trades Council, in opposition to Senate Resolution 167; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization,

1837. Also, petition of citizens of Hidalgo County, Tex., in
opposition to compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to "the |
Committee on the District of Columbia.

LXVII—492

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

1815

1838. Also, petition of citizens of Edinburg, Tex., against
compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

1839. By Mr. HERSEY : Petition of (. R. Simmons, M. D.,
and 20 other residents of Oakland, Me., protesting against the
passage of the Copeland-Bloom bill, to regulate the practice of
mediums and spiritualists in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

1840. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Flint, Mich.,
and vicinity, protesting against the passage of House bill 7179,
known as the Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

1841. Also, petition of citizens of Lansing, Mich., urging that
all possible means be used to prevent any modification of the
eighteenth amendment to the Constitution or the so-called Vol-
stead Act, and fo promotfe in every way possible the vigorous
and effective enforcement of the said amendment and act; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

1842, By Mr. MAPES: Letter of Mrs. Florence Goodwin and
14 other members of the Woman's Relief Corps, No. 258, of
Ironwood, Mich., advocating the passage of legislation for the
benefit of veterans of the Civil War and their dependents; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

1843. Also, letter of A. . Van Raalta Woman's Relief Corps,
No. 231, Holland, Mich., signed by Mrs. Elizabeth Van Goerin,
president of the corps, and 20 other members thereof, advocat-
ing the passage of legislation for the benefit of veterans of the
Civil War and widows of veterans of the Civil War; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

1844, Also, letter of Mrs. Josie Murray and 26 other resi-
dents of Sparta, Mich., advocating the passage of legislation for
the benefit of veterans of the Civil War and their dependents;
te the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

1845. By Mr. MORROW: Petition of citizens of Berino,
N. Mex., advoecating enforcement of the prohibition act; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

1846. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the Long
Island Federation of Women's Clubs, of Brooklyn, N. Y., oppos-
ing the passage of the Wadsworth-Perlman bills; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1847, Also, petition of the Fredericksburg Chamber of Com-
merce, Fredericksburg, Va., favoring prompt action upon the
report of the Battlefield Commission concerning the battles
fought in Spotsylvania County, Va., from 1862 to 1865; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

SENATE
Tursvay, April 20, 1926
(Legisiative day of Monday, April 19, 1926)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira-
tion of the recess,

MESBAGE FROM THE HOUBE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed without
amendment the following bills and joint resolution of the
Senate: ]

§.2274, An act providing for the promotion of a professor
at the United States Military Academy ;

8.2752. An act for the purchase of land as an artillery
range at Fort Ethan Allen, Vt.;

S.2763. An act to amend section 103 of the Judicial Code,
as amended ;

8.8212. An act to provide for the disposition of moneys of
the legally adjudged insane of Alaska who have been cared for
by the Secretary of the Interior;

S.3283. An act to provide for the appointment of Army field
clerks and field clerks, Quartermasier Corps, as warrant offi-
cers, United States Army;

8.3287. An act relating to the purchase of quarantine sta-
tions from the State of Texas;

§.3463. An act to extend the time for the exchange of
Government-owned lands for privately owned lands in the Ter-
ritory of Hawalii;

8.3627. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in
his diseretion, to deliver to the custody of the State of North
Dakota the silver service which was presented to the battleship
North Dakota by the citizens of that State; and

8. J. Res. 91. Joint resolution directing the Secretary of War
| to allot war trophies to the American Legion Museum.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
1 bill (8. 1486) to authorize the Secretary of War to lease to
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