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Also, resolufion passed by the California Federation of Wom-
en's Clubs, of Los Angeles, Calif, relative to aleoholic liquor
traffic; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liguor

Also, resolution passed by the California Federation of Wom-
en’s Clubs, of Los Angeles, Calif.,, favoring more stringent legis-
lation affecting child laber; to the Committee on Labor.

Also, resolution passed by the California Federation of Wom-
en's Clubsg, of Los Angeles, Calif,, favoring a change in the citi-
zenship laws as they affect women; to the Commitfee on Im-
migration,

Also, petition of Napa County Viticultural Protective Associa-
tion, $t. Helenn, Calif., urging repeal of the war-time prohibi-
tion measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution passed by the California Federation of
Women's Clubs, Los Angeles, Calif., favoring the Army mnurse
bill ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, resolution favoring the establishment of a department of
education, by California Federation of Women's Clubs, Los
Angeles, Calif.; to the Committee on Education.

Federation of Women's Clubs, Los Angeles, Calif.; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Aflairs,

By Mr. RANDALL of California : Petition of city commission
of Pasadena ; Normandie Avenue Methodist Church, Los Angeles;

fornia District Lodge Good Templars, Los Angeles; Friends' Tem-

testing against repeal of war-prohibition act; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

. Also, petition of Federation of Women's Clubs of California,
in favor of enforcement of national prehibition, and protesting

to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Alse, petition of California TFederation OI Wowen's Clubs,
favoring change in citizenship laws in favor of women, so they
will not be secondary te their husbands; to the Commiftee on
Woman Suflrage.

Also, petition of California Federation of Women's Clubs,

mittee on Labor.

favering league of nations; to the Committee on Tereign Af-
fairs.

Also, petition of California Federation of Women's Clubs,
favoring creation of Federal department of education; to the
Conmmittee on Education.

Alse, petition of California Federation of Woemen's Clubs,
favoring granting recognition and rank te nurses in the mili-
tary service; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Friendly Circle of Pasadena; Boyle Heights
Methodist Church, Los Angeles; Methedist Preachers’ Associa-
tion of southern California; Bethany Baptist Church, Long
Beach ; Inglewood Methodist Church ; Lincoln Avenue Methodist
Chureh, Pasadena; Highland Park Baptist Church; Pilgrim
Congregational Church, Pasadena; 27 missionary societies of

time prohibition act ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. REBER : Petition of East Susguehanna Classis, Gowen
City, Pa,, representing 15,000 people, urging against the repeal of
war-time prohibition law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Pottsville (Pa.) Chamber of Commerce, op-
posing repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

By Mr. ROWAN : Petitions of Allen & Nugent Co.; H.J acquin
& Co.; Paul L. Phelan; G. Levor & Co. (Inc.) ; M, thipa, 1138
Bryant Avenue; M. McClnre; E. Leap, 1321 Seeond Avenue;
Daniel Currle, 232 West One hundred and thirty-second Street;
A. von Kileh, 224 West One hundred and thirtieth Street; P. 1.
Dinan, 2184 Valentine Avenue; Edward M. Hanley, 601 West
One hundred and seventy-fourth Street; Ed. M. Hanley, 0601
West One hundred and seventy-fourth Street; Leo D, Fox, 1048
Kelly Street; G. Megroz, 222 Fourth Avenue; Mack Wolf, 313
‘West One hundred and twenty-first Street; J. A, Guillaume, 50
West Forty-fifth Street; and H. T. Kramer, 913 Jackson Avenuc,
all of New York City; and A, V. Wahlberg, 627 Madison Street;
8. Williams, 111 Ninety-second Street; V. W. Knutsen, 663
Quiney Street; Elbert Butts, 939 Bushwick Avenue; Philippe
Lambert, 7205 Tenth Avenue; and Leo C. Lucke, 1355 Park
Place, all of Brooklyn, and all in the State of New York, against
repeal of daylight-saving law ; te the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Julius Jorgenson & Son. New York City, ask-

mittee on Ways and Means.
Also, petition of National Woman's Trade Union Leagune of
Amar]on for the continuation of the Woman in Industry Serv-
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| other residents of Bolsters Mills, Me., asking for the repeal of
Also, resolution favoring the league of nations by California |

Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Ceres; Southern Cali- |
perance Committee, Pasadena, all in the State of California, pro-

against invasion of China by American brewers and distillers; |

favoring legislation for prevention ef ¢hild labor; to the Com-
Also, petition of Federation of Women's Clubs of California,

Long Beach, all in the State of California, against repeal of war-

| anthorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the city of Dawson,
1 Ga., tents and cots for use of Confederate veterans in their State

ing for repeal of section 905 of revenue act of 1918; to the Com-’

ice :t[)i 1t)l{:e TUnited States Department of Labor ; to the Committee
on r.

Also, petition of D. Auerbach & Sons, New York City, against
continuance of Department of Labor Employment Service; to
the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Goodfriend Bros.,, New York, engineers and
contracters, and F. C. Barlau, protesting against repeal of day-
light-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of sundry residents of Marcy,
N. Y., for repeal of daylight-saving law; te the Committee on
Agriculture.

Also, petition of members of the First Methodist Episcopal
Church of Herkimer, N. Y., for the repeal of war-time prohibi-
tion act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Slovanian Lodge, No. 282, and St. Josepl's
Seciety, No. 53, of Little Falls, N. Y., for recognition and jus-
fice for the Jugo-Slavs: to the Connnittee on Foreign AfTairs.

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: Petition of Lyman Shedd and

the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture.
Also, petition of George 0. Hill and others residing in the
towns of Oxferd and Norway, Me., asking for the repeal of the
daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture.
Also, petition of Cecil H. Mitchell and others residing in the
town of Byron, Me,, asking for the repeal of the daylight-saving
law; te the Committee on Agriculture.

SENATE.
Webpxesoay, June §, 1919.
(Legistative day of Tucsday, June 3, 1919.)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, on the expiration of the
TeCess.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quortim,
ﬂﬂ;he PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Secretary will call the
rall.

The Secretary ecalled the roll, and the following 'wnnmr:. anm-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Harding MeLean Bmith, Md.
Ball Harris MeNary Smith, 8. C. ‘
Beckham Harrison Moses Emoot
Berah Henderson Nelson Spencer

| Brandeges Hitchenck New Btanley
Calder Johnson, Calif. Newberry Sterling
Capper Jones, N. Mex. Norris Sutherland !
Chamberiain Jones, Wash, Nugent Swansen .
Cummins Ke. Overman Trammell i
Curtis Kendrick Page Underwood !
Dial Kenyon Phelan Wadsworth .
Dillingham Keyes Phipps Walsh, Mass,
Rage King Pittman Walsh, Moent. .
Elkins Kirby Polndexter Warren
Fall Kunox Rangdell Watson
Fernald Lenroot Tteed Williams 1
Frelinghuysen I Sheppard Wolcott
Gay MeCormick Sherman |
Gronna McCumber Bimmons -
Hale McKellar Smith, Ariz. f

Mr. McKELLAR. The senlor Senator from Tennessee [Alr. ,
SHIELpS] is absent on important business,

Mr. KIRBY. I wish to anneunce the unaveidable abscnce
of the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosixsox] on public
business.

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Seventy-seven Senators have
answered to their names. There is a guorum present.

MESBAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res, 79)

convention, June 17 and 18, 1919, and it was thereupon signed by
the President pro tempore,
WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the joint reselution (H. J. Res. 1) propesing an
amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage
10 women.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The pending question is on
the amendment proposed by the Sensator frem Alabama [Mr,
UxpERWOOD].

Mr. WADSWORTH obtained the floor.

Mr. BRAXDEGEE. 1 should like to have the amendineant
read.

Mr. WADSWORTH.

Let the amendment be read.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama.

The SecreTArRY. On page 1, line 6, strike out the words “ the
legislatures of ” and in lieu thereof insert the words * conven-
tions in,” so that the paragraph will read:

That the following article is proposed as an amendment to the Con-
stitution, which shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the
g?:r:ituuen when ratified by conventions in three-fourths of the several

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, like the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. Boran], I represent in part a State which has ex-
tended the franchise to women residing within its borders. In
view of that fact and my decision to vote against the proposed
amendment to the Constitution, as I have done upon two prior
occasions, I desire to make my attitude clear before the Senate.
- No vote of mine cast upon this amendment will deprive any
of the electors of the State of New York of any privilege which
they now enjoy. The people of that State, as the people of sev-
eral other States, have decided for themselves, in an orderly and
constitutional manner, to extend the franchise to the women.
I feel so strongly on this question that the people of the several
States should be permitted to decide this matter for themselves
that I desire to say that were this amendment, instead of being
drafted for the purpose of extending woman suffrage all over
the country, drafted for the purpose of forbidding the extension
of the franchise to women, I would vote against it.

The Senator from Idaho yesterday discussed the right of the
people to settle their own affairs, particularly in matters which
were local and intimate. My feelings upon that question are
somewhat like his. The people of the several States when they
organized their governments and adopted their constitutions
delegated certain powers to their legislatfures and to their
executives. Then they set up their judiciary to see to it that
both their legislative and executive departments should keep
faith and should not transgress the limits set by the people.

When a society organizes itself to do business, about the first
thing it does is to prescribe the qualifications of its voting mem-
bers, and it is the usual procedure for an organization in the
process of formation to prescribe in its constitution that the
voting membership shall not be extended or restricted except by
a vote of the members of the society. And so the regulation of
the franchise in the States, and I think I can say in every State,
when they were organizing their governments, was left to the
voting memwbers ; in other words, the people of those States.

Acting upon that theory and in accordance with that prineiple,
which I believe lies at the bottom of a truly democratic govern-
ment, several of the States have voted from time to time by
popular referendum and have decided to extend the franchise
to the women. Many other States have voted in popular refer-
endums and have decided against the extension of the franchise.

Even though one might be opposed on general principles to the
extension of the franchise to women, one can not logically object
1o the pecple of a great Commonwealth voting upon that ques-
tion, settling it for themselves, and if they settle it in the
affirmative with respect to woman suffrage one can not then
logieally objeet, even though one mnay have voted against it as
a citizen of the State. Nor can I see how one can logically ob-
ject to the application of the principle, even though in its appli-
cation the people, voting freely and openly, decide that they
shall not extend the franchise in this way.

Something has been said in the debate which has thus far
taken place upon this amendment as to the popular demand in
favor of it all over the country. Some criticism has been uttered
by one or more of its advocates against Senators who are oppos-
ing it and who have consistently opposed it in times past. An
examination of the record of the different States which have
voted upon this question does not, I venture to say, indicate that
there is any overwhelming popular demand thus far evidenced
in the elections.

If my computation is correct, there are at least 30 States of
the Union which have either refrained from voting on the ques-
tion at all or have voted upon it and rejected it. In the States
which have voted upon it, if a computation is made of the
majorities n favor of the proposition and the majorities op-
posed to the proposition, we find that the aggregate majorities
opposed to the proposition is about 1,300,000 votes, whereas
the aggregate majority in favor of the proposition in these refer-
endums amounts to 254,000. So from the standpoint of popular
demand it would not seem that the Senate or the Congress
should feel itself driven to adopt an amendment to the Consti-
tution which revolutionizes the rule and practice of the Ameri-
can people in regulating the franchise. ;

Mr. President, it may seem somewhat old-fashioned for a
Senator to express his reverence for the Constitution of the
United States, his reverence and his devotion not only to its

letter but to its spirit. When one views modern tendencies and
the influences that are at work in this country to-day, one is
tempted to suggest that now is an appropriate time to rededi-
cate and reconsecrate ourselves to a proper understanding of the
letter and the spirit of our Constitution and to a better under-
standing of its meaning. The tendencies of the day, without
any question, are traveling fast along the road which, if fol-
lowed to its ultimate goal, will mean its destruction or its altera-
tion to such a degree in spirit, if not in letter, that it will be
scarcely recognizable. It is now proposed in this amendment,
as a part of this fendency which has been so evident in recent
years, to take away from the people some of that sense of re-
sponsibility the exercise of which is the only safeguard for the
intelligent conduct of a democracy and to assume that responsi-
bility at the seat of government.

The central Government is remote, comparatively, and even-
tually, if this tendency continues, that responsibility will be
borne in such a way that the individual citizen will not be able
to understand what is going on in the maze and confusion of a
great centralized Government.

I assume that a Senator, when discussing this matter, should
endeavor to remember that he is a Senator of the United States
and not confined in his functions to representing merely the
State, and only the State, that sends him to Congress. I assume
that it is the function of a Senator to take into consideration
the Nation as a whole, to have some concern and to give some
consideration to the condition of public contentment and the
wishes of the people as a whole.

It is very true, of course, that a Senator elected from a State
should exert every influence and power that he can wield to
protect his State from injury by Federal legislation, if in his
judgment the legislation proposed is unjust and diseriminatory
against the people of his State. That question does not arise
in the discussion or consideration of this amendment, for no
Senator who may desire to vote against this amendment is de-
priving the people of his State of anything which they already
pPOSSess.

If the people of his State have already voted to extend this
franchise, no vote of his, no vote of mine, can take it away;
but a vote in favor of this proposal does in several instances
impose upon the people of certain States things which they have
said they do not want. When that side of the question is pre-
sented it seems to me that it is incumbent upon a Senator to
regard the Nation as a whole and to give his consideration to
the wishes of the people of the States that have expressed them-
selves freely upon the question at issue.

Mr. President, the conduct of government of a great Com-
monwealth is of concern to us all, for it is from the governments
of the Commonwesalths and their constituent parts that this
Federal Government derives its inspiration, and which, as the
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau] said yesterday, provide our
schools of political education.

Let us take the Commonwealth of Massachusetts as an ex-
ample. The people of Massachusetts in their own way, in con-
formance with their constitution, in the exercise of their un-
doubted right and privilege, held a referendum on the question of
suffrage, and the proposal to extend the franchise to the women
of the State of Massachusetts was defeated. It was defeated
in every city of the State, in every county of the State, and in
every town of the State, and had three votes in the aggregate
been changed it would have been defeated in every ward. The
people of the State of Maine, by a vote of nearly two to one,
defeated woman suffrage; the people of the State of New Jersey,
in spite of the interposition of the President of the Unifed
States, who is a resident of the State, defeated it by 50,000 ma-
jority ; the people of Pennsylvania defeated it by a similar ma-
jority; the people of West Virginia defeated it in a popular
referendum in the approximate proportion of three to one; the
people of Ohio have three times defeated it within six years,
the last defeat being registered only last year, if my memory
is correct, and the last majority against it was over 140,000 votes.
The people of Towa have defeated it; the people of Louisiana
have defeated it; and only the other day the people of Texas
defeated it. The people of Wisconsin have defeated it, as was
referred to yesterday, and there may be some other States which
have defeated it which I do not at this moment recall.

Now, the question is, were the people of Massachusetts, the
people of Pennsylvania, and the people of Ohio competent to
settle that question for themselves or not? There is nothing
to prevent them under their form of government from securing
the franchise of women if they want it.

There is no tremendous emergency facing the country, no
revolution or rebellion threatened which would seem to make
it necessary to impose upon the people of these States which
have given their verdict upon it something which they have
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sald, as free citizens, they do not require or desire. Is it un-
reasonable to ask that they be permitted to continue to govern
-their own affairs in this respect? Is it contrary to the spirit
of American institutions that they shall be left free to decide
these things for themselves?

Other States besides those I have named have voted to extend
the franchise. The State of Michigan did it but a few months
ago; the State of South Dakota did it but a few months ago.
No man can logically complain against a system which permits
such a practice.

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. REED. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but he
has named a number of States where in the not remote past
a direct vote has been taken and the people have repudiated
this proposition. I wish he would include in that list the State
of Missouri, which in 1914 repudiated the proposition by 140,000
votes. I merely want Missouri included.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I stated at the time that my recollection
was imperfect and that there might be other States besides
the ones I mentioned which had repudiated the proposition; and
I now remember, of course, that the State of Missouri is in that
category.

Now, without discussing the merits of woman suffrage as
such, the question is simply this: Why is it that this power,
resting in the people of this country in their several States, is
to be taken away from them and lodged elsewhere? What is
the reason? Is the principle faulty? Is it undemocratic? Is it
un-American? Does it fail to satisfy the people themselves?
I think not. No such contention has thus far been made.

Let us speak frankly. The advocates of this movement—and
I do not criticize them for exercising whatever power or influ-
ence they may bring to bear or for resorting to whatever device
they may find ready at their hand to bring about their purpose—
the advocates of this proposal for the extension of the franchise
all over the United States through a Federal amendment
believe that that is the easiest way for them to achieve their
purpose, To them it has become a purely practical questlon.
Regard for the spirit of our institutions does not enter into
their discussions. The Constitution of the United States means
nothing more to them than that it shall be used as a vehicle
to achieve a set purpose; and, being intent upon the purpose,
they pick up the instrument and use it. They do not want
referendums. They have said so in many of their public
utferances.

I am not reflecting upon their intelligence when I describe
their reasons. As a matter of fact, I rather admire their skill
and resourcefulness in carrying this movement up to this point.
They were skillful, and have been skillful, in using the me-
chanics of the situation, but they have not gone to the people
of the country. They have believed—and I think most men in
their honest second judgment will agree—that it is easier to
persuade a legislature to ratify a proposal of this sort than it
is to get the people of a State to do the same thing in a popular
referendum. It can be done more quickly and with less expense
in the matter of propaganda, and, as was said here yesterday
on the floor, the members of legislative bodies—and I do not
except the Congress of the United States—are peculiarly sus-
ceptible to pressure, to insistent and persistent agitation and
propaganda.

There have been instances in this very matter of the exten-
sion of the franchise which illustrate that very thing. The
people of Ohio on two separate occasions voted down the pro-
posal for the extension of the franchise to women., The year
following the second defeat by the people of Ohio the legislature
of that State, in the face of the mandate of the people, promptly
passed a statute to extend the presidential franchise to women—
an exact illustration of how much easier it is to persuade or
eajole a legislature to do something that the people have refused
to do. It became necessary for the people of Ohio to repeal
that act of the legislature within a few months after it had
been put upon the statute books, and they repealed 1t by popular
vote.

My contention has always been with respect to amendments
to the Federal Constitution that if an amendment be placed in
the Constitution it should command the reverence and devotion
of all the people of the country. The discussion here upon the
floor yesterday makes it perfectly apparent that in part at
least, in a certain section of this country, this proposed amend-
ment will be a dead letter. No pretense is made that it will be
lived up to in spirit, and it is the spirit of our Constitution
which we, it seems to me, should have some reverence for at
this hour.

I have discussed this matter with people from different por-
tions of the country, and I have beepn surprised upon occasion to

note the frivolous and casual way in which so many people |
discuss the Constitution of the United States and what it
means, and to hear the suggestion made, * Oh, well, you must
not take it so seriously as all that; things can be arranged here
and there in such a way that it will not be strictly enforced.”
That is a spirit which is abroad in the United States to-day.
That same spirit has been made manifest in the recent discus-
sion of the last amendment to the Constitution which was rati-
fied last winter. To-day there are thousands of people all over
the United States who are attempting to contrive ways and
means by which the prohibition amendment to the Constitution
can be evaded, showing an utter lack of regard for the instru-
ment itself, showing an utter failure to understand that if
that instrument is not held sacred by the people of this country,
then there is no use of our endeavoring to continue our experi-
ment in self-government.

Unlike the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boranu], I voted against
the prohibition amendment to the Constitution, because I be-
lieved that such a proposal had no place in the Constitution,
and, second, because I believed that the people in great and im-
portant communities of this country were competent to decide
that matter for themselves; and I feared the very thing that is
making itself so apparent to-day—a settled determination upon
the part of hundreds of thousands of people living in those com-
munities which were not consulted, to evade it, to urge some
act of Congress or State legislature under that peculiar provi-
sion for concurrent jurisdiction, which in part at least would
make a laughing stock of that particular amendment to the
Constitution. The danger is, if we go on in this way and deprive
the people of important communities of their right to decide
these questions which they are competent to decide, which in
dozens of instances they have decided to their own satisfaction.
that a contempt for the Constitution of the United States will
gradually and inevitably spread all over this country. It will
be regarded by hundreds of thousands of people as merely 2
vehicle for the exercise of a will to power upon the part of some
group of people who desire to impose their ideas upon another
group of people. -

Mr. President, I can not blind myself to the fact that this is

-the tendency of the day; I do not blind myself to the fact that

slowly, but surely, not so much by constitutional amendment per-
haps, although this is a glaring instance of it, but by statutes
passed by the Congress and by statutes passed by the State
legislatures, we are whittling away the sense of responsibility
of the individual citizen. We are teaching more people every
year that the Government owes them a living; we are teaching
more people every year that the Government should and can
do things which they as individual citizens can do for them-
selves; we are urging the * easiest way.” Scarcely a year goes
by but what that tendency becomes more marked, and when we
whittle away that sense of responsibility which should live in
the breast of the individual citizen and teach him that the
Government at Washington, remote as it is and rapidly becoming
top-heavy with a bureaucracy, the intricacies of which I chal-
lenge any Senator to understand to-day, when we teach him
that the Government at Washington, with its so-called bottom-
less Treasury, can take over, and should take over, all of these
functions and duties and that the people of the communities of
this country need not be expected to do those things for them-
selves, that they shall not even be expected to decide as to
who shall vote for sheriff or district attorney or county judge,
then I say that step by step we are building in this country a
paternalistic system such as was the curse of Germany. There
was a people, as we all know to-day, 70,000,000 of them, who
were educated, one might say, almost from the cradle by the
teachers in the schools, educated by the professors in the uni-
versities, educated by all their public men, at the inspiration
of the autocracy that topped that Government, educated, drilled,
coached, guided out of all sense of individual responsibility
until they reached the condition where they lost their very
souls.

I frankly confess, Mr. President, that I fear this tendency in
the United States. I do not want to see it go any further.
I know, of course, that there are some things that only a gov-
ernment can do. I know, of course, that every man and every
woman who calls himself or herself human wants the burden
of the overladen members of society lightened; and if members
of society as individuals, or as volunteers organized in a rea-
sonable way, can not perform that function then it is the duty
of government, the protector of society, to perform it. But it
seems to me that we might well call a halt. It is not that any
one of the statutes or amendments to the Constitution which are
proposed is fatal. It is the fact that we pile one upon another,
year after year. Some say, “ Let us enact the second one be-
cause we have enacted the first, and the two proceed along
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parallel lines, and therefore the second, the third, the fourth, | was in other States. Ewven if the franchise had been granted to

the fifth, and the sixth are justifiable.” DBut the trouble is, Mr.
President, that as we proceed in taking away the sense of re-
sponsibility from the people in their cemununities year after
year and decade after decade we do not proceed along parallel
lines. The lines of those pieces of legislation slowly converge,
and when they reach the point of convergence the citizen will
have become the servant and dependent of government instead
of being its master; and it is exactly along one of those con-

verging lines that this amendment of the Constitution is pro- |

ceeding., The people of some 30 States, if this constitutional
amendment is ratified, cease being the masters of their govern-
ment in so far as the franchise is concerned. And that, ac-
cording to my way of thinking, is contrary to the spirit of our
institutions.

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, the historical reference
which my distingunished colleague [Mr. Lieep] made to the
action of Missouri is true. It was some years old. Perhaps it
might be fair to add that the vote of Missouri taken some years
ago is hardly a fair indication of to-day, berause in the legisla-
ture just adjourned beth houses were in aceord with the grant-
ing of suffrage to women in Missouri. [Manifestations of ap-
plause in the galleries.]

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the statement which the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Seexcer] has made is correct; amd it ex-
actly illustrates the vice te which I aRuded and te which the
Senator from New York [Mr. Wanswonra] has so fittingly aul-
dressed himself,

The last time the people of the State of Missourl had an ep-
poriunity te vote on this question was in 1914. They defeated
suffrage by over 140,000 majority. Since that time they have
electcd legislatures witheut any regard te the suffrage gues-
tion. It mever has been made an issue to the people, The last
legislature of Missouri, in disregard of the last mandate of the
people of Missouri and in defiance of it, passed a statute au-
thorizing votes by women at presidentinl elections. That ex-
actly proves the ease. It demonstrates that legislatures ean be
handled when the people can not be. It was because of the
notorious incompetency of legislatures, and because of the fact
that they could be reached by influence and often by sinister
meauns, that the people took from legislatures the right to elect
United States Senators and declared that the people alone
should exercise that high right. Tt is bectuse of the fact that
legislative bodies wvery freqmently do not represent the sense
of the people, that they are very often composed of inen grossly
incompetent, that protest is now being made against taking
away from the people of the State of Missouri the right of
settling this guestion for themselves.

Since my distinguished colleague has seen fit to challenge
me to this guestion, I want to ask him if he is willing hy his
vote to deprive the people of the State of Missouri of a right
to themselves fix the qualifications of the voters within the
State which they expressly reserved to themselves in their con-
stitution—to take that power from the people of the State of
Missouri and confer it npon a legislature?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, as others have
said before me, nothing that I can say, perbaps, can change a
vote; but in view of the pending amendment and the vital
issues that are now at stake, I should be derelict to duty if I
did not enter my protest against the passage of this amendment,
which to all intents and purposes is exactly similar to one that
has already been passed, the result of which is an illustration
of the point that has been made so splendidly by the Senater
from Idaho [Mr. Boran] and emphasized this morning by the
Senator from New York [Mr. WapsworTH].

In our dual form of government the principle of its duality is
the one that makes it possible for every part of this vast domain
of ours to progress as conditions justify. Were we a homogene-
ous people, were the local conditions, both social, cominercial,
and industrial, the same, it might be less destructive of the spirit
of democracy for us to take the principle that underlies democ-
racy and emasculate it as this will emasculate it. Dut when
the conditions are so divergent, when local conditions through-
out the United States are so different, the splendid principle in-
corporated into the Constitution finds its sanction.

¥ referred n moment ago to another amendment, incerporat-
ing exactly the same principle as this, that was made into our
organic law. The fiffeenth amendment—but whe does not know
and realize that fhe fifteenth amendment, when it was passed,
was passed in a moment of heat, passion, sectional strife, and
bitterness? There is not a man in Ameriea to-day capable of
exercising the functions of citizenship but that recognizes that
that amendment, passed when and how it was passed, jeopar-
dized the civilization that you and I represent in a section of
our country. The alien population amongst us was not like it

them in other States, their fewness of number made it possible
{ior those States to absorb them without danger to their civiliz:i-
on. :

But unlimited franchise in certain other States would have
deluged and destroyed with a horde of ignorance and incom-
petency the civilization that it had taken all of these years to
build up and perfect. It placed a burden upon those States
that has eclipsed every other, and that has been the main cause
of the retardation of the progress of the South. It has ecaused
that section, in every line of endeavor and in every line of work,
to be retarded, because unless there was a united front to this
menace the absolute submergence and destruction of our social
and political edifice was threatened. So that the work of the
South for years has been not one of the unified attention of the
people to constructive work bmt one of unified operation to
avold the greater danger.

Now, I want te appeal to some of my southern colleagues. We
contended that the passage of the fiffeenth nmendment was
crime against the civilization of the white men of Ameriea.
Those on the other side, when sanity reassumed its dominion
over the minds of men, recognized that fact. We busied our-
selves with the passage of such laws as would minimize the
disastrous effect of unlimited suffrage to the Negro in the South.
Be it said to the honor of these whe were in positien to enforee
it that, recognizing the evils that would grow out of the un-
limited franchise as provided in the fifteenth amendment, they
acquiesced in silence to such laws as we passed to minimize its
evil effects; and be it said to their honor that they did se be-
cause they recognized, as we recognize and as the world recoz-
nizes, that local conditions there have te be met by such laws
and such acts as will protect and preserve the civilization that
characterizes the white man.

‘That was your reason, founded =as it was in justice aml
in righteonsness. Those nien from the South who are sitting
here to-day, who are going to vote for the ratification of this
amendinent or vote to submit this amendinent to the people, by
that vote ratify and confirm the fifteenth amendment, beeanse
I maintain te-day that there is no difference whatever between
the fifteenth mmendment and the proposed Susan B. Anthony
amendment, The Susan B. Anthony amendment is the fifteenth
amendment with the insertion of one word nlone, namely <

The vight of u citizen of the United States to vote shall not be denled
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race,
color, previeus conditlen of servitude, or sex,

Those of us from the South, where the prependerance of {he |
Negro vote jeopardized our civilization, have maintained that
the fifteenth amendment was a crime aguninst our civilization.
Now, when a southern man votes for the Susan B. Anthuny
amendment he votes to enfranchise the other half of that race,
and ratifies, not in a moment of heat and passion, what we have
claimed was a crime, but in a moment of profound calmness and
sectional amity he votes to ratify the fifteenth amendment and
give the lie to every protestation that we heretofore have made
that the enfranchisement of the Negro men, unlimited, was a
crime against white civilization. When Senators and others of
the North, East, and West viewed conditions calmly the fifteenth
amendment did become a dead letter, and infinitely better that
it should become a dead letter than that the civilization of the
South should be destroyed and in its destruction jeopardize the
civilization of America.

Here is exactly the identical same amendment applied to the
other half of the Negro race. The southern man who votes for
the Susan B. Anthony amendment votes to ratify the fifteenth
amendment. Senators on the other side have acguiesced in
silence when in desperation we passed such laws as would
nullify the disastrous effect of the fifteenth amendment. South-
ern Senators voting for this amendment puts them without ex-
cuse to still further withhold their hands.

I can understand how a man from the West or a man from
the East, viewing it strictly from his own local impression,
might get the idea that we ought to extend it to all, but those of
us from the South who have seen the evil effect upon our section
of country from this menace—worse than poverty, worse than
retarded commercial and industrial grewth—thoese of us who
have seen the very sanctity of the fireside and the sacredness of
womanhood jeopardized, can not vote for this amendment with-
out once again making possible all these evils that we have for

years combated and overcome. How southern Senators
can vote to turn loose upon the South anether era similar to that
through which we have passed I can not understand.

Not only that, Mr, President, but I have heard it flippantly
remarked by those who propose to vote for this amendinent,
“Yomu found a way to keep the Negro man from voting and yon
will find a way to keep the unworthy Nezre woman frot Yoting™
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We found the way because of the recognition on the part of our
colleagues on the other side that it was their blunder, perhaps,
that had deluged the South’or made it possible for the South to
be deluged by an alien and unfit race.

We had their moral support in maintaining the civilization
of the white man of the South. Can we appeal to them after
to-day if southern men vote to ratify the fifteenth amendment?
When the clamor comes to you now from that race, thai they
demand that they shall be recognized, what excuse will you
have when southern men vote to ratify it? You of the other
sections have said, and said rightly, that in spite of the fif-
teenth amendment, let the South work out its own salvation
and we will give our brethren of the white race our support.
Now, if your brethren of the white race of the South vote for
an amendment which ratifies the previous amendment, what
support can we hope from these other sections? I warn every
man here to-day that when the test comes, as it will come,
when the clamor for Negro rights shall have come, that you
Senators of the South voting for it have started it here this
day for reasons it is not necessary for me to try to state.

The other features of this proposed infraction and destruc-
tion of the Constitution of the United States have been given
ably. No man would attempt to gainsay or deny that democ-
racy means the vote of the people under the sensible restric-
tions that the people themselves in their local statutes see fit
to impose. The very conditions that might arise in the State
of Utah might make it impossible for Utah to rise and progress
with a certain condition of franchise enforced upon her by
Washington. Left alone to adjust her own internal affairs
through her franchise, she might rise to a point where it would
be perfectly proper for that franchise to be extended. The
splendid principle of our dual form of government was never
better illustrated than in the condition of the South and the
condition of the East and the West.

I say, when we have taken from the several States the right to
modify, qualify, and determine their franchise, the sovereignty
of the State in every other particular has ceased to be; we shall
all be living in a centralized Government; there will be nothing
else left. - -

Local self-government presupposes the right to meet local
conditions by peculiar local franchise law. If there were no
other remedies, there might be an argument for us to come to the
Federal Government to extend this franchise; but where each
State has the right to extend the franchise in whatever manner
it deems best, for my State to come and ask that Massachusetts,
Montana, and California shall take charge of the affairs in my
State, because the voters in my State are incompetent to deter-
mine what is best for them, is to make a statement that is proof
that democracy has passed.

Mr. President, I am not going to take up the time of the Sen-
ate any further on this question. All the legal phases of it, and
all the democratic phases of it, have been discussed; but I felt
that I would not do my duty if I did not warn southern Demo-
crats—southern white men—that this day they solemnly ratify
what they have for the last 50 years denounced as the crime of
the century. We protested against the act that incorporated
into our organic law the right of an alien and ignorant race to
be turned loose upon us, and it numerically in the majority.
When you vote for this amendment to-day, you vote to ratify it,
and say to those who enacted that amendment that they did not
make a mistake but that you are now ratifying it.

Let me repeat, the Susan B. Anthony amendment provides
that the franchise shall not be denied on account of race, color,
previous condition of servitude, or sex, and if it was a crime to
pass the fifteenth amendment, why is it right to pass this amend-
ment? If it was a crime to enfranchise the male half of that
race, why is it not a crime to enfranchise the other half? You
have put yourselves in the category of standing for both amend-
ments, and when the time comes, as it will come, when you are to
meet the result of this act, you can not charge that it was a
erime to pass the fifteenth amendment.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I have been listening to the
very positive statement made by the Senator from South
Carolina, and I have felt like not making any interruption,
even for the purpose of asking a question. However, 1
have finally concluded that unless something be said at this
juncture it will go to the people of the State of South Caro-
lina and other Southern States that the remarks just made by
the Senator from South Carolina have been universally accepted
here in the Senate.

I do not want to provoke any discussion of the subject, but
1 do want at this time to protest most earnestly against the

construection which the Senator from South Carolina has placed
upon this proposed constitutional amendment. If I am able te
read the English language, the amendment does absolutely
nothing more than to prevent discrimination in the franchise on
account of sex, I think it requires an extreme imagination for
one to draw any inference or to fabricate any argument to the
effect that the passage of the amendment is a reaflirmation or
readoption of the fifteenth amendment.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolinn. Does it not extend suffrage
to female Negroes?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That is true; but the Senator
knows that the fifteenth amendment was directed to a class
of people only, and this amendment is intended to liberate the
women of the entire country, the millions of white women of the
country. It is to operate upon them and is not confined to the
black women of the South.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. But it includes them.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes; it includes them.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Certainly. I =said it did not
differ from the other, You went specifically after the Negro
men in the fifteenth amendment. Now you go specifically after
the Negro and white women in this amendment. By thus add-
ing the word “sex" to the fifteenth amendment you have just
amended it to liberate them all, when it was perfectly compe-
tent for the legislatures of the several States to so frame their
laws as to preserve our civilization without entangling legisla-
tion involving the women of the black race. You simply have
amended the fifteenth amendment by adding the Negro women.
When we could have had all the white women vote by State
action, you want to add the Negro women by Federal action.
That is what you have done, and that is what I am protesting
against.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That, I take it, is the Senator's
construction, and, of course, I do not expect to convinee him, but
I want the statement to go into the Recorp that in my judgment
this amendment is entitled to no such interpretation.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. There is no use to quibble
about what is the language of the amendment. When it says
that there shall be no restriction of the suffrage on account of
sex, it means the female sex, and means the millions upon mil-
lions of Negro women in the South.

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, may I ask my colleague if it is
not true that the legislature of our State meets every year?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Certainly,

Mr, DIAL. Is it not also true that at the last session of the
legislature no request was made to submit this question of
woman suffrage to a vote of the people of the State?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That is true.

Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the Senators representing
the South and the splendid advocates of our dual form of Gov+
ernment representing other States on the other side can see their
way clear to vote:for the Underwood amendment and let this
matter be submitted to the people. If South Carolina, the State
that I in part represent, shall be given the privilege of calling a
convention to elect delegates for that convention specifically
charged with the purpose of deciding this question there will
be no mistake made, It will be put squarely before the people of
the State of South Carolina. I really have no fear of what my
legislature would do. I know the women of my State pretty
well, and I am quite sure that if they had wanted suffrage, with
all the dangers and evils that it would entail, they would have
said so. But they have resolutely refused to be stampeded by a
few hysterical propagandists or propagooses, I do not know
which is the proper term. They have refused fo be stampeded,
and a vast majority of our women are opposed to opening this
Pandora’s box of evils and threatening once again the civiliza-
tion of that State and other States with similar conditions.

I sincerely hope, Mr. President, that those of the South who
for some reason or other have committed themselves to this de-
structive proposition will at least have the grace, in the moment
of our passage into the unknown, to vote for the amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I shall be very brief in
the statement that I make to the Senate upon this question. I
heard quite a large portion of the speech made by the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. Borau] yesterday. I was then called fromr
the floor on business, and I did not hear the latter part. I see
that it is withheld from publication in the Recorp, so that T am
unable to read it, but, so far as I heard it, I entirely agree with
his views upon this matter.

The Senator from Idaho comes from a State that has for
years had woman suffrage. I come from a State which has
never had it. The legislature of my State has just declined to
submit to the people of the State a constitutional amendment
providing for it in that State. There is no way of ascertaining,
so far as I have been informed, what the sentiment of the
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voters of my State is upon that question other than the indi-
vidual opinions that people may entertain upon the question.
From information that I have recelved—and I think I have
been in pretty close touch with the sentiment of the State—I be-
lieve that a vast majority of the present voters of the State
who are men are opposed to woman suffrage in the State of
Connecticut. I believe that a vast majority of the women of
the State are opposed to woman suffrage in the State of Con-
necticut. I am absolutely certain that a vast majority of both
the women and the men of Connecticut are opposed to Congress
and three-quarters of the other States of the Union telling them
what the qualifications of the electors of the State of Connecti-
cut shall be.

However that may be—and that, of course, I admit is a ques-
tion of opinion about which I have stated mine, and others are
welcome to theirs—I am opposed to putting in the Constitution
of the United States a provision which will force the ideas of
Congress and three-quarters of the States, if three-quarters of
the States concus with the ideas of Congress, upon that State
and their ideas of what the qualifications of the electors of the
other quarter of the States shall be. I believe that this country
has become prosperous and great and strong by the exercise of
home rule and the people of the different localities in this coun-
try minding their own business and, by minding it, developing
a eapacity to manage it. I may be wrong about that. It may
be that the various localities of this country should transfer all
the powers which the States which formed this Union reserved
to themselves to the Federal Government here in Washington,
but it is contrary to the biological and physiological laws of the
world that we will get stronger by abandoning the exercise of
these functions than we would be by exercising them. It con-
tradiets the laws of history and experience.

Mr. President, in my judgment the framers of the Constitu-
tion designed that instrument to be the broad charter of our
liberties and the definition of our form of government. They
never expected the use of the process of amending the Constitu-
tion to be prostituted to putting a lot of police regulations, ordi-
nances, and Iaws into the Constitution of the United States.
They left the police power and the rules which should govern
the inhabitants of this country in their respective subdivisions
in the hands of the people who were to be affected by those rules.
They wisely thought that the people in a country differing in
climate, population, habits, and historical traditions could bet-
ter administer their own affairs in the far-removed sections of
the country in aceordance with their local traditions and ideas
than they could be sdministered by the fiat of a body sitting in

the city of Washington. They wisely thought that the Senator |

from South Carolina and his colleague were better adapted to
say what was for the best interests of the-people who elected
them, and to whom they are responsible, than the Senator from
Connecticut or the Senator from New York, and vice versa. I
think the Senators from South Carolina ‘will agree that the
Senator from New York and myself from my State are better
qualified to state to this body what sort of laws are best adapted
for our section of the country tham the Senators from South
COarolina would be. If that were not so, there would be no
sense in having Senators 'of the United States required to be
residents of the States which they pretend to represent here.

Now, Mr. President, we have come upon this situation in this
country: Our southern brethren suddenly, owing largely to a
local condition, go crazy about prohibition, largely because they
do not want the Negroes in their States to indulge in alcoholic
drinks. Not satisfied with passing their own laws upon that
subject, they come here and vote to jam a prohibition amend-
ment into the Constitution of the United States and make other
States——

Mr. KIRBY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PorxpeExTER in the chair).
Does the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from
Arkansas?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Yes; I yield,

Mr. KIRBY. Does the Senator from Connecticut regard the
adoption of the prohibition amendment by 45 States as conclu-
sive evidence that it is a loeal and southern proposition?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I regard it as a violation of the principle
about which I am talking, and I say that you Senators voted
to perpetrate that which I regard as an outrage upon the States
that do not want it. It does not make any difference whether
45 or 47 States wanted it. The great Empire State of New York,
with about 10,000,000 people, does not want it; it never had a
chance to say so; but because your States want it and eertain
other States want it for their States, you think that you ought,
in the Constitution of the United States, the fundamental law of
the land, to force your views upon the Empire State of New
York without its consent, except by the consent of the legisla-
ture, which is managed by the prohibition lobby.

You may think that is demoeracy. I do not. I think it is
tyranny. I think it is tyranny, because I do not think that class
of subjects was ever designed by the framers of the Constitu-
tion to be put into the Constitution of the United States. I
think they regarded them as rules and local laws to govern the
people in their respective localities as they wanted to be gov-
erned. Having established that principle, however, you find
it rather difficult to refuse to put this woman suffrage amend-
ment into the Constitution of the Units; States, and because
certain States have adopted woman suffrage and desire it youn
think it is your duty to impose your notions upon tint question
upon States which do not desire it and to which it is not adapted,
provided you can get three-fourths of the States to concur.

Mr. President, if this process is to be continued, if the peopla
of this country want to be governed in their local customs, to be
told what they are to eat and what they are to drink and how
much, and when they are to go to bed, and what language they
are to use, and to be regulated in every move they make in
their daily lives and in their personal habits by a constitutional
amendment in the United States Constitution that can never be
got ont except by a two-thirds vote of each branch of Congress
and then a vote of three-fourths of all the State legislatures in
addition, you have made a set of police regulations of the Con-
stitution of the United States, and, as the Senator from New
York has wisely warned you, it is a process that is calculated
beyond all others to drag the Constitution of the United States
into the mire and to destroy all respect for it, because you ean
not enforce a law or even a constitutional amendment against
people who do not believe in it,

If the arguments against this process will not prevail in the
case of two such shining abuses of the exercise of this power,
simply because you have the power, as are furnished by this
woman suffrage amendment and by the prohibition amendment,
they will not prevail in other eases where the clamor is suffi-
ciently strong to intimidate people to violate their traditional
policies and the historical traditions of their party.

Mr. President, the last expression in national eonvention of
both the Republican and Democratic Parties was opposed to
this constitutional amendment, Both political parties declared
in solemn national convention, after due consideration, that it
was a matter that ought to be left to the several States; while
they approved the principle of woman suffrage, they said, if it
came, it ought to eome through the action of the States. The
President of the United States was the first one to say so, but,
of course, like every other issue with which he deals, he says
the other way, too; and there has not been a single issue of
importance before the country, and there will not be during
his administration, upon which he would not with equal faecility
and sincerity take either or both sides. Now, having resided
for the last six months in & foreign country, he cables to his
subservient idolators here how they shall vote on this consti-
tutional amendment, and they will “come to heel™ with due
humility, I have no doubt. ;

Mr. President, if this process goes on of governing this
country by constitutional amendment on questions that are not
at all of constitutional size or of constitutional quality, I for
one say that if the people are to be governed by constitutional
amendment in their daily habits and life then it becomes neces-
sary that the people themselves should be consulted about what
shall be the constitutional amendments to which they are to
bend the knee and have the yoke adjusted to them. Is there
anything unfair or unreasonable about that? We know per-
fectly well that after Congress by a two-thirds majority of
both branches has submitted a proposed amendment to the
legislatures of the States that, although it has been extorted
from Congress on the theory that we need not commit our-
selves to it, but simply not obstruect it and pass it along to the
legislatures for their action, that immediately we have taken
them at their word and dignified ourselves into the honerable
function of being a funnel, and funneling things through with-
out responsibility on to the various legislatures of the States
which are of so much superior ability and knowledge to us, and
then they immediately turn around and say, “ Congress, by a
two-thirds majority, has set the seal of its approval on this
and demands that we act, and is any one State legislature to set
its judgment up above that of the great United States Senate
and House of Representatives?”™ Then they use us as the
ggument in favor of the very thing that we were doubtful

ut.

It is not a pleasant thing to contemplate that a Senator of
the United States, having walked up to that desk before that
starry banner, Mr. President, which, thank God, still waves and
sparkles back of your chair, and holds up his right hand and
takes a solemn oath to support and sustain the Constitution of
the United States without equivoeation or mental reservation,
that the minute an embarrassing question is presented to him
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he runs like a dog away from it and says, “ I do not know any-
thing abouf it; but there is a ¢ry in my district that I shall not
stand in the way of it; and while I do not believe in it, while I
regret it, still it is coming anyway ; I do not want to have any-
body say that I did not vote for it, and therefore I will sluice it
along on to somebody else.”

The Senate of the United States was not always composed of
men of that backbone and caliber and virility. In the days of
Calhoun and Webster and Clay, Senators of the United States
were not too prond to think nor too cowardly to stand for their
convictions, Mr. President ; and there are a few left here to-day,
I think, who, mistaken and old-fashioned as they may be, are
actuated by the same motives which moved those gentlemen,
and sit in the same Chamber, breathe the same air, and have
been nurtured upon the same doctrine.

So if we are going on with this sort of thing, putting all
kinds of police regulations and ordinances into the Constitution
of the United States, for God’s sake let us amend the Constitu-
tion of the United States so that we can submit to the electors of
the States the amendments which we propose to the Constitution.
Then we will not have so many propositions for constitutional
amendments; but if we do, and they are approved, the people,
then, will have no cause of complaint. They have a cause of com-
plaint now, Mr. President, when we are prostituting the Con-
stitution of the United States and using it as a vehicle to ac-
complish indirectly the destruction of home rule and local self-
government and the exercise of the functions which have made
free men in this country. When we now initiate a series of
acts and constitutional amendments which deal with the things
that we men of New England have been used to dealing with in
our town meetings, where we carry our sovereignty under our
own hats and take orders from nobody—when we put such pro-
visions into the Constitution at the behest of the legislatures of
our States, dominated and controlled by a clerical lobby and
other kinds of lobbies, highly financed by charitable and mis-
taken people all over the country, then we are going to kill the
American spirit in this country unless we submit these gques-
tions to the people themselves,

This is a Government of the people, for the people, and by the

people, and they have a right to say what is going into the Con- |

stitution of the United States. As I said the other day when I

. introduced the proposed constitutional amendment which I have
pending now, I have provided that whenever Congress in the
future shall think it wise it may submit proposed amendments
to the electors of the States as well ag to the legislatures of the
States or conventions to be called therein. Although that pro-
posed amendment has no relation either to the prohibition
amendment or to the woman-suffrage amendment, and would
not affect them, because, if adopted, it will not be adopted until
after they have been acted upon, I hope that the Senate will
see the consistency and the logic of the position I take. If we
are going to dabble in these local affairs, let us submit them to
the people of the localities, and then we will have a contented,
submissive, and loyal support of such amendments instead of
having them the cause of dissension and disunion in this
country.

There is another feature, Mr. President, that was called to
our attention by the great Senator from New York when he
was a Member of this body—Senator Elihu Root—and that is
this: It is easy to conceive that by the process of amending
the Constitution three-quarters of the State legislatures might
approve an amendment, while the other quarter of the States
that are to be governed by it are opposed to it. The other
quarter to be governed by it against their will may contain
the majority of the wealth and the majority of the people of
this country, and so under the boasted democracy and home
rule and independent Government in this country you have a
situation wherein the minority of the voters and the minority
of the wealth of the country are imposing their will upon the
majority of the people and the majority of the wealth; and
a minority of the people and a minority of the wealth repre-
sented under that system ean control the financial policy of
this country, levy taxes all upon one section of the country,
aud arrange the bills so that one section shall pay all of the
taxes practically. It can be done by scientific jugglery. I do
not say that it will work out in that way in every case, but
it works nearly enough that way to make it, as the then Sena-
tor from New York suggested, the most terrifying portent

- that is now in the sky against the perpetuity of the Union of
American States, for one-quarter of the States of this country
will not continue to be governed in that way. It was never
the intention of the framers of the Constitution that they
should. They were supposed to be governed by a majority of
Congress, of course, but they were not supposed to have the
process of amendment of the Constitution, which was supposed

to be only amendable as to the fundamental matters of which
it treats—it never was supposed that that process would be
resorted to to accomplish these ulterior purposes.

Now, to be brief, and in conclusion, I am simply opposed to
this amendment because it deprives the States of this Union
of the power to fix the qualifications of their own electors who
are to vote for their own officers. I think they can do it, and
do it better than the Congress can do it. I am opposed to
this amendment becnuse it is not demanded by my State. I
do not take the view that suffrage, whatever may be its merits,
can be better determined by this Congress than it can be by
the local States.

I believe that the great majority of the women of this coun-
try are opposed to it. When it comes, of course, I know they
will exercise the franchise to the best of their ability. I do
not think it will make much difference politically. T suppose
the women will probably divide as their husbands and fathers
and brothers do, and they will divide upon the issues that are
presented to them probably about as the men do.

I have deplored from the beginning the dragging of polities
into this question. I have regretted the unseemly and undig-
nified haste of political managers to get themselves in front
of this woman movement, to claim the credit of getting suffrage
for the women. I believe the women will vote as honestly as
the men and as intelligently as they ean; perhaps they will vote
more intelligently than the men do now. 1 do not look for
additional uplifting and purity and the hastening of the
millenium by their participation in polities. I think very likely
the better of them will soon become disgusted with their asso-
ciates at the polls, and the practical administration of politieal
affairs, so far as the women are concerned, will be left in the
hands of those who are less desirable to manage them; but
that is simply my opinion, and I hope I will be a false prophet
in that respect.

Mr. President, I have said all I eare to say.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoOD].

Mr. WATSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum,

uThe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will eall the
m A H 2 s - 3
| “The Becretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names: : L

;:.nkh %ﬂ]&nm ggll;mn Smoot
ckham ale ary Spencer
DBrandegee Harding Moses S?:nley
i Harriso Neleon Sutherly
pper ar n utherland
Chamberlain Henderson New Swanson
Culberson omes, N. Mex. Newberry Thomas
Cummins Jones, Wash. Norris Trammell
Curtis Kell 1\%1: Underwood
Dial Kendrick Wadsworth
Dillingham yon Phipps Walsh, Mass.
Eeyes Pittman Walsh, Mont,
Elkins Poindexter Warren
Fall Klrgy Ransdell Watson
Fernald Reed Williams
Fletcher La Follette Sheppard Wolcott
nce root Sherman
Frelinghuysen MeCormick Smith, Ariz.
McKellar Smith, 8. C.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to afinounce the absence of my
colleague [Mr. BANKHEAD] on account of iliness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-three Senators have
answered to their names. There is a quorum present.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, until the Senator from Idaho
[Mr. Borau] made his very interesting speech yesterday, it had
not been my purpose to take any part in this discussion; for I
am as anxious as any one to reach a vote, and thus finally dis-
pose of the subject, as it undoubtedly will be disposed of on this
oceasion. I think, however, in view of the argument submitted
by the senior Senator from Idaho, which unquestionably im-
pressed his audience as it did myself, something should be said
in reply to one or two of its features.

During its delivery I asked the Senator how he differentiated
between his position at this time and that taken by him on the
oceasion of his vote upon the prohibition amendment; and his
explanation, if I correctly comprehended him, was that inasmuch
as a number of the States had adopted prohibition, and inas-
much as it could not be made effective so long as other States
not having adopted it were permitted to manufacture and im-
port aleoholic liguors therein, which neutralized prohibition, it
being necessary to enable the States to enforce their laws, and,
in the interest of local self-government, that the constitutional
amendment providing for general prohibition should be sub-
mitted to the States for ratification or rejection, the Senator
voted for the amendment,

I have no doubt that this reason was conclusive and controlling
with the Senator from Idaho; but T am unable to perceive the




622

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 4,

force of that logie which justifies the enactment of a prohibition
amendment to the Constitution but which rejects the proposed
suffrage amendment. Each of them deals with a subject which
was reserved to the States at the time of the adoption of the
Constitution. Were it not so, these amendments would be un-
necessary. That it is so is most obvious by reference to the
general proposition that powers not expressly or by necessary
implication delegated to the Federal Government are reserved to
the States, or to the people.

If the argument be a substantial one, it could be made, as I
think it has been made, against every amendment hitherto pro-
posed to the Constitution, whether adopted or rejected. Funda-
mentally, the people of the United States, when conforming to
the machinery and the requirements of the Constitution in their
action, may incorporate into the Constitution of the United
States anything they please. It is a matter of judgment—a
matter, if you please, of necessity—in the opinion of that ma-
jority which is required to make the fundamental change.
Whether it encroaches upon the rights of the States or inter-
feres with local self-government, or abolishes local self-govern-
ment, is entirely a practical question, and, in my judgment, has
nothing to do with the constitutional right and power of the
people to amend their organic act as they may see fit.

Prohibition and the suffrage are both matters of local con-
cern; and they will be matters of local concern, subject, of
course, to national legislation within the purview of our powers,
until constitutional amendments are not only proposed by the
Senate and House of Representatives but actually ratified and
enforced by a two-thirds majority of the States voting thereon.

Mr. President, when the prohibition amendment was before
Congress for its consideration Congress had already solved
the problem of interference by legislation—I refer, of course, to
the Webb-Kenyon bill, under whose provisions the invasion by
one State with its prohibited goods of another State where the
prohibition was in effect had been effectually provided against;
and I think that at that time the Supreme Court of the United
States had sustained the constitutionality of the law. There-
fore, conceding the argument of the Senator from Idaho to
be perfectly sound, its application in this instance fails, because
under the powers of the National Government whereby and in
pursuance whereof it could make this regulation, no constitu-
tional amendment to that end was essential. So it would be
just as pertinent to offer the same objection to the consideration
of that amendment as is offered to this.

I can readily understand, Mr. President, how a Senator who
had cast his vote against the prohibition amendment could con-
sistently oppose this amendment upon the ground that it inter-
fered with local self-government ; but I am unable to understand
the logic which justifies a favorable vote for the one and an
unfavorable vote for the other.

I am as much concerned for the integrity of local self-
government as any lover of his country can be. I concede all
that was said in its favor yesterday by the Senator from Idaho.
I am glad that he has become so fervent and capable a cham-
pion of that great principle; and I freely admit that never in
this country did it stand in as much jeopardy as at present and
in the recent past. The right of the people to meet in thelr
separate and several communities and legislate in their own
interest and for their own welfare may be said to lie at the
very foundation of Anglo-Saxon liberty—a right which should
be safeguarded at all times and respected everywhere; a right
the disregard or lowering or abandonment of which will, in
my judgment, be inevitably followed by all the consequences
so eloquently pictured by the Senator from Idaho. But, Mr.
President, I am unable to perceive how this amendment, shoula
it become effective through ratification, can affect the prin-
ciple of local self-government, while that regarding prohibi-
tion certainly will; for the right of a man to eat or to drink
or to conduct his personal affairs as he sees fit, provided only
that he pays the same respect for the right of others to do the
same thing, is infinitely more of a subject for local self-govern-
ment than the right of suffrage.

I do not refer to the moral or police aspect of the subject.
This is not the time or place for thaft, but I assert fundamentally
that the one affects local self-government much more than the
other.

Mr. KING. Mr, President

Mr. THOMAS. In just o moment. If I had been present
when the vote was taken upon the prohibition amendment I
should have voted for it, not because I believe it is the best
thing for the people, but because I was instructed by the people
of my State to do it, and I would have 1-especte(l that instrue-
tion. I yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. KING. I agree with what the Senator has said that the
support of the prohibition amendment to the Coustitution, if a

man acted logieally, ought to call for a vote in favor of amend-
ing the Constitution with respect to suffrage. And yet, does
not the Senator think that this amendment is more of an as-
sault upon the States than the other, because one of the in-
evitable characteristics and indispensable qualities of a sov-
ereign State is the right to determine who shall hold office
within the State, determine the qualifications of electors, and
this amendment is a restriction upon the right of a sovereign
State to exercise their sovereign power.

Mr. THOMAS. No, Mr. President, I do not. It is unques.
tionably an invasion, an absorption, if you please, of a right
which the States may now, subject to another amendment re-
garding suffrage, exercise without national interference, except
in so far as-national elections are concerned. We had at onae
time a law upon the statute books enacted by Congress and ens
forced for many years under which at all elections where any
national officer was chosen the entire machinery of the elec-
tion was in the hands of the Federal authorities represented
by United States marshals and supervisors. It was a delib-
erate and unwarranted intrusion into the affairs of the States,
but it was a law, nevertheless, within the power of Congress,
if it saw fit to do so, to enact. Inasmuch as State elections are
constantly narrowing or decreasing in number, so that State
officials and presidential electors and Members of Congress are
chosen at the same time, there is no reason in the world why,
if Congress saw fit to do so, it might not independently of this
proposed amendment take charge of and control those elections.

But, Mr. President, whether that be so or not, the time for
applying that argument has gone, for there can be no question
that in spite of the obstructive tactics of the so-called National
Woman’s Party, which has prevented the successful submission
of this amendment heretofore, the overwhelming majority of the
people of the United States are in favor of the amendment.
There can be no more significant evidence of the fact than that
the vote about to be taken will be confined to no particular sec-
tion of the country.

Mr. President, a word about local self-government and the
dangers which menace it, and I am done. I do not believe loeal
self-government is being directly assailed anywhere. I do not
think it will be directly assailed under the provisions of this
amendment, which after all only serves to double the vote, I

believe that is the only practical consequence of the adoption of .

the amendment, and those who regard this matter as a subject
for political influence will find to their sorrow before they are
very much older, for women like men will cast their vote ac-
cording to their convictions upon political questions and issues
as tkey shall from time to time arise and be considered.
Frankly, if I felt that half the people of the country would east
a vote for one particular party, locally or generally, simply
because that party happened to be in power at the time the
right was conferred, I should vote against the amendment. Such
a conclusion is a reflection upon the intelligence and patriotism
of womankind. As Democrats and as Republicans, as dissidents
from both of the great parties, they will act hereafter precisely
as they have acted heretofore, and in national affairs precisely
as they have acted in State affairs where the franchise has
prevailed,

Mr. President, what is it that is jeopardizing the fundamental
principle of local self-government in America? It is largely the
indifference of the average citizen to his public duty, largely
the desire of the people to escape obligations by transferring
them to the National Government, and largely because the States
have themselves with regard to certain fundamentals broken
down, either in their efforts to enforce the local laws, preserve
peace and order, or have been unable to do so. If these condi-
tions continue, as I am afraid they will, then it will make no
difference whether this amendment be defeated or whether it
be ratified. We must change fundamentally in some things or
the old institution of local self-government, of community gov-
ernment, will become a tradition in this country instead of a
living fact, as it has been and ought to be.

Mr. President, for the last quarter of a century and more every
State in the Union has not only been willing but anxious to ex-
change its obligations and its powers of local self-government
for Federal appropriations; and it would seem that as long as
appropriations can be secured for the exercise by the Govern-
ment of the United States in whole or in part of those duties
which rest upon the States fundamentally and primarily, the
exchange will continue. I shall not detain the Senate by at-
tempting to enumerate a list of the various duties and powers
which the States have passed on to the shoulders of the Federal
Government and now feel free to insist that the Government itself
shall observe them if they are observed at all. Great combina-
tions of capital in the past have laughed at State laws and re-
strictions, The enforeement to-day of law and order for the pro-
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tection of the individual in his fundamental rights in the States
can only be secured, and sometimes not then, by Federal inter-
ference.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, if it will not interrupt the Sen-
ator, does he think the Federal Government has afforded any
better protection against the great aggregations of capital than
the States?

Mr. THOMAS. I do not think it has done so; but that does
not affect the soundness of my proposition.

Mr. REED. I am not questioning that at all.

Mr. THOMAS. My proposition is that the States are passing
on this duty to the Federal Government, which I think they
could more effectively perform if they would do it themselves,

Mr. REED. I agree with the Senator in that.

Mr, THOMAS. To-day, Mr. President, we are confronted with
a measure which clamored for recognition at the last Congress,
which proposes that the States shall release themselves from
still another burden and require the Government of the United
States to assume the duty and bear the expense of educating
the people of the country. If there is a phase of the duty of local
self-government more obligatory than any other, it is that of the
State to educate its citizens and to assume the financial obliga-
tions necessary to effectuate that great obligation. Yet Mem-
bers of this body during the expiring days of the last session
and since the commencement of this one have been deluged with
letters and petitions from associations and individuals from
one ehd of the country to the other urging them to support the
measure creating a new cabinet department and clothing the
Federal Government with the duty and authority of educating
the children of the country.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr., THOMAS. I have no doubt it will pass, because it
brings Federal money into the various distriets of the country,
and that is unfortunately regarded as a cure-all for every
subject of public discontent.

I yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. KING. Has it not been the experience of the Senator
from Colorado that many of the movements which look to the
extension of the activities of the Federal Government into the
States, and to that extent a destruction of the States, emanate
from Federal employees who want to extend their authority and
aggrandize the Federal Government increase their compensation,
and extend their opportunities into the States, and to that extent
diminish the powers of the States?

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, Mr. President, there is no question that
Federal employees, who are now organized, seem to indicate a
desire to encourage every movement that inereases the number
of Federal employees and extends the activities of the Federal
Government. That is one of the beauties of civil service in its
ultimate stages of development. r

But, Mr. President, I do not think it would be fair to place
all these measures upon one class of people. Every city in the
. United States, every community, incorporated or unincorporated,
so far as I know, sooner or later comes clamoring to Congress
for appropriations for the accomplishment of things that ought
to be done at home, and to say that a Federal amendment strik-
ing out the distinction of sex in the matter of suffrage is a
fundamental blow at local self-government in the face of these
conditions is to assume a position which I do not believe can be
sustained either by reason or by logie, as it certainly can not
be by precedent.

I hope and believe that the good women of this country, who
in my State study and therefore understand political questions
quite as well as, if not better than, the average man, who regard
their enfranchisement not as the grant of a privilege, but as the
imposition of a public duty, will be a powerful aid in the
restoration as well as the preservation of local self-government
and not become a mere numerical addition to our electoral fran-
chise whose influence and whose power will be extended in
some other and less laudable direction.

Mr. KIRBY. Mr. President, I had not intended to speak on
this question, and shall do so but briefly. My remarks are
chiefly provoked by the statements of the Senator from New
York [Mr. WapsworTH] and the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. BeaNpEGEE] that the action of this Congress and the action
of the people of the 45 States in the adoption of the prohibition
amendment has a tendency to bring the Congress into disrepute
has a tendency to make the people have less regard and respect
for the Constitution,

When I heard the statement of the Senator from New York
that there were many men in the United States who already
now feel aggrieved because of the prohibition amendment to
the Constitution, and that they are proceeding to avold or
evade the effect of this amendment, and that such action would

have the effect to bring the Constitution into disrepute with the
people of this country, I could not help but think of an
instance I remembered from away back yonder in the days of
my youth when I used to read the Scriptures more than I do
now. I want to read it here now. This has reference to the
time when Paul was in Asia, and had preached over there, and
his preaching had caused the people of that country to quit
worshipping idols. Here is the Biblical account of it:

For a certain man named Demetrius, a sllversmith, which made silver
shrines for Diana, bronght no small gain unto the craftsmen ;
Whom he ecalled together with the workmen of like oceupation, and

.said, Sirs, ye know that by this craft we have our wealth,

oreover ye see and hear, that not alone at Ephesus, but almost
throughout all Asia, this Paul hath persuaded and turned away much
people, ”‘ymi that they be no gods, which are made by hand :
that not only this oor craft is in danger to be set at nought, but
also that the temple of the great goddess Diana should be despised, and
her l;-&nsnetl.llilcence should be destroyed, whom all Asia and the world
worshippeth.
And when they heard these say they were full of wrath, and
cried out, saying, Great is Diana of the Ephesians,
And the whole city was filled with confusion—

And so on.

The adoption of the amendment to the Constitution, com-
plained of by the SBenator from New York, interfered with the
business of those engaged in this prohibited traffic, as' did the
preaching of Paul in ancient days with the sale of images of the
idol by Demetrius and his fellow craftsmen.

There existed in this country a kind of business that had
Government support, a kind of business that had debauched the
people of the United States of America; that was entrenched
with special privileges; that the people of this country said
had existed too long; that such business should be destroyed.
The sentiment began to grow in the States, in the counties, in
the towns, in the cities, and finally it impressed the Congress
of the United States. The people said, “ We want the Constitu-
tion amended to abolish and destroy this system that has grown
up, this special privilege, in which the Government had given
the privilege to certain people to debauch with the liquor traf-
fic the other people of the country and call it business. We
want it destroyed. We want it destroyed forever, effectually
and finally, and it must be done by writing an amendment into
the goisuastitution of our Nation.” How did the people proceed to
do

Sentiment crystallized. It spread and extended throughout
the country, and it demanded to be voiced here, and that the
opportunity be given for the States to ratify the amendment
that should be proposed. They proceeded with the amendment
through the Congress of the United States, according to the
rules laid down by the Constitution. It came here from these
representatives of the people everywhere. Then it was pro-
posed by Congress, two-thirds of the Members voting for it.
It was submitted to the States of the Union, and 45 of the 48
States of the Union voted for it overwhelmingly, according to
the rules laid down for adopting amendments to the Const-
tution.

And now the Senator from Connecticut comes upon the floor
and says it was in effect a willful interference with the rights
of the people of the other States, due to the desire and prefer-
ence of the South. That is the sort of idea he has about it.
The Senator from New York, because the liquor interests’ gain
has been taken from them, because they have stirred up this
confusion or attempted to, because they have attempted to
bring the Constitution of the United States into disrepute on
account of their gain having been affected, says now you ought
to be careful about adopting this proposed amendment lest you
increase that sort of feeling, lest you cause it to spread through-
out the country. The saloon people and the liquor trafiie do
not appear to recognize that the world has progressed. They
seem to be in the attitude of the man who stood still; and yet
they have learned a little, I judge, from the procedure heretofore
of people who have been opposed to the traffic.

The other day in Baltimore they attempted to have a great
parade, and the papers announced that the antiprohibition com-
mittee would regard all keepers of saloons as traitors to the
cause who refused to close their saloons during the three or
four hours in which the parade was expected to march, They
learned that they themselves could not even have a parade and
demonstration without closing the saloons, the agencies that ali
the people have insisted shall be closed for all time.

The Senator from New York thinks we will bring the Con-
stitution into disrepute by adopting an amendment as provided
in the Constitution.

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoop] has offered this
amendment, and he has offered it not to improve the condition
but in the hope of defeating the resolution. He is an enemy to
the cause. He is not in favor of the proposition of permitting
women to vote. He makes no concealment of that fact. He
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has not been in favor of it. He is not in favor of it now. He
offers this amendment to injure the cause and not to help it.
Why should his amendment be adopted? No other amendment
of the 17 amendments to the Constitution of the United States
has ever been submitted to conventions in the States. It has
never been attempted to be done before. It is permitted under
the Constitution, yes; but it has never been availed of. It
has never been done heretofore, and why should it be employed
now on this question, and why should it be proposed by an
enemy of the resolution and expected to be indorsed by those who
are its friends? I say it should not be done.

Is there any reason to fear that in the United States of
Ameriea in the adoption of this amendment the people will not
have a fair expression of their views about it? Women only
vote in comparatively a very few States. The men in all the
States vote. They vote to elect members of the legislature, they
vote to elect Members of Congress, they vote to elect United
States Senators, and they will vote yonder upon this proposi-
tion of the ratification of this amendment, which is proposed in
accordance with the rules laid down for amending the Consti-
tution.

Can you say it is wrong to amend the Constitution according to
the rules laid down for the purpose. If all the people of the
country can not be trusted to amend the Constitution according
to the rules provided in the Constitution, then is it not time that
we have no further amendments? Some of these gentlemen,
I believe from the arguments they have made, would be willing
and think it better for the interest of the country in future
that we have no further amendments to the Constitution, that
the people can not be trusted to amend their own Constitution in
the way they laid down when the Constitution was made for
amending and changing it. That seems to be the idea some of
them have.

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BraxpeEcee] inveighed
against the degeneracy of the times. He talked about those
ancient Senators of great ability and great courage who stood
here and took the same oath that these Senators in these de-
generate days take. He said they were courageous, that they
were patriotic, that they regarded their oath when it was taken.
1 do not know whether the Senator thinks he is more loyal and
more patriotic and more courageous than the Senators who are
supporting this amendment or not. He may be more able, but
I will not even make any concession on that point.

That is the condition we are confronted with here to-day.
No other amendment to the Constitution has ever been proposed
in such a way as it is attempted to propose this. It never has
been done. All the legislatures in the States are elected by the
people. They are sent to their different assemblies representing
their people. They will vote on this question, and if you had a
convention and elected these representatives for this particular
purpose they would be mo more representative of the people
than they are now. You are attempting here an innovation, so
far as that practice is concerned.

As to what the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Sarra]
has said, the Senator still seems to be in the unreconstructed
period. I live in the South. I have lived under the fifteenth
amendment since I was born, practically. It is the law of the
land, and what is the use in discussing conditions under which
it became s0? Where is the harm that shall come to us if here-
after as to one-half of our people who have been denied the
right to vote we shall utilize their ability and their judgment
in the settlement of questions that affect local conditions and
affect national interests? There has been, so far as I am con-
cerned, no good reason urged here to-day at all why this amend-
ment should not be adopted. I did not expect to say anything
to-day and would not have done so except for those remarks
from the Senator from New York [Mr. WapswortH] and the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Branpecer] that provoked it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, only a few words., I
have listened with interest to what the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Kmey] has just said. Of course, I am opposed to the
pending joint resolution, and have been from the beginning, but
that does not affect the question of the amendment to it, as to
which is the better way to reflect popular sentiment in its
adoption or rejection.

The Senator says that this is an innovation; that he desires
to have this amendment adopted along, the lines of the Con-
stitution. It is no more an innovation if my amendment is
adopted than the joint resolution would be as it stands as
originally drafted, because the Constitution itself provides two
modes of ratification, and it is left entirely optional with the
Congress as to which made shall be adopted. The Congress can
determine that it shall go to the legislatures for adoption or the
Congress can determine that State conventions called for this

sole purpose shall pass upon the ratification or the rejection of
the amendment.

The Senator from Arkansas says that this amendment of mine
is introduced for the purpose of defeating the joint resolution.
That is a very candid confession by one of the proponents of
the measure. In itself it could not defeat the measure. There
can be no question that every State in the Union would call a
convention for the ratification or rejection of the amendment
if we adopt this method. More than that, if they did not call
it, the Federal Congress could call a convention.

But it narrows itself to this, that if a legislature is elected,
this, being one of the issues, may become subordinated in many
States to other issues. It may become subordinate to the per-
sonal equation of the candidates, and men may be elected to
vote on this issue who will not directly reflect the mature judg-
ment of their constituents. But if a convention is called for
the sole purpose of ratifying or rejecting this measure, then the
delegates to that convention will be merely the instrument of
the popular will, as the Electoral College is the instrument of
the popular will in the election of a President of the United
States. When the Senator advances the argument that the
adoption of this amendment would defeat the woman-suffrage
amendment he concedes in that moment that the popular senti-
ment in the States is not for the Susan B. Anthony amendment,
and that the proponents of the measure dare not submit it to
the popular will of the people of America. A

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I simply want to add a word in
connection with the stdfement just made by the Senator from
Alabama [Mr. UxpErwoon]. We are already informed through
the press that the purpose has taken shape of immediately con-
vening legislatures in extraordinary session fo ratify this amend-
ment. Those legislatures were not elected upon the issue of
suffrage or nonsuffrage; they were elected upon totally differ-
ent issues ; and now it is proposed that men who were not selected
by the people for the purpose of passing upon this issue shall
pass upon it before the people even have the opportunity to
again elect a legislature.

Mr. KIRBY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator.

Mr, KIRBY. The Senator suggests that there is a purpose to
call the legislatures of the different States to get immediate
ratification. Where does the Senator get any such idea? Where
is there anything upon which to base such a statement as a fact?

Mr. REED. I will answer the Senator. I have already stated
it, if the Senator had been listening. I said it had been repeat-
edly stated in the press that that is the purpose of the leaders of
this movement. I have seen what professed to be quotations
by those who have been leaders of the movement. I have gen-
erally found that the newspapers have been pretty able to prog-
nosticate the movements to a reasonable extent in the future
of the suffrage program. I have just been informed by a citizen
of the State of Texas that two of the great papers of Texas are
already advocating the calling of the legislature in extraordinary
session for the purpose of ratifying this amendment, although
the State of Texas by popular vote held within the last few days
has defeated suffrage, I understand, the majority amounting to
nearly 30,000. :

So we may as well understand that it is the purpose of the
proponents of this measure to do everything within their power
to keep from submitting it in any way to the popular will and
to obtain ratification in any manner possible. I expect to hear
all of these proponents within the next few months loudly pro-
claiming their belief in the doectrine that the great people of
the eountry shall in all respects rule. I wish they could bring
themselves to an adherence to that doctrine to-day. :

The amendment which is proposed by the Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr. Uxperwoon] does give the people of the States, at
least, the opportunity to have a vote on the selection of men to
constitute the members of the convention. It will not work
necessarily any delay, unless the delay is merely the vote to be
attained by the extraordinary methods I have spoken of; that
is, extra sessions of the legislatures called to ratify, the mem-
bers of those legislatures having been elected for entirely differ-
ent purposes. Why is it that men who claim to be in favor of
government by the popular will are not willing to accept this
amendment which will afford the people some chance to ex-
press themselves? It seems to me there ought to be some
Senators here, even from the suffrage States, who are willing
to let the people of the States of this Union have the oppor-
tunity to cast a vote at least for delegates to a convention
that will debate and consider this important amendment to the
Constitution.
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“Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

+ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. REED. I yield.

Mr. KING. I have not been privileged to hear all of the de-
bate upon the resolution under discussion, and the question I am
about to ask may have been fully answered in the debate. The
question which I desire to submit to the Senator is this: Is
there any valid reason why the question of amending the Con-
stitution of the United States, as contemplated in the resolution
now before the Senate, should not be submitted to a vote of the
people of the States? For myself, if the Constitution is to be
amended, I see no reason for denying the people the right to
vote upon the proposed amendment. There is no question but
what the proposed amendment to the Constitution materially
changes the framework of our organie law and commits to the
Federal Government authority which now belongs to the States.
The proposed amendment is a limitation upon the powers and
rights of the States, and likewise is a restriction upon the rights
of the people within the States. To deprive them and the sov-
ereign States in which they reside of rights now enjoyed by the
States and the people is a very serious matter. If I may be
pardoned for further occupying the time of the Senator, I would
like to state, because I do not intend to discuss this question, that
I can not bring my judgment to approve of the plan to amend
the Constitution of the United States to grant woman suffrage
through the Federal Government. While I have for many years
been a believer in woman suffrage, and earnestly advocated
within my State the right of women to vote, and urged that in
the State constitution they should have the same political rights
as men, I have always entertained the view that the question
was one for the States to determine for themselves. This has
been the view of all Democrats and those who believed in our
form of government: The proposition now is to overturn the
principles held sacred for so many years, and to further intrench
upon the prerogatives of the States and the reserved rights of the
people. Under our form of Government the States alone have
the right to determine the qualifications of electors. If States
may not ordain their own constitutions and determine their own
domestic and internal affairs, this Republic will soon be de-
stroyed. We often speak of the “ sovereign States of the Union,”
and the Supreme Court of the United States has referred to the
States as “ indestructible.”” One of the indispensable attributes
of State sovereignty is the power to determine who shall hold
office within the State. An elector is an official, and therefore
an elector holds an office within the State. To deprive the States
of the right to say who shall vote and who shall hold office is an
abridgment of the rights of the Staté. It seems to me that this
proposed amendment is along the lines of centralization, which,
if persisted in, will lead to disastrous consequences, However, 1
am in the anfortunate situation of being unable to vote in har-
mony with my convictions. I represent, in part, a sovereign
State; and the mandate of my party and the people of my State
requires that I vote for the submission of an amendment to the
Constitution providing for woman suffrage. It is a matter of
sincere regret to me that I am compelled to support a proposi-
tion by my vote which is so repugnant to my conceptions of the
rights of the States, and, indeed, the rights of the people them-
selves, and which will prove to be a dangerous precedent and a
continuing menace to the peace and welfare of this Nation. How-
ever, I rose merely to propound the question which I have sub-
mitted to the Senator, and not to argue the question so ably dis-
cussed by the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. REED. The only reason I have heard was the one ad-
vanced by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kmey], who, as I
understood him——

~ Mr. KIRBY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri
a question.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. REED. I was trying——

Mr. KIRBY. The Senator stated he could not understand
why the proponents of this measure insisted on the amendment
being adopted regularly, as all other amendments to the Constitu-
tion have been adopted.

Mr. REED. I did not make any such statement,

. Mr. KIRBY. The Senator made a statement practically to
that effect.

Mr. REED. No; I did not make any such statement in effect.
- Mr, KIRBY. The question I want to ask is, Is it not a fact
that all of the other 17 amendments to the Constitution have
been adopted by being submitted te the State legislatures? Is
it'not true that a single amendment has never been proposed
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otherwise? If that is true—and it is—then why does the Sen-
ator wish to oppose it in this case and insist on an innovation?

Mr. REED. Now, Mr. President—— i

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President—— RN

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. REED. I yield.

Mr, STANLEY. I shall vote for the amendment to the (jon-
stitution permitting women to vote. I do not think, however,
that the statement of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Kirny]
is entirely warranted—that it necessarily follows that I shall
vote to deprive the people of my State or of any other State of
the right to express their opinion on the subject. I shall there-
fore vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD].

Mr. REED, Mr. President, there are now pending two ques-
tions which have been propounded tome. I want toanswer them
in the order in which they were asked. The question was pro-
pounded by the Senator from Utah [Mr., Kixa] what reason has
been advanced for denying to the people of the States an oppor-
tunity to express their desires with reference to this amend-
ment? In answering that I have to say that the only reason I
have heard advanced—but I have not been here during the en-
tire debate—was the one brought forward by the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Kigey], which was that it would work delay, and
his further reason that the method now proposed to be pursued
is the method that has been pursued in adopting all other con-
stitutional amendments,

The other questions propounded to me were those just asked
by the Senator from Arkansas, which embraced the idea I have
already expressed as coming from him, namely, Is it not true
that all other amendments to the Constitution have been sub-
mitted in the same manner in which it is proposed to submit this
pending amendment? All of the late amendments to the Con-
stitution have been so submitted ; but whether always that has
been the rule I am not prepared to say, I confess to some little
embarrassment when I must say that I can not answer with
certainty.

Mr. KIRBY. They all have been.

Mr. REED. I think they all have been.

Now, Mr. President, the Senator asked me a third question—
Why should there be a different method followed here?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, before the Senator
leaves that point will he yield to me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Montana? :

Mr. REED. I yield. (

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I want to say to the Senator
from Missouri that we have been admonished by him and by
other Senators to remember the teachings of the fathers and to
guide and govern our actions by their practices and their
teachings. Immediately upon the adoption of the Constitution
there were at least 10 amendments submitted when the method
was new. Those amendments might very properly have been
submitted to a convention called in each State, for there was a
large number of them; but my recollection is that the fathers
chose the other system. We have followed that system in-
variably down to this time., Does not the Senator think that
that is a good reason why we should continue to do so?

Mr. REED. Well, Mr. President, first let me answer the
Senator's statement, I have frequently said in this Chamber
that I have great regard for the wisdom of the framers of our
Constitution and that I did not believe that those policies of
government which they had inaugurated and under which we
had lived and by virtue of which we have become the greatest
nation of the world ought to be disregarded and treated lightly
or set aside without mature deliberation, and all of that I re-
affirm. But as to questions of policy of government, such ques-
tions as the Monroe doctrine, such questions as the United
States keeping herself free from entangling alliances, to all of
these ancient doetrines my distinguished friend and those who
are with him have turned aside their faces. Now, the Senator
comes to me and asks me, on a mere matter of procedure, not a
matter involving the principle itself, that we should be bound
by the procedure they took.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri again yield?

Mr. REED. I do.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do not understand that that is
the position taken by the Senator from Missouri. I understand
his argument is that it is a fundamental right of the people of
the States in a referendum to decide this matter, rather than
that it should be decided by the legislatures of the States. I
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do not understand that the Senator has heretofore argued that
this is a mere matter of choice between two procedures. I
understand his argument to be that it is a question of sub-
stantive right of the people to pass upon these questions. I
called his attention to the fact that we are pursuing the policy
that was pursued by the fathers, for obviously they thought it
was the better policy. Now, the Senator seems to think that at
the present time, at least, the policy of the fathers is not the
one we ought to follow.

Mr. REED. Oh, I do not think anything of the sort in the
sense that the Senator puts it. There are really two questions
presented here: One is, Shall the people of the States be de-
prived of the right, which they have reserved in their constitu-
tions, to determine the gualifications of the voters of their re-
spective States—shall that right be taken away from them by a
Federal amendment? Upon that I answer that it ought not to
be taken away, first, because to take it away is violative of the
very genius of our dual system of government, a government by
independent States and by a central nation at the same time.
Upon that we have the wisdom of the fathers, for they so wrote
the law. We have the experience of the country and we have
the prineiple of government that the people of every. State ought
to have the power o name their own electorate, especially when
that electorate is voting only on loeal affairs, and that when the
Federal Government comes in, contrary to the wisdom of the
fathers—to which the Senator from Montana now appeals for
the first time in many months and which he has been assidu-
ously denying all along—and proposes to deprive the people of
the States of the right they have reserved in their constitutions
to themselves to change the qualifieation of voters, that is an
impingement and an impairment of the very structure of our
Government. Now, that is the first question. But when you
come to the question how that Constitution shall be amended,
the particular form to be followed is a matter of procedure and
is not a matter of principle, except that you may follow a pro-
cedure which will be caleulated to deny the people a right or
calculated to extend to them a right.

It is true, I believe, that in the past we have followed the
method of submission to the legislatures, but it is also true that
when the fathers wrote the Constitution they provided two
methods,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I am calling the
attention of the Senator to the fact that, when they were called
upon to make a choice between the two methods, they chose the
one we propose to follow while you propese another one.

Mr. REED. They proposed two methods.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Yes; but when they were obliged
to make a choice between the two methods, they chose the one
that you propose to cast aside.

AMr. REED. They proposed two methods, and when they came
to submit their amendments it is true they submitted these
amendments to the legislatures of the States. Very well; let
the precedent stand for whatever value there is to it; but let me
call attention to the difference in conditions. In those days the
smaller population all over the country, the fact that every
man was closer to the public guestions of the day, the faet
that every one of these questions had been discussed for years
and that the prineiples of government which were involved in
the constitutional amendments upon which the vote was about
to be taken had been the subject of debate, and political align-
ments had been made, so that a legislature elected might be
well said to go there instructed and with a full understanding of
what the people wanted, may have been very great factors in
determining the question.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr, President, I think the Senator
is quite right about that. The very subject before us, however,
has been debated before the people of this eountry for 75 years
or more.

Mr. REED. Now, T will answer that. The very subject be-
fore us has been debated by the people of the United States—
by n few of the people of the United States—for n good while;
it has been debated by a few agitators——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Does not the Senator think that
as many have participated in fhat debate as participated in the
debate of the fundamental principles expressed in the first 10
amendiments to the Constitution?

Mr. REED. Not in the same proportion, nor anything like it.
I will tell you how the debate has been conducted in my State.
I know something about what has gone on there. It has been
the subject of laughter and jest more than of any serious con-
sideration., Ladies have come, ns I said the other day, and
asked to address audiences that were called together by Demo-
crats or Republicans. They have been aceorded the platform
and have spoken their little piece, bowed themselves out, and

* the business of the evening went on. Nobody regarded it in a

very serious way. We had a vote on it. There was not any
debate during that campaign on woman suffrage, except en one
gide, Some of the ladies turned out amd spoke for it. I be-
lieve I state the truth when I say that the great mass of the
women of Missouri were totally indifferent to it, and when
they got through the people voted it down by 140,000 majority.

In the days when the Constitution was first amended, when
the Bill of Rights was added, when Thomas Jefferson was
gathering in his two hands, fizuratively speaking, the lovers of
human liberty and molding them into a tremendous force for
the perpetuation of liberty, the burning issues of liberty were
flaming in the hearts of all the people.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. And he submitted them to the
legislatures of the States.

Mr. REED. Yes; he submitted them to the Ilegislatures.
Take the full benefit of that. Now, I am going to show you a
reason that ought to appeal—and weuld appeal to anybody but
a suffragist—why this ought to be distinguished from the ordi-
nary method of submission. Several States of the Union had
the original right to fix the qualifications of their voters, and
they proceeded in nearly every instance to write those qualifiea-
tions into their eonstitutions. They did so for the purpose of
depriving the legislatures of any power or right ever to change
those qualifications. Now it is proposed to take an action by
which three-fourths of the States of the Union may change the
fundamental law of this country so as to ehange the qualifica-
tions of the voters of a State aganinst the will of the people of
that State. Upon such a question as that, where the people
have reserved to themselves in their constitution the right to
fix the qualifieations, the least that this body ean do is te pre-
serve to the people in the form and manner of submission th.e
right to express their opinioms. That is what

this amendment from every other amendment, and the Jline of
demareation and of distinetion is so plain that any man, except a
suffragist, ean see it: and a suffragist can see it, but will not
admit it. That is the reason.

I will take a conerete ease. I went over it yesterday, but I
venture to repeat it in substanece. My own State, with 3,500,000
people, has an electorate of many hundred thousand. Those
people have written a econstitution and said, *“ We will pot
again change the qualifications of voters; the legislature shall
not do it.” Now, we propose o say to these people, “ The legis-
lature ghall or may do it; and not only your legislature, but, if
your legislature should vote agajast it, the legislntures of other
States ean change the qualifications of the voter, whieh you
expressly reserved to yourselves.” We ask at least that you
give our people in some manner amnd form the opportunity to
vote on this amendment ; that if you pass it you will at least
give us the privilege of having an election and of selecting our
delegates to a convention to pass upon this particular question,
and te that extent you will save fo them a portion of the rights
they sought to reserve in their constitution. Why ig not that
fair? Why is not that reasonable, and why should not Demo-
erats here grant it?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an inter-
ruption?

Mr. REED. I am quite content to stop, but I will yield to the
Senator.

Mr. KING. Apropos of the discussion which was provoked
by the statement of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kikey],
with respect to the manner of submitting the first 10 amend-
ments and other amendments, my recollection of the historical
circumstances attending the first 10 amendments is this:
Patriek Henry, particularly, and some other Virginians, tendered
some 13 or 14 amendments to the Constitution of the United
States, 10 of which constitute the first 10 amendments to that
instrument. Those amendments were submitted to the people
for discussion, and were earnestly discussed from the North to
the South, many of those who were afterwards followers of
Hamilton and the Federalist Party opposing the amendments
and the followers of Mr. Jefferson and others supporting them.
The legislatures chosen to pass upon the amendments were
selected with reference to their views upon the amendments, so
that in effect they econstituted conventions selected by the
people fo vote upon the ratification of the amendments. The
same can be sald with respect to the eleventh amendment; the
same can be said with respect to the fourteenth and fifteenth
amendments, because they were live issues; they were presentedl
to the people, all eyes were focused upon the same, and the
members of the legislatures were largely, if not entirely,
selected because of their support of or their opposition to those

amendments.

Now, with respect to the legislatures that are at present in
existence, some of which have been recently elected and some
of which were elected two years ago, with half of the Senators




1919.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

627

holding cver for four years—many of them were selected with
reference to local issues, with reference to questions not involv-
ing woman suffrage at all; so that in submitting to the legisla-
tures in many of the States the proposed amendment it will
*be found that a portion or all of their members were elected upon
other issues. The question of amending the Constitution of the
United States, as contemplated in the resolution under consid-
eration, was not an issue when they were elected, and they were
chosen without reference to their views upon this question.

Mr. REED. I thank the Senator for his statement; it is
very clear. That is not all, Mr. President. In ordinary elec-
tions in the States, when there is no matter of special impor-
tance, it is frequently the case that you have great difficulty
in getting anybody to go to the legislature who amounts to very
much. I do not think that I would be guilty of a breach of
courtesy even if I stated the plain fact that there have been
times in this country when a man who was a member of the
legislature of some State would apologize when he announced
the fact; and, as was said the other day, it was because legis-
latures were so susceptible to influence, because so many scan-
dals broke out in them, that the important matter of the elec-
tion of United States Senators was taken away. from the legis-
latures altogether. In the Senator's own State of Montana one
conspicuous case arose in which I know that the Senator and
his colleague took a distinguished part in favor of purity and
decency ; but it was one of those cases that contributed mate-
rially to the sentiment in favor of a direct vote of the people.
I do not know whether we improved the personnel of the Sen-
ate; I do not know, if we keep on having these expensive elec-
tions, whether we will have improved the moral tone of the
;I:ethod of election. That is a question fo be determined in the

iture,

Mr. President, there are some Senators here from the South.
I want to talk to them for a minute, not on the lines pursued
by my friend Mr. SymiTH this morning. I leave that argument
to Senators fromr distinetly Southern States. Missouri is in
the twilight zone, in a way, between the North and the South.
We have the virtues of both, and the vices of neither. I do not
know in how many Southern States this question has been sub-
mitted to a popular vote in any form. It has just been sub-
mitted in Texas, the great Empire State of the Southwest, that
came into this country as an organized and independent gov-
ernment, that has always proudly asserted its independence as
a State, and whose people have always justly exhibited a pride
in their great Commonwealth. The people have just voted in
that State, and in a very decisive vote have repudiated woman
suffrage. Now the Senators from that State, both of whom I
esteem very highly, have this question to answer by their vote
on this amendment; and I hope they will understand that I am
not trying to make this unpleasantly personal, because that is
not my object.

This is the question: Would you now cast a vote the effect
of which may be, so far as Texas is concerned, to have the
present legislature, elected upon a different issue, convened
and have it declare for the ratification of this amendment, in
the face of the decision of the people at the election just held?
Or will you, at least, say this to the people of Texas, * While
I voted to submit this proposed amendment to the Constitu-
tion, I also voted for the Underwood amendment, which reserved
to the people of the State of Texas the right to elect delegates to
a convention and to give them the instructions of the people of
Texas” ?

That is the question that is presented there.
Senators will answer that as they ought to answer it.

Mr., WALSH of Montana. Mr. President—— ;

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. REED. Oh, yes; I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Before the Senator takes his seat,
a very interesting question was precipitated yesterday by the
discussion of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoon] in
respect to whieh I should like to have the views of the Senator
from Missouri. If this amendment should prevail, what is the
Senator's view as to the machinery for conducting the election
under which the delegates to the conventions in the various
States should be selected? Is it his view that it should be
provided by the State legislatures, or that Congress should
provide it?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to
answer that question in a moment, and let me pursue for the
present the theme I was on?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Certainly.

Mr. REED. I shall be very glad then to answer it; and if
I start to take my seat without answering it, I hope somebody
will call my attention to it, because I think the answer is very
simple, plain, and easy.

Of course

= Now I address myself to other Members from Southern
tates.

We all know that it has been the commonly understood
sitnation that in the South the women have not desired the
right of suffrage and that the sentiment has been strongly
against suffrage. There have been more reasons than one for
that. One of those reasons undoubtedly arises out of the race
question. Another reason is probably found in the fact that
for the most part the ladies of the South are intensely wedded
to their home life, and are but little inclined to thrust thems-
selves into public affairs; and I think I can say, without at all
disparaging the women of other parts of the country, that at
least it is true that one of the most glorious types of woman-
hood that ever beautified and rendered sweet and lovely this
old earth is the women of the South. Down in the South you
have taught State rights—a doctrine which was originally
fundamentally right, if properly understood, but to which I
have always thought the South gave too extreme a construc-
tion, that resulted in the endeavor of the South to withdraw
from the Union, for I do not believe that right ever existea;
but I do say, as I ought to say in passing, that the man who
would harshly judge the South to-day for the position that it
took would be a most ungenerous man.

The doetrine that the State of Georgia or the State of Missis-
sippl or the State of South Carolina was a little republic in
itself, whose people controlled its own affairs, and which in
all local matters was a sovereign, with only the limitation that
certain rights that had been yielded to the Federal Government
should, of course, be subtracted from the sum total of the
powers that the State otherwise would have had as a complete
sovereignty—that doctrine was a splendid doetrine. It has
been close to the hearts of the people of the South. It has, sir,
been very close to the hearts of all men who have understood the
dangers of centralized government. How can men from the
South be found who will vote to take away the very thing that
constitutes the control of the destiny of every State, that thing
being the electorate itself? How can you, who have sought to
retain as large a measure of power and control in your own
States as possible, go back to your people and justify this sur-
render of that right which lies at the very foundation of all
your rights, and which, when legislation follows, may be found
to constitute the means by which the entire election machinery
of your State will go into the hands of Federal agents?

We might just as well look this question in the face. When
politics run high, as they will again, and when passion rides in
its chariots of fire across this land, as it will again, and when
the clamors go up from the dark sisters of the South that
they are mot being permitted to vote, and the sisters of the
North who belong to the political party that feels that it is
losing votes down South get aroused, I want to say to you,
Senators, you are very likely to get some legislation compared
with which the force bill will be a gentle and merely persuasive
measure. So I say that men of the South ought at least to give
their people a chance to vote on this question.

There was something said here in the argument to-day—and
I am occupying the floor when I did not expect to stand here
more than a moment—to which I want to allude, because of the
fact that people of the different parts of this country know
their own affairs, and that they may be misled by judging the
entire country by the conditions of their own States or people.

I readily confess—I not only readily confess, but I gladly
insist—that the people of the State of Montana, with its not
very large population, with its boundless opportunities, its un-
developed resources, may properly decide a guestion in favor of
women voting, when under the conditions in other States it
might be highly unwise. I know—any man who has visited the
great West knows—that the people of these Western States that
are sparsely settled are closer to their government and know
more about their public men and public affairs than the people
of the great congested States. An entirely different proposition
is presented. I do not know what the vote of Nevada is to-day,
but, if I recall aright, a few years ago, when I was serving on
the executive committee of the national committee, I think
they had a total vote of about 25,000 in the State. That vote is
not as large as the votes of some wards of some cities.

In a population of that kind, if a man is a candidate for Sena-
tor or governor, every man, woman, and child in the State knows
him and knows all about him. It is an intimate and close rela-
tionship that exists. They know his publie life; they know his
private character; and not only the men, women, and children
know him, but every well-bred dog recognizes him. So I some-
times think that it is a greater compliment to be elected from
one of those States than it is to be elected from a great, big
State, where they do not know the men so well.

The women in those Western States, with their environment
and their surroundings, are closer to public affairs than they
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are in the great, congested centers, I suppose there is not a
lady of any intelligence in the State of New Mexico who does
not know all about the distinguished Senators from that State.
They know about their past and their present and, as nearly as
anything human can judge, they know about what their future
is going to be. They know who are the members of the legis-
lature. They know the questions that are arising out there
that affect them and affeet their State. They have all been
talked over. I do not mean to say that they have not anything
else to do, but the life of the whole State is close to them.

Let us take New York City. I do not pick it out as a place of
ignorance, but as a place of great numbers, The average lady
in New York City does not know her Congressman or what his
name is. There are a good many men who do not know. A
good many hardiy know where the capital of their State is,
and they are not intensely ignorant at that. The problem is
afar off. There are too many theaters and moving pictures and
cabarets, and there are too many matters of interest happening
every day, tens of thousands of events where there is one hap-
pening out in these Western States; and that is not a dis-
paragement of the Western States. Nobody ever heard me
disparage the Western States. If I had my life to live over
again, I would rather go in a place like that than in any other
place in the world. So that it is so outrageously unjust for the
people of one State to try to force a law upon the people of
another State.

What right have I as a citizen of Missouri, or what right have
the people of Missouri, or what right has the Legislature of
Missouri, to say who shall vote in the sovereign State of Texas,
when the people of Texas by their vote have just decided that
question? And what right has Texas to say who shall vote in
Missouri, when the people of Missouri are capable of deciding
that question for themselves, -and have decided it in recent
years? What right have I to go down into Mississippi—a State
where I have never had the privilege of visiting, but a State
which I respect, and whose people I respect—and try to tell
those people down there whom they ought to allow to vote?
What right have I to insist that the question shall be submitted
to a legislature composed in most of the States of the Union,
when they are picked up at ordinary by-elections, of men who
have very little to do, and who are sent to the legislature to
fill out a ticket?

Why, I tell you, sirs, that I have attended many political
conventions in my State—and I cite it because it is as good
a State as there is anywhere—and I have attended many politi-
cal conventions where, when we got through making up the
rest of the ticket, we would have to canvass the convention
to find men who would let us put their names on the ticket
for the legislature. Now, why not give the people of these
States a chance to elect delegates to a convention, at least?
Why not give to the people of the State of Texas the right,
before their privilege of fixing the qualifications of their
voters shall be taken away from them, at least the right to
express their opinions through delegates elected by the people
and sent to a convention? How ecan any man justify a denial
of that?

The Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsm] asked me a ques-
tion, which was——

Mr., WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, let me remark that
the Senator apparently feit that I was endeavoring to ask him
a hard question. I am sure that it was a very easy one for
the Senator to answer. I did not intend to put it as a poser to
the Senator at all.

Mr. REED. Oh, I know the Senator did not, and I did not
mean to make any reply that would give the impression that
the Senator had. I am unfortunate when I talk in doing it in
a sort of a brutal way, I guess. I do not mean if.

My opinion is that the problem is very easy of solution. All
that is necessary in the world is for the legislatures of the
various States, when they meet, to pass a simple statute pro-
viding for the selection of delegates to a convention, to be
held at a certain time, to consider and pass upon the amend-
ment. That machinery may be easily called into play by simply
employing the ordinary machinery of elections for the purpose
of taking the ballot. Of course, I would say, as a matter of
preference, just my opinion that comes to me on my feet, that
probably could be done best at some general election when the
people would turn out.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly.

Mr. REED. But, of course, the elections could be held before
that, if the legislatures of the States should meet in time, or,
if we are to have extra sessions, they could be convened for that
purpose as well as the other.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, the legislature could or

could not call a convention, as it saw fit.

Mr. REED. Yes,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. And, of course, legislatures that
were against woman suffrage would not eall a convention.

Mr. REED. I do not think that would follow.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That would be the natural political
tendency, would it not?

5 Ihlir REED. I would not say so. I do not think that would
ollow.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Is it not a fact that it would re-
sult, first, in a contest before the legislature over the question
as to whether a convention should be called, then a contest
would occur before the people over the election of delegates to
the convention, and finally a contest would ensue before the
convention as to whether it should be adopted or not; and does
it not mean there would be three fights over this matter, and
that is the reason why the Senator desires to pursue that
method?

Mr. REED. No; that is not the reason, not as the Senator
puts it. It is true there might be a contest as to whether the
convention should be called, but if there was any large senti-
ment in favor of the propoesition I have not the slightest doubt
of its being called even by a legislature that upon a vote on the
main question might be against it, and for this reason——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But, Mr. President——

Mr. REED. Permit me to complete the sentence. The argu-
ment that the people have the right to express their opinion, and
this is a means provided for the expression of that opinion,
would be a very potential argument.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I agree with the Senator, but he
will bear in mind that is exactly what we are now asking and
what he is resisting.

Mr. REED. Oh, no.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We are asking that the people be
given an opportunity, and he is objecting even to the submission
of it. If he were a member of the Legislature of the State of
Missouri, how eould he consistently, with his record here, vote
to call a convention?

Mr. REED. The Senator does not state my position with the
fairness he usually manifests. You are not asking that the
people be given a chance to vote. You are asking that the
legislatures be given a chance to vote, and we, by this amend-
mr.;ut. are asking that the people should be given a chance to
vote.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should like to ask the Senator
just one further question. If this joint resolution had been
originally introdueed with a proposition to submit it to conven-
tions called in each of the States, would the Senator have voted
for it?

Mr. REED. I would have declined to vote for it and for the
reason——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly.

Mr. REED. I say it is a question that belongs exclusively
to the people of each State. That is well known to be my posi-
tion. But if T was a member of niy State legislature and the
question was presented as to whether the people of the State
should have the right to vote on suffrage, and there was any
considerable sentiment in favor of it, I would vote to give the
people a chance to have that vote and decide that question.
Now, I follow the Senator along in his objection. I do not think
there would be any difficulty in getting the legislature to pass
a law for submission ; at least, there would not be any difficulty
if there was any considerable sentiment in favor of the measure,
At least there would be no difficulty in getiing a convention
called by any legislature that would ratify this amendment.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I agree with the Senator.

Mr. REED. Therefore you will not lose an hour or a second
there.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The guestion would be presented
in exactly the same way. Those legislatures that are in favor
of the amendment would call conventions, and those that were
against it would not call the convention.

Mr. REED. Very well. If you had three-fourths of the legis-
latures of the States in favor of suffrage, you would get your
conventions in three-fourths of the States.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly.

Mr. REED. And if you did not have three-fourths of the leg-
islatures or could not get them ultimately, you never could pass
your amendment.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly, and you would have three
fights to make instead of one.

Mr. REED. Let us discuss the fights as a separate proposi-
tion. The point I am making now is that there is no founda-
tion whatever in your claim that you would be delayed because
the legislatures would not act by calling the conventions, be-
cause every legislature that would vote for suffrage, that would
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vote to ratify this amendment outright, would certainly vote to
call a convention. So you do not lose a minute. You do have
to go and ask the legislatures to cast that vote, and if you do,
that affords a little time while that law is being passed, and
it may be passed at any session of the legislature for the people
to disceuss nnd understand the question.

There would be a little delay in calling this convention. How
much delay? Just enough delay so that there eould be fair
discussion by the people. Do you want this thing or do you
not want it? Do you want to change your fundamental law or
do you want to retain it as it is? Before you change a funda-
mental Inw that has been a part of the Constitution of the
United Stites since the foundation of the Government, that has
been engraven in the constitutions of the several States from
the first, there ought to be a little period of discussion when
the people have that issue segregated out and presented to them
sharply for their consideration, and two months’ time or three
months' time and a debate before the people will do no harm.

There would be three fights, says the Senator. There never
ought to be a change in the fundamental laws of this country
without discussion, and that is what the Senator means by a
fight. If this measure is so sacred and so holy and if it ear-
ries so much of good as is contended, then the proponents of it
can woll afford to argue its blessings to their people and let
their people become wise and advised. :

Now, we have elected a convention of delegates. We have
proceeded to that point. How much time does it take for them
to act? Just a reasonable time fo debate and discuss this one
question and vote upon it. Such a convention as that ought {o
meet, organize, debate the proposition, and adjourn in less than
five days' time, Probably if there was a decisive vote it would
meet, organize, and adjourn on the same day. So there is
nothing in the claim that this works an endless delay. The
truth is that those who stand here erying for suffrage in the
name of democracy are afraid to submit this question fo a
general vote,, They are fleeing from a general vote. Those
who stand here pronouncing encomiums upon the rights of the
cltizens of the Republic to vote regardless of sex are trying to
deny the right to vote to the great electorate of this country
upon this Important question, There is no escape from that.
That is all there is in it. The thing we are appealing for now
is that the people shall have the right to vote at least to the
extent that is provided by the Underwood amendment. How
can you deny it to us?

I know some people think this is a political question that
ought to be settled so that we can play a little polities. Witness
the ambitious rivalry of Democratic and Republican leaders,
Demoerats got together in the last days of the last session say-
ing if we do not put this through the Republicans will put it
~through at the next session. So we will put it through regard-
less of the merits, in order that we may get the votes of the
Women. (]

Mr. PHELAN, Mr. President——

Mr. REED. And when this session is convened, behold the
spectacle!  Before the new committees were organized the
Democratic chairman rushed forward with this bill, without
a report from a committee, standing here like another Ajax, not
defying but inviting the lightning, and declaring “ here is the
Democratiec Party ready to give you suffrage,” all in the hope
of getting the votes of the women.

Then upon the other side there is the little filibustering tac-
ties to delay action by the Democrats, so that committees may
be organized and the Republicans can bring in the bill and
they can coddle the ladies and deceive them by the ardor of
their advances., Although there is business of the most press-
ing character, and although appeal after appeal has come for
hearings, they have set aside all that, and the manly form of
the Senator from Indiana [Mr, Warsow], stretched to its fullest
height, is visible upon the floor demanding instantaneous ac-
tion, by attitude and manner at least declaring to all these
Jadies, * behold, I alone am the true lover of women. The Re-
publiean Party has always opened its hearts and its arms and
its embraces to your cause, and we are the real champions of
this measure.”

Why this performance? For the cheap clap-trap politieal
purpose of trying to get some votes, not because of the merits of
the case. Let me tell these valorous and knightly gentlemen
upon both side that they reckon without the intelligence of
women. If the women of this country are fit to exercise the
sacred privilege of citizenship and voting then they will never
vote the Democratic ticket or the Republican ticket because
of the performances of either of these echampions of their cause.
They will see and have seen through the thin veneer of your
pretenses and have understood your motives from the first, and

know as well what you are up to as your wife knows when you'

. you are going for a game of poker.

adorned the beauty, while beauty in turn graced them.

tell her you are going down town on business and she knows
[Laughter.] Well, look-
ing for a game of pinochle, then.

It may be that women are not by reason of mental attitude,
not from lack of mentality, as well qualified for suffrage as men,
but when it comes to the question of knowing what you are up
to and seeing clear through you, they ean see through the little
shams and pretenses of a man in the dark of the moon without
a star shining when you could not see through them if you had
a microscope that magnified a thousand times. They know ex-
actly what you are trying to do here to-day. They understand
all about it, and In their hearts they despise you for if, and
they play upon you one against the other just as women have
played with foolish men since Eve and Adam met in the Gar-
den of Eden.

How thrilling it was yesterday when the Senator from In-
diana [Mr. Warsox], standing at his full height and speaking
in a round rich tone, said as he waved his finger in the air in
true dramatic style, “ 1 shall insist that the Senate remain in
session to-morrow until this great measure is passed.” Did he
sce the women flocking to the polls in Indiana and demanding
ballots for WaTtson for anything he wanted? But I warn him
that the women in Indiana if they come to vote will have
* other fish to fry,” and other attachments to follow, and other
questions to determine. The glorious vision of yesterday will
have departed from their recollection. The inspiring scene will
be lost in the limbo of time, the days of forgetfulness will have
covered the great event, and in the silence of the grave it will
be lost with many other celebrated and wonderful events.

Yon Democrats who talked about initiative and referendum;
who went up and down your States declaring that it was the God-
given right of the American citizen to cast a vote on every ques-

| tion ; who insisted that legislatures acted so improvidently and so

thoughtlessly that it was not safe to trust them with the final
enactment of a law; who declared that in every instance the
people of the State should have the right to demand a reference
to them of every act passed by the legislature; and who, when
you secured the enactment of such a statute in the Western
States, impressed upon your people that you had brought to them
a new charter of liberty, a new Declaration of Independence, n
new and splendid guaranty of the rights of man—we ask you
for a referendum of this constitutional question, and we point
out the way for that referendum under the Constitution of the
United States, and you propose to sit here with your speeches in
favor of referendum votes in the one hand and a denial of a
referendum vote in the other. How are you going to justify it?

Let me tell you something you will have to reckon with, you
gentlemen who are foreing this measure. You will have to
reckon with that large class of women who de not want the vote
at all, who have never asked for it, who do not want to be equal
to men, because they have always held themselves to be superior
to men. You have got to reckon with that large class of women
who are not so vocal in their desires, who stay by the fireside and
in the homes, and who are not taking orders from anybody ;
who are not repudiating old policies because they are told to do
so. I venture the prediction that, whereas you may gain some-
what of the foree of some who may advoeate this cause, you may
lose some on the other side.

Why not let the voters in the States have a vote on it? Texas
has just voted. Why not let her have anofher vote? My State
voted three years ago. I am willing to have a vote to-merrow ;
and if the people of the State of Missouri vote for woman suf-
frage, it is all right with me. So far as I am concerned, I do not
think I would lift my voice about it. We ask for a referendum
vote. I want to keep on repeating it to you referendum men who
insist that the people have a right to a referendum vote on
everything : What are you going to say when we ask for a mere
referendum vote? Consisteney is a rare jewel. I would like to
see that jewel set firmly in the crown of glory and greatness
that adorns the brows of some of my distinguished Democratic
initiative and referendum friends.

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator kindly yield to me for a
moment?

Ar. REED. I will

Mr. ASHURST. I merely wish to say that my view of the
situation is that jewelry is vulgar.

Mr. REED. That depends entirely on who wears it and how
it is worn. Of course, a diamond on a dirty shirt front does
not look well, but I have seen diamonds so worn that they
So I
think we might hang jewels all over the distinguished Senator
and the jewels and he alike would be more resplendent.

How many States have the initiative and the referendum?
Has Iowa a referendum vote? I thought progressive Jowa had

all the new things. ' I know Montana has the referendum vote
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and Wyoming has the referendum vote and Texas has the refer-
endum vote, It is impossible that the Senator from Texas [Mr,
SHEPPARD] should have overlooked the referendum. Missouri
has a referendum vote, and every time the people have voted
they have rejected what the legislature did that was submitted
to them, that without the least variation or shadow of turning,
and I think generally to the benefit of the State. I think Cali-
fornia is progressive enough to have the referendum vote.

Mr, PHELAN. Mr. President—

Mr. REED. I will gladly yield to the Senator from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. PHELAN. I was about to interrupt the Senator a mo-
ment ago, Mr. President, to ask him if it is not true that Con-
gress could provide for the calling of conventions in order to
secure an expression from the people of the States. The Sena-
tor seemed to assume in his argument, in answer to the Senator
from Montana, that it would be necessary for the legislatures to
call the conventions,

AMr. REED. I did not so intend. I said it was the way it
could be done. I did not mean to say that Congress could not
provide it.

Mr. PHELAN. That would defeat your purpose if it was only
possible for the legislature to call the convention?

Mr. REED. O, no; it would not defeat it.

Mr. PHELAN. You seem to have a poor opinion of the legis-
latures. y

Mr. REED. I have not a very exalted opinion of them.
There was a time when men like Patrick Henry and Thomas
Jefferson sat in the assemblies of their States, but really and
candidly I do not know of anybody of that caliber who is run-
ning for the legislature in any State just now.

AMr. PHELAN. The Senator seems to have interrogated me
on the question of the referendum. I want to assure him that I
am in favor of the referendum and will probably support the
amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama. California
is the home of the referendum. We have perfect confidence in
our people and we consult them; and in this amendment before
the Senate I have no question of doubt as to the response which
California will make, because it is already a suffrage State. I
believe in the principle of the referendum and therefore shall
support the amendment.

Mr., REED. I am delighted to find the Senator of that
opinion.

Mr. PHELAN. May I be permitted to finish my statement?

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. PHELAN. 1 wish it were incorporated in the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama that Congress
should provide for the calling of the conventions. I would not
like to leave it to the legislatures, because you first have to
secure the legislature before you can secure the convention.

Mr. REED. Would you think, if we may just converse a
moment about it, that there would be any question of your legis-
lature in California calling a convention?

AMr. PHELAN. The people instructed our legislature—that
is to say, by referendum—against prohibition, and the legisla-
ture the other day voted for prohibition. There seems to be no
communication between the several parties, [Laughter.]

Mr. REED. So much the more reason then for submitting
this question und any other question of importance to the people.

Mr. PHELAN. The people are always right.

Mr. REED. The people are not always right. Of course, they
make mistakes, but the people have the right to say. I think
we should agree on thai, and if the people make a mistake they
can correct it.

Mr. MYERS., Myr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis-
souri yvield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. MYERS. The Senator from Missouri seems to be rather
severe on legislatures. Did not the legislature of Missouri once
eleet the Senator to the United States Senate?

Mr. REED, Is that the end of the guestion?

Mr. MYERS. Noj; I have another question. Do you think
any better result would have been obtained if there had been
a direct vote of the people?

Mr. REED. I will answer both questions. First, the legisla-
ture elected me to the Senate after the people had a primary
that instructed them to elect me—a State-wide primary, where
we had a general vote. .

Mr, MYERS. A primary of your party only?

Mr. REED. Yes; a primary of my party held under the law
under which every man running on the ticket that I was on
would vote for me in the legislature and every Republican
would vote for the Republican candidate. I got a majority of
‘the vores of the State, and I likewise got a majority of the votes
in the legislature.

The Senator asks me whether a better result could have been
obtained if the people had had a direct vote. I can only answer
that by saying that the people ratified and confirmed the action
of the legislature by afterwards electing me by a direct vote.
I do not know but both of them made a mistake. [Laughter.]

I do not claim infallibility for either of them. I do net claim
the legislatures always are wrong. I would not be so under-
stood. Many splendid and very patriotic men get into legisla-
tures; very stupid men get into legislatures; many men who act
from improper motives get into legislatures. The Senator, along
with me, voted to take the right away from the legislatures to
elect Members of the Senate, I believe he voted with me on it;
I know if he did not he stood with me on it, for legislatures
have been found wanting.

Now, I am delighted to find what the Senator from California
says, and if I was understood as meaning that Congress could
not provide the means, I was misunderstood. I directed myself
to the question of the Senator from Montana, and I answered
him in part merely and answered otherwise, and thank the Sen-
ator for his correction.

Mr, President, if we could get one or fwo more votes of men
who believe in the initiative and referendum, we would be all
right here to-day.

Mr. ASHURST.
for an interruption?

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. ASHURST. I want to point out to.the Senator that,
even should the Senate adopt the amendment, it would be of no
utility. I think I can demonstrate that to him in a moment. I
am not without sympathy for the amendment of the Senator
from Alabama, but there is no use to waste time in trying to do
that which will not be done. Suppose the Senate should to-day
adopt this amendment. It would go to conference, and under the
present make-up of the committees of conference the conferecs
would recede in five minutes from the Senate’s amendment. be-
cause both the committee of the House and the committee of the
Senate are opposed to this amendment or to any other amend-

Mr. President, will the Senator pardon me

ment. The Senator from Missourli knows that as well as I
know it,
Mr. REED. Well, now the Senator——

Mr. ASHURST. Let me finish.

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. ASHURST. What I say here is as well known as any fact
can be to anybody, that both the committees are opposed to auy
amendment of any character whatever ; that the conferees would
recede in three minutes; the report would come back to this
body ; and the conference committee's report would not be re-
jected, but would be accepted. We would simply have lost a
week’s time; we would have been fooling ourselves and other
people in attempting to do a vain and useless thing.

I repeat, I am not without sympathy for the amendment, but
it,is of no practical utility whatever to urge it now.

r. REED. Has the Senator from Arizona concluded?

Mr. ASHURST. Yes.

Mr. REED. Now, the Senator brings me some information
which he says I know as well as he knows it—well, I did not
know it. I did not know that the committee of either House of
Congress would deliberately betray its instructions.

Mr, ASHURST. Will the Senator pardon me there?

Mr. REED. Let me finish the statement, and then I will
yield. Whenever the conferees go out from this body with their
minds made up in advance that they will not endeavor to carry
out the action of this body, they go out to betray the body

AMr. ASHURST. Now, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED. And I am not prepared to say that that is the
situation.

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator is uniformly courteous, although
at times he uses, as I myself do—I am a very frequent sinner
in that regard—a word now and then that has a little sting to it.
The conferees on the part of the Senate who would be appointed
wonld not betray the Senate. Conferences are nearly a thou-
sand years old; they go back to the days of the ancient Wite-
nagemote. It has been the rule for centuries that when a matter
is committed to conferees, when one house passes a bill in
one form and the other house passes it in another form, the
house that recedes does not betray. i

Mr. REED. No; but the man who goes out intending not
even to fry to carry out the instructions he receives—the Sena-
tor has objected to my term, so I will not again use it—goes
very far from fulfilling the obligations of his position. I will
put it in that way.

Mr. ASHURST. That might be true; but I will ask the Sena-
tor if he does not believe that what I have related would be
exactly the thing that would take place? If we put this amend-

ment on, does not the Scuator believe that that would take
place?
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‘Mr. REED. XNe; I am not prepared to think that, because I
think it would be discreditable on the part of the Senate con-
ferees to de a thing of that kind. T would think it very dis-
courteous en the part of the House conferees not to give due
and proper and serious consideration to any action of the co-
ordinate legislative branch. To my mind, when the House of
Representatives acts it speaks, so far as one branch of the
legiglature can, for the great American people, for no matter
what may have been said, no matter how may have
been made to belittle it, it is the branch closest to the people,
and it is the only way the great American people have to ex-
press their voice, except as they may now and always have
had that right in this body.

‘Therefore, when the House of Representatives meets and, after
due deliberation, passes upon a measure and sends it here, I
think it is worthy of the most serious consideration, and in any
conference I have ever sat upon—though they have not been
mumerous—I have felt that the representatives of the House
of Representatives had the right to be heard, their epinions to
be weighed, and I never found them unwilling to hear and to
weigh the opinions of the Members of the Senate. Upon the
other hand, when this body speaks in the name of the American
people, so far as one branch of the legislature can so speak, and
when, after debate of days, it adds an amendment of this kind
to n measure, 1 believe, first, that our conferees, as loyal Mem-
bers of the Senate, will endeavor to have it accepted. I do not
sec why a question so well grounded in justice as this would
not receive the cordial ¢onsideration and mayhap the support
of the other House. So I hope my friend will at least give us
his vote; for, if lie does give us his vote, and this matter is
treated so sumnarily that it is disposed of in three minutes,
there will be very little time lost, and he will at least have the
satisfaction of saying te some of us that he gave the people of
our States an opportunity to vote and the peeple of his ewn
State an opportunity to vote.

Mr, ASHURST. DMr. President, in response to the interroga-
tory propounded by the Senator as to whether or not I would
vote for the amendment, let me say that there is not a man in
the Senate Chamber who feels more than do I the necessity for
an amendment to the Federal Constitution to sweep away the
present archaic, reactionary manner of ratifying and passing on
referred amendments. Indeed, Mr. President, as I said the ether
day, under the present situation 431 men Congress ;
if they were of a mind to do so—they would not do seo, Imn*e
hend—but if they were of a mind to do so, they could pass a
joint resolution providing for kingly government or for a govern-
ment directed by the apostles of secialism. "Then, 3,500 men
composing the legislatures of the States could ratify the amend-
ment. So, I repeat, as I said the other day, that mnder the
present archaie reactionary method of submitting amendments
to be passed upon by the legislatures, and not by the people of the
States, 4,000 men constitutienally and legally could sweep away
every vestige of liberty which the American people pessess; and
likewise these 4,000 could transform this Government into a Bol-
shevik government, into a soviet, into a kingly gevernment. But
the American people are not goinl: to do that, for their particu-
lar virtue is the virtue of knowing how to govern themselves and
other people. .

I am in the near future geing fo urge with what poor capacity
I have the preposed constitutional amendment which has been
introduced by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BraxpecEe]
to provide that hereafter when constitutional amendments are
submitted te the States they shall be ratified by the votes of the
people of each State. The reason, however, why I shall not vote
for this particular amendment at this partieular time to be sub-
mitted to a c¢onvention is the following: No constitutional
amendment, except the prohibition amendment, has been more
widely discussed, more theroughly understood, than has this
amendment. All the American people whe ¢an read, all the
American people who receive mail and receive dispatches of any
kind, know that Congress is submitting this amendment. They
know that the legislatures will be in session, and the people will
not be taken unawares. They can petition their legislatures.

Then, again, Mr. President, I hardly think it would be fair
to what I would eall the cause of woman suffrage to make an
exception in this instance, after having amended the Constitution
eighteen times since 1789, and upon each occasion the amendment
having been submitted to the State legislatures. The first 12
amendments were all submitted at one time, and two, I think,

the first and second amendments which were submitted, are still |

pending. The eleventh amendment was submitted to the legis-
latures; the twelfth was sulunitted te the legislatures:; the
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fiffeenth were submitted te the legis-
latures, and the sixteenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth were
submitted to the legislutures,

I hope the Senator will pardon me when I say—and [ want to
say here that what he says on any question, whether I agree
with him or not, carries with me great weight—I somewhat
question the source from which the amendment comes. No man
has a higher regard for the ability and the stalwart statesman-
ship of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoon] than have I,
but I rather suspect—no; I can not use that word—I dread,
rather, that this may defeat, delay, and hinder the celerity with
which I would like to see this amendment adopied.

I think the Senator from Alabama is correct in his philosophy
as to how amendments should be ratified, yet I do not wish to see
this particular one singled out and have it ratified in this way.
I trust, however, that we shall pass a joint resolution submitting
an amendment to the Constitution providing that hereafter no
amendment shall be ratified by a State except by the vote of
the people.

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Mrpr, President, if the Sentor from Mis-
souri [Mr. Reep] will allow me, I should like to suggest to the
Senator from Arizona [Mr. Aspurst] that the fathers some 128
years ago in writing this Constitution provided a method by
which the voice of the people might be heard. I listened with
deliberation and eare to the proponents of this measure for many
months favering the opportunity of the American electorate
to pass on this grave question. Of course, we all know that the
constitutional provision directly gives the epportunity if Con-
gress avails itself of it. I did not rush into offering this amend-
ment, becanse I agree with the Senator that it wonld come
stronger from the propenents of the measure, but when ne one
on that side, after advocating the submission of this question
to the people, proposed the method, and the only constitutional
method by which the voice of the people might really be heard,
I felt that it was not rushing in; that with due modesty I might
myself propose it.

Mr. ASHURST. I am speaking in the {ime of the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Reep], but I want to say again that for the
statesmanship of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator
from Alabama T have the regard. Indeed, so far from
finding fanlt with their spirit of independence, I am inclined to
overpraise it at times.

Now, another thing—and I hope 1 am not offensive when I
say it—I am very certain that, even if we should attach this
method, which provides for ratification by conventions instead
of by the legislatures of the proposed constitutional amendment,
neither the distinguished Senator from Missouri ner the able
Senator from Alabama would vote for the joint resolution,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; but the Senater overlooks the fact
that the pesition the Senator from Missouri and I occupy is not
the propesition of favoring the establishment of the right of
suffrage by the Federal Government and taking it away from
ihe States, but the challenge has been repeatediy hurled on the
floor of the Senate by the proponents of this measure that the
people of the several States had a right to grant this privilege
to the women of the country, and we have merely accepted the
challenge which has been thrown at our feet. We challengze
you to go to the hustings; we challenge you to submit this ques-
tion to the people and net to the legislatures of the States.

If the Senator from Missouri will pardon me for eccupying
his time a moment longer, let us analyze the situation. The
Senator from Arizona thinks that because some 17 or 18 amend-
ments have been adopted by the legisiatures of the States that
forecloses the other method provided in the Constitution. Let
us see as to that. Ten of the amendments constituted the Bill
of Rights, which it was undérstood would be adopted in the
beginning when the original instrument was agreed to. 'Three
of the amendments grew out of the Civil War, settling a great
contest between the people of the sections of this country. Nee-
essarily there was ne issue made as to the right of the people to
vote on the adoption of those amendments. In the case of the
first 10 amendments all of the States were for them, the people
were for them; and in the case of the 3 amendments growing
out of the Civil War the South was on its back and the North
was determined to ratify them and put them in the Constitution.

Ag to some of the later amendments—for instance, the one
changing the decision of the Supreme Court in reference to an
income tax—almost every man on this floor, every man in the
State legislatures, and the people themselves recognized that the
power of the Federal Government in the beginning ecarried the
right to levy an income tax, and that only by a divided court had
that power been taken away from them.

As to the amendment providing for the election of Senators
by the peeple there was mo real opposition. Why delay the
situation in that case when everybody was for it? But when you
come to an amendment of this kind, the second direct attempt to
invade the sovereign rights of the States and give their power
to the Federal Government, it is not such a question as was
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involved in the original amendments; it is a question that in-
volves the very fundamental principles of our Government, a
question that the people of the United States and the people
of the sovereign States alone have the right to pass upon; and
I insist that, if the gentlemen who are proponents of this meas-
ure claim that this proposal should be submitted to the people
in order to give them an opportunity to be heard and to pass
upon it, then they can not deny the propriety and justice of
adopting the only way by which the people of the sovereign
States can reflect their direct will in the acceptance or rejection
of this proposal.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Senator from Arizona makes
the argument that because we have in the past adopted con-
stitutional amendments by votes of the legislatures, therefore
we ought not to change the method of ratification in this in-
stance; yet he stands here telling us that the method of ratifi-
cation by legislatures is so bad that he proposes to support an
amendment to the Constitution which permanently takes away
from them the right of ratification of amendments to the Con-
stitution and confer that power upon the people. When the
Senator comes forward with his amendment he will be met with
the antiquity argument just as completely then as he can now
summon it to his aid, for the argument will then be made,
“ You are trying to change something that has existed all these
years,” If it be true that the State legislatures and Congress
together might pervert the very form of our Government, if
that danger is great enough so that the Senator is willing to
support a constitutional amendment to change it; and if that
method is, as he deseribed it, archaie and unfair, then why
not embrace the chance which is now afforded in the submission
of the proposed pending constitutional amendment? Let us sub-
mit this proposed amendment in a fair way. Why submit it
in an unfair and archaic way? Why not submit it in a fair
and modern way? The argument goes too far, but it is adroitly
made.

I know the Senator from Arizona is distressed, He does not
like to deny the people of his State a right to vote on any ques-
tien that concerns them. He is that kind of a Democrat. Give
them a chance to vote on this matter. Give the people of my
State a chance to vote on it. I am begging for that; I am
asking it in the name of over three and one-half million people.
If you are going to amend the Constitution and force that
amendment upon the people of my State, at least give those peo-
.ple a chance to express their opinion. They are a great people—
not greater than the people of other States, but as great. They
represent the best there is in education, intelligence, patriotism,
independence, and love of country. Let them have a chance to
have a vote to select delegates to do the thing that you say
ought to be reserved to the people always.. Let us have that
chance now, not to-morrow, If it is good and righteous and
fair to change the Constitution so that the people of the States
will always have the right—Iif that is a good thing to do to-
morrow or next week, why not do that good thing to-day? Why
not deal with the question that is before us?

Mr., ASHURST. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri
is one of the ablest lawyers I have ever seen, and he is aware
that there is running all through our law the well-known prin-
ciple that the rule of procedure shall not be changed nor the
statute of limitations shortened while the cause is pending.

Mr. REED. Ah; but the cause is not pending until the vote
is taken here,

Mr. ASHURST. It has been pending, I think, if not techni-
cally at least practically for four years. One of the reasons
why I would not at this time vote for the amendment of the
Senator from Alabama is that I think it would be a change of
the remedy while the case is pending. It would be unusual; it
would be analogous to shortening the period of the limitation
right in the middle of a trial.

Mr. REED. Oh, no; when the trial is on and rights have
been fixed under the law then existing, of course, you can not
change it; but this is a question that has not yet arrived at a
point that it can be said to be “a cause.” When the Congress
shall submit it to the people, then it may be said to be in that
shape; and if after it had been submitted we were to undertake
to change the method of submission, there might be something
in the Senator’s argument; but it is more specious than it is
persuasive. i

But, Mr, President, because the question has been discussed
surely does not justify the Senator’s position, for there is not
a question that will be brought forward involving an amend-
ment to {he Constitution of the United States in the next 50
years that will not have been discussed in some form or other at
some time by somebody. No; the Senator is without a reason:
he has to go back on a referendum or else support the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Alabama. I hope he will sup-

port it; I am begging him to support it; I am asking it in the

name of the people of a great State who will not be given any

chance to express their opinion unless the amendment offered

by the Senator from Alabama is adopted. If they are for it,

they ought to be allowed to register their will; and if they are

#igainst it, no one ought {o deny them the right to protest effec-
vely.

There is another reason that I want to offer. I have often
wanted to go to the Senator’s State—I have heard so much
about it—and I have been so pleased with the people of that
State whom I have met; but I do not know anything about the
Senator’s State except as I hear about it and read about it.
The Senator knows more about Arizona in a moment than I
could learn by reading and studying for 5 years or 10 years, for
he has lived there, and he is a part of the people of that State,
and has the spirit of Arizona—the spirit that is born on the
broad plains, the spirit that sweeps across Arizona’s glorious
face upon the wings of the morning. He knows Arizona, but he
does not know my State, and I do not know his. I would not
deny him the right to have the people of his State vote on a
question involving their fundamental rights.

You ask me my position on this question. If we had the votes
to pass an amendment to the Constitution providing that women
could not vote in the State of Arizona, taking that question out
of the hands of the people of the State of Arizona, or Montana,
or Colorado, or Wyoming, I would not vote for such a proposi-
tion, no matter who told me to, because I would say, “ It is for
the people of those States to regulate their own affairs.” DBut
if such a proposition were brought forward—and it may be
brought forward some day, for the tides run in and the tides
run out, and opinions change with time—if it ever is offered
and I am sitting here I pledge the Senator now that I will vote
against it; and if an amendment is offered which reserves to the
people of the Senator’s State the right to vote and the Senator
wants my vote in favor of that he will get it, because it would
only be the fair thing to do.

There is not anything about this question that need lead us
into doing things that are unfair and unjust. I repeat, so that
my position never will be misunderstood, that if an amendment
were offered here to-morrow that would deny the people of any
of these States where suffrage exists the right to permit their
women to vote I would fight it as hard as I am fighting this,
because it is the State’s business; and I have no right, as a
citizen of Missouri, to interfere with the rights of the people
of Wyoming or Arizona., Surely if the Representatives of those
States asked that their people might vote I would give them
that poor privilege, at least.

Mr. President, I beg pardon for speaking so long.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Warsu of Montana in the
chair), The question is on the amendment of the Senator from
Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoOOD].

Mr. REED. I suggest the absence of a quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Gronna McLean Smith, Md.
Ball Hale McNary Smith, 8. C.
ankhead Harding Moses Smoot
eckham Harris Myers Spencer

Borah Harrizon Nelson Stanley
Brandegee Henderson New Hterlinf
Calder Hiteheock Newberry Butherland
Capper Johnson, Calif.  Norris Bwanson
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex, Nugent Thomas
Culberson Jones, Wash. Overman Trammell
Cummins Kellogig Page Underwood
Curtis L Kendrick Phelan Wadsworth
Dial Kenyon Phipps Walsh, Mass,
Dillingham Keyes Pittman Walsh, Mont,

Kirby Poindexter Warren
Elkins Knox Ransdell « Watson

La Follette Reed Williams
Fernald Lenroot Sheppard Wolcott
France Lodge Sherman
Frelinghuysen McCormick Simmons
Gay McKellar Smith, Ariz. /

The PRESIDENT pro tempore resumed the chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-one Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question is
on the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr.
UxpERWOOD].

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President, the objection which has been
made to the amendment by the proponents of woman suffrage
is that it may delay the final adoption of the suffrage amend-
ment. I plan to hasten consideration. The reason why a delay
might be caused is that the House has passed the amendment
in one form, and it would facilitate matters to have concurrence
by the Senate; but, of course, the Senate is an independent
body, and that is no reason which should be advanced to us.
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Those of us who are in favor of national suffrage, and also in
favor of the determination of all questions affecting the amend-
ment of the Constitution by a vote of the people, desire to see
that an opportunity shall be given to the people to vote; and to
that end I have prepared an amendment to the amendment,
with a view of facilitating the early determination by the peo-
ple of their will upon this subject, so that there will be no need-
less delay. :

I will read the amendment in order to comment upon it.

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama reads
as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the following article be proposed as an amend-
ment to the (,onstltution which shall be valid to all intents and pur-
poses as a part of the Comstitution when ratified by conventions in
three-fourths of the several States.

The Constitution, as the Senate is aware, provides for rati-
fication by three-fourths of the several States “by the legisla-
tures or by conventions, as one or the other mode of ratifica-
tion may be proposed by the Congress.” Therefore the Con-
gress can propose, as the exclusive method of ratification, rati-
fication by conventions; and I take it that the Congress can
also propose the method by which these conventions may be
called.

I would oppose leaving it to the legislatures for the very rea-
son that the legislatures might, if unduly influenced, delay the
ratification by delaying the calling of the conventions. So an
amendment to the Underwood amendment might read as fol-
lows, which I will presently propose:

The conventions shall consist of 100 members, being qualified elec-
tors of the several States, and shall be voted for at large—

That brings the question fairly before all of the people of the
States, not by congressional districts, but at large. It is the
one issue before them.

Shall be elected at large by electors having qualifications to vote for
members of the most numerous branch of the legislature. Such conven-
tions shall be ecalled to meet by the governors of the several States on
the first Tuesday after the first Monday of September, 1919,

That is an arbitrary date, but it serves the purpose of speedily
determining what is the will of the electors, and allows ample
opportunity for the campaign of education.

I therefore submit that as an amendment to the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Alabama. As the legislatures will
not all meet for several years, this plan will, I believe, bring
about an earlier ratification.

While I am on my feet, I happen to have here a very eloquent
testimonial of the wisdom of submitting all matters to a vote of
the people. I do not know that it is entirely relevant; but it is
doubtless interesting, and especially to Senators on the other
side of the Chamber.

In California, the referendum has been frequently used, Cali-
fornia was among the very first States that resorted to the refer-
endum, and, in most instances, it has expressed very fairly the
will of the people. Sometimes, where the educational campaign
has not been sufficiently extensive or intense, there may be a
doubt as to the fair expression of the people. Anyhow, it is the
expression of the men who participate in these elections, and the
‘women, because both the men and the women vote in California.
Therefore it is fair to say that the expression of opinion by the
voters, with or withont an educational campaign, is exactly what
the voters want; and, as the Senator from Missouri gaid, if the
people make a mistake, it is very easy to remedy it by an appeal
from Philip drunk to Philip sober.

What I have in mind is that on May 17 of this year a Member
of this body holding a high and distinguished position undertook
to instruet the people of my State in the political subdivision—
and a very important one—of Los Angeles city as to how to vote.
Of course, we resented it as an intrusion, because the occasion to
which I refer was a municipal election; and all our chartered
rities sacredly hold to the right to determine their local affairs
by and for themselves. I will read the instruction which was
sent out to the city of Los Angeles. I quote from the Los Angeles
Times of May 18, 1919, a stand-pat Republican paper of general
rirculation. It is headed:

BENATOES FOR WOODMAN—REPUBLICAN NATIONAL ORGANIZATION IN THB
FIGHT TO SAVEH LOS ANGELES,

Dr. A Scott, of Mayor Woodman’s campaign committee, yesterda
geceived thu fo!iowing telegram from UnPaedgnﬁmtes Sen.'nt{)r Bn;
MOOT :

Dr. ATE WasHINGTON, May I7,
Los iugelcs'

Senator Lopge joins me in the hope that every Republican will sup-
Bort the Republican candidate for mayor in the coml.ug clg lactlon.
n’'t let this administration point to Los A as a
city a year hence, when the national cnmpaign on. The Naﬂon 1-
Republican. We hope Los Angeles will
REED SMOOT.

I received just now, from the secretary of the Democratic
county committee, this telegram:

Los ANGELES, CALIF., June §, 1919,
Hon. JaMmrs D. PHELAN,
United States Smote, Washington, D. C.:

M. P. Snyder elected mayor of Los Angeles. All papers concede his
election by 15,000 majori &%er now leading by 10,000. City
clerk estimates total vote cast 75,

F. RAY GROVES,

Secretary Democratic County Commitiee.

I merely introduce that now to show that California is strong
for the referendum, and that her judgment is generally right.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President

Mr. ASHURST. Who was elected?

Mr. PHELAN. DMr. M, P. Snyder, mentioned in the telegram, is
a Democrat, and has served that city before, conspicuously and
well, as its mayor. Mr, Woodman is a Republican. Los Angeles
is normally Republican.

I yield to the Senator from Delaware.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I merely wanted to ask what the response
of the city was; and in view of that I wanted to ask the politics
of the successful candidate.

Mr. PHELAN, I have already anticipated that question.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator before he
takes his seat will offer a resolution extending our thanks to
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Satoor] for his services in behalf of
the Democratic Party in Los Angeles.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the
amendment offered by the Senator from California.

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the
amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama the following:

The convenﬁons ghall consist of 100 members, being qualified electors
of the several States, and shall be elected at large Ey clectors having
qualifications to vote for members of the most numerous branch of the
legislature. Such conventions shall be called to meet by the governors

the several States on the first Tuesday after the first Monday of
September, 1919.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- ~
ment offered by the Senator from California to the amendment
of the Senator from Alabama.

The amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and
nays on the amendment submitted by myself.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon
the amendment offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr, UN-
pErwooD]. The Secretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SWANSON (when Mr. MARTIN's name was called). My
colleague [Mr. MarTIN] is detained from the Sendte on account
of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. CorL1]. If my colleague were present, he would vote * yea.”

Mr. THOMAS (when his name was called). I transfer my
general pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
McCuumser] to the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropix-
son] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr]. I transfer
that Ralr to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MarTix] and vote
“nay.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called), I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PExrose]. I
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
SHIELDS] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to announce that my colleague, the
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. SmrTH], is absent from the
Senate on account of illness.

The roll call having been concluded,
nounced—yeas 28, nays 55, as follows:

the result was an-

YEAS—28.
Bankhead Gay McLean Smith, S. C.
Beckham Harrls Moses Stanley
Borah Harrison Oyerman Bwnnson
Brandegee Hiteheock Phelan Underwood
Dial King Reed Wadsworth
Dillingham Knox Simmons Williams
Fletcher Lodge Smith, Md. Wolcott
NAYS—55.

Aghurst Gronna MeCormick Sheppard
Ball Hale McKellar Sherman
Calder Harding MeNary Smith, Ariz.
Capper Henderson Myers Smoot
Chamberlain Johnson, Calif. Nelson Spencer
Culberson Jones, N. Mex, New Sterling

Jones, Wash, Newberry Sutherland
Curtis Kello Norris Thomas
Edm Kendrick Nugent Trammell
Elk Kenyon §e Walsh, Mags,

1 Keyes Ph Walsh, Mont.

Fernald Kirby JIttmnn Warren
France La Follette Poindexter Watson
Frelinghuysen Lenroot Ransdell
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NOT VOTING—I13.

Brandegee MeCumber Pomerene Townsend
Colt Martin Robinson

Owen Shields
Gore I’enrose Smith, G

So Mr. UxpeErwoon's amendiment was rejected.

Mr. GAY. Mt President, in February last, when the vote
was taken on the woman suffrage question, I explained my posi-
tion briefly at that time. My position to-day, Mr. President, is
the same as it was then. There is no doubt in my mind that
women should be given the right to vote. There is doubt, how-
ever, that they will ever receive the privilege they are now ask-
ing by the methods which some of their supposed friends have
adopted. It is a well-known fact that they have finally secured
the necessary two-thirds vote of the Senate of the United States
to pass the Susan B. Anthony amendment and to submit that
amendment to the legislatures of the various States of the
Union. The advocates of the Susan B. Anthony amendment
have won a great victory and are justly entitled to all the praise
and honor which comes with the winning of a battle which has
been fought for so long a time. It is not my intention to at-
tempt to delay this legislation, but I do desire fo present here
and now an amendment which I believe would be ratified by
the necessary 36 States at the next meeting of their legislatures.
I present this as a substitute for the amendment which is now
before you. The amendment which I am about to present was
drafted by the former first assistant attorney general of Louisi-
ana and by the Democratic national commitfeemen from that
State when this mattér was under discussion during the last
session of Congress. It meets the objection that many have to
the Susan B. Anthony amendment and is more liberal perhaps
than the amendment which I have already presented for your
consideration.

Section 2 reads that the several States shall have the aunthority
to enforce this article by necessary legislation, but if any State
shall enforce or enact any law in conflict therewith, then Con-
gress shall not be excluded from enacting appropriate legisla-
tion to enforce it. s

This, Mr. President, gives to the varieus States the right to
enact and enforce laws giving women the right to vote. It
does not leave all questions te Congress, but puts the matter
where those who believe in State rights consider the power
should be vested.

Mr. President, it only requires 13 States to prevent the adop-
tion of the Susan B. Anthony amendment, and I predict that
there are 13 States that will never ratify the amendment which
the Congress of the United States is about to present to the
American people. The last vote in the State of Texas shows
full well how the wind is blowing. .

With the passage of the amendment which T am now present-
ing to you as a substitute for the other amendments which have
been offered, the objection would be removed and the required
number of States would soon pass it and thus give the right of
suffrage to those noble, patriotic, and splendid women of our
country who have so long fought for this right and who so
richly deserve the privilege.

1 offer the amendment which I ask the Secretary to read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
amendment offered by the Senator from Louisiana.

The Secrerany. The amendment is in the nature of a substi-
tute:

Resolved by the Benale and House of Representatives of the United
Btates of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House con-
curring therein), That the following article be to the legisla-

pro )
tures of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution of the

United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of said legislatures,
shall be valid as part of sald Constitution, namely :

ARTICLE —,

SgcrioN 1. That the right of citizens of the United States to vote
shall not be denled or abridged by the United Stateg or by any State on
account of sex.

Spc. 2. That the several Btates shall have the authority to eanforce
this article by necessary legislation, but if any State shall enforce or
enact any laws in conflict therewith, then Congress shall not be excluded
from gnacﬂng appropriate legislation to enforce it.

Mr. GAY. I ask for the adoption of the amendment.

Mr. REED. ILet us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. TRAMMEDRL (when his name was ecalled). I make the
same announcement of the transfer of my pair as on the previous
vote, and I vote “ yea.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). Repeating the
announcement made upon the last vote concerning my pair and
its transfer, I vote * nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, . I wish to announce that my colleague, the
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Sairna], is detained from the
Senate by illness.

| was called).

The resnli was announced—yeas 19, nays 62, as follows:

YEAS—19.
Bankbead Harris Ransdell Thomas
Beckham Harrison Reed Trammell
Dial King Simmons . Underwoed
Fletcher Myers Stanley Wolcott
Gay Overman Swansen

NAYS—02.
Ashurst Gronna MeCormick Sheppard
Ball Hale MeCumber Sherman
Brandegee Harding McKellar Smith, Ariz.
Calder Henderson MeLean Smith, 8. C,
Capper Johnson, Calif,  McNary Smoot S
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex, 05es Spencer
Culberson Jones, Wash, Nelson Sterling
Cummins Kellog, New Sutherland
Curtis Kendrick Newberry Wadsworth
Dillingham Kenyon Norris Walsh, Mass.
Edge Keyes Nugent ‘Walsh, Mont.
Elkins Kirby Page Warren
Fall Knox I’helan Watson
Fernald La Follette Phipps Williams
France Lenroot Pittman
Frelinghuysen Lodge’ Poindexter

NOT VOTING—15.

Borah Hitcheock Tenrose SBmith, Ga.
Colt Johnson, 8. Dak. Pomerene Smith, Md.
Gerry Martin Ilobinson Townsend
Gore Owen Rhields .

So Mr. Gax's amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. If there be no further
amendment as in Conmittee of the Whole, the joint resolution
will be reported to the Senate.

The joint resolution was reported fo the Senate without
amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is in the
Senate and open to amendment. 1If there be no amendment, the
question is, Shall the joint resolution be read a third time?

The joint resolution was read the third time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is, Shall
the joint resolution pnss? The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary proceeded to eall the roll

Mr. BALL (when his name was called). By a special agree-
ment, the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixg] and 1 are
paired with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHizLps].
The senior Senator from Tennessee is absent on account of ill-
ness in his family. If he were present, 1 would vote “ yea.”

Mr. CALDER (when his name was called). On this question
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. TowxseExp] is paired
with me in the affirmative against the senior Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. PExrosE] in the negative. If I were at liberty
to vote, I wounld vote * yea.”

Mr. KING (when his name was called). I have a pair with
the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHixLps] and the
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bati]. If T were permitted to
vote, I should vote in the affirmative, but owing to the pair I
withheld my vote.

Mr. MCLEAN (when his name was called). On this question
1 am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. Cort]
and the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]. T therefore with-
hold my vote. 1f I were at liberty to vote, I should vote * nay.”

Mr. SWANSON (when Mr. MazrTin's name was called). My
‘colleague [Mr. MArTIN], as previously stated, is detained from
the Senate on aceount of illness. He is paired with the Sena-
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] and the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. Joansox]. If my colleague were present, he would
vote “nay ™ and the two Senators with whom he ig paired would
vote ** )‘&L"

Mr. KNOX (when Mr. Pexposc’'s name was called). As
already announced by the junior Senator from New Yeork [Mr.
CarpEr], my colleague [Mr. PExrosg] is paired with the junior
Senator from New York and also with the senior Senator from
Michigan [Mr. TowxseEsp]. My colleague has requested me to
state that if he were present he would vote “ nay.”

Mr. MCEELLAR (when Mr. SHiELps's name was called).
The senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SHiELDs] is unavoid-
ably detained on business and is paired with the junior Senator
from Utah [Mr. King] and the junior Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Barn]. X

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when the name of Mr. SatirH of Georgia
The senior Senator frem Georgia [Mr. Saura]
wired me and asked that a pair be arranged for him on this
question, which has been done. He also asked me to announce
that if he were present he would vote against the passage of
the joint resolution. i

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague [Mr. Sanrs of Georgia] is paired
with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owex] and the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Rominsox]. Aly colleague is detained by
iliness. ;

Mr. NEWBERRY (when Mr. Tow~NseEND's name was cnlled).
My colleague [Myr. Towxsexnp] Is detained at home by illness In
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his family. He is paired as previously announced. He desired
me to state that if present he would vote * yea.”

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE].
Understanding, however, that if he were present he would vote

just as I am about to do, I am at liberty to disregard the pair

for the nonce. I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded. :

Mr. KIRBY. I announce the unavoidable absence of the senior
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosixsox], who would have voted
for the joint resolution if present. He is paired and his pair
has been announced.

Mr. McLEAN, 1 find that I can transfer the pair which I

heretofore announced to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. POMERENE], -

which I do and vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to announce that the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. Pomerese], for whom a pair has been arranged,
is unavoidably detained outside the Capitol and unable to be
here. I wish to announce that if present he would vote against
the passage of the joint resolution.

The roll call resulted—yeas 56, nays 25, as follows:

YEAS—56.

Ashurst Harding MeCumber Ransdell
Capper Harris McKellar Hheppard
Chamberlain Henderson McNary Sherman
Culberson Jehnson, Calif, Myers Smith, Ariz,
Cuommins Jones, N. Mex. Nelson Smoot
Curtls Jones, Wash. New Spencer

1ge Kellogg Newherry Stanley
Elkins Kendrick Norris Sterling
Fall Kenyon Nugent Sutherland
Fernald Keyes Page Thomas
TFrance Kirb, Phelan Walsh, Mass,
Frelinghuysen La F%Ih'ttc Phipps Walsh, Mont.
Gronna Lenroot Pittman Warren
liale MeCormick Polindexter Watson

NAYS—25.
Dankhead Gay Overman Underwood
kham Harrison Reed Wadsworth
Borah Hitcheock Simmons Williams
Iirandegee Knox Smith, Md. Woleott
Dial Lodge Smith, 8. C.
Dillingham McLean Swanson
Fletcher Moses Trammell
NOT VOTING—13.

Ball Gore Owen Shields
Calder Johnson, 8. Dak. Penrose Smith, Ga.
Colt King Pomerene Townsend
Gerry Martin Robinson

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas are 56 and the nays
are 25. A quorum being present and the joint resolution having
received the affirmative vote of more than two-thirds of the Sena-
tors present and voting is declared to have passed the Senate
in accordance with the Constitution of the United States. [Ap-
plause on the floor and in the galleries.]

TREATY OF PEACE.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate the unfinished business, being Senate resolution 12,
which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution No. 12, submittad by Mr.
Jonxsox of Californin May 20, as follows:

Whereas the peace treaty has been completed and has been delivered to
the representatives of Germany; and
Wherens a synopsis only of the treaty has been given publicity in the

United States, and our people are entitled to know its full contents,

and to what, if any, engagements they may have been committed ; and
Whereas it is rveported in the press that the entire treaty has been

cabled 1o the State Department and is now in the possession of the

State Department : Now, therefore, be it

Resolred, That the Becretary of State be, and he is hereby, uested
forthwith to transmit to the Senate the full text of the treaty of peace
completed at the I'aris conference and delivered to the representatives
of Germany.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr, President, I wish to ask the Senator
from California whether he will be willing to have his resolu-
tion temporarily laid uside in order that a little routine busi-
ness may be transacted? :

Mr. JOHNSON of California. My intention was not to press
the resolution this evening, but to ask te have it go over until
to-morrow. .

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I thought that was the Senator's in-
tention.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes; it was.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the resolution can temporarily be laid
aside we can transact some minor business.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, the suggestion
is made by the Senator from Nebraska that the resolution be
temporarily laid aside in order that some business which he has
in hand may be transacted. As I understand the rule, in order
that the resolution shall not be displaced it is necessary to
secure unanimous consent to have that done. I am very agree-

able to the request. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin-
ished business may be laid aside temporarily to be taken up
to-morrow as the unfinished business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo-
rarily laid aside to be taken up to-morrow at 2 o’clock. Is there
objection to the request?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I would not want
to exclude taking it up before 2 o'clock if other business before
then is disposed of.

Mr. SWANSON. That would have to be done by motion.
It comes up as the unfinished business at 2 o'clock. If it is
taken up before 2 o'clock, it must be taken up on motion.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; but if we agree to the
unanimous consent that it can not come up until 2 o'clock, it
could not be taken up prior to that time, even by motion.

Mr. SWANSON. It wounld come up at 2 o'clock at any rate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair suggests that any-
thing in the nature of morning business can be done by unani-
mous consent without laying aside the unfinished business.

Mr. JOHNSON of Californian. Then it is not necessary to
ask unanimous consent. ;

Mr. LODGE. 1 suggest that the Senator ask unanimous con-

sent. .
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 1 think if the Senator simply makes the
request to lay the unfinished business aside temporarily, to
hold its place, it will retain its place and then come up auto-
matically.

Mr. LODGE. Then it can be taken up at any time.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then it may be taken up after
the conclusion of morning business to-morrow or at 2 o'clock;
if the morning business continues that long. Then it comes
up automatically. Is that understood?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Undoubtedly.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask the Senator to withhold that motion
for a moment.

Mr, LODGE., Very well; I withhold the motion.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask to have read the resolution which
I send to the desk, and that it lie over under the rule.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska.

The Secretary read the resolution (8. Res. 64), as follows:
Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. BoraH, has stated in the Senate

that certain interests in the city of New York have secured copies

of the peace treaty with Germany, while the American people have*
been unable to secure one; and
Whereas the Benator from Massachusetts, Mr. Lopce, has stated in the

Senate that he knows of four such copies of said treaty of peaca

with Germany now in New York, and that the only place where if

is not allowed to come is the United States Senate ; ana)
Whereas the Senator from Idaho, Mr. BorAH, has stated that the in-

terests now having possession of said coples of sald treaty are pecul-
jarly interested in the treaty: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it hereby
is, authorized and directed to investigate the matter with the view to
ascertaining the facts, and particularly to ascertain and report to the
Senate the names of the persons, corporations, or interests which have
secured coples of said treaty, and from whom they were secured, and
by what methods; and also to ascertain and report to the Senate in
what manner and to what extent sald interests are ‘““particularly ™
interested in said treaty. For these purposes the Committee on For-
eign Relations, or any subcommittee thereof, be, and it is, authorized
to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths, and teo
employ a ntcno?;rapher. at a cost not exceeding $1 per printed page,
to report such hearings as may be had in connection with the same,
the expenses thereof, including the cost of travel, to be paid out of
the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee, or any sub-
committee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair desires to re-
mind the Senator that the request of the Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Joaxsox] has not been disposed of.

Mr. KING. I understood that it had been disposed of.

Mr. LODGE. I thought the request of the Senator from
California had been agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
derstand.

Mr. LODGE. I understood there was no objection,

SEVERAL SExAToRs. There was no objection,

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I ask that my request may be
disposed of, that the resolution which is the unfinished busi-
ness, may be temporarily laid aside, to be taken up to-morrow
at the conclusion of the morning business, or automatically, at
any rate, at 2 o'clock.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate hears the re-
quest of the Senator from California. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, what disposition was made of
the resolution offered by the Senator from Nebraska?

The Chair does not so un-
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Mr. LODGE. As I understand, the resolution of the Senator
from Nebraska goes, under the rule, to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of
the Senate under the rule.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator from Massachusetts
think it should first go to the Committee on Foreign Relations
or to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex-
penses of the Senate?

Mr. LODGE. 1 presume it goes to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. We have
discussed that many times.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask that the resolution lie over until
to-morrew, if that is agreeable.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
under the rule and be printed,

PETITIONS AND MEMORTALS,

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts presented petitions of sundry
citizens of Worcester, Mass., praying for the ratifieation of the
proposed league of nations treaty, which were referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Branford, Cenn., praying for the ratification of the proposed
league of nations treaty, which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of Local Branch Connecticut
State Grange Patrons of Husbandry, of Suffield, Conn., and a
petition of sundry citizens of Guilford, Conn., praying for the
repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which were referred
‘to the Committee on Interstate Commerce,

He also presented a memorial of sundry employees of the
Oakville Co., of Waterbury, Conn., remonstrating against the
repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law, which was referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented memorials of the congregations of the
Congregational Church of Wauregan, the Baptist Church of
Plantsville, the Methodist Episcopal Church of South Manchester,
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Stratford, the Methodist
Episcopal Church, South Farms, Middletown, and the Mary
Taylor Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church of Milford; of the
North Methodist Episcopal Church Society of Manchester, of
the Christian Endeavor Society of the First Congregational
Church of Norwich, and of sundry citizens of Ridgefield, all in
the State of Connecticut, remonstrating against the repeal of
. war-time prohibition, which were referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Mr. HARDING presented petitions of Local Ledge No. 158,
S. N. P. J.,, of Nottingham; of Loecal Lodge No. 153, S. N.
P. J.,, of Youngstown; of Local Lodge Ne. 5, 8. N. P. J,, of
Cleveland ; of Local Lodge No, 20, S, S. P. Z., of Cleveland ; of
Loecal Lodge No. 79, H. Z. J., of Cleveland; of the Jugo-Slay
Republican Alliance, No. 8, of Cleveland; of the Jugo-Slav
Republican Alliance, No. 9, of Cleveland; of the Jugo-Slav Re-
publican Alliance, No. 21, of Cleveland; of the St. Nikola
Society, No. 22, N. C. 8., of Cleveland; of Local Lodge No. 275,
S. N. P. J., of Maynard; of Local Lodge No. 358, 8. N. P. I,
of Power Point ; of the Slovenian Benefit Society, of Barberton;
of Local Lodge No. 279, 8. N. P. J.,, of Ramsey ; of Local Lodge
No. 17, S. N. P. J,, of Lorain; of Lecal Lodge No. 62, 8. 8. P. Z,,
of Lorain; of Local Ledge No. 104, 8. N. P. J,, of Lorain; of
the South Slavie Catholic Union of East Palestine; of the
St. Barbara Soclety of East Palestine; of the Slovenian Pro-
gressive Benefit Society of East Palestine; of the Slovenian
National Benefit Society, No. 55, of East Palestine; of Local
Lodge No. 355, 8. N. P. J., of Fairport Harbor; and of sundry
citizens of Bridgeport, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the
independence of the Jugo-Slavs and for justice and fair dealing
in connection with peace deliberations, which were referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COAMMERCE.

Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce,
to which was referred the bill (S. 120) to repeal chapter 154
of the act of the second session of the Sixty-fifth Congress, |
being the joint resolution entitled * Joint resolution to authorize
the President in time of war to supervise or take possession
and assume control of any telegraph, telephone, marine cable,
or radio system or systems, or any part thereof, and to operate
the same in such manner as may be needful er desirable for
the duration of the war, and to provide just compensation there-
for,” approved July 16, 1018, reported it with an amendment
and submitted a report (No. 4) thereon.

He from the same committee, to. which was referred the

The resolution will lie over

also,
bill (8. iG‘ll) to amend section 10 of an act entitled “An act to

provide for the operation of transportation systems while under
Federal control, for the just compensation of their owners, and
for other purposes,” approved March 21, 1918, reported it with
amendments and submitted a report (No. 5) thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

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

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 1373) to amend the Articles of War;
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HALE:

A bill (8. 1374) for the relief of Stephen A. Winehell; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SHERMAN:

A bill (8. 1375) for the relief of Catherine Grace; to the
Committee on Claims.

EEGISTERS AND RECEIVERS OF LAND OFFICES,

Mr. HENDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (8. 1339) to amend sections 2237
and 2240 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to
be printed.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS.

Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
63), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby s,
authorized and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate
the cost of rting hearings held on Costa Rican matters by the
Committee on Foreign Helations at the last session of the Sixty-fifth
Congress, upon voucher to be approved by the Committee to Audit
and Control the Continient Expenses of the Senate, sald payment
to betast3 9'the rate of $1 per printed page, and not to exceed the
sum o 7

to the Com-

COMMITTEE ON MANUFACTURES.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted the following resolution (S.
Res. 65), which was read and referred te the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Commlttee on Manufactures, or any subcommittes
thereof, be, and hereby is, atithorized during the Sixty-sixth Congress
to send for persoms, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to
employ a stemg::pher, at a eost not exceeding §1 per printed page,
to report such rings as may be had In connection with any subject
which may be before said committee, the expenses thercof_ to be paid
out of the contingent fund of the Semnate, and that the committee, or
m snhcgmmittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of

Benate. -

LEAGUE OF NATIONS.

Mr. KELLOGG submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
66), which was read and referred to the Committee on Print-
ing:

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be, and it is herecby, au-
thorized and directed to and have printed 5,000 coples of the
rovised covenant for a league of nations, as it is now embodied, tfo-

ther with the original draft, in Senate Document No. T, presented

Mr. PirTMaN under date of May 20, 1919,

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr, LODGE. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened.

DEVELOPMENT OF COMMERCE WITH PANAMA. E

The following treaty was ratified by the Senate and the in-
junction of secrecy was removed therefrom June 4, 1919 :
CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND PaNama, Siexep Feb-

RUARY 8. 1919, For THE DEVELOPMENT OF COMMERCE BETWEEN THRB

Two COUNTRIES AND TO INCREASE THE EXCHANGE OF COMMODITIES

BY FACILITATING THE WORK OF TRAVELING SALESMEXN,

The Senate:

I transmit herewith, to receive the advice and consent of the
Senate to its ratification, a convention between the United States
and Panama, signed February 8, 1919, for the development of
commerce between them and to increase the exchange of com-
modities by facilitating the work of traveling salesmen.

Respectfully submitted.

Woobrow WILSON.,

TaE WHITE HOUSE,

Washington, March 1, 1919.

The PRESIDENT : h

The undersigned, the Acting Secretary of State, has the honor
to lay before the President, with a view fo its transmission to
the Senate, if his judgment approve thereof, {o receive the ad-
vice and censent of the Senate to its ratifiention, a convention
signed February 8, 1919, between the United States and Panama,
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for the development of commerce between them and to increase
the exchange of commodities by facilitating the work of traveling
salesmen.
Respectfully submitted.
Fraxk L. Poix.
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washinglon, February 27, 1919.

The United States of America and the Republic of Panama
being desirous to foster the development of commerce between
them and to increase the exchange of commodities by facilitating
the work of traveling salesmen have agreed to conclude a con-
vention for that purpose and have to that end appointed as their
plenipotentiaries :

The President of the United States of America, Frank L. Polk,
Acting Secretary of State of the United States of America, and

The President of the Republic of Panama, Sefior José Edgardo
Lefévre, chargé d'affaires of the Republic of Panama near the
Government of the United States of America,

Who, having communicated to each other their full powers,
which were found to be in due form, have agreed upon the fol-

lowing arficles:
ARTICLE I.

Manufacturers, merchants, and traders domiciled within the
jurisdiction of one of the high contracting parties may operate
as commercial travelers either personally or by means of agents
or employees within the jurisdiction of the other high contract-
ing party on obtaining from the latter, upon payment of a single
fee, a license which shall be valid throughout its entire terri-
torial jurisdiction.

In ecase either of the high contracting parties shall be en-
gaged in war, it reserves to itself the right to prevent from
operating within its jurisdiction under the provisions of this
treaty, or otherwise, enemy nationals or other aliens whose pres-
ence it may consider prejudicial to public order and national
safety.

ARTICLE 1II.

In order to secure the license above mentioned the applicant
must obtain from the country of domicile of the manufacturers,
merchants, and traders represented a certificate attesting his
character as a commercial traveler. This certificate, which shall
be issued by the authority to be designated in each country for
the purpose, shall be viséed by the consul of the country in
which the applicant proposes to operate, and the authorities of
the latter shall, upon the presentation of such certificate, issue
to the applicant the national license as provided in Article 1.

ARTICLE TII.

A commercial traveler may sell his samples without obtaining
a special license as an importer.

ARTICLE 1IV. h

Samples without commercial value shall be admitted to entry
free of duty.

Samples marked, stamped, or defaced in such manner that
they can not be put to other uses shall be considered as objects

without commercial value.
ARTICLE V,

Samples having commercial value shall be provisionally ad-
mitted upon giving bond for the payment of lawful duties if
they shall not have been withdrawn from the country within a
period of six months.

Duties shall be paid on such portion of the samples as shall
not have been so withdrawn.

ARTICLE VL

All customs formalities shall be simplified as much as possible

with a view to avoid delay in the dispateh of samples.
ARTICLE VIT.

Peddlers and other salesmen who vend directly to the con-
sumer, even though they have not an established place of busi-
ness in the country in which they operate, shall not be con-
sidered as commercial travelers, but shall be subject to the
license fees levied on business of the kind which they carry on.

ARTICLE VIII.

No license shall be reguired of :

(a) Persons traveling only to study trade and its needs, even
though they initiate commercial relations, provided they do not
make sales of merchandise.

(b) Persons operating through local agents which pay the
license fee or other imposts to which their business is subject.

(c¢) Travelers who are exclusively buyers.

ARTICLE IX,

Any concessiong affecting any of the provisions of the present
treaty that may hereafter be granted by either high contracting
party, either by law or by treaty or convention, shall immedi-
ately be extended to the other party.

ARTICLE X.

This convention shall be ratified; and the ratifications shall
be exchanged at Washington or Panama within two years, or
sooner if possible,

The present convention shall remain in foree until the end of
six months after either of the high contracting parties shall
have given notice to the othér of its intention to terminate the
same, each of them reserving to itself the right of giving such
notice to the other at any time. And it is hereby agreed be-
tween the parties that, on the expiration of six months after
such notice shall have been received by either of them from the
other party as above mentioned, this convention shall altogether
cease and terminate,

In testimony whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have
signed these articles and have thereunder aflixed their seals.
lglliigone in duplicate, at Washington, this 8th day of February,
[sEAL.] Fraxk L. PoLk.
[sEAL.] J. E. LEFEVRE.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 5,
1919, at 12 o'clock meridian,

CONFIRMATIONS,
Egzecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 4} (legisla-
lative day of June 3), 1919.
URITED STATES ATTORNEY,

D. E. Simmons to be United States attorney, southern district
of Texas,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
WebxEspay, June 4, 1919.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-

lowing prayer:

Infinite Spirit, never far from any of us, we call upon Thee
out of the deeps of the soul for courage, strength, faith, and
grace to sustain us through the obligations of this day, that we
may be the better prepared for whatever Thou dost lay upon us
to-morrow.

Now is the day of salvation. If we live up to the high-water
mark of Christian manhood to-day, now, in this world, we need
have no fears for the morrow nor for the world that is to come.

To live, to act, to progress is the psalm of life in this world
and the world to come.

Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof. Protect, guide,
and strengthen us for the present moment, and all praise and
gratitnde shall be Thine. In the Great Exemplar’s name,
Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

Mr. SEARS rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Florida rise?

Mr. SHARS. T ask unanimous consent to proceed for three
minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will wait a moment. Any
Members who desire to take the oath of office will present them-
selves.

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS.

Mr. GLYNN, Mr. HUDDLESTON, and Mr. LEE of Georgia

appeared before the Speaker’s desk and took the oath of office.
PROPOSED SOLDIERS' HOME AT ST. CLOUD, FLA.

Mr. SEARS. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago I introduced a
bill (H. It. 34G8) to establish an old soldiers’ home at St. Cloud,
Fla. I am going to send to the Speaker’'s desk some petitions
that I received in support of that bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not yet obtained consent,

Mr. SEARS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for three
minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for three minutes, Is there
objeetion?

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
what is the subject?

Mr. SEARS. An old soldiers’ home.

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
quest?
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Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, we expect to take up appro-
priation bills in a very short time, and the gentleman will have
an opportunity to address the House, I am sure, in connection
with the consideration of one of those bills.

Mr. SEARS. I simply want to ask the Speaker to refer these
petitions to the Committee on Appropriations. It will not take
over a minute. I can not do that in the other time.

Mr. MONDELL. The rule in regard to matters of that kind
is that they shall be placed in the basket. s

Mr. SEARS. If the gentleman objects, of course I can not help
it; I do not care to take up the time of the House. These
petitions are signed by old soldiers. I have presented them as
the son of a Confederate soldier. Does the gentleman object?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming objects.

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman can take it up on one of the
appropriation bills.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolu-
tion of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. J. Res. 7T9. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to loan to the city of Dawson, Ga., tents and cots for use of
Confederate veterans in their State convention, June 17 and 18,
1919.

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY.

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the House dispense with business in order under paragraph 4,
TRule XXIV, as to Calendar Wednesday.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unan-
imous consent that the House dispense with the business of
(lalendar Wednesday. Is there objection?

Mr. DYER. Reserving the right to object—which I do not
intend to do, but probably shall hereafter, unless it is a matter
of great importance—I hate to see Calendar Wednesday dis-
pensed with at the beginning of a Congress for fear of the
precedent. I would like the gentleman from Wyoming to tell
us the situation as to these appropriation bills which it is neces-
sary to have enacted and passed before July 1. What appro-
priation bills are there that went over from the last session
that must be considered and passed before July 17

Mr. MONDELL. There are four of the larger supply bills—
the District of Columbia bill, the sundry civil bill, and the Army
and Navy bills—and in addition to those is the railroad appro-
priation bill. It is highly important, in my opinion, that this
program of legislation or appropriation which came to us as a
heritage from the last Congress be disposed of in the House, if
possible, by the 15th or, at the furthest, the 16th of this month.

Mr. DYER. The gentleman realizes that that can not be
done unless the Members of the House, and particularly those
upon our side of the Chamber, refrain from a great deal of
what, in my judgment, I consider unnecessary debate. If we
are to pass these bills by that time, I hope the gentleman, the
leader of the majority, will try to use his influence upon the
Members upon this side of the House not to engage in unneces-
sary delay by debate and motions and things of that kind,

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will do that.

Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I think it is important that we should have a ruling. I sub-
mit a parliamentary inquiry or I will make the point of order
that the unfinished business should be disposed of, and that the
unfinished business is a vote upon the Agricultural appropria-
tion bill.

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order.
That has been decided. It was decided last by the gentleman
from Missouri, Mr. Speaker Crark, holding that that should go
over until Thursday instead of Wednesday. Is there objec-
tion to the unanimous-consent request of the gentleman from
Wyoming that the business in order on Calendar Wednesday be
dispensed with?

There was no objection.

INVESTIGATION OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Kansas rise?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I want to make an announce-
ment to the membership of the House.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman is recog-
nized for one minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Immediately following the ac-
tion of the House on the Agricultural appropriation bill I shall
call up or submit a resolution from the Committee on Rules,

House resolution 78, introduced by the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Gramam], providing for a general investigation of the
War Department.

The SPEAKER. The business before the House is the Agri-
cultural appropriation bill.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
t;and bI;H remarks in the Recorp on the Agricultural appropria-
tion b

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks on the Agricultural appropriation -
bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

AGRICULTUERAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

The SPEAKER. The Agricultural appropriation bill is be-
fore the House, and the previous question has been ordered.
The question arises as to the amendments on that bill. Is a
separate vote demanded on any amendment to that bill? If not,
the Chair will put the amendments en gross. The question is
on agreeing to the amendments. M

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be
engrossed and read a third time.

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

er. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I have a motion to recommit the
bill.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. BLACK. I am not.

The SPEAKER. Is there any gentleman who is opposed to
the bill who desires to offer a motion to recommit?

Mr. ANDERSON. I desire to offer a motion to recommit,
and am a member of the Committee on Agriculture.

Mr. BLACK. I am not a member of the Committee on Agri-
culture, and, of course, I yield to the gentleman from Minne-
sota, who is a member of that committee.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first recognize a member
of the committee on the minority side. If no such gentleman
desires to offer a motion, the Chair will recognize the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. ANpERsoN], who offers the following
motion to recommit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. ANDERSON moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Agri-
culture with instruoctions to report the same back forthwith with an
amendment striking out, on page 71, line 4, the figures “ $1,500,000,”
and inserting in lien thereof the figures * $2,500,000.”

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move thie previous ques-
tion on the motion to recommit.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit.

Mr. WINGO. I ask unanimous consent that the paragraph
of the bill to which this motion applies be reported, so that we
may know what it is about.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that the paragraph referred to be reported. If there be no
objection, it will be reported.

The Clerk read as follows:

For cooperative agriculiural extension work, to be allotted, paid,
and expended in the same manner, upon the same terms and condi-
tions, and under the same supervision as the additional appropriations
made by the act of May 8, 1914 (38 Stat. L., 372), entitled “An act to
provide for cooperative agricultural extenslon work between the agri-
cultural colleges in the several States receiving the benefits of an act
of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and of acts sup lementary thereto
and the United States Department of Agriculture, gl.lSOO. ; and all
sums appropriated by this act for use for demonstration or extension
work within any State 1 be used and expended in accordance with
plans mutually agreed ni)on by the Secretary of Agriculture and the
proper officials of the college in such State which receives the benefits
of said act of May 8, 1914.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion
to recommit.

The question was taken; on a division (demanded by Mr,
Winco) there were—ayes 33, noes 100,

Accordingly the motion to recommit was rejected.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill.

Mr, LEVER. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 346, nays 1,
answered * present " 2, not voting 80, as follows:

YEAS—3460.
Ackerman Ayres Benson Brand
Alexander Babka Black Britten
Almon Bacharach Bland, Ind. Brooks, I1L
Anderson Bankhead Bland, Mo. Brooks, Pa.
Andrews, Md. Barbour Bland, Va. Browne
Andrews, Nebr. DBarkley Blanton Browning
Anthony Bee Booher Buchanan
Ashbrook Beﬁg Bowers Burdick
Aswell Be Box Burroughs
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Butler
Byrnes, 8, C.
Byrns, Tenn.
Caldwell
Campbell, Kans.
Campbell, Pa.
Candler
Cannon
Cantrill
Caraway
Carss

Carter

Chindhlom

Clark, Fla.

Clark, Mo.

E]lamon
eary

Ci

Copley
Costello
Crago
Cramton
Crowther
Cullen

Currie, Mich.
Curry, Cal!
Dall
Darrow
Davis, Minn,
Davls, Tenn.
Denison
Dent

Dewalt
Dicklnaon Towa
Dickinson, Mo,
Dominick
Dorvmu.s

Emerson
Esch

Evans, Mont.
Evans, Nebr.
Evans, Nev,
Fairfield

B
ClIEge
ot
ordn
F‘ostere.r
Frear
French
Fuller, T1.
Gallagher
Galllvan

Gandy
Ganly

Gard

Garland
Garner
Garrett

Glynn

Good -
Goodykoontz
Gould

Ellsworth
Ferris

So the bill was passed.
The following pairs were announced :
Until further notice:
Mr. SteENERSON with Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas.
Mr. KAN with Mr. WHALEY.

Mr. Muop with Mr. McKeown,

Graham. 1L MeLaunghlin, Nebr.Sanders, N. Y.
Green, Iowa MePherson Sanders, La.
Greene, Mass, MacCrate Seott
Greene, Vi, Mactiregor Sears
sriest Madden Sells
Hadley Ma, Shreve
Hardy, Colo. Maher Sims
Hardy, Tex, Major Sinelair
Harrison Mansfield Sisson
Haskell Mapes Slem
Haugen Martin Smal
Hawley Mays Smith, Mich.
Hayden Mead Smith, N. Y,
LHays Merritt Smithwick
Hetflin Michener | Buell
Eernandez Milll:i‘l = §?5;(:.‘;u
Ersey Minahan, N. J. e
Hersman Monahan, Wis. Stedman
Hickey Mondell Steele
Hicks Moon Stephens, Miss.
Hoch Moore, Ohio Stephens, Ohio
Holland Moore, Pa. Stevenson
Houghton Moores, Ind. Stiness
Huddleston Morgan Strong, Kans.
Huadspe Mott Strong,
Hulin, Murphy Summers. Wash,
Hull, Tenn. Neely et
Husted Nelson, Mo. Taylor, Ark.
1goe Nelson, Wis. Taylor, Colo.
Jacoway l\ewton Minn. Taylor, Tenn.
Jefferis ewton, Thomas
Johnson, Ky. hil:hous. 8. C Thompson, Okla.
Johnson, Miss.  Nichols, Mich, Tillman
Johnson, Wash. Nolan Timber!
Johnston, N. Y. O'Connell Tincher
Jones, Pa. 0¥den Tinkham
Jones, Tex. Oldfield Towner
Juul Oliver Treadway
Iu-l!ey Mich. Olney Upshaw
Kendall Osborne YVaile
Kennedy, Jowa  Overstreet Vare
Kettner Padgett Venable
Kincheloe i Vestal
Kin uie Vinson
Kinkaid Parker Voigt
Kitchin Parrish Volstead
Kleczka Pell Walters
Knutson Platt Ward
Kraus Pou Wason
LaGuardia Purnell Watkins
.ar.mpert uin Watson, Pa.
ﬁley Radeliffe Watson, Va.
Lan Ttagsdale Weaver
Lankford Rainey, H. T ‘Webb
Layton Rainey, J. W, Webster
Lazaro Raker Welling -
Lea, Calif. Ramsey Wel tr
Lee, Ga. Ramseyer Whaley
Lehibach: Randall, Calif, Wheeler
LPsh Randall, Wis. White, Kans.
Leve: Raybum White, Me.
Lin thicnm Reavis Willlams
Little Reed, N. Y. Wilson,
Lonergan Reed, W. Va. Wilson, La.
Longworth Rhodes Wilson, Pa.
Lufkin Ricketts ingo
Luhring Riddick Winslow
McAndrews Robsion, Ky. Wise
McArthur Rodenberg ‘Wood, Ind.
McCulloch Rogers Woods, Va.
MeDuflie Romjue ood
MeFadden Rose Wright
MeGlennon Rouse Yates
McKenzie Rowe Young, N. Dak,
McKiniry Rubey Young, Tex.
McKinley Ruocker Zihlman
McLane Sabath
MecLaughlin, Mich Banders, Ind.
NAYB—1.
Walsh
ANSWERED “ PREBENT "—2,
Blackmon Sinnott
NOT VOTING—S80.
Firlds James Phelan
Fisher Johnson, 8, Dn.k. Porter
Focht Kahn Reber
Freeman Kearns Riordan
Fuller, Mass, Kelly, Pa. Robinson, N. C.
Godwin, N. C. Kennedy, R. 1. Rowan
Goldfogle Kless sanford
Goo Kreider aunders, Va.
Goodwin, Ark. Larsen ichall
Graham, Pa. Luce Seully
Griffin MeClintie Sherwood
Hamil MeKeown Biegel
Hamilton Mann Smith, Idaho
Hastings Mason Smith, I
Hill Montague Steenerson
Howard Mooney Sullivan .
Hull, lowa Moore, Va. Sumners, Tex.
Hnmghreya Morin Temple
Hutchinson Mudd Thompson, Ohio
Ireland Peters Tilson

Mr. Demrsey with Mr. Riorpax,

Mr. HurcHixsox with Mr. Fernis.
Mr. Granax of Pennsylvanin with Mr. MoxTAGUE.
Mr. Maxy with Mr. BLACKAMON.

Mr. Boies with Mr. Bricas.

Mr. ErtswortH with Mr. Brixsox.
Mr. Focat with Mr. CArREw.

Mr. Freearan with Mr. Crisp.

Mr. GooparLr with Mr. DAvVEY.

Mr. Hayrrroy with Mr. DoxNovax.
Mr. Hurn of Iowa with Mr. Doorixe.
Mr. Ireraxp with Mr. DovcHTON.
Mr. James with Mr. HaGax.

Mr. Joaxsox of South Dakota with Mr. FieLps.

Mr. Kearxs with Mr. FisHER.

Mr. KerLy of Pennsylvania with Mr. Gopwin of North Caro-
lina.

Mr. Kexxepy of Rhode Island with Mr. GoLDFOGLE.

Mr. Kiess with Mr. GrirFis.

Mr. Kremer with Mr. HasTixgs.

Mr. LErrteacH with Mr. How.

Mr. Mason with Mr. McCrixTic.

Mr. Monrix with Mr. Moo~Ey.

Mr. Perers with Mr. PHELAN.

Mr. Porter with Mr. RoBixsox of North Carolina.

Mr. Saxrorp with Mr. Rowan.

Mr, Scaarn with Mr. Sauxpers of Virginia.

Mr. SiecEL with Mr. ScorLry.

Mr. TEmpLE with Mr. SHERWOOD.

Mr. Troxmrsox of Ohio with Mr. SuLrivaw.

Mr. Trsox with Mr. Susxsers of Texas.

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote *“aye.”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening
when his name should have been called?

Mr. LUCE. I was not.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ean not be recorded.

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I vote “aye,”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen-
ing when his name shonld have been ealled?

Mr. HAMILTON. I was just at the door of the cloakroom
and had a man stationed to notify me when my name was
reached, but the Clerk got by.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not qualify,

Mr. BAER. Mr. Speaker, did the bells ring twice?

The SPEAKER. The Chair ean not inform the gentleman.

My, BAER. I was called from the room by a constituent, but
if I had been present I would have voted “aye.”

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I vote “aye.”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen-
ing when his name should have been called ?

Mr, KEARNS. I was in the Hall, but I did not hear my name
called.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to say that the rule
does not contemplate that a Member can vote simply because
he did not hear his name called. It is on the theory that the
gentleman’s name was not called at all, and therefore the only
way that a Member can properly qualify is that he was present
and listening, did not hear his name ealled, and therefore is
allowed to vote on the theory that his name was not called.
Unless gentlemen can state that they were present and listen-
ing when their names should have been ealled, they do not
qualify.

Mr, KEARNS. I could not have heard my name if it had been
called, there was so much confusion in the room. I was present.

The SPEAKER. Unless the gentleman will state that he was
present and listening to hear his name called, the gentleman can
not qualify.

Mr. KEARNS, T think I was; I was doing nothing but watch-
ing the roll call, and did not hear my name called. There was
much confusion in the Hall.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman has
qualified.

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr, Speaker, I am paired with the gen-
tleman from Illinois, Mr. Maxw, amnd I desire to be recorded
“ present.”

The name of Mr. Brackaon was ealled, and he answered
“ Present,” as above recorded.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I just came in: I was at the far
end of the Hall, but before I got down here I heard other names
called right after mine.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening
when his name should have been called?

Mr. SABATH. Yes; but I did not hear it.

The Clerk ealled Mr. SapatH’s name, and he answered ‘‘Aye,”
as above recorded.
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Aflr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I understood the
Chair to state that I could only vote “ present.” I wish to vote
* present.”

The SPEAKER. The rule does not allow the gentleman to
vote * present.”

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. HavceEN, a motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON WAR EXPENDITURES.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privi-
leged report from the Committee on Rules,

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 78.

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and
he is hereby, directed to appoint from the membership of this House a
select committee of 15 members, for the sixt{-slﬂh Congress, and which
sald committee is hereby authorized to fully investigate all contracts
and expenditudes made by the War Department, or under its directions,
during the present war ; and, in addition to the powers herein conferred,
shall have the same powers and authority as are now conferred by the
rules of this House upon the standin ommittee on ditures in
the War Department; said committee Is hereby authori to send for
persons and papers, to administer oaths and affirmations, to take testi-
mony, to sit during the sessions of the House and dnrfng any recess
which may occur during its sessions, and may meet at such places as
sald committee deems advisable. Said committee Is also hereby author-
izedd and empowered to appoint such subcommittees as it may deem
advisable, and such subcommittees, when so aP inted, are hereby
authorized to send for persons and papers, to adm er oaths and takoe
testimony, and to meet at such times and places as said committee shall
from time to time direct.

Resolved further, That sald select committee shall report to the
House, in one or more reports, as it may deem advisable, the result of
its investigations, with such recommendations as it may care to make,

Resolved further, That the Speaker of the House is hereby authorlzed
to issue subpenas to witnesses, upon the request of sald commlittee or
any subcommittee thereof, during any reeess of Congress during the

gessions.

Resolved further, That the Sergeant at Arms of the House be directed
to serve all subpenas and other process put into his hands by said com-
mittee or any subcommittee thereof.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to correct the spelling of the word * expenditures,” in

line 6.

The SPEAKER. Without objection the correction will be
made.

There was no objection.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the time for debate on the resolution be limited to
40 minutes on a side; that 40 minutes be controlled by the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou] and 40 minutes by
myself.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous
consent that the time for debate on the resolution be limited
to 40 minutes on a side; that the gentleman from Kansas
control 40 minutes and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Pou] 40 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the resolution as
to its purpose and scope speaks for itself. The Committee on
Expenditures in the War Department found itself confronted
with a very great work, and believing the work should be thor-
oughly done did not feel like undertaking it with the standing
Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. So it is
proposed that a special committee of 15 members provided for in
this resolution shall undertake this great work.

During the period that the United States has been engaged in
war the War Department has expended to May 1, 1919,
$16,300,000,000.

Expenditures for aireraft, $948,000,000.

Expenditures for ordnance, $4,323,000,000.

Expenditures for eamps, cantonments, and manufacturing
establishment, $974,000,000,

Res., $105,000,000.

Average expenditures of the War Department for three years
prior to the beginning of the war:

Fiscal year 1914
Fiscal year 1915 126, 000, 000
Fiscal year 1916 132, 000, 000

The people of the United States are entitled to know just
how that money was expended, and in order to advise the
country as to the manner in which it was expended it will be
necessary for a committee of this House to make such an
investigation as is contemplated in this resolution.

The Committee on Expenditures in the War Department,
through their chairman [Mr. Gramam of Illinois], stated to
the Committee on Rules this morning that in making a pre-
liminary survey of the work to be done it was discovered that
it would probably be necessary to appoint a number of sub-
committees, probably five in all, one to undertake the investi-
gation of the aireraft production, another of ordnance, another

- $123, 500, 000

of the camps and cantonments, another of the Quartermaster
Department, and so forth. The resolution provides that these
subcommittees may report at any time any conclusion that
they have reached,

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield for a question.

Mr. CALDWELL. Does not the gentleman feel that the in-
vestigation of aircraft expenditures by Mr. Justice Hughes has
been taken by the American people as having been very thorough
and a complete vindication?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. There has been a thorough in-
vestigation made of that, but it comes to the knowledge of
Members of the House and to the country that since that investi-
gation was made there have been activities by the Aircraft
Division and large sums of money spent,

Mr. LONGWORTH. And, as a matter of fact, has not more
been expended since that investigation than was expended up
to that time?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I was about to follow what I
had already said with that statement. It is also true, I will
say in further answer to the gentleman from New York, that the
Aireraft Division of the War Department is probably now
expending large sums of money for aviation fields. The country
would like to know the necessity for that expenditure of money,
in view of the fact that we are raising money from the people in
every way that we can devise.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. For a guestion.

Mr. CALDWELL. Does not the gentleman know that before
any expenditure was made for aviation fields the Secretary of
War came before the Committee on Military Affairs and laid all
the cards on the table and explained what he was going to do
and the prices he was going to pay for them, and did he not get
an authorization of this Congress to do it?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gquestion as to whether or
not the money is being wisely expended for aviation fields at
this time is a matter that may well be inquired into by a com-
mittee of this House.

Mr. McARTHUR rose.

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield
further, and I shall not bother him any more?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield to the gentleman from
Oregon. .

Mr. McARTHUR. Is it not true that in the report of Mr,
Justice Hughes he specifically stated that he made no investiga-
tion of the spruce production of the Northwest and admitted
that it ought to be investigated?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. His report indicated it was a
somewhat limited investigation. Indeed the appointment of
Mr. Justice Hughes carried a limitation upon his activities.

Mr. LITTLE. And I would like to ask the gentleman from
New York if there is any objection from the Committee on
Military Affairs to an examination of these expenditures?

Mr. CALDWELL. Oh, no; and I do not want the gentleman
to misunderstand my question. I propose to vote for this reso-
lution, not because I believe they are going to find anything
but because I am sure they will not.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded
for this colloquy. The country expects a thorough investigation
of all the expenditures. It expects the committee making this
investigation to be thorough and impartial. It is not intended,
it eould not be the intention of this House, that any innocent
person shall be punished. It is not intended that anybody
should be embarrassed who has not placed himself in a posi-
tion to be embarrassed, but it shonld not be the intention of any-
one that a guilty person should go unpunished or unexposed.
If anyone has misspent or unwisely expended public money
through the activities of the War Department, the country
should know who that person is and the extent of fhe ex-
penditures.

I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, there is certainly no objection to
the purpose of this resolution on the part of the minority of this
House. If there -has been extravagance, the minority party
wishes that extravagance exposed. If there has been rascality,
no one is more earnestly in favor of exposing the rascal than
the Democratic minority on this floor. So far as the purpose
of the resolution is concerned there is no controversy, but there
is a division of opinion upon this point. The introducer of
this resolution stated before the Committee on Rules this
morning that the desire was to have a nonpartisan investiga-
tion, and in the next breath we were informed that the pur-
pose of the majority is to put 10 Republican Members on this
investigating committec and 5 Democratic Members. In =l
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fairness I submit that the preponderance is too great. The
committee should be divided at least in the proportion of 9
and 6. Think what sort of an arrangement you will have,
This committee will be divided into subcommittees of three, of
course, made up of two Democrats and one Republican—no;
of two Republicans and one Democrat. [Laughter.]

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is hard to get over the habit, is it
not?

Mr, POU. I wish it were as I first stated [laughter], and
if the people of this country had not been deceived it would
have been that way. Now, this subcommittee goes to Europe.
You have two Republicans and one Democrat. As man to
man, is that fair? TIs that a nonpartisan committee? Men
who have served on these investigating committees have some
idea of how arduous their duties are, It is impossible for
one man to properly represent the side of the minority, if
there is such a side. For my part, I can not understand why
you gentlemen want to divide this committee in the proportion
of 10 to 5 if you really intend to have a nonpartisan investi-
gation. If you intend to have a partisan investigation, if you
intend to put things over as you want to put them over, with
no proper regard for the rights of the minority, then take your
10 and give us 5; but if you mean what you say, that this
investigation is to be fair, is to be judicial, is to be nonparti-
san, in the language of the gentleman who introduced the
resolution, you will be willing to divide in the proportion of
9 and G. ’

I do not know, but I venture the assertion that never in the
history of Congress will you find one single great investigating
committee where the preponderance was 2 to 1 in favor of
the majority. You have got your majority ; you can do whatever
you wish. In the name of fair play, why is it you are not
willing to give the minority one more vote on this great com-
mittee, which is to do this great work and which is to conduct,
according to you, a nonpartisan investigation? Now, Mr.
Speaker, that is about all I have to say. I have an amendment
which I would like to introduce and have pending, and which
I send to the Clerk’'s desk fto have read. I ask unanimous
consent that it may be considered as pending, to be voted on
at the proper time.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, I shall have to
object to that request for unanimous consent. I do not object
that it shall be read for information and be pending, but I
object to unanimous consent that it be voted upon.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment——

The SPEAKER. The time has not come for the offering of
an amendment.

Mr. POU. Then I ask to have it read for the information of
the House.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be
read for the information of the House.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment intended to be proposed
the word ** Congress,” insert the words
shall be taken from the minority party.”

Mr, POU. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used six minutes.

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr, Speaker, I yield 10 minutes
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess].

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to note that there will
be no opposition to the creation of this committee as expressed
by the speaker who has just left the floor and has been ex-
pressed by different persons unofficially when the matter was
talked about. The country not only expects but demands the
facts concerning the expenditures of the War Department. It
is not a new thing. It follows the procedure after at least two
great wars in which our country was engaged.

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

Mr. FESS. Not now. The country demands it and for that
reason no one ought to resist it. If in this riot of expenditure
induced by the war there has been extravagance and if the ex-
travagance was such that could not be avoided, the country
will properly excuse it. If it counld have been avoided, there
is no reason why the country should not know it. Men have
said, *“ What do you expect to do with these facts; we all ex-
pected mistakes to to be made, and to get this information
after the war is over would be conceding that the water is
over the wheel and nothing to be gained by it.” I have heard
that from some quarters. But there is something to be gained
by it in the suggestion that mistakes made unnecessarily
should be avoided if under the exigencies of the future we shall
be called upon to do anything like what we have done. But
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by Mr. Pou: In line 4, after
‘of whom not less than six

that is not the great thing in my mind. It is not simply to
show the faets of the great war in expenditures and to give
the information to the public which it has the right to possess,
but it is to look into present expenditures because, unless the
facts are brought to the publie, there will continue future ex-
penses that the public ought not .to suffer. That is the main
reason for this investigation, and I think that the people in
responsible positions would be glad to have the facts brought
out with a view of immediate relief.

The Federal Reserve Board in the May report makes the as-
tonishing statement that the monthly expenditure of the Gov-
ernment is $1,400,000,000. This is seven months after the war
is over, and if that rate continues to the end of the year it will
use up all the available funds either from the borrowing or the
taxing source and leave the Nation by the 1st of January with
a deficit of over $2,000,000,000 and a half of a year yet to be
accounted for. The people have the right to know what these
expenditures are, and where there is unnecessary continuance
it should be pried away from the Government if we have got
to use, figuratively speaking, a 40-foot pole to do it. Everyone
knows——

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry?

Mr, FESS (continuing). That there is now existing a de-
termination and elaborate effort to maintain agencies that were
purely war agencies on the basis that those war agencies have
become peace agencies and the country will suffer if we do not
continue them. What we want—I can not yield to the gentle-
man now—are the facts, not only to show what was done un-
necessarily—and if nothing unnecessarily was done nobody is
harmed—but the facts as a groundwork for needed relief legis-
lation in the immediate future.

Now, as to the make-up of the committee, I can see how my
friend Pou, the gentleman from North Carolina, might say he
would prefer 9 to 6 instead of 10 to 5. The reason it was put
at 10 to 5 is that this committee will almost certainly divide
itself into five subcommittees, and the five subcommittees could
not be represented on a basis of 9 to 6 without putting some
one on two subcommittees, and the easy way to effect it would be
to make your five subcommittees, 3 for each subcommittee. It
would be unwise to make it unduly large, say 235 instead of 15,
for the reason that this committee must sit constantly. The
work is simply tremendous ; you can not now see the limit of the
range, and to call 25 men out of this body to sit permanently,
to be almost permanently absent from the session while the in-
vestigations are going on, would take more of the membership
from the House than it is wise to do. It seems to me that if
9 to 6 would be satisfactory to friend Pou, the gentleman from
North Carolina, that 10 to 5 would not be unsatisfactory to him.
What he said about the ability of one person to sit as a per-
manent representative, that it would physically fatigue him,
probably is true, but 9 to 6 will not remedy that. You will
increase the fatigue. I believe that the majority party, which
is responsible for the investigation, should be given the power
to make it effective.

My friend who just left the floor conceded that and expressed
the wish that it were two Democrats to one Republican instead
of two Republicans to one Democrat. If that was an honest
expression, as it was, then his objection can not be serious, I
am sure,

Mr. POU. If my friend will permit, I merely meant that if
it had to be two to one, that it should be two Demoerats and one
Republican.

Mr. FESS. And I will be just as frank with my friend and

say that since it can not be Democratie it must be Republican,

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FESS. T yield.

Mr. REAVIS. I recall the gentleman from North Carolina
saying that if the people had not been deceived in the late elec-
tion it would have been two Democrats.

Mr. FESS. I do not want to comment on that statement. It
was an amusing one to me at the time, especially when viewed
in the light of the campaign slogan, “ He kept us out of war.”
But, in spite of what some Members may insist, this investiga-
tion is designed to get the facts and to get them primarily for
the benefit of the public rather than the benefit of any political
party. If it were true that it was for the benefit of some politi-
cal party, then I would confess my doubts of the wisdom of the
proposed legislation. But it is for the benefit of future legis-
lation to get at the unnecessary expenditures that will continue
unless we expose the extravagance as it has existed. And T am
sure the resolution will pass.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield nine minutes to the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. CANTRILL].
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Mr. CANTRILL. Mr, Speaker amd gentlemen of the House,
the country is to be congratulated that upen this proposition
there is absolutely no division of sentiment in the Rules Com-
mittee or upon the floor of this House. I am sure that the mem-
bership of this House, at least, understands thoroughly the
purpose of this resolution and of this investigation. Now, of
course, our Republican friends will not publicly make the
admission that they are going into this investigation for the
purpose of digging up campaign material for the presidential
election next year. Of course, confidentially, we lere all know
that that is their purpose. Now, so far as the Democratic mems-
bers, of this Rules Committee are concerned, and so. far as the
Democratic side of the House in this Congress is eoncerned, so
far as the War Departinent is coneerned, we weleome this in-
vestigation. [Applause on the Demoecratic side.] My hope and
my prayer is that this great Republic of ours will never be
drawn into another war. But, gentlemen on that side of the
House, if we are, when you have completed this investigation
and: it becomes a part of the files and of the records of this
Government, and if you happen to be in power when the next
war comes, you can go back to this record and see how a real and

the greatest war in all history was sucecessfully condueted by a |

Demecratic administration. [Applause on the Democratfie side. ]

I congratulate the €ommittee on Rules in finally being able |

to get into- the House with a report from: the Committee on
Rules, and I want to absolve from that eriticism entirely the
distingnished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Caxesern], who is
the chairman of the committee; because: he has been present at
every meeting of that eommittee. But it is a fact, which the

record of the Rules €Committee will shew, that although you |
lhave eight members fo our four on that eommittee, you have |

never heen able to get a quorum of the Rules Commitice of this
Congress without the presence of the Demoeratic members of
the committee. [Applause on the Demeocratie side.] And you
bring this resolution in here to-day because of the faet that
three out of four Democratic members of the Rules Committee
were there this morning te make a quorum and voted for this
report and te: bring it before the House; when there were but
four members of the Rules Committee present out of eight
that the Republicans have on that committee. [Applause on the
Democratie side.] You would not be here on the floor with the
resolution to-day if it were not for that fact. And to show
that we are not playing any partisan polities in the matter in
the votes that were supposed to come before the Rules Com-
mittee this morning, I went so far as to pair with a Republican
member of the committee in order to-give him an opportunity to
be associated with the members of his: regiment to-day that are
having a meeting over in New York.

Now, gentlemen, the Democratic arty on the floor of this

" House and the War Department welcome this investigation, |

and we believe that when you have finished it you will find your-
selves exactly in the same attitude as you did when you spent
three or four months investigating other members of the ad-
ministration in the so-called leak investigation, when every
Republiean member of that investigating committee had to sign
a report exonerating in full every branch of the Democratic
administration. [Applause en the Democratic-side.]

‘Ah, this is o wonderful procedure, but we welcome you to go
to it. Investigate what? Investigate the proceedings of an
administration that has turned the tide of battle, that has
erushed Prassianism, that has brought the greatest vietory to
American arms in all the history of the Nation? [Applause on
the Demoeratie side.] Investigate what? Why, you tried it
in the last Congress. Yon had military officers who had been
discharged from the service ecoming before the Rules Committee
to investigate the Argonne Forest Battle, the greatest battle
in all history, and yet if you had heard these gentlemen talk
before that committee you would have believed that the Ameri-
can arms had sufferéd disgrace and defeat in that battle, when,
upon the other hand, they had stamped themselves the greatest
soldiers in the history of the world. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic side.] Ah, gentlemen, we have no objeetion to this. The

sensible people of this eountry understand the purpose of it. |

Why do you not come in here—the people: have put you in con-
trol—why do you not ¢ome in here and bring in legislation to
meet the problems of the day and not look into the water
that has already gone ever the wheel? [Applause on the Demo-
ceratie side.]
to. solve, and you admit it. You talk about efficiency in run-
ning the Government! The American people have not forgotten
that the Democratic Party ran the Government suecessfully in
all of its phases during the greatest war in history. And now
_you say that the Democratic Party is not efficient, and you are
20 ineflicient that you would not be here on this floor to-day
with this resolution if the Democratic members had not given

There are great problems here for this Congress |

you a quorum in your commitfee this morning.
the Demoecratic side.]

I am not eriticizing the chairman of the committee. He is
enfitled to the Irigh position which he holds in lhis party’s serv-
ice. No member of this committee is eriticizing the chairman
of the committee for any unfair treatment of the Democratic
members of that committee, but the point to which I call the
attention of the country here to-day is that you are wasting and
frittering away time in investigation of things that are passed,
when there are great problems to be solved: And the bhusiness

i of this House, and especially the business of the majority side,
| since you are charged with power, should be not put fo the inves-
tigations of the past, but in solving the problems of the present
and of the future.

I commend to my Republican friends on that side of the House
the action of the Republican Party recently taken in Kentucky.
The Republican Party in Kentucny recently had a platform con-

- vention; but, gentlemen, not one word in that platform, from
“start to finish, though it was a long platform, dared te- eriticize
.tl::e' national administration. [Applause on the Demoeratic
| side.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentueky
has expired.

Mr. ©AMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
U man from North Carolina [Mr. Pov] use some of his time?

Mr. POU. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman frem Ohio
[Mr. WELTY].

The SPEAKER.
| 10 minutes,

Mr. WELTY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, a
year ago fo-day the First and Second Divisions were engaged at
the front south of Soissons, with a hope that they would stop
the retreat of the French. The marines were a part of this
organization, and they were sent near Bois de Belleau, a short
~distance northwest of Chateau-Thierry. They arrived there
about June 1, 8,000 strong, and it was estimated that these
lads did not only hold back but repulsed, time and again, four
'times their weight. On June 6 an advance was made, and this
part of the battle ended June 18, at which time it was learned
that these two divisions dild not only check but defeated the
l Germans by driving them out of the woods and for a number
-of miles beyond; but when the roll iwas called some of the
companies had no eommissioned or noncommissioned oflicers
left, and out of the 8,000 marines wlio went in 6,200 were either
| killed or wounded. Col. Catlin, who was in command of one of
these regiments, told me that 60 per cent of the rank and file ot
these boys were college men, and that in one regiment 93 per
cent of its men were either marksmen, sharpshooters, or expert
riflemen.

A year ago to-day the Germans knew for the first time Low
Americans can fight. Our soldiers had loeked forward to this
day for months, and now they were permitted to demonstrate
the difference in a man when he fights for an ideal and one
who: fights for property and because he is told to fight. They
were not only ready but willing to hold up the traditions of
American soldiers. Heretofore Le fought on his own soil and
near his front door, that others might enjoy freedom and equnl-
ity of rights, but it was the first time that he erossed the seas
and planted the American banner on foreign soil, demonstrating
that the spirit of freedom was a growing and continuning spirit.
It was a new spirit planted, and when Europe saw how gnl-
lantly they fought they concluded that American soldiers had
not only caught but possessed the spirit of the Crusaders.
With them it was ever enward and no refreat.

I have just returned from the Walter Reed Hospital, where
one of these brave lads submitted to a fifth major eperation,
due to a piete of bursting shell entering his left lung during
this battle. His comrades tell me that he refused to be borne
“off of the fleld, and when told at the hospital that he could not
resume the fight he wept because he could no longer continue
with his comrades in this great fight for freedom.

Mr. Speaker, he is not the only ene at Walfer Reed possessing
this spirit; there are hundreds. of others, maimed for life,
happy in the thought that they had a part in this great werld
| struggle, even though their bodies are physically disfignred for
life.

I am sorry to say that there are those with us to-day who
‘have not caught this spirit of sacrifice; but their one and only
thought was how much they ecould get out of this war for them-
selves. And when the draft act was passed they were husy
getting soft places for their sons within the draft age, and I
am serry that in the seleetion of hundreds of thousands of offi-
cers .they, too, were commissioned and became nothing more

[Applause on

The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for

nor less than rubber stamps for these profiteers.
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Business had to be mobilized in order to support these lads,
and thousands of business men, laborers, too old to shoulder
the gun, were willing to make every sacrifice in order that we
might win ; and these men have contributed just as much toward
the success of our cause as the boys on the field of battle, but
these spirits possessed by the soldier, business man, and laborer
demand now that the light of publicity be thrown on every man,
woman, and child who had a part in the prosecution of the war,
s0 that the profiteer and vampire may be known by their cow-
ardly slinking way, and withdrawal from this light because of
a sense of guilt; and, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
let us help in throwing on this light in order to point out their
illegal acts, so that full justice might be administered.

During the prosecution of this war I received numerous com-
plaints, and I have contented myself by calling them to the at-
tention of the President, officers of the War Department, and
the Department of Justice, because I believed that the enemy
should not know that we had these with us who would steal from
ihe Government while others were giving their lives to maintain
the same. But now that the war is over I think it high time
that a searching inquiry should be made with a view of prose-
cuting everyone who may be found guilty of profiteering or of pre-
senting a false and fraudulent claim to the Government, I know
that there are those who believe that an inquiry will not result
in any good, because of our experiences during the Civil and
Spanish-American Wars, and they point with justification to
the fruitless inquiry of the Beef Trust scandal, when 21 years
ago they had thousands of pounds of embalmed beef on hand
which they could not sell to the public, but found ready market
after the declaration of war with Spain. But, Mr. Speaker, are
we not suffering to this day because those in authority at that
time failed to do their duty? I well remember when the first
cans of beef came to Chickamauga Park, some of the cans were
bulged qut, and when opened the meat had a green, slimy ap-
pearance, and for some reason our pet dogs in camp and. the
razor-back hogs of Georgia refused to touch it when thrown to
them for food ; yet the officers passed it for food to the soldiers,
and for want of anything better they ate it after being cooked.
And what was the result? Two-thirds of the soldiers became sick.
I have seen hundreds of soldiers drop during a drill or parade,
a8 though they were hit by a bullet. I ask again, can a Gov-
ernment long live when it permits acts of this sort to go un-
punished? Mr. Speaker, I may not know the signs of the times,
but I doubt if another beef scandal can be put over on the
American public.

I know there are some who want to make politics out of this.
In my resolution of inguiry, which was referred to the Rules
Committee May 20, I asked for a nonpartisan committee, but I
understand that the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures
in the War Department and others on the majority side ask for
a committee of 15, with only a third of them Democrats.

The President and Secretary Baker did not ask a soldier or |-

business man offering his services for his politics. It so hap-
pened in my State that a large majority of the judge advocates
and other oflicers selected were Republicans. I do not know
what has been the practice in other States, but I have come to
the conclusion that Secretary Baker in his attempt to avoid the
politics of the Civil and Spanish-American Wars was leaning
backward. However, it seems that there were those under
his authority who did not share his views when it came to the
selection of these officers. I was informed by Gen. Crowder that
when it came to the selection of judge advocates from Ohio that
the matter was left exclusively with Secretary Baker, and yet
I found upon inquiry from the Secretary of War that he did
not know a single judge advocate selected from Ohio. But some-
how from the hundreds of able lawyers in Ohlo it so happened
that only three were of the Democratic faith, and a majority
came from Cincinnati, because the examining committee thought
Cincinnati was the largest city in Ohio, and every good lawyer
must come from the larger cities.

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I am not asking
for a nonpartisan committee because of a desire that Democrats
should be proteected. Far from it, I believe that a man who
defrauded a Government during the war is a traitor and should
be dealt with accordingly; and I do hope that when you come
to a traitor who professes to be a Democrat that no blank car-
iridge be used.

But I am asking for a nonpartisan committee, because these
men who profiteered during the war possess neither politics nor
religion. They assume their cloak only to appear in respectable
company. I am not saying that my good friend, the chairman
of the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, does
not intend to go to the bottom in this investigation, but he will
probably find that he may be embarrassed, because some of these

have powerful friends among those who organized not only the
Senate but the House as well. [Applause.]

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HuLiNgs].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Speaker, when this country entered into
the Great War people generally believed that in the high civiliza-
tion of the twentieth ecentury war was impossible. We were
entirely unprepared. We were told to be neutral. There were
some men here and there over the country, red-blooded men,
who urged preparation. But we were told at that time that
they were *“nervous and hysterical,” and that there was no
danger of war. The people did not recognize the fact that a
ravening tiger was loose in the world. They did not recognize

at that time that it was the duty of humanity and of tl]lc areat
Republic to go in and destroy that tiger.

And so the dictates of humanity forced us into this war. We
awere unprepared. Our regular officers had had no experience—
not one of them—in the handling and equipping and supplying
of great masses of men. They knew nothing about gas and
grenades and trench warfare. They had not small arms muni-
tions, artillery, airplanes, motor trucks, food, clothing, or even
an army, and it was a stupendous task, and, of course, mistakes
were made. Of course, in the hurry and confusion cost was
not considered, and of course there was great extravagance.
But to the everlasting credit of the American people all loyal
men of all parties joined hands in common front against the
common foe [applause], and for the first time in the history of
the country the minority party supported the trmjoril:_y,r adminis-
tration in time of war.

Now, I believe, with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FEss],
that this investigation should go on, not so much to determine
who has been making mistakes or even to expose grafters and
profiteers, desirable as that may be, but for the purpose of
informing Congress how it may put an end to the enormous
outlays and the expenses that are still zoing on without diminu-
tion six months after the war is over. The people are entitled
to know what the facts are, but I also believe that investigation
will show that the men who were at the head of the war opera-
tions were honestly doing the best they knew how. Honest
mistakes that have been made we can overlook. Honest ex-
travagance we can forget. The point of this investigation
should be to inform this Congress as to the measures to be taken
to ent off unnnecessary expense and to better equip Congress to
handle the far more important matters that are pressing for
solution. [Applause.]

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
from North Carolina use some of his time?

Mr. POU. How many more speeches, I would like fo ask, will
there be on that side?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Probably two; and then I shall
reserve a little time in which to move the previous question,

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. Froon].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, thé gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Fess] says the country demands this investigation. I do not
know whéther there is much demand for it in the country or
not, but I know that the Democratic administration welcomes
it. The Democratic membership of this House will vote for it.
I shall vote for it, because it provides for a better committee,
with broader powers than any existing committee, for the pur-
pose of investigating the expenditures in the War Department
and the general conduct of the war.

I should have preférred, Mr. Speaker, to see a joint com-
mittee of the Senate and House appointed. Such a committee,
I believe, would have aftracted the attention of the country
and held it, whereas a committee here, making an investigation,
and a committee over there on the other side of the Capitol
making an investigation, will not do that. It would have been
less expensive for the Government and less trouble to the offi-
cials of the War Department to appear before one committee
than before two committees. It would have resulted in a more
thorough investigation. I should have preferred such a com-
mittee on the conduct of the war and the expenditures for the
war, such a committee as we had after the war between the
States, But as we are not in control of things and ean not
dictate what kind of a committee we shall have we will sup-
port the committee provided for in this resolution. I for one
believe I speak the unanimous voice of the Democratic side
when I say we shall vote for this as the very best proposition
to make this investigation that the Republicans will present to
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the House. We Lope to improve it by amendment, but we are
so willing for this investigation that we will vote for it whether
it is smended or not.

The Democerats of the House and the Democrats of the coun-
try are proud of the splendid record which the able and effi-
cient Secretary of War has made, and proud of his honest and
splendid management of the multiplied duties of his great
office. [Applause.]

We are proud of the glorious record made by American
armies across the water [applause], and we want to sce every
man who has failed in his duty to his country in this great hour,
who has taken advantage of the exigencies of war and the hur-
ried manner in which great things had to be done, to improperly
enrich himself, whether he be a Democrat or a Republican,
expesed and brought to justice. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, it would have been better if there had been a
larger representation given to the Democrats upon the proposed
connmnittee. I think the suggestion of the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. Pov], that the Democrats have six and the Re-
publicans nine, is certainly fair and certainly reasonable. I
can see no answer to his position. I see no reason why there
should he more than three subcommittees of this proposed com-
mittee. Two of those subcommittees could have two of the
subjects of investigation assigned to each of them. This would
meet the argument for five subcommittees. If that were done
there could be three committees of five members each, three
Democrats and two Republicans——

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. You are wrong again. [Laughter.]

Mr. FLOOD. I mean three Republicans and two Democrats.
I wish it were the other way. [Laughter.] Three Republicans
and two Democrats. Such a division would appeal more to the
sense of justice and right of the country than a division of two
to one, as we are to have it in the proposed committee, It
would be nearer nonpartisan and would appeal more strongly
to the sense of justice and right of the Members of this House,
But whether this committee be partisan or nonpartisan, I want
to see it created. I want to see a thorough investigation made,
1 want to see a speedy investigation made, and T know that the
War Depariment and the Democratic administration and the
Democratic membership of this House and the Democratic
Party in the country have nothing to fear from this investiga-
tion. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min-
utes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoxcgworTH].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for
five minutes. ;

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, this being admittedly a
nonpartisan investigation, I have been highly edified in listen-
ing to the absolutely “ nonpartisan” speeches that have been
made upon that gide of the House. I can not avoid the conclu-
sion, however, that beneath the braggadocio of some of these
gentleman there lurks a little timidity about what may happen
18 1 result of this investigation. While undoubtedly there has
been n great waste of public money, for which the people of
this country will have to pay, I sincerely trust it will not de-
velop that any money has beeen misused for the benefit of any
person or corporation. That is one of the things we are going to
try te find out. 5

In wmy district there has been a Government activity—if that
is the word to use. There was activity there for four or five
months, during which some six or seven million dollars was
spent in the erection of an alleged nitrate plant. One of the
most beautiful spots in my county is new a devastated ruin and
all work has been finally abandoned, but before it is finally paid
for it will have cost the American people something over
$12,000,000. I heard many rumors—not very pretty ones—I do
not vouch for them—connected with the construction of this
plant, rumors in the first place as to the qualifications necessary
in order to obtain employment. I shall not elaborate upon these.
But I heard of one instance, pretty well vouched for, of a man
who obtained employment there as a carpenter, a man who had
been well satisfied with wages amounting to in the neighborhood
of 815 a week, who, through some influence or other, obtained
employment there at a salary of 370 a week. He discovered
that his job apparently consisted of every now and then ap-
proaching a wall and hammering in a nail which another gentle-
man kindly held for that purpese. He was conscientious enough
to have some doubt whether the wages he was being paid, con-
sidering the amount of work he did, were not a trifle excessive,
and he was somewhat concerned to observe after n few days
that another gentleman was almost continuously in attendance

upon him. When he walked up to hammer in a nail this other |

gentleman would observe him apparently with intense interest.

When he sat upon a bench to rest and to ruminate, possibly

upon the noble deeds of our great Secretary of War, he ob-

served that this man was watching him intently. Finally he
became disturbed and le accosted the man and said, “ Sir, what
does this mean? Are you shadowing me? Are you a detec-
tive?” The man replied, “ No, sir; I am your helper.” [Laugh-
ter.] Those are some of the things that we propose to investi-
gate under this resolution.

Let us join together, Republicans and Demoecrats, in this
House to see to it that the American people are fully advised as
to where these vast expenditures have gone. [Applause.]

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, how much time is
there remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Pov] has 10 minutes and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Caxp-
pELL] has 12 minutes.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas.
Carolina use some time?

Mr. POU. There will be only one more speech on this side.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoxpeLL]. [Applause.]

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, very early in the history of our
Government the House provided for certain committees whose
duty it was te examine into the expenditures of Government de-
partments. Those committees have not always functioned as
they should. T believe it to be the duty of those committees 4o
hold sessions in every Congress and to examine into the expendi-
tures and all of the expenditures of the departments. They
have not always done so; but in almost every session of Con-
gress, and invariably so at the close of periods of great ex-
penditures, these committees have made examinations, and
special committees have been appointed for that purpose.

In ordinary times the War Department spends about $125,-
000,000 to $130,000,000 a year. Since the war began it has ex-
pended $16,000,000,000. One division of the War Department
has expended more than $4,000,000,000. Manifestly these enor-
mous expenditures should be audited and examined and inquired
into. I assume they would be, without regard to whether Repub-
licans or Democrats controlled the House. I believe we are pro-
posing nothing more than the gentlemen on the other side would
have proposed if they had had control of the House. 1 feel confi-
dent that the gentlemen on the other side expect, and are per-
fectly honest in their statement that they desire to have these
investigations made, though I am frank to say that I never
before heard a man express so much regret with regard to some-
thing that he wanted to have done as the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. CaxTrirt], who just spoke, expressed. While he was
exceedingly anxious, so he said, to have these investigations
made, he spoke with great regret with regard to them.

Mr. Speaker, the important work of this Congress will be
constructive; but, as we proceed first with our program of ap-
propriations and then with our program of constructive legisla-
tion, it becomes our duty—the American people expect it of us—
to have g fair and thorough investigation, and we expect a fair
investigation, of the activities and expenditures of the depart-
ments of the Government.

Something has been said about the representation on this com-
mittee, and gentlemen have insisted that the minority should
have a larger representation than is suggested. The gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. I"ess], I think, explained that matter, fully
and clearly. The minority could not be given a larger repre-
sentation than is proposed on this committee if it is to be
divided into subcommittees, as it seems necessary that it should
be, without increasing the committee to a size that would enll
from other active work a larger number, both of the minority
and the majority, than can be well spared. All of the legislative
committees of the House will be very busy, and the active, force-
ful men on both sides will be needed in that work in as large
number as are available, and it would not be wise, either from
the standpoint of the majority or the minority, to have these
investigating committees too large in number. In view of the
situation, I think the arrangement made is eminently fair and
just, and I want to say for the majority that we are taking up
these investigations not in any spirit of endeavor to make
political eapital, whatever gentlemen may say, but because it is
our duty to do so. It would be their duty if they were in con-
trol of the House to make guch an audit and examination as
would inform the American people of the manner and character
of the very great expenditures during the period of the war.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I have noticed that since the
beginning of this session of the Congress several of the older
Members of the House have taken oceasion to address them-
selves particularly to the new Members of the body. For just a
moment I venture to do that thing.

You gentlemen who come here as new Members have heard
for a good many years of the gag rule and the steam roller.
Now, I want to say to you that in just a few moments you are

Will the gentleman from North
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going to see these modern instrumentalities of politics in very
full and active operation.

The issue will be put to the test here when the gentleman
from Kansas moves the previous question. If the previous
question be carried, then all possibility of amending this reso-
lution will fail. If it be not carried, then the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. Pou] will have the opportunity of offering
the amendment which he has had read for the information of
the House, and that is to previde that the minority representa-
tion on the committee shall be not less than six in number,

Of course, the resolution which is before you does not change
the majority and minority representation; that is left to the
lhonored Speaker of this House. But 1 assume that the Speaker
of this House will carry out the plan that was officially an-
nounced to the Committee on Rules to be “the plan ** and name 10
majority members and 5 minority members. Against that in-
justice I protest.

A friend of mine on that side, and I am very fond of him,
spoke to me a few moments ago of the similarity of debate in
this Congress and eight years ago, when the Demoecrats first
came into power. On this question of investigations I agreed
with him as to some of the debate, but let me point out this
difference in the investigations which the Demoerats orderel
and the investigation which the Republicans now propose to
order. :

The steel investigating committee consisted of nine members—
five majority and four minority. The sugar investigating com-
mittee consisted of nine members—five majority and four
minority. The so-called Mulhall investigating committee con-
sisted of seven members—four of the majority and three of the
minority. The Pujo investigation was conducted by one of the
standing committees of the House, the Committee on Banking
and Currency. My friend from North Carolina said that in
the history of the Government there had been no investigating
committee in which there were 2 to 1. My friend is mistaken.
I venture to call your attention to a committee, and I hesitate
somewhat to do it, because when brought to recollection I fear
it will be pregnant with sad memories to those on the Re-
publican side. In the last Republican Copgress you created what
was commonly known as the Ballinger-Pinchot investigating
committee. It was a joint committee, as this committee ought
to be, of the House and the Senate, and you had eight of the
majority party and four of the minority. That is the only
precedent you have. You remember what happened to you after
the Ballinger-Pinchot investigation. Gentlemen, why not play
the game fair? [Applause on the Democratie side.]

The membership of this House, the relative proportion of
party representation, entitles the minority under all the rules
of the game to the representation suggested by the amendment
that will be proposed, if opportunity be given, by the gentleman
from North Carolina. We gave it to you while we were in
power. Aye, more. Why not at least begin this matter with
some semblance of fairness?

Of course, we do not oppose the investigation. It is to be an
investigation of what in many respects is the most glorious

chapter in the history of this United States. The job was done |

with thoroughness and completeness. We do not object, and we

welcome the opportunity to show the cfficiency with which those |

charged with the responsibility dealt in this great crisis of the

world. But I do insist, Mr. Speaker. that in common decency, |

measured by all the decent precedents of the past; in common
fairness, measured by the standard which we ourselves have
set, we are entitled to this proportionate representation upon
this very important committee. I appeal to the sense of fairness
of this House to vote down the previous question and give us an
opportunity to have a vote on the amendment that will then
be offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, before taking any
more time, I want to call attention of the gentleman from North
Carolina to some rather formal amendments to the resolution
that I shall ask unanimous consent to make.

Mr. POU. I have no objection if they are the corrections the
gentleman showed me.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Line 6, page 2, I ask unanimous
consent that the word * further ” be stricken out.

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent to strike out, on page 2, line 6, the word * further.”

Mr. IGOE. Reserving the right to object, why not vote down
the previous question and then we can take up this amendment
and others at the same time.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That is another matter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kansas?

There was no objection.

| there will have to be at least five subcommittees.

Alr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I ask unanimous eonsent that
in line 10, page 2, the word * further ” be stricken out.

Thq, SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-
quest?

There was no objection.

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. On page 2, line 12, I ask unani-
“moui:‘i consent that the word *select” be added after the word

m .ll »

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
fleman from Kansas?

There was no objection,

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. In line 14, page 2, T ask unani-
mous consent that the word *“further” be stricken out.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the regunest of the gen-
tleman from Kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have listened
with a great deal of interest to the discussion on this resolution.
Gentlemen on the Democratic side say they court the investiga-
fion that it proposes—in faet, they are anxious for such an in-
vestigntion—but the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArmeTT]
is not satisfied with the way the committee is made up. He has
called the attention of the House to the faet that in other inves-
tizations authorized by the House the political proportions of
the committees differed from the proportions proposed here. He
cited, I think, four precedents—the steel investigation, the sugar
investigations, and the so-called Money Trust or Pujo investi-
gation. I eall the gentleman’s attention and the attention of the
House to the fact that each of these investigations was to in-
quire into industrial and financial institutions of the country
rather than a political [laughter on the Democratic side] or gov-
ernmental activity.

Mr. DUPRE. Ah, the gentleman has let the cat out of the
bag. ’

AMr. LONGWORTH. May I suggest to the gentleman from
Kansas that the gentleman is perfectly right when he speaks
of a political or governmental activity—they are synonymous
under this administration.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Have been. [Laughter on the
Democratic side.] Oh, gentlemen seem pleased. In all prob-
ability the Investigation will disclose that there has been a
mingling of political and governmental activities. I have not
the slightest doubt of that. The other precedent referred to
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GarrerT] called for an
investigation of a governmental activity, but the membership
of that committee was composed exactly as it is proposed to
compose this committee, in the same proportion of the majority
and the minority members.

Mr. GARRETT. Does the gentleman refer to the Pujo com-
mittee?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No; the Ballinger convmittee.
However, it was a commitiee to investigate a governmental
activity, and that is what this committee is, There is nothing
unfair about these proportions.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT. That was a Republican committee, and that
is what this committee is to be.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes; that is true. I congratu-
late the Republican side of the House and the country upon
the fact that the Republicans have an opportunity to make a
delayed investigation of the activities of the War Department.
[Applause on the Republican side.]

Mr. PELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The Democratic majority that
went out in the last Congress had nrany opportunities to in-
guire into the activities of the War Department. Many fail-
ures have been called to the attention of the country that did
not seem to get a response from the committees of this House,
and the matters were not investigated.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to
the gentleman from New York?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. TFor a question.

Mr. PELL. In what way does the proportion of this pro-
posed victory investigating committee compare with the pro-
portions of the committee which investigated the Spanish War?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I amr really not able to answer
the gentleman. I think, however, that that was a joint com-
mittee, although I am not sure. Mr. Speaker, this resolution
calls for an investigation that is so collo=al in its nature that
The sensible
thing to do will be to have two Republicans and one Democrat
upon each one of these subcommittees, rather than to have two
Republicans and one Demoerat on a portion of the subcommit-
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tees, and three Republicans and two Democrats on other sub-
committees.

i'he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kansas
has expired.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas.
ous question on the resolution.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, before that is done, I would like to
ask if the gentleman objects to a vote upon my proposed amend-
ment?

Mr CAMPBELL of Kansas, I do.

Mr. Speaker, I move the previ-

I move the previous

question on the resolution.

Mr., POU.

The yeas and nays were ordered

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 197, nays 154,

answered “ present ” 2, not voting 76, as follows:

YEAS—197.
Ackerman Fairfield Luce Rowe
Anderson Fess Lufkin Sanders, Ind.
Andrews, Md. Focht Luhring Sanders, N, Y.
Andrews, Nebr, Fordney McArthur Sanford
Bacharach I"oster McCulloch cott
Baer Frear McKengzie Sells
Barbour ch Mc.l{inleg Shreve
gﬁ Fuller, 111 McLaughlin, Mich.Sinclair
PBenham Garla MeLaughlin, Nebr.SInnott
Bland, Ind. Glynn MacCrate Blemg
Boles Good MacGregor 8mith, Idaho
Bowers Goodall Madden Smith, Mich.
Britten Goodykoontz Magee Snell
Brooks, I11. Gon Mapes Snyder
Drooks, 'a, Graham, Il Mason Stephens. Ohlo
Browne Green, Iowa Merritt Btiness
Browning Greeno, Mags, Michener Strong, Kans,
Burdick Greene, Vt. Miller Strong, Pa.
Burroughs Griest Monahan, Wis. Summers, Wash.
Butler Hadley Mondell Sweet
Campbell, Kans. Hamilton Moore, Ohio Taylor, Tenn.
Cannon Hardy, Colo, Moore, Pa. Timberlake
Chindblom Haskell Moores, Ind. Tincher
Christopherson  lau Morgan Tinkham
Classon Hawley Mott Towner
Cole Hays Murphy Treadway
Cooper Hernandez Nelson, Wis. Vaile
Cop Hersey Newton, Minn, Vare
Costello Hickey Newton, Mo. Vestal
Crago Hoch Nichols, Mich. Voigt
Cramton Hon, igl:tm:l Nolan Volstead
Crowther hzlateﬁa Ogden Wals!
Currie, Mich, Hu Oshorne Wallers
Curry, Calif. Jefferis 3 Paige ard
Dallinger Johnson, Wash., Parker Watson, I'a
TOW Jones, Pa. latt Webster
Davis, Minn, Juul Purnell Wheeler
Denison - Kearns Radcliffe White, Kans,
Dickingon, Iowa Kendall msey White, Me.
Dowell Kennedy, Towa Ramseyer Williams
Dunbar Kin Randall, Wis Wilson, Il
Dunn Kinkaid Reavis Winslow
Dyer Knutson eber Wooi, Ind.
Echols LaGuardia Bct'(‘l. N. Y. Woodyard
Edmonds Lampert Reed, W. Va. Yates
Elliott Langley Rhodes Young, N. Dak.
Elston ton Ricketts Zihlman
Emerson Lehlbach Robsion, Ky.
Esch Little Rogers
Evans, Nebr, Longworth Rose
NAYB—104,
Alexander Dominick Lee, Ga. Rouse
Almon Donovan Lesher Rubey
Ashbrook Doremus Lever Rucker
Aswell Drane Linthicum bath
Ayres Dupré Loner; Sanders, La
Babka Eagle McAndrews Sears
Bapkhead Evans, Mont. MecDuflie Sims
Barkley Fitzgerald McGlennon Sisson
Hee Flood McKiniry Small
Bell Gallagher McLane Smith, N. Y.
Black Gallivan Maher hmtkhwlck
Bland, Mo. Gandy Major Steagall
Bland, Va. Ganly Mansfield Stedman
Blanton Gard Martin Steele
Booher Garner Mays Stephens, Miss.
Dox Garrett a Taylor, Ark.
Brand Goodwin, Ark. Minahan, N. J Taylor, Colo.
Briges Hard ’fex Moon Thomas
Brinson Harrison Nee Thompson, Okla.
DBuchanan Hayden Nelson, Mo. Tillman
Byrnes, 8. C. Heflin Nichols, 8. C. TUpshaw
DByrns, Tenn. Hersman O'Connell Venable
Caldwell Holland Oldfield Vinson
Campbell, Pa. Huddleston Oliver Watkins
Candler Hudspeth Overstreet Watson, Va.
Cantrill I1ull, Tenn. Padg Weaver
Caraway Igoe Par Webb
Carss Jacoway Parrish Welling
Carter Johnson, Ky. Pell Weltf
asey Johnson, Miss, Pou Whaley
Clark, Mo. Johnston, N. Y. Quin Wilson, La
Cleary Jones, Tex. Ragsdale Wilson, Pa
Coady Kincheloe Rainey, H. T. Wingo
Collier Kitchin Rainey, J. W. ise
Connally Kleczka aker Woods, Va.
Crisp Lanham Randall, Calif, ‘Wrigh
Cullen Lankford burn Young, Tex.
Davis, Tenn, Lazaro Riordan
Dickinson, Mo, Lea, Calif, Romjue

On that I demand the yeas and nays.

Anthony
Benson
Brumbaugh
Burke
Carew
Clark, Fla.
Dale
mpsey
Dent.
Dooling
Doughton

Eagan
Ellsworth
Evans, Nev.
Ferris

Flelds
Fisher
Freeman

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—

Blackmon

Dewalt

NOT VOTING—T0.

Fuller, Mass.
Godwin, N. C.
Goldfogle
Graham, P»
Griffin
Hamill
Hastings
ITicks

Hill

Howard
Hull, Iowa
Humphreys
Hutchinson
Ireland
James

Johnson, 8. Dak.
Kahn

Kelley, Mich.
Kelly{f?a

Kennedy, R. L.
Kettner
Kiess
Kraus
Kreider
Larsen
MeClintie
McFadden
MeXeown
McPherson
Mann
Montague

Phelan

So the previous question was ordered.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
Until further notice:
Mr. ANTHONY with Mr. BEXsoN.

Mr. Burge with Mr. CrArx of Florida.
Mr. FreemMAN with Mr. DAvEY.

Mr. Furrer of Massachusetts with Mr. Evaxs of Nevada.
Mr, Kaax with Mr., DENT.

Mr. Hicks with Mr. KETTNER.
Mr. KeLrey of Michigan with Mr. HowARD.

Mr. Kraus with Mr. Mooge of Virginia.
Mr. RopExNBeRG with Mr., OLNEY,
Mr. WasoN with Mr. STEVENSON.
Mr. DEWALT. Mr. Speaker, I voted “ no,” but I have a gen-

eral pair with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr.
pEN, who would have voted * yes.”

and answer * present.”
The name of Mr. DEwALT was called, and he answered * Pres-

ent.”

Porter
Riddick
Robinson, N. C.

odenberg
Rowan
Baunders, Va.
Schall
Seully
Bherwood
Slegel

th, I11.

Steenerson
Stevenson
Sullivan
Sumners, Tex.
Temple
Thompson, Ohio
Tilson

Wason

McFap-

I desire to change my vote

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER.

The gquestion is on the resolution.

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 341, nays 0,
answered “ present " 1, not voting 87, as follows:

Ackerman
Alexander
Almon
Anderson
Andrews, Md.
Andrews, Nebr.
Ashbrook
Aswell

flacharach
Baer
Bankhead
Barbour
Barkley
Bee

Bei:g

Bell
Benham

lack
and, Ind,
land, Mo.
and, Va.
Blanton
Boies
Booher
Bowers
Box
Brand
Br
Brinson
Brooks, IlL
Brooks, Pa.
Browne
Browning
Buchanan
Burdick
Burroughs
ﬁutlﬂ' 8. ¢
es, 5
B;l;gs, Tenn.
Caldwell

o L

Campbell, Kans.

Campbell, Pa.
Candler
Cannon
Cantrill
Caraway
Carss

Carter

Case{
Chindblom
Christopherson
Clark,

YEAS—341.
Classon Ganly
Cleary Gard
Coady Garland
Cole Garner
Collier Garrett
Connally Glynn
Cooper Godwin, N. C.
Cople Good
Costello Goodall
Crago Goodykoontz
Cramton Graham, I11.
Crisp Greene, Mass,
Cullen Greene, Vi,
Currie, Mich Griest
Curry, Callf, Hadley
Dale Hamilton

Dar I‘OW

Dewalt
Dickinson, Mo.
Dickinson, Iowa
Dominick
Donovan
Doremus
Dowell

Drane

Dunbar

Dunn

Dupré

Dyer

Eagle

Echols

Evans, Mont.
Evans, Nebr.
Fairfield

pss
Iitzgerald
F

French
Fuller, I1L
Gallagher
Gallivan
Gandy

Hardy, Colo.
Iianl_'f. Tex.
Haskell

Hayden

Hagin

Hernandez
Hersey
Hersman
Hickey
Hoch
Holland
Houghton
Huddleston
Hudspeth
Hulin,
Hull, Tenn.
Igoe

Jacoway
Jefferis
Johnson, Ky.
Johnson, Miss,

Johnson, Wash.
Johnston, N. ¥,

Jones, 'a.
Jones, Tex,
Juul

Kearns
Kendall
Kennedy, Towa
Kincheloe

Langley
Lanham
Jmukrurd
lmytun
Jﬂmro
Lea, Lnllr

Linthicum
Little
Lonergan
Longworth
Luce

Lufkin
Lulring
MeAndreows
McArthor
MeCulloch
MeDuflie
MeGlennon
MceKiniry
McLane
MecLaughlin, Mich,
MeLaughlin, Nebr,
MacCrate
Mactiregor
Madden
Magee
Maher
Major
Mansfiekl
Mapes
Martin
Mason

Mays

Mead
Merritt
Michener
Minahan, N. J.
Mondell
Moon
Moore, Ohio
Moore, Pa,
Maores, Ind,

Newton, Mo.
Nicholls, 8. C.
Nichols, Mich.
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Nolan Rhodes Snell Ward
O'Connell  Ricketts Snyder Wason
Ogden Riddick Steagall Watkins
Oldfield Riordan Stedman Watson, Pa.
Oliver Robsion, Ky. Steele Wntmn Va.
Olney Rodenberg Stephens, Ohio Wen
Oghorne Rogers Stiness y Wohh
Overstreet Romjue Strong, Kans. Webster
Padgett Rose Strong, Pa. Welling
FPa! Rouse ?ummers. Wash. Wel
Par Rowe Whaley
Parker Rubey Taylor, Ark. Wheeler
Parrish Rucker Taylor, Colo. White, Kans,
Platt Sabath Taylor, Tenn. White, Me.
Pou Sanders, Ind. Thomas Williams
Purnell Sanders, La. Thompson, Okla. Wilson, I1L
Quin Sanders, N. Y. Tillman Wilson,
Radeliffe Scott Timberlake Wilson, Pa.
R ale Sears Tincher Wingo
Rainey, H . Sells Tinkham ‘Winslow
Rainey, J. W. Shreve Towner . Wise
Raker Sims Treadway Wood, Ind.
Ramsey Sinclair Upshaw Woodyard
R.nm!e{er Sinnott Vaile Wright
Randall, Calif. Bisgon Vare Yates
Randall, Wis. SBlem Venable Young, N. Dak.
Rayburn Smal Vestal Young, Tax.
Reavis Smith, Idaho Vinson Zihlman
Reber Smith, Mich. Volgt
Reed, N. X. Smith, N. Y. Volstead
Reed, W. Va, Smithwick Walsh
ANSWERED * PRESENT "—1.,
Blackmon
NOT VOTING—ST.
Anthony Gould Kettner Phelan
Britten Graham, Pa. Kiess Porter
Brumbaugh Green, Towa Kraus Robinson, N. C.
Burke Griffin Kreider owan
Carew Hamill Larsen Sanford
Clark, Fla, Harrison Lehibach Snunders. Va.
Crowther Hastings MecClintic
Davey Haugen McFadaen Scully
Dempsey Hicks ‘\IcKensIe Sherwood
Dent Hin McKeown !efr.‘l
Dooling Howard McKinley Smith, T1L
Doughton Hull, ITowa MePherson Steenerson
Eagan Humphreys Mann Stephens, Miss,
Ellsworth Husted Miller 5 nson
Evans, Nev. Hutchinson Monahan, Wis. Sullivan
Ferris Ireland Montague Sumners, Tex.
Fields James Mooney Temple
Fisher Johnson, 8. Dak, Moore, Va Thompson, Ohio
Freeman Kahn Morin Tilson
Fuller, Mass. Kelley, Mich, Mudd Walters
Goldfogle Kelly, Pa. Pell Woods, Va.
Goodwin, Ark. Kennedy, R. 1. Peters

So the resolution was agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
Until further notice:
Mr. ANxTHONY With Mr. F1sHER.

Mr. Britteny with Mr. CrArk of Florida.

Mr. HaveEx with Mr, DAVEY.

Mr. LenreacH with Mr. McCrLINTIC.
Mr. McKiNLEY with Mr,

Mr.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening

PELL.
Warters with Mr. Woobs of Virginia.
Mr. MILLER.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to vote “ yea.”

when his name was called?
Mr. MILLER. I was present.
The SPEAKER. That is not sufficient.
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. CaxepeLL of Kansas, a motion to reconsider
the vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the

table.

DISTRICT APPROPRIATIONS.

consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R.
4226G), being the District of Columbia appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, H. R.
4226, the District appropriation bill

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. And pending that motion, Mr.
Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Bucnanan] if we ean not agree upon time for general debate?

Mr. BUCHANAN. What suggestion has the gentleman to
make? How much time will your side require?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. So far as I am concerned, I do not
care to use more than 30 minutes. I tvould suggest that we
limit the debate to 40 minutes on a side, unless the gentleman
has a lot of requests for time.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let us say 45 minutes on a side, with this
understanding, that if no contest is made upon the half-and-half
plan it will be limited to 45 minutes on a side, but if there is a
contest I think we can agree to time on that subject alorne.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. MAake it 40 minutes on a side, and
I will agree to the gentleman’s suggestion.

Mr. BUCHANAN. All right. Let it go.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. And the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Bucnnaxan] to control half the time and I the other half.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan-
imous consent that the debate be limited to 80 minutes, one-
half to be controlled by himself and one-half by the gentleman
from Texas. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, is it proposed at
the conclusion of that time to begin the reading of the bill
to-day?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is my desire.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The question is on the motion that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill H. R. 4226, the District appropriation bill, with
Mr. TowxEr in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 4298) making a priauons to provide for the ex-
penses of the government of the strict of Columbia for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan-
imous consent that the first reading of the bill may be dispensed
with. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Davis].

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Towa [Mr. HAveEN].

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, in response to the request of
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SseLL], concerning the
present status of the Federal road act, I desire to submit a
communication from the department, which gives the informa-
tion, and I ask unanimous consent that it De printed in the
REecorn,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous

Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNGwORTH].

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, while the subject is
still fresh in our minds, I desire to advert to the resolution
Just passed by the House, and particularly to the speech made
by my distinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. GarrerTl.
Gentlemen will recall that that side of the House voted unani-
mously against ordering the previous question, on the ground
that they had not received fair treatment in that they were
allowed only 5 out of 15 members on this committeé; in other
words, they contend that with committees, particularly inves-
tigating committees, the proportion for the majority should be
less than 2 to 1.

Sinee listening, profoundly moved as I was, by the affecting
character of that speech, I have procured a copy of the Con-
gressional Directory of the Sixty-third Congress, that being
the first time that the Democratic Party had had for many
years an opportunity to impress their policies upon the eountry
and who were then in complete control of this House. The
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garrerr] said that there was
no precedent in the history of this House for giving the minority
on any committee which had investigating powers as low as
one out of two. I will proceed to read certain committee lists
to test his statement.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman permit?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And he was addressing him-
self particularly to the new Members.

Mr. LONGWORTH. He was appearing in the character of a
good old unecle.

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman evidently has my state-
ment confused with the statement made by the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. Poul]. :

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, no. The gentleman from Tennessee
made this positive statement. He said: “ Treat us at least
fairly ; let there be some semblance of decency; give us more
than one out of every two, because there is no precedent in
history for less.”

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will allow me, I will
read the list of one of these committees,
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I read at random from one of the various investigating com-
mittees as formed by the Sixty-third Congress, when the Dem-
ocratic side was in power:

The Committee on Expendituren in the Interior Department: James
M. Graham, of Illinois; Oscar Ca Gy of Texas; Joseph A. Goulden,
of New York; Dudley M. Hughes ar eorgla ; Tom Stout, of Montana.

Count them; five Democrats. I now read the names of the
other mem-bers:

Frank W. Mondell, of Wyoming ; Charles H. Burke, of SBouth Dakota.

Count them, my friends; two Republicans. In other words,
when the Democratic Party had assumed control of the affairs
of this House, instead of giving the Republicans a better deal
than we are giving the Democrats now, they gave us only two
out of seven. The proportion was two and one-half to one, in-
stead of two to one.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will in a moment. Let me read an-
other: ¥

The Committee on Expenditures in the War Department—

That is the kind of committee we have just formed—a Com-
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department. I read:
John A. M. Adalr, of Indiana; Hannibal L. Godwin, of North Caro-

lina ; John J. ]!.ll":ll‘.l of New Jempy Peter J. Dooling. of New York;
Frank L. Dershem, of Pennsylvania.

Five. On the Republican side of the committee:
Ernest W. Roberts, of Massachusetts.

One. They were kind enough to give us one out of six on
that committee. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

Now, gentlemen, I am not going to debate the question
whether it would have been better or not to have given the
minority a larger proportion, though it seems to me very patent
that in a committee of 15, where there are to be five separate
subecommittees, it is the only proportion which would be fair to
both sides of the House. But the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. GarreTT] says that we have been unfair; that we have
been indecent. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman from Minnesota give
me two minutes more?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota.
more. That is all T can give.

I yield the gentleman two minutes

M. LONGWORTH. He accuses us of indecency in this mat--

ter. I am sure my friend from Tennessee did not have in mind,
when he made that attack on this side of the House, the treat-
ment that we received—without complaint, I assume, because I
did not happen to be a Member of that Congress myself—without
complaint, the proportion of only one out of two and one-half.
As a matter of fact, if we had followed the precedent set by the
party that is now in the minority, which was then in a majority
for the first time in many years, the proportion of this com-
mittee would have been as 11 to 4.

In other words, gentlemen, we have not only treated you fairly,
but we have treated you much more fairly than you treated us.
My friend from Tennessee may shed tears, if he likes, in ad-
dressing this House, but I beg of him not to shed * crocodile
tears.” [Applause on the Republican side.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Bucaanan] for 40 minutes.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the genileman
from Tennessee [Mr. Gareerr] five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, it came as a very great sur-
prise to me that any gentleman on that side should care to re-
open an issue which has just been so shamefully settled. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] In the remarks which I made,
referring to investigating committees, I referred to special in-
vestigating committees. I did not refer to the standing com-
mittees of the House. We have made no complaint as to the
assignments given us upon the standing committees of the
House, Those were accepted without protest. I think myself
that the arrangement was as fair as it could have been made,
What I complained of was the assignment upon this special
committee. The able gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoxeworTH],
however, has seen fit to call attention to the five-and-two propo-
sition in the Sixty-third Congress. In that Congress the Demo-
cratic Party had a majority of about 143.. In this Congress the
Republicans have a majority of about 41. And yet we gave
you upon the standing Committee on Expenditures at that time
the same proportion, notwithstanding our majority of 143, that
you have given us at this time with your major'ity of only 41,
[Applume on the Demoeratic side.]

AMr, IGOE, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT. In just a moment I will try to. Now, in
view of the fact that this matter has been reopened, and as I
see the honored Speaker of the House leaving the Chamber, I
desire to make an appeal to him. I stated in the.course of my
remarks that I supposed the Speaker would carry out the plans
that had been formulated by his party’'s steering committee,
but upon reflection I think I was mistaken and that I did the
Speaker a grave injustice in that respect. Notwithstanding
this resolution which has been forced upon the Speaker of
this House, notwithstanding the program which has been laid
down by the steering committee of the majority side, that there
shall be 10 to 5, I yet have—and that is my only remaining
hope—an ahidlng faith that the Speaker of this House will,
fair as he is, disregard the recommendation of his party’s
steering committee and do us the decent justice that ought to
be done when it comes to appointing this committee. [Ap-
plause on the Democratic side.] With that expression, Mr.
Chairman, of the confidence I have in the fairness and the jus-
tice of the Speaker of this House, who now remains our only
hope for justice, the episode, so far as I am concerned, is closed,
[Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee yields back
the remainder of his time, two minutes. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis].

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, how mueh time
have I consumed?

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman has 33 minutes left.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I wish the Chair would eall my
attention to the fact when I have spoken 20 minutes, if I suc-
ceed in speaking that long.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chalr will try to do so.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the House, I feel as though an armistice relative to the
recent heated discussion at least has been signed; not that the
war is over, but that an armistice has been signed,

Now, I want to call attention to something that you are all
interested in, because you represent all paris of this country.
The bill that I am going to present to you pertains particularly
to the Capital of the Nation—your Capital—and if you discover
any politics in it, any partisanship on the part of any member of
the committee presenting it—and I am a part of that—I wish
you would point it out. We have endeavored here to proceed in
an economical way, not because of past extravagance, but
because we want to do justice to the people of this District, the
city of Washington, and the people of the United States. I
want to make an illustration, a comparison. Your subcommittec
is composed of five members.

Having been connected with municipalities before I came to
Congress, I can not help thinking that your subcommittee really
are aldermen of the city of Washington. Now, if this were
Cleveland, Detroit, Minneapolis, St. Louls, or some other city of
that size, perhaps your five aldermen here could get along pretty
well, provided we had six months or a year's time in which to
investigate all these matters; but we have not that time, and
this is not Cleveland, Cincinnati, Detroit, or any other city of
similar size. This is Washington, the Capital of the Nation.
And I want to tell you the more you study it the more you will
be surprised to find the complexity of the conditions which con-
front your little board of aldermen. ;

In the ordinary city the taxgatherer collects the money, the
board of aldermen distribute it, and it is all audited by one
office. Not so in Washington. I am not condemning the system,
I am merely stating to you a fact. I will give you a few illus-
trations to show you the complexity and the trouble that your
subcommittee have to contend with. Appropriations for the
District of Columbia are ecarried in the District bill proper,
which I now present to you. Large sums are carried in the
sundry civil bill. Large sums are carried in the legislative,
executive, and judicial bill, and the deficiency bills always carry
appropriations. for the District of Columbia. The funds for
park maintenance are carried in the sundry civil bill and are
expended by the Chief of Engineers of the Army. That is only
one instance. To keep track of all these different things, first,
where do we get the money for a particular purpose; next, how
is it disposed of and under whose guidance—these are some of
the complications.

The funds for the water department are carried in the Dis-
trict bill, but are expended partly by the District Commissioners
and partly by the Chief of Engineers of the Army. Those things
all have to be watched, audited, and looked after, and your little
board of aldermen of five men have got to straighten out all
those things and explain to 435 Members why it is so, and all
about it.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota.
Illinois.

Mr, MADDEN. I do not want to bother the gentleman.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I shall not consider it any bother.
I shall be glad to answer any question, if I can.

Mr. MADDEN. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the
bill if all the park police force under the direction of the Army
are not paid out of the Army appropriation bill?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No; they are not. We pay a part
of them and the Federal Government pays another part.

Mr. MADDEN. I did not think we paid any pa

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am informed by the clerk of the
Committee on Appropriations that we do.

I yield to the gentleman from

Mr. SISSON. If the gentleman will yield—
Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman from
Mlsslssippi

. SISSON. At the beginning of the war the police force
sms \-EIY greatly reduced, and a certain number of men were de-
tailed from the Army on police duty, and they were paid-out
of the police fund. Of course, this committee had nothing to
do with that, because they were regularly appointed as police-
men for the District of Columbia. They were detailed as police-
men, and they were in their uniforms. How many there were
[ do not know.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think that is correet. I will
just give you briefly a few other illustrations. Mind you, I
am not eriticizing this thing. I am simply showing the obstacles
and confusion that your committee have to contend with, both
in the appropriations and the settlement,

The Zoological Park, with an annual appropriation of $115,000,
s under the Smithsonian Institution. There is a small appro-
priation for the burial of indigent soldiers, which is under the
War Department.

The public buildings ind grounds, care and maintenance of
parks, and so forth, are under the War Department. Rock
Creek Park and Potomae Parkway are under a commission. The
Aqueduct Bridge is under the War Department. Columbia
Hospital is under a board of trustees. The salaries and ex-
penses of the office of publie buildings and grounds are under the
War Department, The $240 bonus to employees is carried in the
District bill, but we did not inaugurate it. The refunding of
taxes, an indefinite sum, is in the Distriet bill.

I simply cite these things to you to show you that this is
different from any other city in the country, and that in order
to comprehend it fully much time should be consumed in investi-
gating it

Now, as to the present bill. The last appropriation bill, for
1919, including deficiencies, amounted to $15,451,318.66. The
bill under consideration carries $14,782,981. The bill which
failed of passage carried $14,093,701. You must bear in mind
that we spent a good deal of time here in the last session in the
consideration of a District of Columbia appropriation bill, which
passed the House but failed to become a law, owing to the fact
that the Sixty-fifth Congress expired on the 4th of March. That
bill carried $689,280 less than the present bill. In this bill we
have not come up to the estimates of the commissioners, and we
Imve not come up to the estimates of the War Department. We
lave not given them all that they asked for, but we have done
pretty well, I think. We have given them within about $800,000
of what they requested.

Gentlemen, owing to the failure of the passage of the last bill
I really think the District of Columbia suffered more incon-
venience, considering the amount involved, than almost any
other branch of our Government. The bill failed of passage,
and it left things in a very disordered state in the District of
Columbia. 8o, in order to expedite the passage of this bill,
your committee virtually took the old bill, which failed of
passage the last time, and called it the foundation of this bill.
It is true we raised some salaries. We raised the salaries of
teachers. We put on some new employment ; but the bill passed
the scrutiny of this House, and it carried $14,782,981. Now, we
have taken that as the foundation, so to speak, or the nucleus,
of the present bill, and we have added a little over $600,000 to
it. We were then in war. At least, hostilities had only been
partially suspended. We felt a little cramped for funds. We
did not go on with many improvements. In other words, I
choose to style the old bill which failed of passage simply a
maintenance bill. Consider that remark, gentlemen. In other
words, instead of being a bill to add new improvements or to
go ahead with new and needed construction, it was simply to
maintain the things that we had.

Therefore, I call the old bill which failed of passage the
maintenance bill. We have faken that bill and added $600,000
or $800,000 to it in the matter of new construction that the
District of Columbia very much needs.

Take the item of streets, which I think is the largest. The
old bill earried no appropriation whatever, not a single dollar,
for the improvement or opening of new streets in the entire
District of Columbia. We simply tried to maintain those we
already had as.best we could, and provided for no new con-
struction whatever, The present bill, owing to a change in
conditions, for new work on streets has added to it $282,300.
We have added a partial and moderate amount to what the
District Commissioners have asked for in the estimate. I am
frank to say that in the last old bill while the commissioners
made an estimate of improvements desired, still they said that
“we think it would not be advisable to go into new projects if
you will properly maintain the old ones.” 8o we did so, but
now we have added a reasonable and moderate sum of $282,300
for the advancement of new work on about 20 different high-
ways in the District of Columbia.

We have also put into the bill what is called a consolidation
of the improvement of new streets. Heretofore in District im-

.provements in the old ecity of Washington the appropriations

have been made in a lump sum, and by reference simply to
certain streets on the back of the estimates. While the im-
provement of suburban roads have been made by appropriations
carried in detail on the face of each bill, in this bill the com-
mittee recommends carrying one item for street improvement,
and it will have the effect of presenting to Congress on the face
of the appropriation bill every street that is to be paved or re-
paved during the ensuing year. So that the entire Congress
can pick up the bill and pick out streets we are going to imr-
prove and the amount we are going to pay therefor in each
case. Whether that is an improvement it is for the Congress
to determine. I think it is.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I will

Mr. MADDEN, Does this committee give any serious atten—
tion to the matter of street cleaning and the removal of gar-
bage?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will come to that in a few min-
utes. I will say that we do, and for street cleaning we appro-
priate a large sum of money in this bill

Mr. MADDEN. I was going to call the gentleman’s attention,
and through him the committee’s attention, to the fact that it
frequently happens that those charged with the responsibility
of removing the garbage pay no attention to it, and that the
property owners are required to go without having the garbage
removed, and are subjected to the stench that ensues from a
failure to carry it away. It happen, in many instances, that the
men who are employed to take the garbage away refuse to do
it unless somebody pays them extra for doing it. It seems to me
that there ought to be some method devised by which regularity
of action would follow the appropriation in the matter of re-
moval of garbage, and that the people who pay the taxes would
not be imposed upon by the contractor or employees and be re-
quired to pay additional money for the work that ought to be
done and paid for out of the appropriation.

‘Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have had a little difficulty on
the garbage question. The contractors were not able to comply
with the contract. We have taken over the garbage plant at
Cherry Hill, bought it, and paid $85,000 for it, improved it to
the amount of $35,000, and we are virtually running our own
garbage proposition. We have been obliged to do so, but I
think we are doing it cheaper than we did under the old
system,

Mr. MADDEN, That is supposed to be a garbage-reduction
plant. Of course, the garbage must be gotten to the plant be-
fore it can be reduced. The thing I am complaining of is that
the garbage is not moved from the premises, and that the people
have to pay these men for doing the work that Congress appro-
priates the money to pay for. -

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I hope that the gentleman is not
censuring the Commissioners of the District.

Mr. MADDEN. No; I am calling attention of the committee
to the matter so that the committee may make inquiry into it
and remedy it.

My, SISSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MADDEN. Yes.

Mr. SISSON. I will state to my friend that some time back
there was a good deal of complaint about the garbage. That
came to our attention and we called the attention of the Dis-
trict Commissioners to it, and they stated that they had had a
great deal of complaint. Legislation went into the bill year

before last and the money was appropriated, and we find that
there has been very much less complaint since. The difficulty
has been to get labor to do this work. I do not think the gen-
tleman will find that the complaints will continue now that we
are getting labor enough,
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Mr. MADDEN. If I may be permitted to say, my next com-
plaint is that after having called up those who are sup-
posed to be in supreme authority at the District Building you
get a man on the telephone who states that you want to com-
municate with some one else, and tries to switeh you off onto
somebody else. You can not find the somebody else, and finally,
when you have tried five or six, they switch you back to the
first man and he tells you that he has not the time to talk to
you about it. It seems to me that there is something radically
wrong at headquarters where they do the executive work. It
makes no differencée how many men you employ to do a thing
if the man at the head pays no attention to complaints and fails
to see that you get it done.

Mr. SISSON. How recent has this complaint been?

Mr. MADDEN. Every day.

Mr. SISSON. I am inclined to believe the gentleman has just
been troubled a little and it worries him to the extent that he
makes it every day.

Mr. MADDEN. Tt does not worry me at all.' I was simply
telling the faets as I found them. Of course, I believe that if we
call the matter to the attention of this committee, they will be
able to call it to the attention of the people who were complained
about. .

Mr. SISSON. I was just thinking perhaps the gentleman had
heard some of the old complaints that came to us in large num-
bers some time ago. We have not heard complaints lately.

Mr. MADDEN. I am only complaining about things that I
know myself,

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I think I can settle
this difficulty. You have a subcommittee now, a little board of
aldermen, that is going to investigate the garbage question thor-
oughly, and I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEN]
will be satisfied with the next bill that is reported and with all
that comes in between that time and now, because we are going
to watch that. y

I am going to make my remarks a little shorter than I in-
tended. Let us take the question of repairs on streets. As I
say, this is a constructive bill. Under the previous bill repairs
on streets contained an item for only $375,000. ‘The commission-
ers, however, this time recommend $675,000. We went as far as
we thought we could under all the conditions, and we have
allowed them-$500,000 for repairs to streets, because 1 believe
the streets of Washington ought to be kept in good repair.

Sewers—there is but one item, and it is new—§40,000. There
has been a great deal of talk about what is called the upper
Potomac interceptor. It is a proposition that will cost about
$40,000, When that is completed the funetion of that inter-
ceptor will be to collect the Georgetown sewage, now dis-
charged into the Potomac River, and carry it into the regular
sewerage system of the city. Hence there will be no further com-
plaint about the water in the Potomac being impure and un-
healthy. That little $40,000 item, I think, is going to be pretty
well expended.

In the last bill we could not give a single dollar—we did not
feel as though we could—with which to build any permanent
school buildings. We therefore gave you 60 little portable
schools, emergency propositions; but we determined then that
when the war was over and peace was declared we would
attempt to rebuild or add some permanent additions to our
school buildings, so we ‘have taken up four school buildings
that we think are most essential at this time. There is the
Petworth School, where the limit of cost is $130,000. There has
already been appropriated on that school $87,000, and we
have added in this bill $20,000 additional. Unless that is done,
virtually we will have to stop doing things at the Petworth
Sechool.

At the Burrville School the limit of cost is $60,000. TForty
thousand dollars has already been appropriated, and they must
have $10,000 more right now in order to continue the building
at all,

At the Monroe School the limit of cost is $130,000. Ninety
thousand dollars has been appropriated, and we give them
$20,000 more. Perhaps we were a little bit niggardly——

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesotn. Yes,

Mr. MADDEN. Does the committee know anything about
what percentage of children of school age are required to attend
school only for half a day? ;

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I could not tell the gentleman.
We did not have any hearings on that.

Mr., MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it seems that we are not
giving the District school facilities enough, and that instead of
giving the amount required for the completion of the schools, to
a partial amount of the limit of cost, you ought to allow the full
cost and have the schools completed.

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. We have given exactly what the
commissioners said they wanted for those four school buildings.
Mr. MADDEN. Very well; then you ought to build some more

schools. :
Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota, We are going to. There are 16

or 17 in contemplation, but we can not build them just now, at
least the commissioners do not think it advisable, and we have
taken these four buildings at their own figures.

Mr, MADDEN. There is money in the Treasury to the amount
of $5,000,000. Why not take that and build some school build-
ings and give the children a chance to go to school?

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I am afraid that the gentleman is
now talking about the finaneial system of the District.

Mr. MAPES. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes. A

Mr, MAPES. Can the gentleman tell us how much has been
appropriated to build different schools with a limit of cost so

| low that it is impossible under present conditions to complete

them'?

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota, I think there are 16 or 17.

Mr. MAPES. Does not the gentleman think that the com-
mittee in making these appropriations originally and fixing the
limit of cost below what is advisable under present conditions
either was in error or else the committee now ought to increase
the limit of cost so that the buildings can be constructed?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They ought to and they will, but
;vhen the limit of cost was fixed material was not as high as it
S now. :

Mr. MAPES. But if the buildings were needed at that time,
they are much more needed mow, with the greatly increased
population in the District, and ought not the committee to change
the limit of cost so that they can construct these buildings? ;

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have §0 portable school build-
ings to take care of that situation. :

Mr. MAPES. But they are not used. Answering the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. Mappex], I can say that in some of the
schools, to my personal knowledge, all of the pupils up to and
including the fourth grade are prevented from going to school
more than one-half day because of the lack of school facilities.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr., DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes,

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman realize that under the
provisions of this bill the men who take up the ashes and the
garbage and the trash of the District draw a great deal more
money than do the several hundred school-teachers who are
teaching the school children of this District?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I realize that to a certain extent,
but I realize some of the men who have been taking up ashes
have lost about $60,000 this year,

Mr. BLANTON. I am talking about the laborers who actu-
ally take them up, who are receiving more money than good
school-teachers who are teaching the children in this District.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I agree with the gentleman in this,
and I am glad to say we raised the school-teachers—

Mr. BLANTON. I want to raise them as high as I can.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The blue sky is a little too much
for me. I want to raise the school-teachers, and we have raised
them a little bit in here, and if the gentleman does not make the
point of order it will go through.

Mr. BLANTON. It is so little.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Well, I do not know. The poorest
paid school-teacher under this bill, if it becomes a law, will be
$1,040 per school year.

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will.

Mr. PLATT. Has it not been the settled policy of the Wash-
ington schools for quite a number of years not to require the
little children of the first and second grades to go to school
more than half a day? I know It was five or six years ago, and
I think it is good policy.

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I can not tell; we have had no
hearings upon that at all. I think the old bill and this bill to-
gether contain between 40 and 50 new employments, and we
have raised the salary of a few people in the old and new bill,
but very little in this particular bill. I speak of the old bill
as the one that my colleague [Mr. Sissox] and myself worked to
get through the House last year, but which failed in the Senate.
Now, we come to the question of salaries that my friend speaks
of. 'This bill contains the following: Four hundred and ninety-
eight school-teachers in class 4. The basic salary, according to
this bill, is $850 each, which added to the $240 bonus mnkes
$1,090. Five hundred and forty-three in class 3. The basic
salary under this bill is $800. Add the $240 to that and you
have $1,040, Three hundred and sixty-four in class 2. The
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basic salary under this bill is $800, nothing below that, all
$800, and adding the $240 to it makes $1,040. Ninety in class 1.
Eight hundred dollars basic salary; in other words, this bill
raises the small-grade teachers—1,495 of them—that is, the
kindergarten and low grades, those who were a few years ago
getting $540. If this bill passes, the lowest one will get $1,040.
In other words, we add $78,750 to the salaries of these low-grade
teachers.

Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman will allow me, of course it
does not add this $240.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota.
bonus.

Mr. MADDEN. To the low-grade teachers. The act gives the
$240 bonus to everybody in Government service receiving less
than a certain salary.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I understand that very well. I
am simply saying, in reference to the low-grade teachers not
being paid very much, what they actually got out of the Treas-
ury, and $1,040 is the lowest.

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

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Certainly.

Mr. BLANTON. Does the gentleman know every clerk almost
who has entered the Government service during the recent war
has entered on a salary of at least $1,000 plus this bonus?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I know that very well, indeed, and
the matter has been discussed and considered, and I will tell
the gentleman this: They say—and it is not my argnment—that
they work six days in the week, and the little school-teacher,
they say, works only five days—

Mr. BLANTON. Works seven.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. They say that; I do not say that.

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes, sir.

Mr. FESS. I would like to know what is to become of the
schools if we can not find a reconciliation between the salaries
of men and women who do not need to prepare to do the work
and get higher salaries than the teachers who spend much time
to prepare after this expenditure?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will tell the gentleman what I
think will be the result: Many, many, many of them will retire
from teaching and go off to do other work.

Mr. FESS. What will become of the schools? [Applause.]

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does not the gentleman know,
without asking me—he is one of thesbest educators in the
sountry—does not the gentleman know what the result will be?

Mr. FESS. 1 will say to my friend I feel—

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I agree before the gentleman an-
3wers.

Mr. FESS. I feel sure the gentleman is struck with the prop-
psition I have in mind, and I ask this guestion seriously: With
the scale of prices now ranging, what is to become of the class
of men or women who want to go into school work and must
spend a lot of time to get ready when other people who do not
need to spend any time to get ready for the work get much
higher rates than they do? g

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Of course, that is true, especially
this new class of clerks that come under the war-work system.
The teacher is partly cared for under fhe longevity system.
Under the longevity system the school-teacher’s salary keeps
increasing every year, and therefore it is an inducement to hold
him-or her to the job. It is a good dea] like the young man
graduating from Annapolis. Every year he gets a fogy in-
crease of salary, and by the time he is about 62 years old he is
retired at $4,000 or $5,000 a year for the remainder of his life.
The longevity system has a tendency to induce the teachers to
emain. The prospect which longevity pay holds out to them

my humble belief will keep many, many of them on the job.

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will yield.

Mr. MAPES. Under this longevity system what is the mini-
mum the primary teacher will receive?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. For the primary teacher it is
about $1,040, with the bonus.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne-
sota has expired.

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Minne-
sota desires additional time——

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, I would like to have three or
four minutes.

Mr, SISSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
be given five minutes additional, with five minutes additional on
this side. I want to say this in justice——

Mr. WALSH. You can not do that in committee after the
time has been agreed upon.

That is true, but they get the $240

Mr, SISSON. That is true, but if nobody raises objection
right now we can.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If my friend from Texas [Mr.
Bucranan] will give me, say, about two minutes, that will be
all I want. z

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Ordinarily, my friends, I am
against riders on appropriation bills; in faect, almost univer-
sally against them. Now, there are one or two little riders on
this bill. We have in here a provision that the Commissioners
of the District when they purchase automobiles or office furni-
ture and supplies shall be authorized to purchase them from
the general supply committee of the Army, and so forth. You
have heard of that. In all the other branches of the Govern-
ment there is a law which authorizes that to be done. The
District of Columbia is the exception. Now, that is new legis-
lation. Any man here can make a point of order on it. But we
trust that you will not leave the District of Columbia out in
the cold and simply say, technically speaking, that a point of
order lies and that you will knock it ont. We have added this
in order to make it absolutely safe:

Provided, That this section shall not be construed to amend, alter, or
repeal the Executive order of December 3, 1918, concerning the transfer
of office material, supplies, and equipment in the District of Columbia
falling into dlsuse Lecause of the cassation of war activities,

In other words, we do not want to confliet with the Executive
order of the administration in passing this legislation. We
thought we would like to be very safe on the proposition. I de
not believe any man here, when there are some automobiles and
desks to be supplied, would object to them buying them from
that supply bureau when they can buy them cheaper there than
at any other place. But it is new legislation. If you want to
knock it out on a point of order, all right. -

And there are one or two other pieces of legislation like that.
Now, the committee i in a hurry, beeause the officials of the
District of Columbia, the departments here, need to have this -
bill passed.

And there is a great big question ealled the * half and half.”

I am not going to discuss it at this time. A portion of
the House think one way and many others disagree with
them. If anybody is going to raise that question now and spend
half a day or a day on it, you are at liberty to do so.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

MESBAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett,
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment the joint resolution of the following tifle:

H. J. Res, 1. Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the
Constitution extending the right of suffrage to women.

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session,

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox].

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to go into the
details of this bill, but in explanation of the money appro-
priated in the bill which failed, for street improvement, it is
fair to state that we did reappropriate all the money which had
been carried in the previous bill, not a dollar of which had been
expended in new streets, not because, in many instances, the
new streets and the new pavements were not needed but because
by order of the War Material Board of the Army the District
of Columbia, like all other cities situated like the District of
Columbia is situated, was not permitted to get any material of
any kind, and, in addition to that, they were not permitted to
get labor. So while the money was available for that use the
Distriet Commissioners could not use it. The war conditions
at that time were such that when this bill was made up the
subcommittee agreed unanimously with the commissioners in
their recommendations simply to reappropriate all the money
that had heretofore been appropriated for those purposes, and
that was done,

Now, they have either used, or have contracted to be used,
practically all of the reappropriated money; that is to say,
the current law carries the money, and they are authorized to
spend and contract up to the 1st day of July. That has been
done.

Now, your ecommittee gave to the District Commissioners
some $350,000 for new work, which means that within 12 months
there will be infinitely more money expended on the streets and
more streets improved within the same length of time than in.
any other period in the history of the Distriet of Columbia, so
far as my knowledge goes, But that was due to the fact that in
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these days now, the closing days of this year, they are letting
the contracts for the streets under the current law. So, as a
matter of fact, while on its face the bill does not carry quite
as much for streets annually as is usually carried, it is carrying
at least 33} per cent more for streets actually in one year than
has ever been carried heretofore.

I want to say also just a word about the school-teachers’
salaries. The current law for the first time increased the base
pay of school-teachers. The lowest-paid school-teacher was
$500. That is what is known as the longevity law, and before any
Member of Congress will be able to understand anything about
the longevity law he will have to go back to the act which was
passed many years ago to ascertain just exactly its provisions
and as to the classification of teachers. Last year we raised
the base pay of teachers from $500, which was the lowest, to $750.
We eliminated the three lower grades and put all four grades
on the $750 basis. Now, this does not mean that $750 is the
salary of the school-teachers, because every year that they teach
a certain sum is added to that nmount. But, gentlemen of the
committee, under the current law the lowest pay that a teacher
gets on entering any department of the school work is $870.
That, plus the $120 now carried and the $120 bonus, makes $240,
and the lowest-paid teacher will now enter school at this next
session getting $1,140 on entrance.

Mr. SHREVE. Will the gentleman yield just at that point?

Mr, SISSON. I will yield only for a question, as I have but
10 minutes.

Mr. SHREVE. What is the pay of the teachers of the high
schools?

Mr. SISSON. The salaries of the teachers of the high schools
are also graded, and they also have longevity.

Mr. SHREVE. What amount will they draw this year?

Mr. SISSON. Class 6-B, I think, is that of the high-school
teachers. They get $2,020, and then the extra $120 bonus, which
makes $2,140. : ]

Mr. SHREVE. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. SISSON. Now, I had heard so much complaint about the
salaries of the schoel-teachers in the Distriet of Columbia that
I wrote to the schools of all of the cities of over 100,000 -in-
habitants in the United States, and I got from them reports
a8 to the salaries which they paid, and with the longevity pay
carried under the longevity law, together with the $250 raise
which we gave last year, plus the $240 bonus this year, the
base pay of the teachers of the District of Columbia is higher
than that of nearly all of the cities of the United States, and
there is only one city which for several years has paid as
much, and that is the city of Boston. The city of Philadelphia
last year, beginning this session, raised their base pay to about
the Boston standard.

‘Now, those are the cities whose salaries are comparable with
those of the District of Columbia. Therefore I am not willing
that the statement shall go unchallenged here that the school-
teachers of the District of Columbia have not been treated
fairly by your present subecommittee, because if you will com-
pare the salaries paid the Distriet of Columbia teachers with
those paid in the cities where the inhabitants themselves volun-
tarily vote the tax, you will find that the District of Columbia
is in advance of nearly all the cities, and, with the exception
of the city of Boston and the city of Philadelphia, is slightly
above those of Cleveland and Detroit, which also pay good
snlaries. ; 1

Now, your subcommittee did not feel warranted in inereas-
ing the salaries, beenuse a teacher goes in in many cities with
what they call a probation period. Here they go on at $1,040;
the next year they get $1,090, and so on for 10 years, gradually
increasing each year that they remain in the service, and then
when they go from the lower grades te the higher class—we
call them * grades”—they do not lose that longevity, but the
longevity which they have earned is added to the base pay of
the next higher grade which they enter. It is, therefore, a
most difficult problem for your subcommittee to tell how much
money is needed to take care of what is called longevity pay.
The school authorities and the Board of Education make the
best estimates they can. But if a school-teacher dies or leaves
the service and a new teacher comes in, that makes the longevity
pay a little bit less than it would be otherwise, because the
first school-teachers do not get longevity pay. It amounts, in
round numbers, to something like $575,000, so that you can take
a $500,000 fund and divide it up among the school-teachers in
accordance with their longevity. Therefore this complaint on
the part of the school-teachers in regard to being underpaid
heretofore may be a just one; but if it is a just one, it is a
criticism of the entire school system of America and is not
local here in Washington, because we are along with Boston

and Philadelphia, and in Philadelphia they did not pay the
increased rate until last year, when they had a reorganization

-and a reclassification.

Mr. VARE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SISSON. Yes.

Mr. VARE. Is it not a fact that a beginner at $1,040 in the
District of Columbia receives a salary larger than any beginner
elsewhere?

Mr. SISSON. That is true. Counting the bonus of $240 this
year, they get even a higher salary than in Boston or Phila-
delphia. But I am speaking of what was carried in the current
law by the committee. We put it right up to the top noteh,
For that reason I felt that school-teachers’ salaries were reason-
able, and T shall not raise any complaint. But I do not believe
that the raise which the subcommittee and the full committee
put into this bill, as compared with the current law, was Justi-
fied as compared with other similar salaries paid elsewhere
throughout the United States.
mNow, I want to say one word with reference to school huild-
ngs.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired. 1

Mr. SISSON. I wanted just two minutes to explain the
scllmol-b\ﬂlding items, but I ean do that under the five-minute
rule.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 25 minutes to my
colleague from Texas [Mr, BLANTON].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, at the outset I ask leave to
revise and extend my remarks. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
n;oua consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there objec-
tion?

There was no objection. : s

Mr., BLANTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I have impatiently waited up to this time, after nearly 30
hours have elapsed, for some older and abler Member of this
House to properly denounce one of the most atrocious and das-
tardly crimes that has ever been attempted in this Republic. .1
have waited for weeks, hoping that some older Member of this
Congress would take the floor and properly denounce the das-
tardly attack that several weeks ago was made upon that former
little giant of this House, our lamented Hon. John L. Burnett,
of Alabama, who probaMly would be among us now, giving us
his good advice and counsel, had it not been for the probable
shock caused by the deadly, dastardly, cowardly anarchist bomb
that was sent into his household at the time so many others
were sent through the United States mail from one side of the
United States to the other.

Time and again on the floor ¢f this House recently I have
warned this Congress of the fact that there were harbored under
this Government, by groups of men in organizations, these
vicious anarchistic tendencies. 1 noticed in the papers a denial
immediately on behalf of the organizations to which I referred,
denying that they had any connection with deadly hombs placed
on the front doorstep of a Cabinet officer of the United States
in the dead hour of night. Would you expect a murderer to ad-
mit his erime?

I realize, when I call attention to the fact that these organi-
zations harbor such things, there are thousands of good men,
loyal and patriotic citiwens of this country—even Members of
Congress, loyal and big men they are—who are members of or-
ganized labor unions of this land, and who do net approve of
such actions. But I have warned this Congress heretofore that,
no matter how m good men there are in unions, the fact re-
mains to-day that it is in the unions of this country, it is among
organized labor in this country, that anarchists find harbor and
succor and protection.

I call attention to the warning I gave this Congress May 23,
1919, published in the Appendix to the CoNGrEssioNAL Recorp,
wherein I recited the partial war record of labor unions, and
facts clearly demonstrating that they were dominated by the
radical and vicious element, and wherein I challenged Mr.
Samuel Gompers and the American Federation of Labor to dis-
prove any of such statements, to wit:

“Mr, Branton. Mr. Speaker, when my good friend from
Massachusetts [Mr., DAavLiNgeEr] stated that thousands of our
soldiers have been held idle in the camps of this country solely
because officers afraid of losing their jobs refused to discharge
many worthy cases I agreed with him as far as he went, but
suggested another reason why they have been held, to wit, that
in Texas and elsewhere Mr., Samuel Gompers, the president and
master of the American Federation of Labor, stated that he and
organized labor would never stand for war-time wage schedules
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io be reduced one cent, and that Mr. Gompers's opposition fo
speedy demobilization had greatly influenced the holding of the
boys in the camps of this country.

“1In the closing hours of the Sixty-fifth Congress I called at-
tention to the fact that our labor unions had permitted Socialism
and Bolshevism to dominate and use them as cat’s paws, and,
regardless of how mueh and ofien he preached to the contrary,
Mr, Gompers allowed such demination to prevail, and has not
purged such organizations of such viciousness. T further called
attention to the fact of organized ‘labor's partial war record,
and stated thit the time had come when Congress must decide
whether this Government is to be run in the interests equally
of the 110,000,000 people of this Republic or whether it is to
be selfishly yun by Mr. Gompers in the class interest of the
3,000,000 members of labor unions,

“In a speech in Texas I repeated such statements, following
which, in a published interview, Mr. Gompers, without a single
denial, stated: ‘That I confessed an utter incapacity of under-
standing the plainest proposition of right, justice, freedom, and
democracy.’

“ Comparing Mr. Gompers's democracy with my own, he rep-
resents only 3,000,000 people, whose union slogan is ‘ For our-
selves only,” while I have deeply at heart the welfare and inter-
ests equally not only of Mr. Gompers's men but also of the
other 107,000,000 people of the United States of America.

“The Dallas Central Labor Council, the crafts at Cleburne,
Tex., and others have tried to excuse this war record by partial
denials, and by calling attention to the fact that some members
of unions loyally served in France, and wanting to know where
I was, and then asserting that I was busy attending banquets
and theater parties.

“ Union members who during the war profited by raids on
the PPublic Treasury can not hide now behind the patriotism of
member-soldiers or excuse themselves by beclouding the record.
The issue is too vital. The record must be kept straight.

“ 1 represent no interests other than the welfare of my con-
stituents generally, and have never received one penny contribu-
tion, campaign or otherwise, from any source. I have many
unions in my distriet, in the cities of Abilene, Baird, Sweet-
water, Ballinger, Coleman, Cisco, Ranger, Eastland, Strawn,
Mineral Wells, Comanche, Brownwood Lam Llano, San
Saba, Brady, and other places. Nevertheless I have lately paid
out of my own pocket nearly a thousand dollars for printing,
addressing, and mailing to them these criticisms.

“Naised on a farm, having delivered groceries in the back
door of practically every home in Austin, and by keeping books
at night earning every dollar expended for five years' training
at my State university, I could not be unfriendly to laborers.
I heartily favor lawful unions. T heartily favor the labor prin-
ciples in the peace treaty, namely: ‘Labor is no commodity;
association for lawful purposes; adequate wage; 8-hour day
and 48-hour week; 1 rest day; abolition of child labor; equal
pay for men and women doing work of equal value; equitable
economie treatment; and female inspectors.’ No fair-minded
person would demand less or would demand more,

“Any systemn is vicious that destroys individual competitive
efficiency and incites lazy, inefficient, indifferent service upheld
by force, Every doctor, lawyer, preacher, teacher, farmer, Con-
gressman, officer, banker, merchant, and unorganized laborer
sueceeds only when in honest competition he renders the most
efficient service of greatest value to the public. To hold their
positions and advance their incomes members of unions have
ceased to rely upon individual skill and efficient service, but
now collectively depend almost entirely upon Mr, Gompers,
foree, and anarchy. If unions will abolish strikes, picketing,
boycotts, foree, disregard of law, and anarchy, I will be their
strongest friend, but without such reform I am against them
forever and ecternally. XNow, to correct the record. Unions
may hoast they have done this or that for the war, but I chal-
lenge Mr. Gompers to disprove any of the following well-known
facts:

“The Railroad Administration certifies that the raises de-
mantded by the four great brotherhoods and granted to the rail-
road employees by Director MeAdoo approximated $754,811,000;
that the additional raises later demanded of and granted by
Director Hines approximated $67,500,000, aggregating $822.-
311,000 raises in salaries (during war) to 400,000 employvees
(far from trenches); that in 1917 passenger conductors re-
ceived $135 to $165 per month plus overtime, but with the
raises they now receive an average of $180 per month plus time
and a half for all time they put in over eight hours a day and
are granted one day off each week. .

“Duties of a passenger conductor are not very laborious, un-
pleasant, or hazardous. Did not the Government require more
sacrifice of the soldier fo fight on foreign soil, sometimes 24

hours per day in cootie-infested trenches, knee deep in mud,
for $33 per month and keep, than it required of the passenger
conductor to continne working 8 hours per day 6 days a
week during the war for $135 to $165, plus overtime, per month?
We can not forget the brotherhoods’ threat to tie up every
railroad in the United States while in a death struggle
we were rescuing the world. No highwayman ever drew a
deadlier weapon or made a deadlier threat. No wonder after
throwing up his hands and delivering over the $754,811.000 the
honest statesman McAdoo resigned. We can not forget the
later threat or revelution. No wonder Director Hines handed
over the additional $67,500,000. But, alas, this $822,311,000
is paid by the unorganized bleeding public. Has our service
improved over 19177 The service is good, bad, or indifferent,
just as the employees will it. Employees make the service.
Unions furnish the employees. If the service is good, credit
unions; if bad, hold unions responsible.

“The department certifies that the raises granted to telegraph
employees aggregate $3.300,867. Telephone raises are now
being determined, yet in Indiana union strikers attempted to
chase poor helpless work girls off the roofs of buildings. And
telegraphers are now threatening a nation-wide strike.
~ “"While every raise granted to postal employees was jusily
merited, still could not the demand have waited for peace?
Upon criticism being made that it takes an extra day or two
longer than necessary for New York mail to reach Washington,
Mr. Gompers condemned the whole Postal Service. Who per-
forms the Postal Service? Irom the time such letters are
posted until they are delivered they are handled by members of
unions. They are collected, stamped, distributed, bagged, trans-
ported, handled, and delivered by unions. If the service is
good, the unions deserve the credit. If the service is bad, the
unions should be held responsible for it.

“ During the war unions have forced wage schedules to a maxi-
mum of $1.25 per hour plus time and a half for over eight
hours—more than the governor of Texas receives, more than cir-
cult judges in Texas receive. Unions accomplished this by
striking 6,000 timesduring the war, each aver.ging 18 days. The
armistice was signed November 11. This is May. Yet sev-
eral hundred thousand soldiers have been held idle in camps
without excnse, Why? Simply because Mr. Gompers threat-
ened in Texas and elsewhere he would not permit any reduction
in war-time wage schedules. With Mr. Gompers against speedy
demobilization, it is easy to understand why thousands of our
soldiers have been held absolutely idle in the camps of this eoun-
try. He sald that he and unions would not stand for any reduc-
tion. Speedy demobilization would tend to reduce. Therefore
there could be no speedy demobilization without disaster to the
Republie, if Mr. Gomperg's threat meant anything. Yet one
county in my district, Runnels, with many of its boys yet in
camps, is begging for 1,000 laborers to harvest the wheat. I
introduced on the day this Congress met a bill to promptly
discharge from the service upon application every man physically
fit whose purpose when enlisting was to serve only for the dura-
tion of the war. I hope that it will be promptly passed.

“ Exclusive of all postal and railroad employees elsewhere pro-
vided for, unions demanded a blanket bonus of {120 for each
of the 240,000 Government clerks. Congress obeyed and granted
ibe $120 bonus, but required such clerks to work eight instead
of only seven hours per day. Mr. Gompers said it was
‘ damnable,” although the eight-hour day was still a plank in
the union platform. He demanded its veto. Unions publishel
threats to march on the Capitel and to cripple the Government
by walking out. President Wilson sized up the situation and
realized that the peril menaced the whole world, hence vetoed
the eight hours. These 240,000 clerks, many occupying posi-
tions vacated by soldiers and many industrially exempt, took
their $120 bonus and continued te work only seven hours,
Without such bonus these clerks drew salaries up to $2,500 per
year, paid twice n month. Were unions satisfied? They later
demanded a blanket $240 bonus for the next year. Congress
promptly granted it, giving to each of these 240,000 clerks a $240
bonus, and they still work seven hours. Many receive large sal-
aries from private concerns for work after 5 p. m. They enjoy
all the pleasures of Washington, work in comfortable buildings,
with ice water and electric fans, are allowed 30 days’ vacation
on full pay, 80 days additional on doctor's certificate with full
pay, all 52 Sundays, all legal holidays, half Saturdays in sumn-
mer, and all special oceasions; some drive their own automo-
biles, wear the finest tailored clothes, and own their own homes.
And they are now arranging to demand a still larger bonus when
Congress meets.

“Yet on April 25, 1919, when Maj. Gérow requested some of
the clerks in the Zone Finance Division of the War Department
to work a little overtime in order to more promptly mail out the
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little $60 bonus checks granted to soldiers, some of these clerks
struck against their Government and walked out and ceased to
funetion when their Government most needed their services.

“ Last July Gen. Crowder said it would be unnecessary to
draft boys, as he was going to make every man either work or
fight. Mr. Gompers defied him, threatening that if the * work-or-
fight ' order was applied to them, unions would not stand it.
Gen. Crowder then requested and Congress drafted 670,000 18-
year-old boys, costing millions in educational expenses alone.

“The Bolshevik Lenin threatens death fo captive Americans
unless we release Mooney. Unions threaten disastrous strikes
if we do not comply.

“With other death threats, Lenin from Russia demands Debs's
release. Our unions threaten ruinous strikes unless we comply.

* Forty-five States have ratified national prohibition. It is a
part of the fundamental law of the land ; yet our unions threaten
a nation-wide strike against our Constitution. A majority of
‘union members are nonusers, yet unions threaten ‘no liquor no
work.! Chicago’s 175 unions demand that Congress repeal pro-
hibition. J

“And to avert direful calamity during his enforced absence in
Europe, the President has been influenced to ask that of Con-
gress which Congress will never do—repeal any portion of the
prohibition laws, which are the result of 40 years' tireless
effort.

“The Washington school board lately suspended a teacher for
teaching Bolshevism in the public schools. Unions are now
demanding her reinstatement. The penalty was light, for the
board merely suspended such teacher for a week only. If she
was teaching Bolshevism to the children of this Nation’s Capital,
instead of being suspended she should have been discharged.

“ Since March 11, 1919, unions have paid a horde of barkers
$£25 per week to picket the Raleigh Hotel, and they stand at each
entrance to this hotel and defiantly insult every man, woman,
and child who enters by telling them that they are * not decent’
as they are patronizing a ‘scab’ hotel.

“[News item, Evening Star, Washington, D. C., Apr. 10, 1019.]

Y PICKET IS FINED $25 ON WOMAN'S CIARGE—AMRS. ROUSE RESEXTED RE-
MARKS AS SHE WAS LEAVING IIOTEL RALEIGH.

“ Hugh R. Truelove, a newcomer to Washington, making his home at
020 B gtreet und employed, he says, b{r the striking waiters as one of
the pickets of that organization fighting the Hotel Raleigh, arrested
Aprl?? and charged with making indecent and threaten n& remarks
to patrons of the hotel, was tried and convicted in the strict of
Columbia branch of the police court to-day and sentenced by Judge
John P. McMahon to pay a fine of §25,

“The complainant in the case was Mrs. Ethel Rouse, a member of the
Coll Woman's Community at Lutherville, Md., who testified that
she, in company with her husband and two girls assoclated with her
in the community work, went to the Hotel Raleigh for lunch, and when
leaving the hotel Truelove insulted heg and her party by remarking,
* Decent people no longer patronize the IHotel Raleligh. If you were
decent you would not patronize the hotel.”

“ Truelove in his defense said that he was employed by the strikin
waiters at $25 a week to stand at the main entrance of the hotel an
make certain stereotyped remarks to all patrons of the hotel entering or
leaving the bullding, among those set remarks being the one he was
charged with applying to Mrs. Rouse and her friends.

“1 am informed that these striking waiters, besides their
wages paid and wholesome food furnished them by the hotel,
received tips from patrons as high as $6 to $8 per day, and that
some of them would hardly notice you if you offered them a tip
of less than 50 cents. The following is one of the 16 demands
made of the hotel by the union:

“ Steady and extra waiters shall have at each meal the choice of at
least one roast, onc entree, with an additional fish entree on fast days,
ulso soup, potatoes, one vegetable, coffee, tea, or milk, bread and butter,
and one = whol breakfast shall also be served. No one
kind of roast or entree may be served more than once in any four con-
secutive days.

“ Every good woman who enters this hotel is subjected to in-
sult by having forced in her hand a vicious cartoon card and
told she is entering a scab hotel. Unions here have lately so
picketed 23 merchants in Washington. Why? Because Amer-
icans in the Capital of the American Republie refused to bow
to unreasonable autocratic union denrands.

“The American Federation of Labor has publicly threatened
to put out of Congress every Member who has dared to disobey
Mr. Gompers. Because duty impelled, I have taken my life,
political and otherwise, in my hands by warning my people of
existing facts; the Carmen’s District Council of Kansas City
notified me April 26 that it was urging the brotherhood for the
State of Texas to replace me with a friend to unions.

“ From the four corners of the United States I have filled my
wastebasket with anonymous threats apprising me of the in-
numerable kinds of deaths that will befall me and my family if I
ever again open my mouth against unions. One from Altoona,
Pa., advised me that the brotherhood would never let me escape,
as I had been marked for special suffering. Another from Al-
toona, in the name of the 10,000 members of the railroad brother-

' ridding Congress of me.

hood there, calls me ‘a dirty, low-lived, copperheaded, Confed-
erate dog surviving 61-65." Another from Altoona assures me
that next year unions will pick a soldier in my district to use in
The Fort Worth Record belitiles me
with irony and ridicule. In defense of unions the Comanche
Enterprise threatens me with political destruction and guestions
my prohibition record, notwithstanding during 20 years I have
made several hundred prohibition speeches, have helped to dry
numerous Texas counties, and of the Texas delegation in the
Sixty-fifth Congress I was the only Congressman who spoke for
national prohibition, and numerous prohibition bills were intro-
duced by me. :

“T have before me a printed application for membership in the
International Typographical Union from an unorganized town.
It requires the obligation to be sworn to by the applicant before
an officer qualified to administer oaths. I copy from said obliga-
tion the following :

“That my fidelity to the union and my duty to the members thereof
shall in no sense be interfered with by any allegiance that I may now
or hereafter owe to any other organization, social, political, or rei?.g'lona,
secret or otherwise.

“Thus union is placed before God and country.

“Lately in New York Dr. Scott Nearing publicly urged a
bloody revolution against the United States; 3.000 members of
various unions, of the most radical type it is true, applauded.

“In the Pythian Temple here in Washington on May-day eve,
under the auspices of the Fur Workers Union et al.,, and with
Government officers present, bloody revolution against the
United States Government was publicly preached and ap-
plauded, the red flag anthem was sung, and the following was
embraced in resolutions adopted :

“ Labor now knows its strength. Labor now makes demands. - And
these demands are heard ; they must be heard, for labor, in its might,
has learned to achieve for labor, and labor’s word is fast becoming law.

“And concerning this meeting on May-day eve the Washington
Star said:

“The spirit of mmrchg. nihilism, Bolshevism, sabotage, and defiance
of vested power and authority in Government dominated the assembly.

“I realize that many, many honest, upright, loyal, patriotie,
deserving citizens in unions do not approve. Yet the vicious
element controls nnions. Socialism and Bolshevism are making
catspaws of unions. The revolutionists of Seattle were members
of unions. I. W. W.'s are unbridled unionists, even if they are
disowned by Mr. Gompers., Several hundred thousand union
men are foreigners and can not speak English. Yet, when that
little, fearless giant, Congressman Burnett, proposed a proper
immigration measure to keep anarchisis in Europe and Asia he
was sent a deadly bomb through the United States mails.

* Does the public longer wonder why we Congressmen hesitate
to disobey Mr. Gompers? Has the public ever received a death
bomb specially prepared and sent to kill a family? Verily, the
tail is wagging the dog. Verily, Mr, Gompers has us all buffaloed.
Three million union men organized have under duress and are
slave driving the other 107,000,000 unorganized peoples of the
United States.

“ Newspapers are hog tied. Not a merchant, banker, lawyer,
doctor, preacher, or legislator can open his mouth without an
attempt to ruin him. What is the remedy? There is only one.
The other 107,000,000 people must organize to properly control
unions.

“The Dallas Council properly asks where I was during the
erisis, but unjustly accuses me of being inattentive to duty and
¢ gloriously entertained with banquets and theater parties.” Since
war began 1 have devoted to the cause every moment of my
time, every dollar of my salary above a meager living, and every
dollar I possessed. I have even sacrificed my home. Since the
adjournment of Congress, working both a day shift and a night
shift, I have put in from 12 to 16 hours per day trying to allevi-
ate the sufferings of the people of my country. Yet, when com-
pared with the sacrifice made by our brave soldiers both in
France and in the camps of this country, I have done nothing.”

Mr, GARD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I refuse to yield, Mr. Chairman.
only 25 minutes in which to discuss a big subject.

Mr. GARD. The gentleman refuses to yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Right now I do. If I had more time I would
gladly yield to the distinguished and able gentleman from Ohio.

Neither Mr. Gompers nor the American Federation of Labor,
nor anyone for them, has denied or disapproved any of my
assertions.

Has anyone denied that when Dr. Scott Nearing preached
revolution against the Government of the United States there
were 3,000 members of unions applauding him? When he
preached revolution against our Government he was applauded
by 3,000 men, every one of whom was a member of some union.
Has anyone denied that Lenin, from Russia, the admitted-

I have
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Bolshevik leader of anarchy, sent a notice to this Government
that if the United States does not release Debs he will shoot
captive Americans, and that we find unions of the United States
saying, “Comply with Lenin's request or we will call a sfrike
that will shatter the United States from San Francisco to
Florida "? Has anyone denied that Lenin, from Russia, sent us
a notice, * Unless you release Mooney,” the convicted bomb
thrower of San Francisco, who murderously eaused a score of |
innocent people to lose their lives, “ we will shoot captive Ameri-
cans that we hold at this time,” and that we find some of the
unions of this country saying, “ Comply with Lenin’s request
or we will turn this Government upside down with a nation-
wide strike”? Has anyone denied that here in the Nation's
Capital, here in Washington on May-day eve, o meeting was
held in the Pythian Temple, if you please, under the auspices
of the Fur Workers' Union and others, in the presence of secret-
gervice men of this Government, dominated by a bunch of an-
archists, nearly every one of whom were members of unions,
and that they sang the red-flag anthem, and they preached bloody
revolution openly against this Government and against the flag?
And we men in Congress have never opened our mouths about it.
Why? Echo answers, * Why?"

On the front page of the Washington Post yesterday morning,
on the front pnge of the Washington Times that came to us at
noon yesterday, and on the front page of the Washington Star
that came to us yesterday was a story telling us that u deadly
bomb at the dark hour of midnight had been placed upon the
front doorstep of your Attorney General. Those papers carried
at the same time and on the same front page the infelligence that
on that very night there had met in Washington representatives

from all the unions in this city, many of them Government em- ||

ployees, who: were addressed by the wife of this convicted bomb
thrower of California. Neot a man in this Congress opened his
mouth. Why, may I ask?
anonymous. letters that I have been getting?
appeaxred in the Washington Post :

The following

Grear “ WET" ProTEST—CENTRAL LABOR 'I[;SIDX— TO Mass 50,000 AT |

Carrron JUNE 14

Plans for a monster demonstration by erganized labor of Washlngton
in. front of the Capitol on Flag Day to protest against *
g”himtlnn and legislation preventing th

T are nearing completion, it was announced at the mee
of the Central Labor Union at Musicians' Hall, 1006 B rrm-t
Pledges to participate in the mass protest have been received by tlm
central body from every labor union in the District. Home erganizations
have .uloptm:l resolutions imposing fines upon members who fafl te take
part.

M8, MOONEY BFEAES,

Mrs. Rena Mooney, who I8 touring the country and speaking before
all central labor bodies in behalf of her husband, Thomas Mooney, and
others convicted in connection with the bomb-plot explosion during the
preporedness parade in San Francisco in 1016, addressed the meeting.

The following is the item appearing in the Washington Times:
LAROR TO IIOLD WET RALLY HERE JUXE 14,

Organized labor will stage a monster demonstration against prohibi-
tion and legislation affecting the manufacture of 2§ per cent beer in
front of the Capitol on Flag Day—June 14. Plans toward this end werse-
furthered last night at a meeting of the Central Labor Union inm Mu-
sicians’ ITall, 1006 B Street NW. Mrs. Renn Mooney, wife of Thomas
Mooney, who was convicted of bomb throwing in the Ban Francisco
preparedness parade in 1816, addressed the meeting.

Pledges to participate in the demonstration are beibg received by the
central body from every labor union of the District. Some lecal labor
organizations will impose fines on members who fail to take part, it
was announced.

The following is the item appearing in Lhe Washingten Star:
LADOR TO IIOLD WET RALLY HERE JUXNE 14

Ovgunized Iabor will stage a monster demonsiration against pmhihl-
tion and legislation affecting the manufacture of 2§ per cent beer in
ﬁwt of the Capitol on Flag Da une 14.° Plans towa::ct this end were

ribered last night at a meeting of the Central Labor Union in AMu.
sivinns’ Hall, 1006 B Btreet N Mrs, Renan Mooney, wife of Thomas
Mooney, who was: convicted of bomb throwing in the San Francisco
preparedness parade in 1916, addressed the meeting.

Pledges to participate in the demonstration are being recelved by the
central body from every labor unfon of the District. Some local labor
organizations will impose fines on members who fail to take part, it
wias announced,

Henece it ean not be denied that on the very night a mur-
derons assassin wrecked many buildings in Washington by ex-

ploding a deadly bomb at the residence of the Attorney Gen- |

eral of the United States the Iabor unions of Washington, em-
bracing employees of the United States Government, entertained
Mrs. Mooney, the wife of a convieted bomb thrower now serving
his just sentence. What was her mission? For what purpose
was she granted an audience? Is it not well known that she is
now appealing to unions to go behind the Iaw, behind the jndg:-
ments of courts, behind the mandates of society and foree
the release of her felon husband? Yet some Government em-
ployees give a ready ear. While pur newspapers announce to us

Have you been getting the same |

| that our Government is turning heaven and earth upside down

'to hunt out and arrest these late murderous conspirators

against Government, such newspapers in the same issne advise
us that the federated unions of Washington, embracing Govern-
ment employees, have entertained the wife c¢f a convicted bomb
thrower, who by such audience and hearing is at least influ-
enced to believe that such unions will help her to evade the
law and free the murderer. Why the necessity of going to the
. trouble and expense of ferreting out the erime and arresting
and convieting such criminals if unions are to nndo justice and
help eriminals to escape?

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Neo; Pwill not yield now.

. Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman says no Member of Congress

opened his mouth. I am a new Member, but I should like to
.open my mouth to resent the statement of the gentleman that
' the men he names are all union men,

Mr. BLANTON. I hope when you open your mouth again
you will tell these anarchists—I do not care whether they are
labor unionists or not—that if they do not stop their practices
we will hang them as high as Haman, and T hope you tell Mr.
Gompers that if he does not purge his labor unions of anarchy

‘and disregard of law that Congress, representing the people,
will do it for him. They have been sending me anonymeus
létters: from all over the United States, telling me that if T

| ever opened my mouth against the unions again what woull

 happen to me and my family.. Do you think they believe they
‘ean seare a man who comes from west Texas? [Laughter.]
‘I have lived in west Texas too long to be scared by a mur-
derous anarchist.

What did the Washington Star say about this Pythian Temple
‘ meeting in Washington whielih eeeurredi on May-day eve?
| After they met, they passed the following resolution:
Labor now knows its strength, Labor now makes demands. And those
. demands are heard—they must be heard—{for labor in its might has
\ learned to achieve for labor, amd labor's word is fast becoming Inw.
Concerning this meeting the Washington Star said:

! _The it of anarchy, nihilism, Bolshevism, sabo , angd defiance
ot i law and aunthority in government dominated the whole assem-

Not a man in this Congress has raised his voice against it
Why? I will tell you. Mr. Gompers has got us all buffaloed.
Why, when the Keating banquet was held here, shortly after the
adjournment of Congress, there appeared in the Washingfon
Star the next day the fellowing threat to Congressmen from
the Ameriean Federation of Labor, if you please, the following
threat from its secretary, Mr. Morrison, who says that the
Ameriean Federation of Labor is going to put out of Congress
every man who refuses to obey the mandate of Samuel Gompers.
Is that what has kept our tongues tied, or is it the threat ef

bombs like those that came inte the home of our Hon. John L.
| Burnett, the little giant from Alabama?
I wish my friend, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Baxk-

 HEAD] was here. I want him to go back te the good people of
Fayette County, Franklin County, Lamar County, Marion
County, Pickens County, Winston County, and Walker County,
in his distriet, and apologize to his splendid constituency for
Jumping on me the other day because I attempted to tell the
people the faets connected with organized labor. My good Ala-
bama friend is too good a man and too able a Representative to
indorse the evils I am condemning. Let me repeat again Secre-
tary Morrison’s threat, as it appeared in the Washington Star,
towit s

An active campaign is to be conducted by orgnnlmd labor througheut
the Nation dﬁ t Mombers of Congress who have shown themselves
to be the fm of la.bur and. who are respoualbln for the failure to deal
with unem onment problems during the last session. Strong and de-
termined e be made ta elect men carrying union cards or
otherwise kno be friends of labor.

This was dln‘.l] d last night by Frank Morrison, secmtary of the
American Federation of Labor, who was one of the principal kers
at the testim anquet given to Edw ard Keating, retiring Member
of €ongress from Colorado, by the joint conference retirement committee

rngn vnrioust ‘:i ﬂoéns of Goviglment eg!:élloym

n a spiri speech Secretary rrison declared organized
labor Imo\gs ts friends and enemies, and that persistent warfare is
to be waged against tlm latter. Already plans for a general campaign
have beem: by officers of the federation. He said that organi-
ﬁaﬁws want to see more inde—unlonistt;i 1%11 bothfali;{art?ea of Con%riim;
severely those ﬂ-ﬂlﬂ.tuu who have ed to support legis-

lation beneficial to the wa g clasges of America.

Go down here to the Raleigh Hotel in Washington, take your
' wife into the main entrance of that hetel, and you will find down
there right now paid barkers—paid $25 a week by unions here
in Washington—to stand there at the main enirances and tell
' your wife, and every ether good woman wlho enters there, that
she is not decent, that she is going into a seab hotel, that she is
not decent if she goes there. If one of thein were to attempt to

tell a man or woman in my distriet a thing of that kind, do you
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know what would happen to.him? TLet me again call your
attention to the report of such matter in our daily press, to wit:
[News item, Evening Star, Washington, D. C., Apr. 10, 1919.] .
PICKET IS FINED $25 ON WOMAN'S CHARGE—MRS, ROUSE RESENTED
REMARKS AS SHE WAS LEAVING HOTEL RALEIGH, - G
Hugh R. Truelove, a newcomer to Washington, making his home at
929 I Street, and employed, be says, by the striking waiters as one of
the Fickets of ‘that organization fighting the Hotel Raleigh, arrested
April 7 and charged with making indecent and threatening remarks to
trons of the hotel, was tried and convicted in the District of Columbia
ranch of the police court to-day and sentenced by Judge John P. Mec-
Mahon to pay a fine of $25. i ik
The complainant in the case was Mrs, Ethel Rouse, a member of the
College Woman's Community at Lutherville, Md., who testified that she,
in company with her husband and two girls associated ‘'with her in the
eommunity work, went to the Hotel Raleigh for lunch, and when leaving
the hotel Truelove insulted her and her party hg remarking, * Decent
people no longer patronize the Hotel Raleigh. If you were
would not patronize the hotel.” 3
Truelove, in his defense, said that he was employed by the strikin
waiters at $25 a week to stand at the main entrance of the hotel an
make certain stereotyped remarks to all patrons of the hotel entering or
leaving the building, among those set remarks being the one he was
charged with applying to Mrs. Rouse and her friends.

And also let me again call your attention to the statement
made by Manager Weston that besides the wages and good and
wholesome focd furnished these striking waiters they had been
making in tips from six to eight dollars per day, and would
hardly give you any service for a tip under 50 cents; and also
that, among their many demands, they demanded the following:

Steady and extra waiters shall have at each meal the choice of at least
one roast, one entrée, with an additional fish entrée on fast days; also
soup, potatoes, one vegetable, coffee, tea, or milk, bread and butter, and
one d t. whol breakfast shall also be served. No one
3; roast or entrée may be served more than once in any four consecutive

¥8.

ecent you

This is an everlasting disgrace to Washington, and to the
United States, and to America, and to civilization, and you
know it as weli as I do. Why do not we Members of Congress
wake up and stop it? The reason that it is permitted by the
police of Washington is because you Republicans in power and
we Demoerats, who ought to be, do not take the proper action
to put it out of business. Why, it would destroy the business
enterprise of almost any person or aggregation of persons. I
am glad that the Raleigh is so well established that they can
not ruin it. They can not hurt the Raleigh. We fellows have
been coming here to the Raleigh for 20 years before we came to
Congress. They could not hurt it, but they can keep some of
the Congressmen away from there. You remember before this
Congress met the unions sent to every Member of Congress a
letter saying, “ Don't you go to the Raleigh Hotel.” How many
of you obeyed the mandate in that letter? Here is one who has
not obeyed it. Here is one that can look them square in the
eye and say, “ When you tell me to do this or that, I will tell
you to go to hell.” T shall do my duty. That is the kind of a
man I am. That is what my people sent me here to tell them,

Disregard of law? These paid barkers are paid to disregard
the law. What regard for law have they when they tell a
good woman she is not decent simply because she prefers to
patronize the Raleigh Hotel? The unions have gotten beyond
the control of Mr. Gompers and of the good men in unions,
even if he and they would control them. The vicious are in the
saddle.

Why, read the following notice in this afternoon’s paper:

ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND WETS TO BE IN PARADE HERE.

More than 100,000 men and women workers, representing all parts of
the country, are to participate in the huge antiprohibition demonstra-
tion before Congress on Flag Day, June 14, Those in the parade will
not be marching as individuals, according to the officinls of the Ameri-
ean Federation of Labor, who are completlng plans for the demonstra-
tion, but will march as representatives of millions of workers all
through the United States who are solidly opposed to the enforcement
of thbu war-time prohibition bill in as far as it applies to light wines
ani:l.ah%t;r'l‘:cng‘ressmon will address the workers from the steps of the
Capitol. The demonstration will be under the auspices of the Central
Labor Union,

What is a labor Congressman? What do they mean by
labor Congressmen? Why, we are all for labor and for lawful
labor unions. Have we any Congressmen here who belong to
unions? I say, no; there are no such men here. The mem-
bership of this body are honorable men, are for labor and law-
ful unions, but belong to no class or organization, Why should
the good men who belong to the unions here in Washington, and
who may favor prohibition and not want its repeal, be fined for
not parading on the 14th against prohibition? The papers said
yesterday that such members would be fined. On page 30 of

the McClure Magazine for June Mr. Gompers says that—

To stop them, deliberately and by force, from the use of their beer and
wine is as unjust as it would be for a ecrowd of vegetarians to get together
and pass a law fo stop you and me from eating meat.

That is an old academic question, thrashed ouf and decided to
the contrary nearly 50 years ago, Yet, Mr. Gompers intimates

that if we take away their beer and wine, laborers may turn
into Bolshevists. I wish that my good friend from Georgia
[Mr. Uprsaaw] would carefully digest the above, and then go
back to Atlanta and explain why it is that he takes the floor in
defense of unions when I point out the things they should purge
their organizations of. Every State in the Union, except the
three little ones, have ratified national prohibition. I told you the
other day that I ean not follow my beloved President when he
asks me to repeal prohibition, as good a Democrat as I am.
[Applause.] .

Now, when the war was going on we found the railroad con-
ductors on passenger trains, who did little work, and even had
to have an auditor to go with them to take up the tickets.
These conductors who were getting $133 to £165 a month plus
time and a half for all time put in over eight hours and getting
one day off each week, more than we paid the boys who were sent
to the trenches of France, who stood fighting for 24 hours in
trenches knee deep in the mud, cootie infested, fighting like the
devil to save the country—we find 400,000 railroad men, organized
like no organization was ever perfected before, coming to the
Government in our hour of need and insisting that if we do not
give them $754,000,000 right now in cash they are going to ruin us
and going to tie up the railroads. They said: “ We will tie up
the railroads from Alaska to Florida.”

Mr. MeAdoo, statesman like he was, did like you and I would
have done. When a highwayman pulls a pistol or a gun on you—
we west Texas fellows do not usually let them get the drop on
us—but if they do get the drop on us we throw up our hands.
Mr. McAdoo did like you or I would have done and west Texas
would do when the other fellow gets the drop on us, and said
“take the money.”

But he was honest, for when he turned the $754,000,000 over
he resigned. Then they came to Mr. Hines, and they said: “ It
you do not give us $67,500,000 more, we will cause a revolu-
tion in this country.” Mr. Hines did what we would have done.
He handed over the money. That $822,000,000 came out of the
pockets of the people of the United States. It came out of the
pockets of the bleeding public of the United States. Talk about
$10 shoes! Do you know why there are $10 shoes and $12 shoes?
It is because these laborers, organized in these cities, are getting
$1.25 an hour. The manufacturers of Hannan and Nettleton
and Clapp and other shoes which you purchase for $12 or $15
do not make any more than they did 10 years ago when youn
bought those shoes for $£5. It all goes into the pockets of
organized labor. Maybe they deserve it.

The Rochester Herald of Thursday, April 10, 1919, published
the startling notice that the local electrical union would thence-
forth demand the following:

That its journeymen receive $9 per day of six hours; that its
foremen of five or more men receive $10.50 per day of six hours;
and that all time over that was to be paid for at the rate of 83
per hour; that on Saturday they would work only three hours,
yet receive a full day's wages; that when they worked in rain
or snow they would receive $18 per day for six hours.

The Washington Times yesterday said editorially that the
time had come when laborers would work six hours for their
employer, six hours for themselves, have eight hours for sleep
and four for pleasure. Therein lies part of the vice. They
clamor for shorfer hours and higher wages only to do double
employment and receive double salaries, just as is being done
now by thousands of Government employees here in Washing-
ton who work sevén hours for the Government and a great part
of their time for private firms and corporations. If through
strikes and force and disregard of law unions can force $9 a
day for six hours, they can force $18 for three hours, and if
railroad conductors on passenger itrains ean in war time force
$180 per month plus time and a half for all time over eight
hours and over six days a week they can force a salary of $500
for six hours with treble for overtime. The Board of Concilia-
tion under such circumstances is a farce, and we ought to do
away with it and save the thousands of dollars we spend on it
each year. ;

Six thousand strikes in war time—a holdup of the people,
and I say that the time has come for the tail to quit wagging
the dog. It has been wagging the dog too long. Every extra
dollar obtained by strikes has come out of the unorganized
public. When you fellows wake up and find that the other 107.-
000,000 unorganized people of this Government have awakened
to this situation, and they find that their money has been going
to 3,000,000 organized men who have been slave driving them
and this Government—when you find that out you are going to
be just as afraid of the voice of the 107,000,000 people as we
are now afraid of the voice of Morrison, when he tells us in
the Washington papers that he is going to put us out of Congress
if we do not obey. He will not beat me out of Congress, I
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promise you that. I have labor unions all over my district,
but they have confidence in me. The laboring people in my
district know that I am a better friend to them now than these
Congressmen who get up on the floor and preach unionism and
say they believe in strikes and force, and when you say that
it is a perversion of the cath you took under the Constitution
of this Government. I am not afraid of them. They are not
going to beat me out of my district. I beat three men the last
time, one of them an ex-Member of Congress and two legis-
lators, by 15,000 majority, and much of the majority was
made up of laboring men, and I will do it again. But if I have
to be beaten, if they put a bomb under me to-night, Mr. Chair-
man and colleagues, I am ready to face my Maker and say,
“ God, my witness, I have done my duty in warning my col-
leagues of this awful thing that is grappling at the throat of our
Republic.”

But what happened to the late lamented Mr., Borland, from
Missouri, will not happen to me. This man made a good fight
and deserved to win, and I believe that he would still be living if
his heart had not been broken by the fight Mr. Gompers and or-
ganized labor made upon him. They claim his defeat and gloat
over it. Here is the kind of literature they used in Colorado.
Here is one of their circulars:

To organized labor and its friends?

Ben C. Hilliard, Democratic candidate for Congress, is a_ friend of
organized labor. He has established the workday system in the Denver
schools, and all mechanical work is being done by organized labor,

The President of the United States has proven himself a friend of
organized labor, He deserves a Congressman who will stand with him
for progressive legislation. :

Hilllard's opponent is an officer with the State militia.

Let us, my dear colleagues, do full justice to the unions of our
country, see that they receive every consideration to which they
are entitled, put into execution every labor principle contained
in the peace treaty, but at the same time wake up and tell unions
and tell Mr. Gompers that they must purge themselves of law-
lessness and anarchy, for this Government must be run in the
interest and welfare of all the 110,000,000 people alike if we
follow the mandates of the Father of our Country.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated out of
the revenues of the Distriet of Columbia to the extent that they are
sufficlent therefor and the remainder out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise ag ropriated, but the amount to be paid from the Treasury
of the United tes shall in no event be as much as one-half of said
expenses, in full for the following expenses of the government of the
District of Columbia for the fisca fenr ending June 30, 1920, except
amounts to pag- the interest and sinking fund on the funded debt of said
District, of which amounts one half is appropriated out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and the other half out of
the revenues of the District of Columbia, namely.

Mr. WALSH., Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on
the paragraph. I do not care to discuss it at length, except to
point out that it is clearly a change of the statute of June 11,
1878, which fixes the proportion that Congress shall appropriate
as the amount that the Federal Government shall bear in the
expenses of the District, found in volume 20 of the Statutes at
Large, page 104,

Now, I make this point of order, being one of those who are in
favor of abolishing the half-and-half system in the District of
Columbia, but I do not think it should be done upon a general
appropriation bill. I think it should be considered by the Dis-
triet Committee in regular course and that legislation should be
brought into the House after hearings have been held, and I sub-
mit this is a change of organic law and is not in order upon a
general appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire
to be heard?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I do not know as a
question of parliamentary law whether the gentleman is right
or not, but I have been informed that this question has arisen
several times and a point of order has been made upon which
it has been universally decided, or at least two or three times,
that it is not subject to the point of order under the Holman
rule, and it has been so decided by two or three Speakers before.
I may be wrong, but I think T am right, that the Holman rule
protects it.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire whatever to
take up the time of the commiftee in arguing the point of
order if the Chairman does not care to hear from me. Of
course, I take the position that the point of order is not well
taken, that this amendment is clearly in order under the rules
of the House. Mr. Chairman, as the Chair makes no intima-
tion rgs to the views of the Chair I will briefly argue the point
of order.

LVIII—42

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the statement of the
gentleman will be of value, whether the Chair needs to be in-
formed about the matter or not.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, it is undoubtedly true under
the rules of the House that legislation is not in order upon
an appropriation bill, with certain exceptions, one exception
being under clause 2 of Rule XXI, which says that legislation is
in order when it—

Shall retrench expenditures by the reductlon of the number and
salaries of the officers of the United States—

Of course, that is not applicable here—

by the reduction ot the compensation of anly person paid out of the
reasury of the United States— it

That is not applicable—

or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill: Pro-
vided, That it shall be in order further to amend such Dbill upon
the report of the committee or any joint commission authorized by
law or the House Members of any such commission having jurisdiction
of the subject matter of such amendment, which amendment, belng ger-
mane to the subject matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures,

Under existing law, the act of June 11, 1878, half of the
expenses of the District of Columbia is paid out of the Treasury.
Now, the paragraph read, against which the point of order is
made, is legislation, but what is the character of that legisla-
tion? It repeals the law saying half the expenses of the Dis-
trict government shall be paid out of the Treasury, and the
paragraph goes further and it says that no amount pajd out
of the Treasury of the United States for the expenses of the
Distriet shall amount to as much as one-half of the expenses,
which clearly, beyond cavil, reduces the amount appropriated
out of the Treasury of the United States, and it fits like a glove
the section of the rule providing that legislation is in order if
it reduces the amount covered by the bill. I count myself
happy, Mr. Chairman, however, to have precedents fortifying
me in this position.

Way back in the Fifty-second Congress, when the Holman
rule was adopted—and the Iangnage of the rule was, word for
word, what it is now—the Speaker held that a motion to recom-
mit, which is nothing but an amendment, reducing the propor-
tion of the money to be paid out of the Treasury of the United
States for the expenses of the District under one-half of the
expenses was a retrenchment, that it reduced the amount cov-
ered in the bill, and that it came within the Holman rule, and,
therefore, was in order. For the last three Congresses, 1 may
state, this amendment has been before each one of those Con-
gresses, and has always been held in order under the provi-
sion of the Holman rule, as it reduced expenditures. Every
Chairman who has passed upon it has so held. I eall the at-
tention of the Chair to the ConerEssioNAL Recorp of December
10, 1914, when an amendment exactly like this was offered,
a point of order made against it, and the question was argued,
11hn{:1 the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garxer] in the chair

eld:

The Chair i3 of the opinion there is but one question in this, and that
is the question of germaneness. 'The Chair will resolve that in favor
of the amendment and hold that it is in order. The Chair, therefore,
overrules the point of order.

Now, I can continue, Mr, Chairman, to go on and consume
the time of the committee, but if I proceed I shall simply be
talking in a circle, for I have already, I think, clearly shown
to the Chair that the rules of the House provide that legislation
is in order on an appropriation bill in ecertain cases, one case
being when it is germane and it reduces the amount of money
to come out of the Treasury of the United States. The object
of the Holman rule is a wholesome, beneficial one to economize
and save money, and it seems to me, Mr., Chairman, this is a
splendid time to put into effect retrenchment.

The amendment in question retrenches. 1t legislates, the
legislation being to reduce the amount of money coming out of
the Treasury, and the amendment specifically says that in no
case shall the amount of money appropriated out of the Treas-
ury of the United States for the expenses of the District of
Columbia equal one-half of the amount of the appropriation
bill. If it can not equal one-half, it is undoubiedly a retrench-
ment, and, in my opinion, is clearly in order.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman's statement, as the Chair
understands it, is borne out clearly by a long line of rulings.
The organic act of June 11, 1878, provides that, te the extent to
which Congress shall approve of said estimates, Congress shall
appropriate the amount of 50 per cent thereof and the remain-
ing 50 per cent of such approved estimates shall be levied and
assessed upon the taxable property and privileges in the said
District other than the property of the United States and the
District of Columbia.
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The language of the bill provides—

That the following sums are a| priated out of the revenues of the
District of Columbia to the e:l:ten that u:ey are sufficlent therefor, and
thlf“rggminder out of any money in the Treasury mot appro-
P "

It is, of course, clear that this is a change of existing or basic
law. It would be within the rule which does not allow legisla-
tion upon appropriation bills if it were not within one of -the
exceptions of such rule. The exception of the rule, called to the
attention of the Chair by the gentleman from [Mr.
Orisr], is the exception that provides that if by the amendment
offered or the change in the law the appropriations are reduced,
the exception prevails and the rule to that extent is nullified.

In this ease it is quite clear that if the language of the bill
remains a reduction of expenditures from the Treasury of the
United States must necessarily result. The very point has been
decided in two recent cases exactly in point except the posi-
tions were reversed. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garxer],
I think, was in the chair when the bill as presented contained
the provixlon exactly in aceordance with the organic act:

That one-half of the following sums, respectively, be appropriated out
of any meney in the Treasury.

And in two successive years the geutleman from Texas [Mr.
Garner] held, after an elaborate argument in the first instance,
that the language of an amendment offered as a substitute,
almeost, if not exactly, identical with the language which is now
the first seetion of this bill, was in order as an amendment to
the original law, because of the fact that it reduced expendi-
tures.

So it seems to the Chair it is quite clear that it is the duty
of the Chair to hold that the point of order against the first
section on that account is not well taken, and the objections are
overruled.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Execntive office : Two commissioners, at $6,000 each ; enginwr com-

missioner, so lmlch as neceusa.ry (to make salary '$6,000 . secre-
tary, $2,700; 8 assistant urleu commlnionm, at §1, each ;
clerks—él Satﬂma 31 gghaahnl beasl:enogA
rapher an typewrlm) 40, 2 at $720 each; 2 messengers,
at $600 each; stenogr: typewrlter. $1,200.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Ghairman. I reserve a point of erder
on that.

Mr. WALSH.
Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois making
the point of order desire to be heard?

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be n disposi-
tion to increase the salaries of some that are already fixed by
statute, but there is ne disposition to increase the salaries of
the little fellows who receive $900, $1,000, or $1,100.

I request, Mr. Chairman, that this paragraph be passed at
this time and be taken up for consideration after the bill has
been read. And I will withdraw any action on this at the
present moment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the paragraph be passed temporarily. Is
there objection?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I have no objeetion, Mr. Chair-
man, to taking it up later. The gentleman may change his mind
and withdraw the point of order.

The CHATIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and
directed, from time to time, to prescribe a schedule of fees to be paid
for inspecting ger elevators n.‘nd for ma?acuu hotels, public halls,
moving-picture shows, theaters, and of amusement which
are requ to have annual Iicenses, a.uﬁ bull which
are requh-ed by law to have fire esca and ey are further author-

trecfed to impose fees for inspectlous or service to be per-
tormed by any public officer or em ee the Distriet of Columbia
under any law or lation now in nrce or hereafter enactod; ma
fees to cover the uxﬁn!e of such inspections or serviee; and
a schedule of such fees shal rinted and conspicuons! d lnycd in
the office of the said comm! oners. and said fees nh.ull to the
collector of taxes, Dlstrict of Columbm. and deposited in Treasu.ry
of the United States to the credit of revenues of the Dhtrict of Colum-
bia and the United States in equal parts.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against
the paragraph. Itis clearly new legislation and should properly
come before the Committee on the District of Columbia, which
has jurisdiction of legislation of this nature. And it seems to
me it is pernicious legislation, in addition, to have the owners
of the premises inspected pay for the inspection.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman
make the point of order or reserve it?

Mr. MAPES. I intend to make it, but I will reserve it if the
gentleman cares to have me do so.

I reserve a point of order on this paragraph,

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I wish the gentleman would. I
wish to say that this is the same provision carried in the bill we
passed here last session and which failed to become a law.

Mr. SISBON. We are already operating under that law noew,
and this statute is carrying that eut. I will state frankly that
we have ne possible objection to the gentleman’s committee
going into this whole matter and bringing in a proper law, but
until that is done I think the very safety of the people to be
benefited would demand that they have this inspection.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It was passed before in the other
bill, and no objection was raised to it.

Mr. SISSON. And they have had this inspection.

Mr. MAPES. What does the gentleman mean by the state-
ment that this is the law now?

My, SISSON. I say this is the law under which they are now
opgfratmg—thls statute here now.

CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. SISSON, This is the law now.
Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will yield further, I want

to inquire is it not a fact that this is what has been construed
by the Distriet authorities to be the law?

Mr. SISSON. I did not intend to go into that.

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will pardon me, I .will
complete the statement. The authorities have construed the
law as giving them the authority ; but recently, through litiga-
tion, it has been developedl that they have not the authority;
and in order to eontinue the inspection.in the same way and
with the same charges as heretofore they have asked for this
legislation. .

Mr., SISSON. Yes. This has been the eonstruction placed
upon an old statute for quite a while. Now, if you do not do
thig, there will be praetically no imspection in the District.
There is no provision made to pay the inspectors out of these
fees. I will say frankly to the gentleman that the Committec
on Appropriations will be glad if the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Mares] will permit this item to remain in the bill until a
statute ean be put on the statute books, because then the com-
mittee will have an absolute guide as to what ought to be done
in this case.

Mr. MAPES. If the gentleman will permit, this is clearly
new legislation. It is not on the apprepriation act passed last
session. While I do not desire to go into the merits of the ques-

tion now, it seems to me it is not desirable legislation, and it
strikes me that the Committee on Appropriations should report
an appropriation to pay these inspectors, rather than to have
them paid by the men wlose premises they inspect,

Mr. SISSON. I will say to the gentleman that in most of ihe
cities they have a fee system for the inspection of elevators,
where a certificate or license is issued. A regular license is
posted up in every elevator. I do not know of any exeeption to
that, although there may be exceptions. But in erder to run
an elevator in most of the cities a license is required, and that
license states on its face the last inspection of the elevator, and
a certain fee is paid for that license.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? )

Mr. SISSON. Yes

Mr. WALSH. Of course, in most of the States the feo
charged is only a nominal fee and is not a fee intended to cover
the cost of inspection.

Mr, SISSON. That is not the case here.

Mr. WALSH. It snys, “ Said fees shall pay the cost of in-
spection.”
Mr, SISSON. It is conducted on the fee system. I have not

the infermation here, but I understand n eemin fee is charged
for inspecting the buildings.

Mr, MAPES., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr. MAPES. Does the language in this paragraph in any
way interfere with the authority of the commissioners to make
the inspection of elevators, and so forth? Does it not simply
authorize them to charge the owners of the premises for the in-
spection? In other words, if this language is stricken ouf,
would it interfere in any way with the right of the commission-
ers to inspeect the buildings and the elevators?

Mr. SISSON. The testimony of the commissioners is that
this language is absolutely necessary now.

Mr. MAPES. Necessary for what?

Mr. SISSON. Necessary for the inspection of these build-
ings.

Mr. MAPES. The language does not so read.

Mr. SISSON, That is the construction they have placed upen
it. They have had some little litigation in reference to the power
of the District Commissioners to regulate the elevators under
the present law—that is, the statute—and that lawsnit which
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was in progress at that time was the occasion for the Distriet
Commissioners asking for this authority. The last committee
unanimously gave it to them, and this committee simply re-
affirmed the action of the committee before,

Now, I hope the gentleman will permit this provision to remain
in the bill, and that his committee will take the matter up and
prepare a well-considered plan for having the elevators in the
hotels and publie buildings inspected.

Mr. MAPES. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that the language of
this provision seems to me clear that it can not in any way inter-
fere with the aetual inspection. This language simply aunthor-
izes the commissioners to provide a schedule of fees for the own-
ers of the premises to pay for the inspection ; and for that reason,
Mr, Chairman, I insist on the point of order.

The CHATIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Davis] desire to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I think it is subject to a point of
order, although it is very unfortunate. It is very important
legislation and the inspection of buildings, which by law are
required to have fire escapes, will not be earried on.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

Mr, MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. MAPES. It seems to me clear, Mr. Chairman, that there
is nothing in this provision that justifies the remark of the chair-
man reporting the bill, that it in any way prohibits or restricts
the commissioners in authorizing the inspection of buildings and
elevators and fire escapes and what not. It is so apparent from
the language of the provision that I do not want to let the
remark of the gentleman from Minnesota go unanswered.

"~ Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. MAPES. Yes.

Mr. SISSON. Suppose that this legislation goes out and the
District Commissioners find themselves where they can not
have these elevators inspected, and suppose an accident occurs in
an elevator. Of course, I suppose the gentleman is willing to
assume the burden of that responsibility, but I am frank to say
that no member of the Committee on Appropriations was willing
to assume that burden, especially when the gentlemen charged
with enforcing this law were so positive that they needed this
additional fund. The fees have already been fixed. This does
not change any fees nor the amount of money that is paid for
any inspection, but there has been nc authority heretofore to
require that an elevator which on inspection is found to be in
bad shape shall be condemned. They insist very strenuously
that they need this power. If the gentleman is willing to assume
the responsibility, I will say frankly that the Committee on
Appropriations have absolutely no pride in the matter.

Mr. MAPES. I dislike to take the rble of calling the atten-
tion of the members of the Appropriatigns Committee to the
testimony of the commissioners on this subject, but I think if
they will read the testimony of the commissioners they will see
that their recollection of the testimony is very much distorted.
The commissioners themselves testified that this has nothing
to do with their right to make the inspection but with the right
to make the charge.

Mr. SISSON. But they must have the inspection fee for the
purpose of getting the men to make the inspection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Publie Utilities Commission : For salaries (including inspector of
a8 and meters, $2,000; assistant inspectors of gas and meters—1
1,200, 2 at $900 each; messenger, $ J‘ in $33,000: Provided,

That no person shall be employed hereunder at a rate of compensation
exceeding $4,000 per annum.

Mr, MAPES. I move to strike out the last word. I should
like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], who has
charge of the bill, who the persons are who are employed by the
Public Utilities Commission in addition to the people mentioned
in this paragraph. ;

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That proviso was a safeguard put
on there which is earried in the current law, so that they shall
not, under any emergency that might arise, employ anybody at a
greater rate of compensation than $4,000. They seemed to have
pretty complete blanket authority under the utilities proposition,
and that was put on there for the reason I have stated. It is
carried in the permanent law.

Mr. MAPES. This appropriates specifically only $4,000: but
there is a lump-sum appropriation of $33,000.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will read the gentleman the
schedule of salaries: Executive secretary, $4,000; accountant,
£3,000 ; assistant accountant, $2,000; traffic engineer, $3,600; in-

spector, $1,600; another inspector, $1,600; another at $1,400;
another at $1,200; inspector of gas and meters, $2,000 ; assistant
inspector of gas and meters, $1,200; another at $900; inspector
of electric meters, $1,600; chief clerk, $1,800; clerk and stenog-
rapher, $1,400; another clerk and stenographer, $1,200; another
at $1,200; another at $1,000; messenger, $720: another mes-
senger at %600, making $32,920. That is the salary list. Now,
there has been no inerease in it or anything of that kind.

Mr, MAPES., Why does the Committee on Appropriations in
this case change its settled policy of a great many years against
appropriating lump sums and in favor of making specific appro-
priations?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have not done so in this case.

Mr. MAPES. Why have you changed from the specific appro-
priation to the lump sum?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We have not changed. It has al-
ways been a lump sum, and I have simply given the gentleman
the details that make up that lump sum.

Mr. MAPES. Why in this particular item does the Committee
on Appropriations report it in a lump sum instead of specifi-
cally, as it does in other cases?

Mr. SISSON. Under the specific law authorizing these com-
missioners to make the valuation in the Distriet of Columbia
they carry a lump sum, and have no pay roll and no salary, be-
cause they did not know at what salary they could get the men.

Mr. MAPES. Is not this true, that under this appropriation,
instead of dividing the $28,000 among these different employees,
as the gentleman from Minnesota has read, the commissioners
could divide it into seven equal parts and pay each man $4,0007

Mr., SISSON. I suppose they could have done that.

Mr. MAPES. My question is, why the Appropriation Commit-
tee recommended in this instance against the long-settled policy
of lump-sum appropriations?

Mr. SISSON. I have olways been opposed to lump sums, But
at this particular time we could not have made up a pay roll, nor
could the District commissioners have made it up.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be recognized in
opposition to the pro forma amendment. I think I have the
information which my colleague is seeking. I think the motive
which actuated the committee was this: We could have put
into the bill the salary roll which has just been read by the
chairman of the subcommittee, Mr, Davis. To have done so
would have tended to make such a roll permanent or a statu-
tory roll, and we feared that it never would be reduced, and so
it was felt by the subcommittee that there would be a better
chance of hereafter cutting down appropriations for the utility
commission if we appropriated a lump sum.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. In 1918 the appropriation was
$34,000, but they only spent $28,785.07. When you put them on
a statutory roll you never knew a salary reduced.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?

tht;r. CRAMTON, I yield to the gentleman from Massachu-
setts.

Mr, WALSH. I would like to ask the chairman of the sub-
committee or the gentleman from Michigan under what au-
thority of law are these employees and officers paid, the list
of which the chairman of the subcommittee has read.

Mr. CRAMTON. That list was paid under the authority of
the appropriatiton bill of the current year, but if the bill is
passed as reported I suppose that list in so far as it may be
necessary for the work of the commission will be continued.

Mr. WALSH. I direct the attention of the gentleman from
Michigan to the fact that it is paid under the current law or
under the item carried in this bill. There is no authority for
spending any of this money for salary to other people, because
the amount of salary is limited to $2,000,

Mr. CRAMTON. No; I think the gentleman is in error,

Mll'. WALSH. They may have paid it under the next para-
graph.

Mr. CRAMTON. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the
value of small punctuation marks sometimes. He will notice
the parentheses surrounding this language :

(including inspector of gas and meters, $2,000; assistant inspectors of
gas and meters—1 $1,200, 2 at $900 each ; messenger, $600).

The important language is “for salaries #* #* #. jp gI,
$33,000." That whole $33,000 may be used for salaries and the
gentleman overlooks thé parentheses.

Mr., WALSH. I did not overlook the parentheses, but my
question is, What authority of law is there for paying anybody
Sl,i‘.:l()(;, $;.600, or $900, and various other positions that have been
paid for
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Alr. DAVIS of Minneseta. I think you will find it under the
act of March 4, 1913, creating the public-utilities commission.
Paragraph 95 reads as follows: _
" “The commission shall have the r in each and instance to

employ and ribe the duties of such officers, clerks, hers,
typewriters, inspectors, experts, and employees as it may deem mneces-
sary to carry out the provisions of this section, and to fix and pay
thelr compensation within the appropriations provided by Congress.

Mr. WALSH. And that is the authority for the list that the
gentleman has just read?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota.
them on the statutory roll.

sion has greatly decreased.

Mr. WALSH. T should think so, when we consider the state
of the public utilities.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The expenses are greatly decreas-
ing, and if you put these on the statutery roll you never knew a
salary on the statutory roll reduced.

The Clerk read as follows: -

For incldental and all other general necessary expenses authorized by
law, Jgemding the employment of expert services where necessary,

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. ‘Uan the gentleman inform the committee what this
$20,000 is to be -expended for? I motice that the language here
includes the employment of expert services, which I suppose
was provided for by the lump-sum appropriation of $33,000 in
the preceding paragraph.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No; that is extra. I read the
gentleman the law under which ‘they were anthorized to employ
expert services. They had a man named Beeler here, and some

“others, when we were all jammed up in consequence .of war
work, when the cars were stopped, and everything of that kind.
They employed this man Beeler and paid him quite a salary to
put in these skip-stops and the platforms and things of that
kind. The cost of that is included in this $20,000. There has
to be considerahle more of that kind of work done before we
have satisfactory services on the part of the street ears. This is
not the $33,000 salary item at all.

Mr., MAPES. "To bear out what the gentleman said, that the
expenses were being reduced, I motice this appropriation is for
820,000, and last year the apprepriation for the same item wa=
£25,000.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes,

Mr. MAPES. I wounld like to ask the gentleman how much
of the §25,000 was, paid to the expert, Mr. Beeler?

Mr. DAVIS of Mimmesofa. [ notice here fhe expenses: Serv-
ices of John A. Beeler, 71 days, .at $110 a day, $7,810; services
of .assistant, $7,201, without giving the mumber of days.

Mr. MAPES. The assistant was paid more than the principal?

Mr. DAVIS of Mimmesota. Yes; he apparently worked longer.
Traveling expenses, Joln A. Beeler, $150.68; traveling ex-
penses, assistant, $81.10: total expenses, -aside from expert’s
fees, $231.78. Total, $15302.78.

Mar. MAPES. Was that all of the $25,000 that was expended? |

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is all that was expended for
this particular expert.

Mr. MAPES. Whe is this Mr. Beeler?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. He is supposed to be the greatest
expert in the United States on matters of this kind. They pala
him a pretty good salary, something I rather ebjected to .ot the
time, but they said they could net get Mr. Beeler—and they
had to have him, they thought—for less than $110 a day.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman frem Minne-
sofa yield?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman from Michigan hins
the floor,

Mr. MAPES. I yield the floer.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota for five minutes. .

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. WALSH. TIs this the expert who is responsible for elim-
inating the six tickets for a quarter system of fares and impos-
ing the 2-cent extra charge for transfers, along with inereasing
in number of flat-wheeled cars upon which we are obliged to
ride, and disrupting things generally?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. T have no official information along
that line, except that I have conversed with some members of
the Utilities Commission, without naming them; but Mr. Begler
had nothing to do with this at all. The Utilities Commis-
sion proper fixed the 2-cent transfer charge.

Mr, WALSH. And this $110-per-day expert advice that lLe
has been givi !

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It was not on the transfers at all

: Mr. WALSH. Tt was not upon the fare or the equipment of
the cars?

Yes; but they did not want to put
The work of the utilities commis-

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. No.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, T move to strike out the language
beginning on line 10, page 9, and including all the language in
line 12, on the same page, including the figures $20,000. ;

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amend-
ment, which the Clerk will report.

The COlerk read as follows:

Page élé llna% 10, strike out all of lines 10, 11, and 12, including the

Mr. GARD. Mr, Chairman, T am anxious to have information
about this item, but it seems to me that the carrying of ‘this
tremendous lump-sum item in this appropriation bill is simply
an invitation to do again what was apparently done in the em-
ployment of some experts at what would seem to be highly
exorbitant fees and perqguisites in connection with the duty
which must repose in the Public Utilities Commission. T think
that I am not overstating the case when I state that the public
utilities of Washington, the Capital City of the Nation, particu-
larly in regard to its street car services, are entirely inadequate,
and the word * inadeguate” is a most mild expression. Not
alone during the time of confusion incident to the coming of*
many people into Washington, but to-day the street car service
in Washington is a crying shame. The people who are de-
pendent upon it, and there are thousands of them dependent npon
it, are compelled to resort to the shifting system of reporting at
different times and all sorts of staggered hours, all sorts of sub-
terfuges made to meet the existing contingencies, and the sum
result of what Tms been done in regard to the street car service
in the city of Washington has been the charge of 2 cents for a

| transfer, which the Capital Traction Co. said it did not want

and did not need, and the Washington Electric Railway have
said is not sufficient to tide it over its financial difficulties. Now,
I but speak of this because when we consider all that has been
done we have this lump sum of $20,000 here open ms an invita-
tion to these men who compose the Public Utilities Commission,
these men who are intrusted and who have the authority, an
unquestioned -authority, to provide good public utilities for ithe
people of Washington in transportation, in gas, electric light,
and in telephones——

Mr. WALSH., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD. Certainly.

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman know who make up the
Public Utilities Commission?

Mr. GARD. Why, the Commissioners of the District of Co-
lumbia make up that commission.

Mr. WALSH. De they appoint themselves the Publie Utili-
ties Commission?

Mr. GARD. Oh, mo; they are by operation of law. By opera-
tion of law the Commissioners of the District of Columbia anre
the Public Utilities Commission, .and it would te me that
these exeellent gentlemen, twe of them residents .of the District
of Celumbia -and one a «delegate from the Engineer Corps, by
Themselves and their present assistants are in all respects .com-
petent te do that which the law imposes on them to-do, and that

|ds to oversee the public utilities, the different public utilities

in the District of Columbia, and I repeat, not alone to the resi-
dents here but to the visitor at the National Capital. The public
utilities of the city of Washington, in telephone and transporta-
tion especially, aive a crying shame, and I think instead of having
a lump-sum item of $20,000 here earried to attract some alleged
expert who receives out of $20,000 about $15,000 in his per diem
charges and in his expenses and everything of that kind, that

4what we meed is a more rigid adherence to that which the law

imposes upon the Public Wtilities Commission, their counsel,
their inspectors, and all who get the greater part-of this $33,000
charge, to see that for all the people of the United States here
in the Capital City are maintained as they should be maintained
the public utilities, and T would be pleased to hear from mem-
bers of the committee regarding the continnation ef this item of
$£20,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired,

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, T will state that
the hearings and the statementof the commissioners as to what
became of the $20,000 in the last item are as Tollows: Steno-
graphic services and motes, $2,000; car tickets, $25; books,
periodicals, and so forth, $150; stationery and office supplies,
$875; blank books, printing, and so forth, $1,400; postage, $100;
traveling expenses, $250. Then comes .expert services, which 1
«do not think will be necessary next time, $15,000; making a
total of $20,000. Now, that is what the $20,000 item was composed
of last year and the estimate for the next year the same thing.
Now, if this is stricken out the utilities commission will have
mothing  to work upon at all. This really is contingent ex-
penses. Now, that is the way it was put to your subcommittee,
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Mr, GARD. Mpr. Chairman, with the word of the chairman of
the committee, I ask unanimous consent to modify the amend-
ment proposed so as to strike out the figures “$20,000” and
insert * §10,000,” beeause it would seem to me that would cover
all the emergency which seems to face the District of Columbia.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of
ihe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] as meodified.

The Clerk read as follows:

Modified amendment offered by Mr. Garp: Page 9, line 12, strike out
the figures ** $20,000 " and insert in lien thereof the figures “ $10,000."”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr., Chairman, I would like to
have my colleague read a liftle from the hearings along this
particular line, which will take two or three minutes.

Mr. CRAMTON,. Mr. Chairman, if I may be recognized, L
wish to say I do not care to delay the committee, but the motion
pending is, in effect, a motion to end the work of the Public
Utilities Commission, and whether we favor or disapprove some
of the results of their work, we all agree that the subject mat-
ter, pertaining, as it does, to our public utilities, is one of the
utmost importance to the people of this city. I am sure that
if the street railroads, for instance, of Washington were now
under public ownership and rendered service only one-half as
poor as we have had here the last year it would be hailed every-
where as a proof of the failure of municipal ownership. Now,
I am sure the gentleman does not want to end the work of the
only publie agency that there is at present struggling with these
problems. But that is what his amendment would result in.

Now, in the hearings one of the commissioners, Mr. Gardiner,
expressed his views as to the need of this money for experts,
which is what the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] especially
objects to. He points out that the Public Utilities Commission
is of the same membership as the District commission, and there-
fore these men on the Public Utilities Commission have all the
other multitudinous duties of District Commissioners to attend
to, and hence they must either entirely neglect their work as
commissioners, which is very important, or they must to a large
degrea delegate the work of investigation under the Publie
Utilities Commission. Mr. Gardiner, one of the commissioners,
said:

As public utility commissioners we should ride on those street cars
every day ; we should drive alon%atihne tracks and ride on the street cars;
and we should take up the com ts of the peogla and look Into them
and find out the comditions. at is what a public utility commission
should do, but we can not do it. As you know very well, we are kept
rhfht in that building all the time. That is own opinion about this

thing. * * * The Public Utilities Commission should be a separate
body, who should devote all their attention to their work. Then it
would not need the services of all of these experts.

But this Congress has created a commission composed of
" these commissioners, and unless this bill is to blindly legislate
out of existence the only body now charged with that work we
must continue a decent appropriation that will enable them to
do their work. And while I agree with the motives that I am
sure inspire the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garn], I am sure it
would be exiremely shortsighted for this House, without inves-
tigation and simply on the impulse of the moment, to hamstring
the work of this utilities commission.

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. CRAMTON. Certainly.

Mr, MAPES. Can the gentleman tell us whether the Public
Utilities Commission has investigated anything in connection
with the street car service here except the question of the fares
and putting into effect the skip stops?

Mr. CRAMTON. The Public Utilities Commission has up
the matter of gas rates, the electric rates, the whole electric
situation, the valuation of these utilities, and, as one of these
matters, this matter of street car service, and that ineludes both
the matter of fares and of service, the furnishing of more cars,
the routing of cars, the issuance of transfers, providing skip
stops, and other propositions of that kind.

Mr. MAPES. What has it done to improve the service and
prevent the tie-ups and the delays in the traffic?

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, I hope my colleague will understand
that I am not one of the experts that is provided for in this
appropriation and I am not prepared to answer all of those
questions in detail.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi-
gan has expired.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Ohio rise? :

Mr. GARD. I rise to be heard on the modified amendment.

I have not been heard on that. However, I will be very glad to

yield to the gentleman from Mississippl [Mr. Stssox].

- Mr. S8ISSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the utilities com-
mission has not acted as promptly as I would like in regard to
the valuation of all the public utilities in the Distriect of Colum-
bia, but they have had some litigation. They have been as-
sisted in the making of these valuations, but every point has
been contested by some of the companies, Some of the com-
panies have agreed to the valuation, and the commission has
made a valuation on the majority of the utilities.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. WIill the gentleman permit an in-
terruption ?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is it not a fact—not only a fact
now, but contemplated in the future—that there is going to be
more litigation in regard to this matter, and that out of this
fund they would have to pay some of the expenses?

Mr. SISSON. I was about to say that they are getting down
to the point where they expect to make some orders to carry
into effect all of the reforms that they hope to be able to bring
about in the District of Columbia.

This legislation, you will all recall, was made necessary by vir-

| tue of a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States,

which decided that before you could make a rate as to railways
the burden of proof was on the Government to be able to show
that the rates were not confiscatory. I have never agreed to the
soundness of that decision, but still that is the position in which
we find ourselves. That made it necessary not only throughout
the States, that valuation of railroads on the part of the Federal
Government should be made, but also within the District of
Columbia. Congress was about to pass an act granting uni-
versal transfers, and another bill was introduced consolidating
the street railway companies. Col. Harding was then on the
District commission, and Col. Harding and the attorneys came
before your subcommittee some years ago and stated that in
the event that legislation should be enacted it would simply
put the District into litigation, and they requested that nothing
of that sort should be done until this physical valuation should
be made. Now, we have all agreed that the public utilities
in the District of Columbia are not what they ought to be, but
your committee did not feel that it would be proper for it to
deprive the commission of the money which it reguested and
which it might need in the event it had quite a good deal of

litigation in reference to any other order which it might enter,

So we left this sum at $20,000 not to enable them to bring about
lg]:uz very reforms that my friend from Ohio desires to be made
ut:
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
an observation?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Also our committee feels that if there is a
change in the legislation as to the kind of commission we should
have, the committee headed by my colleague from Michigan
[Mr. Mares] should wrestle with that problem.

Mr. SISSON. Yes; and his committee framed the legislation
by which we are operating.

Mr. MAPES. I am glad that there is one piece of legislation
that the Committee on Appropriations is willing that the regular
Committee on the District of Columbia should handle.

Mr. SISSON. We will turn it all over to you.

Mr. MAPES. T rose to ask the gentleman a question about
a subject to which he referred when he spoke about legislation
being proposed some time ago looking toward the consolidation
of the different companies. I saw a notice in one of the news-
papers a few days ago to the effect that a public utilities com-
pany had defaulted on the interest on its bonds, and the news-
paper article went on to say that a company was organized
some time ago for the purpose of bringing about a merger of
the two companies. I would like fo ask the gentleman if the
Public Utilities Commission is doing any work to bring about
the consolidation of the two companies here?

Mr. SISSON. Some time ago I went into the matter with a
great deal of earnestness, but whether that earnestness was
accompanied by much ability I do not know ; but I have been a
very strong advocate of a universal transfer. I also felt that
if we did not have universal transfers we ought to have a con-
solidation of the companies. You would thereby be relieved of
managerial and overhead charges, it seems to me, which would
tend to bring the business into a position where the overhead
charges would be brought down to about half what they are now.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired.

Mr. SISSON. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for two
minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-
quest?

There was no objection.
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Mr. SISSON. Now, if I could have my way about it, I would
like to eliminate the two companies and have but one company.

Mr. MAPES. It is universally conceded that two street car
companies in one city are a nuisance,

Mr. SISSON. That is absolutely true.

Mr. MAPES. 1 wanted to direct the gentleman's attention to
this question: Is there not some way in which the Public Utili-
ties Commission can spend this money in the employment of
expert services to force n consolidation of the two companies?

Mr, SISSON. My understanding is that before yon "could
make a consolidation, even by act of Congress, it would be
necessary that the body making the order of consolidation should
not only have the authority to make the order, but also under
that decision of the Supreme Court in making the consolida-
tion it would be necessary to have a physical valuation of the
property, so that the accounts might be properly adjusted. Of
course, they could make a consolidation, but they would have
to agree upon the respective values of the properties. But when
you are compelling them to do it you ought to have the facts
whereby you and the court could sustain the order.

Mr, MAPES. As a matter of practical procedure, is there no
way that we can compel a consolidation of the companies here,
except by taking them over by the Government?

Mr. SISSON. I do not know about that. I think Congress
would have the power to pass an act requiring them to consoli-
date, but the Utilities Commission or some other commission
would have to make the valuation.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
gippi has again expired. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
GArp] desire time?

Mr. GARD. Yes; I desire to be heard in favor of the amend-
ment offered by me. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment ean be modified by unani-
mous consent, reducing the amount from $20,000 to $10,000.

Mr. GARD. I want to be heard on that. I was heard on the
proposition to strike out the paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. The Chair will recognize the
gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. GARD. Alr. Chairman, first, I would like to inquire how
long the chairman in charge of the bill desires to keep the com-

- mittee in session?

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. We would like to proceed for an
hour longer, but probably we shall not be able to proceed more
than half an hour. .

Mr. BLANTON.
quorum.

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I say I would like to proceed for
an hour, but I know we can not, and hence I was going to suggest
that the committee rise at 6 o'clock.

Mr. BLANTON. If the chairman of the committee intends to
move to rise at 6 o'clock, I will withdraw the point.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Yes; at 6 o'clock I will move that
the committee rise.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, if there was any sort of pro-
cedure by which the public utilities of Washington could be
benefited and the benefit acerue to the people who live here and
who come here, I should be in favor of any sort of an appro-
priation, even in excess of this lump-sum appropriation of
$20,000.

The test of public utilities, which are created and have their
existence only for the benefit of the public, is in the good they
bring to the publie, and it is not a proper earrying out of an
authorized service when the extent of benefit of any public
utilities commission consists in giving increased rates to tele-
phone companies, gas companies, electric-light companies, and
street railway companies, and no benefit is afforded to the
people who are compelled to use these commodities. T would
not for a moment think of handiecapping the Public Utilities
Commission of Washington, but here we have three commission-
ers, we have a number of officers whom the chairman says it
is the plan not to carry on the permanent roll, because they hope
every year that there will not be any necessity for their con-
tinuance. Therefore they carry only little inconsequential items
amounting to about $3,800, whereas the bulk of the appropria-
tion, the $28,000, is spent upon assistants, upon counsel for the
public utilities commission, upon engineers, upon inspectors,
upon men who do the work. The only thing that remains
therefore for this $20,000 which they said a moment ago they
thought there was no use for—the chairman of this commitee,
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], has figured out that
practically all the expense of last year was the expense of the
expert, which will not be needed this year. But in order that

Mr. Chairman, I suggest the absence of a

full scope might be given to whatever necessities could arise,

in order to give full scope to the payment of all necessary ex-
penses, it was my thought to decrease this apparently unneces-
sary provision of $20,000 at least to $10,000.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit an
interruption? .

Mr. GARD. Certainly.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota.
commission to stop work?

Mr. GARD. I want them to go to work.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesotn. Can they go to work unless they
have the money ?

Mr. GARD. They certainly can go to work. - They have
$33,000 in a previous item.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The gentleman’s argument is cer-
tainly in favor of these utility companies themselves, because
they want the commission to stop work, and not to spend any
money, and not to do anything.

Mr. GARD. They have their own salaries and this $33,000
with which to ecarry on their work, and unless the gentleman
can tell me something immediately in prospect for which this
$20,000 can be properly expended, then I must insist upon my
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Garp].

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr.
GArD) there were—ayes 6, noes 10.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I make the point that there
is no quorum present.

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 6, the noes
are 10, and the amendment is rejected.

Mr, BLANTON. I made the point of no quorum before the
Chair made that announcement. -

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct.

Mr., DAVIS of Minnesota. Will not the gentleman withdraw
that point? :

Mr. BLANTON. I would rather have a larger vote here than
the few Republicans who sit over there and the few Democrats
who sit here. I think there are about 14 Republicans on the
other side.

Mr. GARD. There are hardly 20 people in the Hall, and I
move that the committee do now rise.

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. I thought we could proceed rapidly
with the appropriation bill, but it does not appear possible to
do so, and I will move that the committee do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. TowNEgr, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee, having had under consideration the District of
Columbia appropriation bill, H. R. 4226, had come to no reso-
lution thereon.

JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILL PRESENTED TO THE WHITE HOUSE FOR
THE APPROVAL OF THE PRESIDENT.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that this day they had presented to the White House for the
approval of the President of the United States the following
joint resolution and bill:

H. J. Ites. 79. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to loan to the city of Dawson, Ga., tents and cots for use
of Confederate veterans in their State convention, June 17 and
18, 1919,

H. It. 1200, Making appropriations for certain expenses inei-
dent to the first session of the Sixty-sixth Congress, and for
other purposes.

Does the gentleman want this

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same :

H. J. Res. 1. Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the
Constitution extending the right of suffrage to women.

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER,

Mr. KREIDER appeared at the bar of the House and took

the oath of office.
ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota.
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at b o'clock and 57
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Thursday, June 5,
1919, at 12 o'clock noon,

1 move that the House do now
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

DBy Mr. HILL: A bill (H. It. 4746) authorizing the Secretary
of War to donate one German eannon or fieldpiece to the village
of Oxford, N. Y.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4747) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Greene,
N. X.; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the village of Richfield Springs, N. Y., one German
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. It. 4749) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the village of Cooperstown, N. Y., one German cannon
or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. IR. 4750) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the village of Sidney, N. Y., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Mﬂitary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4751) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Walton,
N. X.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4752) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate one German cannon eor fieldpiece to the village of Delhi,
N. Y.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4753) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate one German cannon or fieldpiece to the village of Deposit,
N. Y.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the village of Union, N. Y., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Mﬂltary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4755) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the village of Endicott, N. Y., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4756) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the village of Johnson City, N. Y., one German cannon
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4757) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Oneonta, N. Y., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4758) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Norwich, N. Y., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4759) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Binghamton, N. Y,, one captured German
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DARROW : A bill (H. R. 4760) to increase the effi-
clency of the Medical Department of the United States Navy
and to improve the status and efliciency of the Hospital Corps
of the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 4761) to abolish the Bu-
reau of the Comptroller of the Currency and the office of the
Comptroller of the Currency, and authorizing the Federal
Reserve Board to perform the duties thereof ;"te the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 4762) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to the city of Brooklyn, N. Y., four Ger-
man cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.

By Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 4763) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to the village of Washingtonville, Ohio,
one cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4764) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the counties of Guernsey, Morgan,
Monroe, Muskingum, Noble, and Washington, State of Ohio, 20
German cannons or. fieldpieces each, with carriage, together
with a suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. HOUGHTON : A bill (H. . 4765) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the village of Newfield, N. Y., one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military

- Affairs.

By Mr. MAJOR: A bill (H. R, 4766) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to certain cities in Missouri one German
cannon or fieldpiece, with equipment; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Mr. VOIGT: A bill (H. R. 4767) to repeal section 19 of the
trading-with-the-enemy act; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 4768) for the relief of cer-
tain employees of the Government Printing Office; to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 4769) authorizing the Secretary
of War to deliver a condemned cannon to the village of Heuvel-
ton, N. Y.; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 4770) to amend the war-
risk insurance act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. HAYDEN : A bill (H. I. 4771) authorizing the estab-
lishment of a poultry experimental farm near Glendale, Ariz. ;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 4772) authorizing the Secretary
of War to donate to the village of Hamburg, N. Y., one cannon
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. OGDEN: A bill (H. R. 4773) providing for wage in-
creases in the Government Prinfing Office; to the Committee on
Printing.

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4774) to authorize the
Secretary of War to furnish a German cannon, with carriage
and cannon balls, to the twin cities of Danville and Buckeye
City, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 4775) authorizing the Com-
missioner of Navigation to register as a vessel of the United
States the foreign-built vessel called the J. A. Bisso; to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. McGLENNON : A bill (H. R. 4776) increasing the limit
of cost for a Federal building at Bayonne, N. J.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 4777) to amend an act en-
titled “An act to authorize the estnblishment of a Bureau of
War Risk Insurance in the Treasury Department,” approved
September 2, 1914, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4778) to provide
for a site and erect a public building thereon at Clinton, Tenn. ;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4779) to provide for a site and erect a public
building thereon at Lenoir City, Tenn.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) fo provide a site and erect a public
building thereon at Oneida, Tenn.; to the Committee on Publie
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4781) to provide a site and erect a publie
building thereon at Lafollette, Tenn.; to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) to provide a site tmd erect a public
building thereon at Jefferson City, Tenn.; to the Committee on
Publie Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4783) to provide a site and erect a public
building thereon at Rockwood, Tenn.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BRAND: A bill (H. R. 4784) authorizing the Secretary
of War to donate to the city of Carnesville, Ga. ,one German
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Hartwell, Ga., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4786) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Watkinsville, Ga., one German eannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4787) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Monroe, Ga., one German eannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4788) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Covington, Ga., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4789) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Madison, Ga., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Alse, a bill (H. R, 4790) suthorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Greeusboro, Ga,, one cannon or fieldpiece;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4791) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city.of Washington, Ga., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4792) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Lexington, Ga., one cannon or fieldpiece;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4793) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Elberton, Ga., one German cannon or field-
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4794) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Danielsville, Ga., one cannon or fieldpiece;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 4795) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Hopkinsville, Ky., two
German cannons or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4796) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Calhoun, Ky., one German cannon or field-
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, g bill (H. IR. 4797) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Hawesville, Ky., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4798) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Madisonville, Ky., two German cannons or
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4799) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Morganfield, Ky., two German cannons
or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 4800) authorizing the Secretary
of War to donate to the village of East Aurora, N. Y., one
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the village of Springville, N, Y., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4802) to provide for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in
the village of Winsted, in the town of Winchester, in the State
of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4803) to provide for the purchase of an
additional site and the erection of an addition to the present
post office thereon at Waterbury, in the State of Connecticut;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. ROSE: A bill (H. R. 4804) authorizing the Secretary
of War to donate to the city of Williamsburg, Blair County, Pa.,
one German cannon, fieldpiece, or other war trophies; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4805) to au-
thorize the Secretary of War to furnish a German, Austrian,
Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with carriage and suitable outfit

* of shellg, to the city of Albany, Ky,; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4806) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish eannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Corbin, Ky.;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4807) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish eannon, with
carringe and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Pineville,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 4808) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish eannon, with
carringe and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Somerset,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Harlan, Ky:;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4810) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriange and suitable outfit of ghells, to the eity of Benham,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4811) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of London, Ky.;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 4812) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Lynch, Ky.;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4813) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Burkesville,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4814) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish eannon, with
ecarringe and suitable outfit of shells, to the eity of Manchester,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Hyden, Ky.;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Burnside,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Monticello,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill' (H. R.-4818) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carringe and suitable outfit of shells, to Whitley City, Ky.; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4819) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Mount Ver-
non, Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4820) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Middlesboro,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 4821) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carringe and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Tompkins-
ville, Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4822) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a Germran, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Livingston,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4823) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish cannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the ecity of Williamsburg,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) to authorize the Secretary of War to
furnish a German, Austrian, Bulgarian, or Turkish eannon, with
carriage and suitable outfit of shells, to the city of Barbeurville,
Ky.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WILLIAMS : A bill (H. R. 4825) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the city of Grayville, Ill., one German
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. It. 4826) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Eldorado, Ill., one German eannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H, R. 4827) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of West Salem, Ill,, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Commiitee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4828) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Cypress, Ill., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 4829) to relieve Congress
from the adjudication of private claims against the Govern-
ment ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MASON : A bill (H. R. 4830) to amend an act entitled
“An act to create a Department of Labor” by providing for a
bureau of the unemployed ; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. LAGUARDIA : A bill (H. RR. 4831) to amend an act en-
titled “An act for making further and more effectual provisions
for the national defense, and for other purposes,” approved June
8, 1916 ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4832) author-
izing the Secretary of War to furnish a 4-inch fieldpiece, cap-
tured by the Three hundred and fifteenth Infantry on November
11, 1918, in action against Cote de Morimont, north of Verdun, to
ihe eity of Philadelphia; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. THOMPSON of Oklahoma : A bill (H. R. 4833) author-
izing the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Moore, Okla.,
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, o bill (H. R. 4834) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Purcell, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. It. 4835) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Lexington, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4836) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Sulphur, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, o bill (H. R. 4837) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Hickory, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4838) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Dougherty, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. :

Also, a bill (H. It. 4839) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Paoli, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Washington, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Elmore City, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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Alsd, a bill (H. R. 4842) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Maysville, Okla., one German cannon or
fleldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4843) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Lindsay, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Stratford, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 4845) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Wynunewood, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4846) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Pauls Valley, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Commitiee on Militury Affairs.

Alsgo, a b!ll (H. R. 45847) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Rosedale, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Byars, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4849) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Harrah, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4850) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Guthrie, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Miliwry Affairs.

A!ao a bill (H. R. 4851) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Wayne, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Commiitee on Mil_itar,v Affpirs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Blanchard, Okla,, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Norman, Okla., one German cannon or
fleldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Noble, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Britton, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4856) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Luther, Okla, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Arcadia, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4858) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Edmond, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a blll (H. R. 4859) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to Oklahoma City, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4860) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Crescent, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece; to the Commiitee on Military Affairs

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the town of Marshall, Okla., one German cannon
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4862) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the town of Mulhall, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4863) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Coyle, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. . 4864) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Stillwater, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4865) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the town of Perking, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 4866) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the cify of Yale, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Als=o, a bill (H, It. 4867) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Cushing, Okla., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Davis, Okla., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 4869) to amend section

4516 of ‘the Revised Statutes of the United States and section
2 of an act entitled “An act to promote the welfare of American
seamen in the merchant marine of the United States, to abolish

arrest and imprisonment as a penalty for desertion and to secure
the abrogation of treaty provisions in relation thereto, and to
promote safety at sea,” approved March 4, 1915; to the Commit-
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) to provide revenue for the Govern-
ment and to safeguard, by a license control of imports of potas-
sium salts and by imposing an import duty thereon, the inter-
ests of domestic potash producers; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. RR. 4871) to prohibit the
transportation of illegally caught lobsters, also the importation,
bringing into, or landing in the United States of any lobsters
less than a certain size taken or obtained outside of territorial
limits of the United States; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr, THOMPSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4872) to
repeal the law known as the daylight-saving law; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) for the erection of a public building
in the city of Stillwater, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) for the erection of a public building
in the city of Yale, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating money
therefor ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) for the erection of a public building
in the eity of Cushing, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. 1. 4876) for the erection of a public building
in the city of Edmond, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4877) for the erection of a publie building
in the city of Norman, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4878) for the erection of a public building
in the city of Purcell, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 4879) for the erection of a public building
in the city of Davis, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) for the erection of a public building
in the city of Sulphur, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4881) for the erection of a public building
in the city of Wynnewood, State of Oklahoma, and appropriat-
ing money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) for the erection of a public building
in the city of Pauls Valley, State of Oklahoma, and appropriat-
ing money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) for the erection of a public building
in the town of Lindsay, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4884) for the erection of a public building
in the town of Stratford, State of Oklahoma, and appropriating
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. HERSMAN: A bill (H. IR, 4885) increasing the limit
of cost for a Federal building and site at San Luis Obispo, Calif. ;
to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr., GOULD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) creating a
commission to devise a policy of cooperation between the em-
ploying and the working element of the United States, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Labor.

By the SPEAKER: Memorial from the Legislature of Michi-
gan, favoring the payment to each discharged =oldier, sailor, and
marine of a bonus in addition to his regular pay and allowance;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Michigan, relative to
freight rates on materials for publie works; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Michigan, favoring an
appropriation by Congress to secure the early eradication of the
European corn borer in the State of Massachusetts; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

Also, memorial from the Legislature of Michigan, favoring the
enactment of laws preventing the return to the United States of
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any German or Austrian who has been engaged in opposition to
the United States and its Allies, and that all alien enemies in-
terned in this country be deported and forever debarred from
returning ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, memorial from the Michigan Legislature, favering the
enlarged canalization of the St. Lawrence River; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Memorial from the Ohio Legislature,
requesting all trophies of the late war captured by Ohio troops
be collected and sent to Ohio as perpetual memeorials; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FESS: Memorial from the Ohio Legislature, request-
ing the Secretary of War to make provision that all trophies of
war captured by Ohio troops be collected and sent to Ohio, to
be kept as perpetual memorials; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4886) to correct the
military record of Edwin Collar; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 4887) to correct the military record of
Harrison R. Crecelius; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) to correct sthe military record of
Anderson Creason; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4889) to correct the military record of
John B. Hutchings; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4890) to correct the military record of
Benjamin Munkers; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill, (H. R. 4891) to correct the military record of
William Smith ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4892) for the relief of Willinm M. Gritten;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (1. 1. 4893) for the relief of George W. Drake; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4894) for the relief of Robert Griffin; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4885) for the relief of Jessie Lee; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) for the relief of James B. Norman;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4897) for the relief of Christopher L.
Smith ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4898) for the relief of Vincent Rust; to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. It. 4809) for the relief of James F. Alexander;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : A bill (H. R. 4900) granting an increase
of pension to Arthur C. Gregg; to the Committee on Imvalid
Pensions.

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 4901) granting an increase of
pension to Clarence L. Wimer; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 4902) granting a pension to
George W. Earhart ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Harvey Shimer;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4904) granting a pension to Jacob Gish;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Howard H.
Long; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) granting an increase of pension to
Mark Hebblethwaite ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. EDMONDS : A bill (H. RR. 4907) for the relief of cer-
tain pay officers of the United States Navy; to the Committee
on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4908) for the relief of Julio Carrazco, a
citizen of Mexico; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. EMERSON. A bill (H. R. 4909) granting an increase
of pension to Seth N. Byers; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to
Oscar P. Quiggle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4911) granting a pension to Mathew N.
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4912) granting a pension to Emma A.
Carroll ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4913) granting a pension to Mrs. Edward
MeLanghlin ; to the Committee on Pensions,

- By Mr. FAIRFIELD : A bill (H. R. 4914) granting a pension
to Mrs. Nannie A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension to
John A. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to
John 8. Lozier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4917) granting an inecrease of pension to
Jacob Cribbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4918) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Paulus; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4919) granting an increase of pension to
Mrs. Margaret Pressler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) granting an increase of pension to
Peter V. Gruesbeck ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Culbertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4922) to correct the military record of
James Hennessy ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4923) to correct the military record of
Andrew K. Hite; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4924) to correct the military record of
Barnebal Schwartz; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4925) to correct the military record of
the late Warren W. Wilkinson; to the Committee on Militar,
Affairs, :

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 4926) granting a pension to
Jacob Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. HUDDLESTON : A bill (H. R. 4927) for the relief of
Nancy A, Parson, C. M, Parson, D. . Staggs, Ollie Staggs, RRosa
Staggs, Lena Birchfield, Alice Birchfield, Bertie Gwin, Greely
Gilbert, Linville Gilbert, and Nelson Gilbert; to the Committee
on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R: 4928) to reimburse T. Caffey, postmaster at
Leeds, Ala., for money and stamps stolen from said post office
at Leeds, Ala., and repaid by him to the Post Office Department ;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) granting a pension to James E. Nor-
man ; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4930) granting an increase of pension to
Newton Sigsby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4931) granting an increase of pension to
John Coss ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LEHLBACH : A bill (H. R. 4932) granting an increase
of pension to Charles Will; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. ;

By Mr. McFADDEN : A bill (H. R. 4933) granting an increase
of pension to Thomas Hartman ; te the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr., MANN: A bill (H. R. 4934) granting a pension to
Elizabeth A, Loomis ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. RR. 4935) granting a pension to
Peter L. Johnson ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) granting a pension to Henry A.
Meal; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4937) granting an increase of pension to
James Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens.

By Mr. NEELY : A bill (H. R. 4988) granting a pension to
Ella V. Altmeyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4939) granting a pension te Sarah M. J.
Bertrand ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4940) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel A. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4941) granting an increase of pension to
Stewart Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4942) granting an increase of pension to
James A, Wood ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4943) granting an increase of pension to
William Tomlinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4044) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Snowden ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4945) granting an increase of pension to
William H. 8. Sipolt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4946) granting an increase of pension to
Enos Snodgrass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4947) granting an increase of pension to
Perry Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) granting an increase of pension to
William Goodman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions..

Also, a bill (H. R. 4049) granting an increase of pension to
Yictor Fousse ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4950) granting an increase of pension to
Nathan C. Dobbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4951) granting an increase of pension to
James B, Davis; to the Committee on Imvalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting an increase of pension to
Alexander Conner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4953) granting an inerease of pension to
Frederick M. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) granting an increase of pension te
Ezekiel H, Ballah; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. O'CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 4955) for the relief of
Walter Parks; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
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By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4956) providing for the

purchase of certain inventions, designs, and methods of aireraft,

aireraft parts, and aviation technique of Edwin Fairfax Naulty
and Leslie Fairfax Naulty, of New York; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 4957) granting a
piension to Eliza Hess Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4958) grant-
ing an increase cf pension to Jesse B, Connelly ; to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 4959) granting an increase of pension to
James K, Meacham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to
Louis N. Hickey ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 4961) granting an increase
of pension to Simon P. Kieffer; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4962) granting an increase of pension to
(Georgeanna C. Pierson; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 4963) granting an increase of pension to
John L. Clifton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4964) for the relief of Jacob W, Moyer; to
the Comrmittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4965) granting a
pension to Robert Goodman ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4966) granting a pension to Bridget
Mitchell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4967) granting
an increase of pension to John L, Dick; to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Malissa Sands;
to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 4969) granting a pension to Mary Ann
Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4970) for the
relief of Harriet Fisher; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution {H. J. Res. 97) to pay
to Silas McElroy, of Cleveland, Ohio, the sum of $10,000 for
injuries received while in the service of the Government ; to the
Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the Christian

Street Methodist Episcopal Church, David Lord, pastor, urging
amendment to the National Constitution; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 8. D, P. F., No. 14, relating to Jugo-Slav
affairs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Jefferson Lodge, No. 9, Independent Order
of Odd Fellows, protesting against affairs existing in Poland;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Resolutions of Licking Lodge, No. 80,
of Newark, Ohio, of the' International Association of Machin-
ists, favoring the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Com-
m!ttee on Agricultnre,

Also, petition of Licking Lodge, No. 80, Intorﬂatlonul Associa-
tion of Machinists, opposing continnance of daylight-saving act;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BABKA : Petition of members employed in first and
second class post offices of the United States and its island pos-
sessions, relating to increase of salary; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BEGG : Petition of Civil War veterans over T2 years
of age who are members of the Ohio Soldiers and Sailors’
Home, Erie County, Ohio, asking that they be given $50 per
month instead of $40; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Sill Post, No. 57, Department of Ohio, Grand
Army of the Republie, of North Baltimore, Ohio, to provide for
the burial of the Civil War veterans and their wives; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, BROWNING : Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church
congregation of Auburn, Salem County, N. J., protesting against
repeal of war prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CANNON: Petition protesting against repeal of war-
prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. GARSS Petition of Lodge No. 21, Z. 8. Z., relating to
Jugo-Slav affairs; to the Committee on Foreign Aﬂ:ulrs

Also, petition of J. R. Z. No. 3, relating to Jugo-Slav affairs;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. COLE : Petition of Ministerial Association of Bucyrus,
Ohio, to grant to all American Indians full rights of American
citizenship; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of the Zriuski, Frankapen, No.
18, C. of L. of Illinois, urging justice to the Jugo-Slav: to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. DARROW : Petition of P, H. Molter and seven other
residents of Philadelphia, Pa., opposing repeal of the daylight-
saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Idle Hour Tennis Club, of Philadelphia, Pa.,
protesting against repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. ESCH : Petition of citizens of Sparta, Monroe County,
Wis., opposing the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on
Agriculture,

Also, petition of sundry farmers, voters, and taxpayers of
Baraboo, Wis., asking for repeal of the daylight-saving law; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of citizens of La Crosse, Wis., protesting against
luxury-tax law ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of St. John the Baptist,
K. 8. K. 1., organization of Wenona, Ill., on the Jugo-Slav-
Italian matter; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Utiea, Ill., protesting
against any modification of the war-time prohibition act; to .
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Rockford (Il1l.) Gas Co., opposing repoftl
of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Rykert & Andrews, of Sycamore, 111, for re-
peal of Iuxury tax: to the (}omm[ttee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of McAdams & Sons, of Ottawa, Ill., for repeal
of tax on automobiles and other industries; to the Commritiee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of National Automobile Dealers’ Association,
favoring H. IR. 2857, to tregulate the interstate use of auto-
mobiles; to the Commiftee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. HILL: Resolution adopted by the Board of Super-
*visors of Broome County, N. Y., favoring the repeal of the so-
called daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of residents of Cherry Valley, N. Y., and vicinity,
asking the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

Also, resolutions of Otego Valley Grange No. 1427, urging the
repeal of the so-called daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on
Agriculure.

Also, memorial of Binghamton Grange, 1072, of Binghamton,
N. Y., favoring the repeal of the daylight-saving law; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of residents of Walton, N. Y., for the repeal of
the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of residents of Oneonta, N. Y., and vicinity, for
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

Also, petition of residents of Vestal, N. Y., and vicinity, urging
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, petition of residents of Binghamton, N. Y., and of
Smyrna, N, Y., asking for the repeal of the daylight-saving law;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, memorial of Tiger Post, No. 23, American Legion, against
the repeal of the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, petition of Lithuanian residents of Binghamton, N. Y.,
for the protection of Lithuania by the United States of America
from foreign aggression ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Algo, memorials of Benjamin T. Ash and other jewelers of
Binghamton, N. Y., and vicinity; of Hills, McLean & Haskins,
of Binghamton, N. Y.; and of J. Gordon Black, of Richfield
Springs, N. Y., favoring the repeal of the so-called luxury taxes;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of the New York Sales Co., Universal Motor
Co., Larrabee-Deyo Motor Truck Co., of Binghamton, N. Y.;
also of Clark A. Sandford and Earl E. Jenkins, of Margaretville,
N. Y.; also of R. W. Hume, of Oneonta, N. Y., opposing manu-
fucturers sale tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

Also, petition of residents of Richfield Springs, N. Y., and
vicinity, asking the repeal of section 904 of the revenue law of
1918 and other sales taxes in title 9; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, memorial of Methodist, Baptist, and Presbyterian
Churches of Deposit, N. X.; also Methodist Episcopal Church of
Cooperstown, N. Y.; also Sunday school of High Street Meth-
odist Episcopal Church, of Binghamton, N. Y., urging the rejec-
tion of the President’s recommendation that light wines and beer
be removed from the operation of the war-time prohibition act;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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By Mr. HOCH : Petition of 396 voters, members of the First
Methodist Episcopal Church, Emporia, Kans., protesting against
the proposed repeal of any part of the war-time prohibition act;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of ecitizens of Overbrook, EKans, protesting
against the proposed repeal of portions of the war-time prohi-
bition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. JACOWAY: Petition of Mrs. Mattie and
others, of Briggsville, Ark., protesting against the repeal of war-
time prohibition on beer and light wines; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of McKessan &
Robbins, the Hastings Pavement Co., the R. R. Appleton Co.,
all of New York City, in the State of New York, favoring day-
light-saving law; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Oil Seeds Co., of New York City, opposing
appropriation for continuance of Department of Labor Employ-
ment Service; to the Commitee on Labor.

Also, petition of Samuel Meckler, of Brooklyn, N. Y., con-
demning the atrocities against the Jews in Poland ; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

*  Also, petition of G. Levor & Co. (Inc.) and 300 employees, of
Greater New York and New York State, urging against repeal
of daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of sundry Jugo-Slavic organiza-
tions.of Adah, Ralphton, Gray's Landing, Fayette City, Orient,
Boswell, Republic, and Edenborn, in the Twenty-third congres-
sional district, State of Pennsylvania, against a subjugation of
any part of their mother country to Italy; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of sundry citizeng of Star Junction, Pa., against
the repeal of war-time prohibition as it relates to wines and
beer ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution passed by Local Union No. 3163, United Mine
Workers of America, Macdonaldton, Pa., favoring operation and
supervision of mines by the United States Government; to the
Committee on Mines and Mining.

Also, resolution passed by Local Union No. 3078, United Mine
Workers of America, Meyersdale, Pa., favoring United States
Government control of mines; to the Committee on Mines and
Mining.

Also, resolution passed by Loecal Unlon No. 8168, United Mine
Workers of America, Berlin, Pa., favoring United States Gov-
ernment control of mines; to the Committee on Mines and
Mining.

Also, petition of York Run Grange, No. 1699, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, Smithfield, Pa., for repeal of the daylight-saving law;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, resolution adopted by the Central Presbyterian Church,
of South Brownsville, Pa., favoring a dry Nation; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution adopted by the Sabbath-school convention
held in the First Methodist Episcopal Church, of Perryopolis,
Pa., favoring a dry Nation ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petitions of Leo E.
Adler, I. Shnoper, and Mrs. I. Shnoper, all of Providence, IR. L,
urging passage of resolution condemning atrocities committed
against the Jews in Poland and other Slavie countries; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs,

Also, petitions of K. B. Hale, Catherine A. Ross, Annie Mec-
Manus, Mary Quinn, Emma W. Littlefield, K. H. Clark, Cora B.
Hoard, Henry R. Davis, Mary E. Davis, Amey L. Willson, J. J.
McGrath. Mary T. Walsh, Martha 8. L. Potter, J. Howard
Covell, Katharine H. Austin, Mary Maeckie, axid E. Carol Hodge,
all of Providence, R. 1., and A, Shuman & Co., of Boston, Mass.,
protesting against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the Commit~
tee on Agriculture. :

Also, resolution adopted at mass meeting of 10,000 citizens
at Providence, .. 1., protesting against the Jewish massacres in
Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of Pawtucket (R. L) Chamber of Commerce,
protesting against proposed repeal of the daylight-saving law;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. LONERGAN : Resolutions of the Plantsville (Conn.)
Baptist Church, for prohibition between demobilization and
January 16, 1920 ; to the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAGEE : Petition of many residents of Onondaga Val-
ley, Onondaga County, N. Y., protesting against the repeal of the:
war emergency prohibition measure; to the Comumittee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MAcGREGOR: Petition of Walbridge & Co., of Buf-
falo, N. Y., urging repeal of 10 per cent tax on sporting goods;
to the Committee on Ways and Means, i

Also, petition of Dr. William M. Mehl, of Buffalo, N. Y., urging
rtiapoal of war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

4

Also, petition of Brost Bros., of Depew; E. . Olmsted (Ine.)
and Klepser Bros., of Buffalo; and Buffalo Automebile Dealers’
Association, all of New York State, asking removal of tax on
automobiles; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Industrial Traffic Club, of Buffalo, N. Y.,
opposing rider in railroad appropriation bill which would strip
Interstate Commerce Commission of power from long-and-short-
haul clause act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

Also, petition of members of Retail Merchants' Association,
P. M. Smith and 29 employees, J. A. Watcham, George S. Stani-
land, Metropolitan Life Insurance Co. and 45 employees, all of
Buffalo, N. Y., against repeal of daylight-saving law; to the
Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MURPHY : Petition requesting the Secretary of War
to remove to the State of Ohio all trophies captured by the
Ohio troops during the war with Germany; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Petitions from ecitizens of
Shell Lake and of Grantsburg, Wis, protesting against the
President’s recommendation that Congress lift the ban on wine
and beer; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of executive committee of
Workers' Defense Union, of New York City, relative to the
labor problems; to the Committee on Labor,

Also, petition of Richey, Browne & Donald (Inc.), of New
York, against proposed continuance of the Department of Labor
Employment Servide: to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Shaw-Walker Co. and 500 employees, the
Allen-Nugent Co., Carter, Macy & Co. (Inc.), the Metal & Ther-
mit Corporation, and McKessan & Robbins, all of New York
City and State of New York, favoring daylight-saving law; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of Division 12, Ancient Order of
Hibernians, against the Smith bill; to the Committee on Educa-
tion.

Also, petition of Boston Chamber of Commerce; Cambridge
Board of Trade; Andrew J, Peters, mayor of Boston; Jordan
Marsh & Co.; Sylpho Nathol Co.; Boston Insurance Co.: A.
Lincoln Filem and others, including 350 retail merchants, all
in Massachusetts, against repeal of the daylight-saving bill; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Retail Trade Board, Chamber of Commerce,
Boston Mass., representing 3850 leading Doston stores, urging
repeal of luxury tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

_Also, petition of Associated Industries of Massachusetts, D. M.
Dillon, Steam Boiler Works, and the Atlantic Works, protesting
against appropriation for the continuance of the United States
Employment Service; to the Committee on Labor.

Also, petition of Central Labor Union, of Gardner, Mass., pro-
testing against war-time prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of Rev. J. A. Day, of Charlton; Methodist
Episcopal Churches of Spencer and, Leominster; and I. A.
Bedurtha and 95 others, of Leominster, all in the State of
Massachusetts, against amendment to the war-time prohibition
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 400 wounded patients, against eurtailing ap-
propriation to maintain General Hospital No. 10, at Brookline,
Mass. ; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. RAKER: Petitions of Mrs, R. G. Green, of the Peo-
ple’s Church, of Westwood, Calif,, and L. B. Hinman, pastor
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Auburn, Calif., urging the en-
forcement of the present war-time prohibition measure; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of San Francisco. Labor Counecil, urging early
enactment of legislation now pending which provides homes for
returned soldiers and sailors; to the Committee on the Publie
Lands.

Also, letter by John Kelly, keeper, Coast Guard Station No.
820, Point Reyes, Calif., and associates, urging the adoption of
proposed legislation amalgamating the Coast Guard Seryice
with the Navy Department; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, urging the
repeal of the war-time prohibition measure as it affects manu-
facture of beer and light wines; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. RICKETTS : Petition of members of South Harvey
Methodist Episcopal Church and Sabbath School against repeal
of the war prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

-By Mr. ROUSE: Petition of Fred A. Peeper, of Covington,
Ky., protesting against repeal of daylight-saving Iaw; to the
Commiftee on. Agriculture.

By Mr.r ROWAN : Petition of sundry citizens of New York
City, protesting against the tax on sodas and ice cream; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

-
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Also; petition of Chevrolet Tarrytown Leahy, nrging repeal
of tax on automobiles; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Metal & Thermit Corporation, New York,
opposing the continuance of the Department of Tabor Employ-
ment Service; to the Committee on Labor,

Also, petition .of MacArthur Bros. Co.; McKesson & Robbins;
the international committee of the XYoung Men's Christian Asso-
ciation; and Emma J. Carr, principal Lockwood Academy, all of
New York, favoring daylight-saving law; to the ‘Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. SOHALL: Petition.of Jacob Roth and others, to intro-
duce a bill to save Jews in Poland and eastern countries ; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of C, E. Pendell and others, to repeal (daylight
saving; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SEARS : Petition of New England Association and cit-
izens of 8t. Cloud, Fla., asking that national soldiers’ home be
located at St. Cloud, Fla.; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition by citizens of the seven-
teenth congressional distriet of Illinois, in behalf of the rights

of the Jugo-Slavs under the pence treaty with Austria; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, protest against modifieation of war-time prohibition act
from citizens of the seventeenth congressional district of Illi-
nois ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STEELE: Protest of the Easton Board of Trade and
individual residents of Easton, Bethlehem, and Northampton

County, all in the State of Pennsylvania, against the repeal of
the daylight-saving law ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Croatian Gymmastic Society, of South
Bethlehem, with reference to disposition of provinces under
consideration by the peace conference; to the Commititee .on
Toreign Affairs,

By Mr. STINESS : Resolution of mass meeting of 10,000 citi-
zens of Providence, R. I., protesting against the Jewish massa-
cres in Poland ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of D. B. MaGee, pastor-
University Church, of Salina, Kans., protesting against repeal
of the prohibition law ; to the Commiittee on the Judidiary.

Also, petition of George F. Walston, against repeal of the pro-
hibition law ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of members and friends
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Hotchkiss, Colo.,
protesting against amendment of prohibition law pertaining to
beer and light wines; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of members and friends of the Methodist Epis-
copal Church of Hotchkiss, Colo., against repeal of the war-time
prohibition measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WALTERS: Petition of St. Joseph's Sodality, of
Johnstown, Pa., against the Smith edueational bill; to the Com-
mittee oun Education. -

Also, petition of Ladies Sodality of the Chureh of the Immacu-
late Coneception, B. V. M., of Johnstown, Pa., against the Smith
educational bill ; to the Committee on Education.

Also, petition of St. Columba’s ‘Sodality, -of Johnstown, Pa.,
?lga-lnst the Smith edueational bill ; to the Committee on Educa-

ormn.

Also, petition of St. Patrick’s Ladies’ Sodality of Johustown,
Pa., ngainst the Smith eduneational bill; to the Committee on
Edueation.

Also, petition of St. John's Ladies’ Sodality of Johnstown, Pa.,
?igaiuﬁt the Smith educational bill: to the Committee on Eduea-

on.

By Mr. WOODYARD : Petition of American Car & Foundry

“(Clo, of Huntington, W. Va., favoring the present daylight-=aving
law : {o the Commitiee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Huntington Lodge, No. 104, International
Association of Machinisis, .of Huntington, W. Va., favering the
rer])ml of the daylight-saving law; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

SENATE.
Tuurspax, June 5, 1919,

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

Almighty God, we invoke Thy blessing upon our labor this
new day. The words which are spoken here are far-reaching in
their effect.
with the happiness and prosperity of millions -of Thy people.
Give us a just sense of our responsibility. Give us a blessed

«consciousness of the Divine Presence, that sve may know that e

are working together with God in the upbuilding .of a fairer,
‘higher, and sweeter civilization. For Christ's sake, Amen.
The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

The final conclusions of this high office have to de

The Secretary proceeded fo read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of the legislative day of Monday, June 3, 1919, when, on
request of Mr. Curris and by mnanimous consent, the further
reading was dispensed with and the Journal was approved.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, T siggest the absence of
1 quornm. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. "The Secretary will eall the roll

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Gronna Lodge Sheppard
Ball Hale ‘MeCormick Sherman
Borah Harding MeCumber Slmmons
Brandegee Harris AeKellar Smith, Ariz.
Calder Harrison McLean Smith, Md.
Capper Henderson Mc¢Nary Smith. 8. C.
Chamberlain Hitcheock Moses Smont

mins Johnson, Calif. Nelson Hpencer
Curtis Jones, N. Mex., New Sterlin
Dial Jones, Wash. Newboerry Sutherland
Dillingham Kellogg Norris Swanson
Edﬁn Kendrick Nugent Trammell
Hlkins Kenyon Overman Underwood
Fall Keyes I'age Wadsworth
Fernald King Penrose Walsh, Mass.
Fletcher Kirby Phelan Warren
Franee Knox Phi Watson
Frelinghuysen La Folletie Pomerene Williams
Gay Lenroot Ransdell

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-five Senators have an-
swered to the roll eall. There is a quorum present.

GILLESPIE PLANT EXPLOSION (8. DOC. WO, 30).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter
from ithe Secretary of War submitting a supplemental estimate
of appropriation in the sum of $327.77 requir: . by the War De-
partment for payment of claims for personul injury or death
sustained through the explosions and fires at the T. A. Gillespie
Loading Co.'s plant in October, 1918, which, with the accom-
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military
Adtairs and ordered to be printed.

LONGEVITY PAY OF TEACHERS (8. DOC. NO. 20).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter
from the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia
submitting a deficiency -estimate of appropriation in the sum
of §73,000 required for longevity pay to school-teachers and
allowances to principals, as provided for by law, for the fiscal
year 1919, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred
to the Commiftee on Appropriations and ordered fo be printed.

EMPLOYEES OF POST OFFICE DEPARTMERT (8. DOC. X0. 28).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a recom-
mendation of the Auditor for the Post Office Department for
the reappropriation .of the unexpended balances of the appro-
priations for eompensation to employees of that office for the
fiscal year 1919, which, with the accompanying papers, was re-
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and
ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE IIOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its envolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
a bill (H. 1. 3157) making appropriations for the Department
of Agriculture for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1920, in which
it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENBOLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) proposing
an amendment to the Constitution extending the right of suffrage
to women, and it was thereupon signed by the Viee President.

PETITIONS AND MEAMORIALS,

Alr, LODGE. T present two telegrams in the nature of peti-
tions from citizens of Holyoke, Mass.,, which I ask to have
printed in the Recozb.

There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to the
Committee -on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows: ,

JoLYoKE, Mass., June 2, 1919,

United States Senate, Washington, D. €.:
Resolution adopted at mass meeti May f poci
Rotieh axtraction 4n Easthamptons =~ T AR, xSl 0f
“Whereas on the 224 day of May, 1919, there were held in .neat
all cities of the United States meeti and demonstrations at [;ﬂ:.igl.

| 'Hon. H. Lopog,

ngs
ane portion of the population was being incited in a demagogic manner
against the other : and &

* Whereas at these meetings there was made an attemgt at dis-
,gracing in ‘the eyes of the American people the new Polish State now
sarising from ‘bondage of over a century ; an

Fhusd reas, due to an ingenious propoganda, the Senate of the United
States, contrary to the tenets of the Monroe doctrine and to the prin-
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