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4140. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of the sixth 

congressional district of Michigan urging favorable consider
ation of House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of 
pension to the men who served in the armed forces of the 
United States during the Spanish ·war period; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

4141. By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin : Resolution of Common 
Council of city of La Crosse, Wis., favoring legislation grant
ing pensions and increasing pensions of certain soldiers, sailors, 
and nurses of the war with Ppain, the Philippine insurrection, 
and China relief expedition; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4142. Also, resolution of Roy L. Vingers Post, American 
Legion, La Crosse, Wis., favoring legislation granting pensions 
and increasing pensions to certain soldiers, sailors, and nurses 
of the war with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, and the 
China relief expedition; to the Committee on Pensions. · 

4143. Also, petition of citizens of Vernon County, Wis., favor
ing legislation increasing pensions of veterans and widows of 
veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

4144. Also, petition of citizens of Thorpe, Wis., favoring legis
lation increasing pensions of veterans and widows of veterans 
of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4145. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of Mr. W. T. 
Watkins, president, and Mr. J. B. Cropper, secretary of Car
penters Local Union, No. 213, of Houston, Tex., indorsing the 
John C. Box immigration bill ; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

4146. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of Department of Minnesota, 
United Spanish War Veterans, urging passage of House bill 
2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4147. By Mr. LEECH: Petition of citizens of Johnstown, 
favoring the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

4148. By Mr. McMILLAN: Petition of citizens of Jackson
boro, S. C., urging the passage of House bill 2562, granting an 
increase of pension to Spanish-American War veterans; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

4149. By Mr. MEAD: Petition of New York State Legislature, 
favoring enactment of legislati(}n preventing action by the Fed
eral courts in respect to public utilities; to the Committee (}n the 
Judiciary. 

4150. By Mr. MICHENER : Petition of sundry citizens of 
Milan, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 2562; to the 
Committee on Pensi(}ns. 

4151. By Mr. MURPHY: Petition of Mr. Barton Jones, Tilt(}n
ville, Obi(}, and 122 other residents of that city, asking for the 
passage of the Spanish-American War pension bill; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

4152. By Mr. PRALL: Petition received from citizens of 
Staten Island, N. Y., for the speedy C(}nsideration and passage 
of House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pensi(}n to 
the men who served in the armed forces of the United States ; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

4153. By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: Petition signed by Earle 
Williams and other citizens of Rockbridge, Ill., asking for in
creased pension rates to men wh(} served in the armed forces of 
the United States during the Spanish War period; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

4154. By Mr. SHAFFER of Virginia: Petition of citizens of 
the State of Virginia, urging the passage of Senate bill 467 and 
House bill 2562, granting an increase of pension to Spanish
American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4155. By Mr. SPEAKS : Petition signed by 60 citizens· of 
Columbus, Ohio, urging speedy consideration ·and passage of 
Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased 
rates of pension to men who served in the armed forces of the 
United States during the Spanish War period; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

4156. By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: Petition of 127 citizens (}f 
Cook County, Ill., urging increased pensions for Spanish-Amer.: 
ican War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4157. By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Petition of 
Benton C. Radabaugh and citizens of Hall, H. A. Darnall and 
citizens of Buckhannon, Charles J. Loudin and citizens of 
Alton, and other citizens of Upshur, Lewis, Harrison, and 
Ritchie Counties, W. Va., urging Congress to take speedy and 
favorable action on Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, provid
ing increased pension schedule for the men who served in the 
armed forces of the United States during the Spanish War 
period: to the Committee on Pensions. 

4158. By Mr. WOOD : Petition of citizens of Gary, Ind., ask
ing for legislation increasing the rates of pension for Spanish
American War veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4159. Also, petition of citizens of Lafayette, Ind., asking for 
legislation increasing the rates of pension for Spanish-American 
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4160. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of Irwin Council, No. 44, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, Irwin, Pa., advo
cating passage of legislation placing Mexican immigration on 
quota basis, making The Star-Spangled Banner the official na
tional anthem, and opposing the repeal of the national-origins 
clause of the immigration law; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

4161. By Mr. YATES: Petition of Harvey J. Sconce, Dan
ville, Ill., urging that in order to bring about relative reduction 
of acreage of corn, wheat, and oats, farmers must have ade
quate tariff protection against foreign importation-namely, im
port duty of 45 cents per bushel on soybeans and $6 per ton on 
soybean meal; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, February 6, 1930 

(Legislative day of Monday, Janua·ry 6, 1930) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 
HON. WIT..LIAM H, TAFT, FORMER CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE UNITED 

STATES 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I submit a resolution, and ask r 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration after it is 
read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution ( S. Res. 207) was read, considered by unani~ 

mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows : 
ResolvtXJ, That it was with deep regret that the Members of the 

Senate learned of the serious illness of former Chief Justice Taft, and 
it is hoped that he will soon be restored to health. 

PILGRIMAGE OF GOLD-STAR MOTHERS 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I have in charge three deficiency 
measures which have recently passed the House and which are 
rather urgent in their nature. I think it will take only a 
moment or two to dispose of them. 

From the Committee on Appropriations, I report back favor
ably, without amendment, the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 242) 
making an appropriation to carry out the provisions of the act 
entitled "An act to enable the mothers and widows of the de
ceased soldiers, sailors, and marines of the American forces now 
interred in the cemeteries of Europe to make a pilgrimage to 
these cemeteries," approved March 2, 1929. I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and it was read, as follows : 

Resolv ed, eto., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,386,367, 
to remain available until December 31, 1933, to enable the Secretary 
of War to carry out the provisions of the act entitled "An act to enable · 
the mothers and widows of the deceased soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the American forces now interred in the cemeteries of Europe to 
make a pilgrimage to these cemeteries," approved March 2, 1929 (45 
Stat. 1508), and any acts amendatory thereof and supplementary 
thereto, including reimbursement of the appropriations of the War De
partment of such amounts as have been or may be expended therefrom 
in the administration of such act, and for such additional employees in 
the office of the Quartermaster General of the Army as the Secretary 
of War may deem necessary. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am very much in favor of 
the joint resolutions reported by the chairman of the Appro
priations Committee, particularly the one relating to the gold
star mothers. I presented to the Committee on Appropriations 
an amendment providing that those mothers who do not go 
abroad shall be allowed payment of the amount which it would 
have cost to send them had they gone. The amendment is sub
ject to a point of order, and I shall not take the time of the 
Senate for a discussion of it to-day, but I have a bill providing 
for that payment, which is now pending before the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and I hope to have consideration of it soon, 
as I think it is a very important measure. There are many 
gold-star mothers without homes and comforts; some are really 
needy, while others are not strong enough to take the trip, and 
we should not discriminate against any of them. The amount 
it would cost the Government to send one of these gold-star 
mothers would build a small cottage and give other comforts. 
Of course, my plan would not deprive these mothers of the 
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It would b optional to the 
om of the e mothers have 

n means 

COOPERATIVE C NSTRUCTION F RURAL POST ROADS 

Mr. J }l; • From the ornmitt e on Appropriations I re
P rt bnck fnv rnbly, with ut am n<lment, the joint re olutlon 
(H. J. Re . 241) making an ndditi nal appropriation for the 
fl ·c•nl y ar 1 ' for th cooperative con truction of rural po t 
r a<lA. Tbl 1 to upply a n nry amount for the fiscal year 
ln addition to that curried in the A"ri ultural Department 
uppr priation bill. I a ·k unnnimou con ent for its immediate 
con ld raU n. 

Th r b lng n objection, th joint re olutlon was considered 
a in 'ommlttee of the Whole, and lt was r ad, as follows: 

RcBolved, eto., Tllnt there 1s h reby appropriated, out of any money 
in th Tr a ury not otberwl appropriated, tbe um of $31,400,000, to 
remain avnllable until exp nd d, for cnrrylng out the provisions of the 
net entitled ".An act to provid that the United tates shall aid the 

tnt In tll constructlon of rural post road , and for other purpose ," 
approvC'd July 11, 1916 (U. . C., title 16, sec. 503), and all acts 
nm 'lldntory th r of nnll uppl mcntary tber to, including the same 
obJtct sp cl11 d und r Uti h ad In the agricultural appropriation act 
for tb fl nl year 1930, uch sum b ing part of tbe amount authorized 
to b nppro rlnted for tb fiscal year . 1930 by the act approved May 26, 
19~ (45 tut. 750). 

'l'h j int re oluti n wa reported to th Senate without 
nm •ndment, ord r d to n third rending, read the third time, and 
pn· 

ONTROL OF PINK BOLLWORM IN .AIUZO A 

Mr. J NE . AI from the ommittee on Appropriations I 
r port bn k fnv rahly without am ndment tbe joint re olution 
(H. J. R . 240) making an appropriation to enable the Secre
tary of Agri ·ultur to m t un em rgency cau d by an ont
br nk of the .Pink bollworm in the tat of Arizona. Tbis 
~om . with n special r omm ndntion from the Bur au of the 
u<lg t, and, a th title indicates it 1 to m et a special emer-

g n y in Ut tat of Arizona. I a. k unanimou con ent for 
it~o~ lmm clint con id ration. 

'J'h r h hlg no objection, the joint resolution wn considered 
a in ommitt of the Whole, and it was read, as follows: 

Re olvca, eto., That tb um of $5 7,~00 Is hereby appropriated, out 
of nny money in th Tr nsury not otb rwise appropriated, to r main 
nvnllnble until .Tune 30, 1930, as nn addlti()na.l amount for salaries 
and n rnl exp ns s, l'lant Quarnnttn and Control Administration 

•partm nt of .Agricultur , for tb control and pr vent!on of th~ 
llllr nd of the pink bollworm, Including the same object peclfied under 
tbl h ad io th agriculturnl appropriation act for the fiscal year 1930, 
to nnbl the cretnry of Agriculture to moot an emergency cau ed 
by nn outbr nk of the plok bollworm In the tate of Arizona: Promded, 
That no xp ndlturcs sho.ll b mad from this um until an amount or 
amounts sufficient to comp nsntc 1111y farmer for one-half of his actual 
and n c sary lo s a du to the enforc d nonproduction of cotton in 
any zone c. tabU h <1 by tb State of .Arizona shall have been appro
prtated, contributed, or guaranteed to tbe satlsfnctton of the Secre
tary of A rlculture by tate, county, or local authorities, or indh1dunls 
or orgnnizaUons. 

The joint resolution wa r ported to the Senate without 
amendm nt, ordered to a third readin", read the third time, 
and pa d. 

TARIFJ' ON PETROLEUM AND ITS REll'J ED J.>BODUCTS 

:M:r. T OM.AS of klahoma. :M:r. Pre ldent, I ask unanimous 
con. nt to have in rt d in the REOORD a statement by Wirt 
FrnnkUn, pr Ldent of th Independ nt Oil A oclation of .A.mer-
1cn, in supp rt of a tnri:tr on petroleum and its refu1ed product . 

Th r being no obj tion, tb tatement wa ordered to lie on 
th tnble and to be print d In th RECoJID, as follows: 
8TATEMBN"T OJ!' WIRT FRANKLIN, PnE JDENT 01' TUE lNDEPENDI~NT OIL 

AR OClATION OF A!tfERJCA, IN UPPORT OF TABIJ'.II' ON P.JIITROLEUH AND 
ITS REFINED PRODUCT 

In L\Rking for n tariff on oll, we are asking no more than the other 
indu trl and producer bnv asked. We are a ldng no new or untried 

xp rlmcnt. Ev ry Item we use in our industry is protected. The 
toola and appliances that we u are protect d. We pay 

the most uniformly high wages of any American industry ; our em
ploy es are contented, although their work is bard and living condi
tions often unsettled, owing to much of our activit! s being tn the open, 
yet they are loyal to the American ideal and to their work. 

We carry the greatest burden of taxation of any industry-in some 
ca paying the entire co t of the current State expense-and do not 
complain. We were loyal to our Government during the war; our com
moditie increased le s in price than any other in proportion to their 
value. In deflation the lndu try bas borne its burden and bas not 
tried to pn s it on. The gasoline that was worth $1 in 1913 now costs 
$1.18, while at the same time building materials of $1 valaatlon in 
1913 co ·t 1.73 now, hou e fu.rnl hings $1.61, farm products $1.42, 
The average of all commodlies is $1.51. 

We are a part of one of the greatest of American industries. This 
industry has been classed as probably the most characteristically Ameri
can of all our gr at industries. 

We come to you knowing your interest in the general welfare of 
our Government, and ask you to consider our cause as the facts justify, 
laying aside any tmpres ions that you may have rec lved, and listen 
to our cause and consider 1t in that great American pirlt of fair 
play. 

On September 27, 1928, the Hon. CHABLES Cunns, now Vice President 
of the United States, in an address at Tulsa, Okla., the oil eapttal of 
the world, said : " In the last two revenue bills I proposed a duty on 
oil. You in Oklahoma, I see, have requested the limitation of oil 
production. I took a market report and found that last year (1927) 
we imported 77,000,000 barrels of oil into this country. I suggest that 
we shut out those 77,000,000 barrels, and we would not have to shut 
down production here." 

Now, we find that instead of the 77,000,000 barrels imports of 1927 
being shut out, said imports were increa ed in 192 as follows: Crude 
on, 79,583,000 barrels ; refined products in excess of 12,000,000 barrels, 
or a total import of crude and refined in excess of 91,500,000 barrels, 
whlle tn the year 1929 the total import of crude and refined olls exceeded 
109,000,000 barrels, said figures being roughly as follows : Gasoline, 
9,0 0,000 barrels ; fuel oll, 23,000,000 barrel ; and crude oil, 77,000,000 
barrels. The tarilf question has ceased to be a partisan question, for 
the Democratic platform of 1928 contained language guaranteeing the 
protection of American industry by the Imposition of a tariff almost, 
if not quite as forceful, as the platform of the Republican Party. 
Therefot·e we come before you not as partisans but a citizens of this 
great country, expecting to receive at your hands that fair considera
tion justified by the facts In the en. e. 

We have beard much during the past three or four years of the 
ubject of conservation of petroleum resourc The producers of oll, 

large and small, have with ever-increasing Wlanimlty given their co
operation at great sacrifice to further this cause, hoping that there 
might result from this move a stnbi.lizatton of the oll indu try which 
would be beneficial alike to those engaged in the industry and the 
eneral public; but, nevertheless, we must confes that we have fol

lowed the movement with serious misgivings because of the fact that 
the whole movement has seemed to us to have been bullded upon a 
false foundntlon of fact. The pres of the country has been filled with 
predictions and forebodings announcing to the industry and the general 
public over a long period of time the early exhau tlon of the petroleum 
reserves of the United States to the point of endangering national de
fense. Throughout the oil-producing States we have been exhorted to 
curtail production in tbe name of patriotism, If you plea e, until the 
curtallment movement during recent months has successfully and fully 
brought about an admitted balance between supply and demand, even 
though during the same period imports of crude oil and refined products 
have increased almost in the exact ratio of the curtailment in domestic 
production, until it is apparent to the most casual olilserver that the 
conservation and curtailment movement alone, as heretofore applied, 
will not in itself accomplish the stabilization of the petroleum industry, 
or prevent the great waste, economic and actual, which its most ardent 
advocates have predicted. The logical continuation of this program, 
unaccompnuled by some measure to restrict importation of oll and re
fined products, will be the ultimate destruction of that vast army of 
American citizens engaged in the petroleum industry, with its accom
paniment of distress to the hundreds of thousands of men employed in 
the oU fields, refineries and marketing agencies, and allied industries. 

To show that this program of so-called conservation is builded upon 
a false foundation, it becomes necessary at this point to sum up the 
former estimates of future oil production in the United States, and 
later to call attention to the vast petroleum reserves which we actually 
possess. 

l~DAVID T. DAY 

Estimated a minimum of 8,500,000,000 barrels. 
Estimated a maximum of fifteen to twenty-two and one-half blllion 

barrels. 
FI·om 190 to 1929, inclusive, United States bas produced 10,4-41,-

447, 000 barrels.. 
All of Day's mlulmum, plus 23 per cent. 
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1914-RALPH ARNOLD 

Estimated future production at 5,700,000,000 b!!-rrels. 
From 1914 to 1929, inclusive, United States produced 9,178,396,000 

barrels. · 
All of Arnold's estimate, plus over 61 per cent. 

1915-UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

Estimated future production at 7,600,000,000 barrels. 
From 1915 to 1929, inclusive, United States has produced 8,912,-

633,000 barrels. 
All of that estimate, plus 17 per cent. 

1918-WHITE 

Estimated future production at G,700,000,000 barrels. 
From 1918 to 1929, inclusive, United States produced 7,995,446,000 

barrels. 
All of White's estimate, plus nearly 20 per cent. 

1921-CERTAIN PETROLEUM GEOLOGISTS OF A. A. P. G. 

Estimated future production at 9,150,000,000 bart•els. 
From 1921 to 1929, inclusive, United States produced 6,818,222,000 

barrels. Nearly 75 per cent in nine years. 
1925-cOMMITTEE OF 11 

Estimated future production from proven acreage on present methods, 
5,300,000,000 barrels. 

From 1925 to 1929, inclusive, United Slates bas produced from these 
properties and new pools 4,342,161,000 barrels, almost 82 per cent. 

192:> 

In the year 1929 the United States, according to best estimates avail
able at the present writing (January 27, 1930), produced 1,004,415,000 
barrels, compared with 902,000,000 barrels in 1928. 

1857 TO 1929, INCLUSIVE 

From the beginning to date the United States has produced a total 
of 12,248,090.000 barrels. 

The production is now over a billion barrels per -year, with the pro
duction cm·ve on the up-gr-ade. 

" In 1913 the United States produced 248,446,000 barrels. In 1929 
Oklahoma alone produced over 230,000,000 barrels, or more oil than the 
entire United States produced in so recent a time as 1913. Oklahoma 
produces a billion barrels of oil each four years; it is capable of pro
ducing a billion barrels each year, if the demand called for such devel
·opment. The same is true of Texas and California. It is highly prob
able that any one of the States of Oklahoma, Texas, and California can . 
produce as much oil as the entire United States has produced to date. 
The oil resources of these States loom larger with each passing year. · 
They are getting the erploration. Other States would leap forward 
correspondingly if corresponding development were done within their 
borders." 

The production of the United States has been swinging upward from 
the discovery of oil up to the present time, a period of 72 years, and 
when we consider that the vast domain from the Canadian line to the 
Gulf of Mexico lying immediately east of the Rocky Mountains is a 
potential oil territory practically undeveloped and unexplored at this 
time, it is apparent that the production curve will be on the upward 
trend for many years to come, and that when said curve starts down
ward, if that day ever comes, we will produce from those known reserves 
of oil as much or more oil than had been produced prior to the day when 
said decline curve will start on its downward course. 

What I have said above bas been applicable to reserv€s of oil to be 
produced from oil we1ls. We now come to a consideration of th~ vast 
reserves contained in the oil-shale deposits of the States of Colorado, 
Wyoming, and Utah. These deposits have been accurately surveyed, 
their oil content measured, and suffice it to say that in one deposit in 
Colorado the experts of the Government and the Colorado Bureau of 
Mines are agreed that there are 80,000,000,000 barrels of recoverable 
oil. Should it ever become necessary to use the same, we have in our 
coal deposits of the United States, being approximately 54 per cent of 
the coal deposits of the world, another great source of oil, so great that 
it is difficult for the human mind to comprehend. Oil and its deriva
tives, including gasoline, is being produced in two plants in Germany on 
a commercial basis, and in competition with well oil, by processing coal 
according to the Borgius hydrogenation process. Thus it appears that 
there is no danger whatever of the exhaustion of our petroleum reserves 
in the United States. This is the oil age. Let us use our oil reserves 
while they are yet available, while we need them, and before some new 
form of power is discovered which will supersede it. Let us not shut 
in the production of oil which we now have or stop a sane and orderly 
development of our great oil deposits and by so doing bring ruin and 
destruction to all of those business interests of the oil-producing States, 
which have come to realize and be dependent upon in a major degree the 
oil industry in these States. 

It appears to ns that the only beneficiaries of such a policy would be 
the four or five companies now engaged in producing and importing 
foreign oil, who naturally would like to have the American market 

' exclusively. The United States consumes approximately 68 per cent 
of all the oil produced in the world, and is capable of supplying that 
demand at home with domestic production. In like manner, this country 
is now producing approximately 68 per cent of the world's production 
of oil. There is no overproduction in the United States now and there 
never has been if imported oil and refined products are not taken into 
consideration. 

From the standpoint of true conservation there could be no measure 
adopted of more efficiency than a tariff on oil and the refined products 
thereof. Mr. M. L. Requa, chairman of the Colorado Springs Con· 
ference, stated in his opening address at that conference that there are 
now in the United States 250,000 wells producing an average of 1 
barrel per day each, and there are in addition to that at least 50,000 
other wells whose production will average 5 barrels per day, the total: 
production of these wells being approximately 500,000 barrels per day. 
These wells have been operated for the last three years at a lose, but 
nevertheless operated by their owners in the hope that some solution 
might soon be found and these wells again become profitable. Vast 
numbers of these small wells have, during this period, been abandoned. 
How much longer can the owners of these wells continue to operate 
them at a loss? Certainly not indefinitely. Still it must be admitted 
that these small wells are the backbone of the oil industry, its very 
lifeblood. Their abandonment because they are unprofitable would be 
the most serious blow to conservation of oil in the United States which 
could be' imagined. Once abandoned it would never be profitable to 
again drill wells to the same sand, and this vast amount of production 
would be lost forever. A tariff of $1 per barrel on crude oil, and a 
commensurate tariff on refined products will save these wells and 
500,000 barrels of oil per. day for the domestic consumers. 

In this connection it is now pertinent to call attention to the fact 
that the average cost of production of oil in Venezuela, the point of 
origin of a major portion of our imports, is 18 cents per barrel at the 
well. The average cost per barrel of this oil delivered to the deep 
water at Maracaibo is 40 cents per barrel, and the transportation 
charge from that point to Atlantic and Gulf ports is 35 cents, making 
a total cost of 75 cents per barrel, while the pipe-line transportation 
charge alone on oil' produced in the great mid-continent field, which is 
supplying the bulk of the oil produced in the United States to-day, to 
these same centers of consumption and distribution will average about 
76 cents per barrel. It can therefore readily be seen tha:t domestic oil 
can not compete with these imported oils. 

It has heretofore been argued by opponents of a tariff on oil that the 
levying of a tariff would keep foreign oil out of the United States and 
thus take away from the laborers of the United States, employed in 
refineries, and from American capital invested at home, the processing 
and refining of this foreign oil, that we should allow free importation 
of crude oil for this reason, that if. a tariff should be levied it would 
cause the construction of refineries at the various sources of supply 
and thus result in a direct loss to American capital and labor; but this 
argument, if it ever had any weight, has ceased to be effective for the 
reason that refineries have been constructed off the coast of Venezuela, 
there being two such refineries there at this time with a total daily 
refining capacity of 240,000 barrels, now operated at full capacity, with 
the result that whereas most of the imports previously were of crude 
oil, the past year the imports of refined product13 have been increased 
two and one-half times the volume of 1928, and cheap gasoline thus 
produced has brought further demoralization upon the petroleum indus
try, both producing and refining. What the future holds for us in this 
regard can well be imagined unless the Congress shall levy, without 
delay, a tariff upon refined products. We wish to make it clear at this 
point that we are not advocating the exclusion of crude oil where the 
same is imported for refining and reexport, and willingly agree that 
crude oil so imported in bond should be permitted to come in free of 
duty, as in the case of other commodities. 

Another argument against a tariff on oil, which at first thought will 
seem to have some weight, is that the imposition of a tariff would be 
detrimental to the interest of the consumers (buyers of gasoline), that 
the consumers so far outnumber the producers and refiners and those 
employed in the petroleum industry that their interests are paramount, 
and the duty should not be imposed. Now let us examine the figures 
and see if the consumer of gasoline and lubricating oils bas received 
any benefits whatever from cheap imports. In February, 1926, in 52 
cities throughout the United States the average price of gasoline at the 
filling station was 20 cents per gallon, the average price of fuel oil 
was $1.28 per barrel, while the average price of crude oil during li'eb
ruary, 1926, in Oklahoma and Kansas of 0.36 gravity was $2.04. In 
February, 1929, the average price of gasoline at the filling ·station in the 
same cities was 19.5 cents per gallon, the average price of fuel oil was 1 
75 cents, while the price of crude oil in Kansas and Oklahoma of 0.36 j 
gravity was $1.20. The same relative price schedules obtained through- \ 
out the years 1926 and 1929. ) 

Every consumer knows that he has paid approximately the same 
price for gasoline and engine oil during this period. The price of 
gasoline to the consum_er has not fluctuated in proportion to the price 
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of crude on, but the bottom has fallen out of tuel oil, the price of which 
nt times bas b n r duccd 1n certain of the oil-producing and refining 
cenl rs to as low ns 50 cents per barrel, tbu bringing about a very 
waet ful utUlsntlon of tbJ oil, which might better be con rved for 
btgh r u 1!1 than fuel. This cheap fuel oil coming into competition 
with onl ba thrown tb •rco.t coal indu try out of joint, and no les 
tbnn GO,O 0 Amerl an labor l'S employ d in the min and the trans
portnUoo of co 1 out of employment. The beneficiaries of thi cheap 
fu 'l oil hnve been the manu!nctorlng indu tries of the country, prin
cJpl\lly of N w Englnnd and the Atlantic abonrd, which indo tries, 
through their o. elations hav protested against o. tnritr on oil, but 
which indu trl s them elve d pend for their v ry existence, it due 
cr d nee fs given to their clnlm 1n h arlngs befor the committee , 
upon a btgb-prot cttve tarl!l', nod without which th y could not exist. 
The e 1ndu tries are an lous to continue the pr nt policy of free 
import or oil suitable for fuel, and as before stat d the consumer of 
ga ollne do s not r ceive the benefit therefrom, and the lo s thu oc
cn~:~lon d is pn d on to tho producer of crude by the fixing of a low 
price f r crud 11. 

Agnln the argutmnt is made that as long as exports are more than 
imp rts th t•e hould be no tnritr imposed upon olL At the pr ent rate 
of tmport, th<> o conditions ~ Ill not long prevail, but n verthele let 
us A 1! tbis urgum nt is s und Wider tb pr sent tate of affairs. We 
:tlud thnt ln 192 tlle exports of oU from alifornta were 41,000,000 
burrell:!. Whll ther were no import to the Po.elftc coa t, that during 
th enmo year tho exports from th United tat to Canada, which can 
b onsldered a part of our 1 gltlmat market, wer 22,200,000 bar
r 1 , or a totnl in tbo two item of export of 03,200,000 barrels. The 
totul xports from the United tntes 1n 192 were 146,126,000 barrels. 
D duct thor from the xports from California a.nd to anada and you 
bnv a total of 2, 2 ,00 b rr ls export d from the Gulf and Atlantic 
p rts, while at th am time there were imported into the counb·y at 

ttlf and Atlantic port. 91,474, 00 barrels, or a total of ,54 ,000 
burr ls more importa thnn export . We are answering tbls fnl e argu
m nt only for th purpo!:il'S of showing that even were it a good argu
m nt it 1 bn 'd upon a tal e reckoning, because prncticnlly every o.rticle 
on the t rift llllt ts exported to a great r xtent than it is imported. 
Tnk tor xampl st el products: Export in 192 w re in execs of 
$1SOO,O ,0 , wbll imports w c about 1 ,000,000; and till we have 
a hi h-pr~t ctLv tn.l"itt on Rt 1 produc , and the oil producers of the 
Unit<'d tat nrc comp 11 d, under xistt11g condition , to pay nn added 
pri' by r a on of such prot ctlve tarllr on all their oil-well supplie . 

We bellev that tb dom sUe market for crude and refined oil hould 
r rv d for Ameri n producers nnd r ftners. There 1s no argu

m nt which ca.n b mntl n n.lnst a tarlt'f on oil that can not be made 
with cqunl fore again t n to.ri.lf on anything el . onversely, it ls true 
that every argum nt and ev ry r a n for the Lmpo ition of a tnri.lf 
ou any material or arllcle on the tari.tr list appll with equal force and 
r ason to a tariff on oil. We have be n told tllat a tarl.Jf on oil can not 
b obtain d becaus It is a vltnl nece slty to the entire population of 
tb Unlt d tate . till we bnve o. ~rur on wheat, beef, and many 
oth r nrtlcl of Ilk importance, and whnt Is more vitally necessary to 
the peo1>l than br nd and meat? 

We w uld call attention to tbe fact that the condition with which we 
ar now confronted is not of a temporary nature; that exploitation work 
Is being carrl d on by th companies now Importing oil into the United 
Htnt almo t throughout tb entire length and breadth of South 
Am rica; tbnt tb r rv of p troleum thus far dl covered and already 
t sl d nnd pnrUnlly d veloped are of such magnitude as to make it 
c rtnln tllat th p ut situation will be continued tor an indefinite 
uuml> r of y nr to com ; that, in fact, the vast domain from the 

nrlbbenn a to tl1 south rnmo t Up ot outh America on the east 
ld of the And Monntnlns contains re erves of petrol um sumcient to 

Hz the enttr market of the United tat s, o fbnt if it is the 
of lb upportln th present o-called con ervatlon plan, 

nppar ntly ha for it purpos the re rvin of the on d po its 
o! tb nlted tat for use aft r exhau tln • the suppli of foreign 
oil, tb oll indu try In the nit d tat s, through this conservation and 
curt Jlment pro rum is doomed to compl te d<'mornllzation. 

OALL OF 'l'HE ROLL 

· Mr. WAGNER obtainP.d the fioor. 
Mr. LEA. E. :M:r. Pr ident, I sugge t the ab ence of a 

quorum. 
'l'hc VI E R • IDE T. The clerk wlll call tbe roll. 
Th hi f lcrk ailed tbe roll, and tbe following en a tors 

an wcr 1 t th i r name : 
A 11 n B1·ntton 

lihmst !~rock 
Hnlrll Brookhart 
Hnrltl y Brou 11rd 
Hingham .nJIP r 
Black 'ttrnwny 
Blnln onnnlly 
Blr t'op land 
Bornb 'ouz ns 

uttin~ 
Dale 

en en 
ill 

Fe 
Fletcher 
George 
Gillett 
Glass 

Glenn 
Go !I' 
Goldsborough 

reene 
Grundy 
Hale 
Harrl 
Harrison 
Ilattlcld 

Hawes McMaster Roblnson'"'--Ind. Swanson 
~:~1~t tl~~1l :g::~rn, JS.y. ~~~~!:: ~k~~~ 
Howell Norbeck Sheppard Townsend 
John on Norris hortridge Trammell 
Jones Nye Simmons Tydings 
K an Oddie Smith Vandenberg 
Kendrick Overman Smoot Wagner 
Keyc Patter on teck Walsh, Mass. 
La Follette Phipps Steiwer Wal h M t ~ lc ulloch Pine Stephens Watson on · 
McK llar . Ransdell Sullivan Wheeler 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my collea!!lle 
the enior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HAsTINos] i n~es
arlly detained from the enate on account of illne in bis 

family. I ask that this announcement may stand for the day. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce the nece ·ary ab

ence of tbe Senator trom Arkansa [1\Ir. RoBINSON] and the 
nator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED], who are delegates froni 

the United tates to the aval Arms Conference meeting in 
London, England. Let this announcement stand for the day. 

I also wish to announce that the senior enator from Nevada 
[Mr. PITI'liAN] and the junior enator from Arizona (Mr. 
HAYDEN] ~e nece arily ab ent from the Senate attending a 
conference m the West relating to the diver ion of the waters 
of the Colorado River. I wish thi announcement to stand for 
the day. 

I al 'O desire to announce tbat tbe enator from Utab [Mr 
KING] is nece sarily detained from the en ate by illnes. . i 
will let this announcement tand for the day. 

The VICE PRE IDEr T. Eighty-four enators bave an
wered to their names. A quorum i_s pre ent. 

CO ::MENTS ON REPORT OF LAW ENFORCE~T COMMI SION 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I rise to sp ak of the pro
po als contained in tbe report of the Law Enforcement Com
mi ·s.ion. I am imp~ ed with tbe nece · ·ity of opening the dis
en~ 10n of the recommendations of the commi ion at this time 
when genero.I. attention is focused upon them and before the 
public has come to the unwarranted conclusion that becau e 
the member hip of the ommi ion is very highly regarded its 
suggestion mu t be accepted without que tion. 

One of the mo t amazing a pects of the long and bitter con
troversy over prohibition has been the abysmal confu ion which 
ha prevailed concerning it in the very highe t places. The 
prol<'nged dG cus ion ha not di ipated the mental chao . The 
tr quent debate bas apparently not yet refined the i ue. Sev
eral day ago we were treated to the paradox of a fervent pro
hibitionist pleading the right to manufacture in the home and 
an ardent antiprohibitionist calling for the arrest of every 
drinker. 

Mr. President, after 10 years bas not the time yet come when 
it were best that the discu ion of prohibition were lifted above 
this confu ion and above petty tale bearing and anonymou -
letter reading? Can we not at least here in the National Legis
lature realize tbat we are not concern d with liquor but with 
government, with a problem of social control com'Plex beyond 
measure? 

In bis speech of acceptance President Hoover announced to 
the country that he regarded prohibition as an experiment 
wbich mu t be worked out constructively, and he furtb r . aid: 

Common sense compels us to realize that grave abuses have occurred
abuses which must be remedied. An organized, searching investigation 
of fnct and causes can alone determine the wise methods of correcting 
them. 

Tbis announcement wa the first formal declaration of tb con
templated Law Enforcement Commis ion. Great bope w re 
aroused by that announcement. His leading Republican advo
cate in the Ea t, the New York Herald Tribune, on Augu t 12, 
192 , aid editorially : 

The best hope, in fact, the only hope, of modifying the present itua
tlon ll s in SUch an approach as Mr. Hoover , ugge ts, through an im
partial investigation that will convert the overwhelming mas of the 
voters, including the :tn.ir-minded drys, to a recognition of the neces ity 
for a reform. 

In each succeeding peecb, however, tbe problem of the abu..,e 
of prohibition shrank in Mr. Hoover' e. timation. In l1is inau
gural address tbe investigation of prohibition wa diluted with 
an inquiry into the whole tructure of Federal jurisprudence. 
Before the Associat~ Press prohibition became "but one segment 
of our proble~." Finally, the commi ion met and on May 2 , 
1929, the PreSident addre sed it relative to it dutie . He did 
not even mention prohibition. He did not refer to the experi
ment. He forgot the abu es under tbe eight enth amendment. 
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nell llns been the Ute hi tory of this idea. It started out rich 

in 11 p but ended in ad neglect. 
And now tho r p rt of the commi ~ion bas arlivcd. It bas 

b<> u b fore the country ince the 13th of January. The Pre i~ 
(1 nt hns tran mitted it to C ngr with the statement that 
its prop ·als will cur many abu of prohibition. In view of 
thi lnngu g , I b li ve it is not unfair to test the proposals 
r · mtu )11<1 <1 in tl1 11 ht of the hop s which he nrou ed when, 
l>a •L in 102 , ns a andidate and not a a Pre ident, he prom-
1. Nl th Am ~rican p opl nn orgauized and ea.rching investi~ 
gntl 11 of fa ·t and cau es to correct the grave abu es of pro
hibition. 

Whul nl..>use · did t11e Am rica.n p ople have in mind when they 
h nrd Mr. noov r use that word? Did they have in mind a 
little crowding in th court rooms? Did they have in mind 
tllat th prohibition agents bad trouble in finding the laws rein~ 
tlv t pollibition? Did th y have in mind a little lost motion 
b<'lwe )n the pnrtm nt of Trea ·ury and Ju tice? Are these 
tb A"rav abu es whi h worried tbe people of the United States? 

o, Mr. Pr id ~nt; they were far grav r, far more serious than 
tb ~ . When w h ard the word ' 'grave abuse " we thought 
qf th killing and the maiming of our citizens by armed en
for m nt o1ll· r, under cir um tances which in many in tances 
nu h d ::; ·rib d only as delib rate blood bed. The people of 

N w rk r •mernb r Jacob Han n; the people of Minne ota 
haY not forA"ott n Henry Wirkula. We thought of the violation 
by th ov rnm nt f the con titutional guaranties against un
lawful arch and izur·e and the violation of the sanctity and 
priva ·y f th h m · of our citizens. We had in mind what 
Mr. Ju tic H lme call d " the dirty bu ine s of wire tapping." 

'l.'b abu we con l<l r d includ d th corruption and bribery 
of ni'orcement officials and the demoralizing hypocrisy of both 
om h ld rs nnd citiz ns in ref renee to thi law. We were 
con · )rn d with the ri of a new and p werful criminal cla s
th rum runner, the bootlegger, the hijacker. We were con~ 
c tn d with the ub titution of the speak-easy for the saloon. 
P rbap th mo t erious evil which held the attention of the 
~an 1 m nt of th community wa the steadily ri ing tide of 
tntemperanc r fi t d in the reports of a sixfold multiplication 

v r 1020 of th number of the per ons dying from alcoholism ; 
r<•fl' •t <1 in th ri ·ing curve of arre ts for drunkenne ; 
r fl t cl in th reports of the increa e in the production 
of •orn ugar from 157,000,000 pound~ in 1919 tb 904,000,000 
p undH in 1!l27; r fl cted in the reports of the increase in the 
proclu t ion f grapes fr ru 3,962,000,000 pounds in 1922 to 5,342,-
000,0 0 pounds in 102 . We were concerned with the obvious 
fnilme of tbf lnw to find a place in the popular conscience. 
Tlw~ w r • Rom of the abu es that we thought the Pre"ident 
would haY hiR •ommi ion 1nve -tlgnte. In t ad-I h itate to 

y It-th mountain bas labor d and brought forth a mou e, 
and a tiny on• at that. Xhe grav abu es which the commis
sion hns inv ~ tigntcd and di ·covered are that there i orne lost 
motion in having en pr pared by one department and pro e
cut d by anoth r; that it is difficult for a prohibition agent to 
lo k up a 1 gal point qui kly "in the crl. i of action," because 
th lnw r lating to prohibition ar spread over many statutes; 
and that th r i · cong tion in the court . 

I pa: ov r, Mr. Pr sldent, the rather unimportant proposals 
relative t departm ntal organization nnd codification, and I 
a<l<lre ·s my If to the principal sugg tion made by the com
miRRiou in it rei ort. 

'l.'h major propo al of th commi ion 1 concerned with the 
trial f p ou nccu ed of violating th prohibition laws. The 
t p. involv d in it plan are the f llowing: 
l!~irKt. ertnln off n s again t the prohibition law are d fined 

n nsun 1 or Ugh t. 
~ c ond. In th . e off n · the di trlct attorney may dispen e 

with th g-rnnd jury and proc d again t the all ged offender by 
inf rmnti n or complaint. 

~'hird. Wh u th di tri t attorney pro eed by information or 
complaint, the tl·Ial of the accn ed i to be bad b fore a United 

tat , ommi:-; ion r, and the p nalty i limited to six months in 
jnil without bard 1 bor or a fine of. 500, or both. 

1i ourth. The trial i to be without a jury. 
ll'ifth. It the accu cd is found guilty by the commissioner, he 

mny then demand trial by jury in a di trict court. 
ixth. If be makes such a demand, the di ·trict attorney may 

pro d to have him accu ed by the grnnd jury of a felony. 
This plan, Mr. Pre. ident, will bear nnnly i .. , and the key to 

that analy~is li in a simple question: Who decides whether 
the off us committed 1 a felony or only a petty misdemeanor? 
Tho law doe not define il The propo ed definition does not 
s ttl it. The dl ·trJct attorney alone decides that question. ne 

determines whether the 5-year or the 6-month penalty shall 
apply. His deci ion is made after the offense has been com
mitted. Until that decision is made it is a felony. 

It i a felony for purposes of section 146 of the Criminal 
Code, which makes one who does not disclose to the authorities 
knowledge of the commission of a felony punishable by impris
onment for three years or a fine of ,.500, or both. It pr~ 
sumably is a felony for purposes of section 332 of the Criminal 
Code, which puni hes a a felon one who counsels or induces 
the commi sion of a felony. When, if ever, is it stripped of its 
felonious character? When does it become a petty offense? 
When the district attorney so decides. This i the only mean~ 
ing that can be delived from the language of the propo al which 
has since been incorporated in Hou e bill 89-13. It reads: 

In ca e of Cll.Sual or slight violations, as hereinbefore defined, the 
dl trlct attorney may prosecute upon complaint or information, and 
in uch ca es, whe~ so prosecutetJ, the penalty for each otrense shall be 
a fine of not to exceed 500 or confinement in jail, without bard labor, 
not to exceed six months or both. 

Here, then, is a new idea in criminal juri prudence. Away 
with the old-fa hioned concept that crimes should be precisely 
defined by statute. If Congress shall enact this propo al into 
law there will have been erected a new cla s of crimes unde~ 
fined, inchoate, of uncertain gravity, of unknown penalty t·ntil 
such good time in each individual case as the district attorney 
decides. 

Suppose now that the district attorney has made his decision, 
ha · dispensed with the grand jury, and by that act turned the 
offense into a petty one ; is he bound by his decision? He is not. 

hould the accu ed, after conviction by the commissioner, de~ 
mand a trial by jury the district attorney may change hi mind 
about the pettiness of the offense and proceed to have him 
indicted by the grand jury for a felony upon exactly the same 
state of facts. 

Again, what is it which tran mutes this petty offense back 
into a felony? Nothing but the will or whim of the district 
attorney. This is not justice in a government of laws; this is 
government by men in the most objectionable sen e of the term. 

The purpose of this power in the hands of the diitrict at~ 
torney is, of course, very ·transparent. Its purpose is to club 
the accu ed into acquiescence in the denial of a jury. But what 
a lovely transaction this is for the United States ! 

This brings us to the question of the constitutionality of the 
propo ed trial without jury. The report of the commission 
teems with the citation of authoritie in support of the propo
sition that petty offen es may be puni bed without the inter~ 
vention of a grand jury and without the verdict of a petit jury. 
But where, Mr. Pre ident, is the authority, where the precedent 
for the novel doctrine that the same offenses may be both petty 
and grave, at once misdemeanor and felony, and that such 
crimes may be punished without trial by jury? 

The commi ion proceeds upon the theory that there is a 
mechanical yard tick which mea~ ures the gravity of an ofi'en e 
for purpo es of the constitutional requirement of jury trial. It 
finds that mea ure in the penalty imposed. Bnt thi view is not 
supported by the judicial decisions. " Moral blameworthine · " 
i a part of the measure, says the circuit court of appeals in 
the en e of Coate v. Unitecl States (290 Fed. 134). "Moral 
delinquency" is one of the element of the yard tick, according 
to the United States Supreme Court in chiclr v. United States 
(195 U. . 65). In the learned article by Profe sor Frankfurter 
and Mr. Corcoran, published in Thirty-ninth Harvard Law Re~ 
view, which is cited by tlle commi ion, the following conclusion 
i renched on this point with respect to the practice at the time 
the Constitution was adopted: 

Broadly peaking, acts were dealt with summarily which did not 
otrend too deeply the moral purposes of the community, which were not 
too clo e to society's danger, and were stigmatized by punishment 
relatively light. 

The extent of the penalty is the third and la t element in the 
determination whether the offense charged is petty or grave. 
Even the very offenses defined as casual or li"ht by the com
mi.~sion may be punished by five years' imprisonment and 
10,000 fine if the district attorn~y so choo e . Is such puni "h

ment relatively light? And, what is more important, will tho e 
Senators whose po ition on prohibition is such that they are 
inclined to vote in favor of these propo als admit that a viola~ 
tion of the prohibition l11w does not "offend the moral purpo es 
of tbe community"? Will they approve the view that such vio~ 
lation is not " close to ociety's danger" ; that it is not "blame~ 
worthy "? Upon no other theory can they even partially a void 
ihe fatal constitutional defects of this legislation. 
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Th e nrc by no means the only con titutional obstacles to 

th • pro~rnm of lh • cowmif' •ion. Let u examine the proposal 
that the trial IJ had b for n United tate commis ioner. The 
Ln w FJnfor ml·nt ommL·si n 1., of cour ·e, fully nwnre of the 
onHtil uttonal provision which r nd : 

Th judi iul pow r of. tll United tates sbull be ve ted in one 
All[lr('m com·t and such tnr rlor courts as the ongr ss mny from time 
to time ordnJn nnd stnbllsll. The judges, both of the supreme and 
tb • Inferior court hnll hold th lr offic s clurlng good beba.vlor, and 
sllull nt tut d Um s r elve for tbclr ervices a compen atlon. • • • 

1'he comml~ !on r's court l1a never b n ordained or estab-
1Jl4h l IJy ngr . . ommis ioner do not hol<l office during 
good b bavior. How then can they e erci e judicial power? 

It ts tmportnnt-

Fl y th \Vlck rsham ~port-
o. abo n by Cnllnn 1>. Wll on, tbnt tbe United tates comml. loner 
should not hold p. s pnrnt ourt. 

lf 11 is regard d as boldlng a separate court, then the whole 
pr • <lure 1 unc nstitutional. In effect the Law Enforcement 
~ommi.'~lon ay w can urmount thi con tltutional ob tacle 
y indulging in n legal fiction. L t u · pr tend, ay the c m

miHl·don, Ulut Ute trial i ' in the di trlct c urt, that the power i 
v st d in th di. trict court, tbat it i only being exercised by 
t.hc c mml loner for the di trict court. 

Wllnt is U1e fa t untl r th plan as pr po d? The accused 
pi ads b for the commi::;, ioner. He 1 tried before the com
mls ion r. The t 't.imony is taken by the commi ~ioner. He 
is t.he judg of the veracity of the witne .: ". The accused is 
found guilty or not guilty by the c mmi .loner. Yet, the 
Wl kcr bam rei ort would hnve us believe that thls trial 1 in 
th dl lrlct onrt. Why, Mr. Pre ldeot, in the draft of the bill 
prop : d by th commi~ ion there is nothing to indicate that 
th uc •n d wlll ver ev n ee a district judge or a Federnl 
court. Th language ls: 

enforcement of the prohibition law: The reasons must be 
obvion : Because it is a law concerning which opinion differ, 
because it is a law the violation of which is differently regarded 
in our widely scattered communities, becau e concededly the 
law has not captured the univer al allegiance of th law-abiding 
citizens--becau~ of the. rea ons the jury and judge should be 
interposed between tbe accused offender and the lo ~ of his 
liberty. After all, economy and efficiency in sending people to 
jail are not the only objective of democratic government. The 
very sam reason which prompted our ance tors to as ert and 
rea ~ert th ir right to trial by jury at every critical period 
in the hi tory of their Government are to-day equally cogent and 
equally compelling that the trial by jury shall not be denied in 
the enforc ment of pr bibition. 

But thi is neither a new right nor a novel privilege. It is 
an ancient and inalienable right, tubbornly fought for and 
acquired, jealou~ly maintuined and guarded, handed down to 
u in an enduring im;trument, which we have all sworn to 
defend, a perfect, as unalloyed, as unbroken as it was received 
by the father of the Repulllic. Time and again there were 
official who were impatient with the low and cumbersome 
methods of the democratic jury. They tried to di pen e with 
it in the Di .. trict of olumbia, but the upr me Court stayed 
their hand. They tried to deny it to the re ident of .Ala ka, 
but u~nin the upreme Court forbade it. At a time of great 
national danger, when the very existence of the Union was in 
the balance, the Supreme Court, neverthele s, in isted that the 
refuge and the .. helter of the jury ·hould be stretched even over 
him who plotted the destruction of the Government. 

tt is time now in a penitent mood to recall some of the 
pa . • ages of those great opinion to the present administration 
which is apparently impatient with democratic form , which 
plnces . peed ahead of jn tice, whether it be in taxing the people 
through a flexible tariff or in punishing th m for alleged 
offenses. 

In the great case of Ex parte Milligan ( 4 Wall. 2. 123) the 
United States Supreme Court said: 

Until recently no one ever doubted that the right of trial by jury was 
fortified In the organic law again t the power of attack. It Js now 
as niled ; but i! ideas can be expre sed in words and language has any 
meaning, this right-{)ne of the mo t nluable in a free country-is 
preserved to everyone accu ed of crime who Is not attached to the Army 
or Navy or militia in actual service. 

• • • • • • 
Tbl privilege is a vital principle underlying the whole administra-

tion of criminal ju tice ; it is not held by sufferance and can not be 
frittered away on any plea of etate or political nece ity. 

Y t this report would have us fritter it away because of no 
alleged congestion in the courts. 

The jury mirror the conscience of the community whe1·e the 
accused re ·de , and it i in the light of that con cience and 
mea. ttred by the moral tandard thus erected that alone one 
may b judged in a democracy. And surely so in a federal 
democracy. The jury was of sufficient importance to be men
tioned in the D claration of Independence. The jury wa · of 
ufficient significance to be embodied in the original Con titu

tion. The jury meant enough to the founder of thi Gov<>rn
ment to have the right thereto rea ert d in the bill of right . 
Our predece. or had the courage to nur e it and nurture it 
througb every national emergency. Are we, now that we have 
grown rich and powerful, going to SUITender that p1·eciolis 
heritage? 

I declare, Mr. Presid nt, that the right to a jury was in the 
Con titutlon long before prohibition was there and I prophesy 
that it will continue there unmodified long after pre ent-day 
prohibition will have been changed. 

SUMHABY 

To ummarlze: I have 10 specific objections to tbe legislation 
proposed by the law enforcement commL ion: 

Fir t. It ets up a new and unheard-of category of crime 
which is both felony and mLdemeanor at one and the ..,ame time. 

econd. It confers upon a di trict attorney the power to 
choo e in each case after the often e ha b en committed 
wh ther to regard it as a petty misdemeanor or a grave felony. 

Third. It confers upon a district attorney the power in each 
en e when a jury is demanded, after conviction for a petty 
mi. demeanor, to change the nature of tbe offen and to proceed 
to accu...,e the pri oner of a felony. 

Fourth. The propo~al i con titutionally defective becau e 
there is no authority and no precede[lt for the propo ition that 
the jury may be denied to one wb(\ is accu ed of an offense 
which may be either a felony or a petty misdemeanor, as the 
district attorney decides, 
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Fifth . . The violation of the prohibition law is not a petty 

offense as the term is used in the statutes and decisions. It is 
not true that the measure of penalty alone determines whether 
an offense is petty or grave. 

Sixth. Trial before a commissioner is in fact, if not in legal 
fiction, a trial before a separate unordained court, in violation 
of Article III-of the Constitution and in violation of the law as 
interpreted by the United States Supreme Court in Callan 
against Wilson. 

Seventh. If the commissioner's court is not a court aud the 
commissioner is not a judge, then the accused is deprived of 
his liberty by trial without court, judge, or jury. That is not 
"due process of law" guaranteed by the Constitution. 

Eighth. The power of the district attorney to reconvert the 
identical offense from a misdemeanor into a felony should the 
accused insist on trial by jury is a power dangerous in fact 
and reprehensible in principle. 

Ninth. The commissioner is not an official of sufficient re· 
sponsibility to be given the power proposed in this legislation. 

Tenth. Violations of the prohibition law are peculiarly of· 
fenses which ought to be tried by a jury. 

Mr. President, if the President was in earnest when he called 
prohibition an experiment, if the President was in earnest when 
he promised a thorough and searching investigation into the 
abuses of prohibition, if he was in earnest when he said in his 
letter to Mr. Thompson that the discovery and propagation of 
truth was the supreme obligation of public action, if in these 
expressions he was not only talking the language of liberalism 
but actually intended to practice it, then he can find no fault 
with the resolution which I have submitted. By the terms of 
that resolution I want the investigative work of the commission 
redirected into important channels, to uncover the real abuses 
of prohibition, and to propose remedies for their correction. 
Particularly we want the commission to report upon the suita· 
bility of existing prohibition laws for the promotion of tern· 
perance and the advisability of amending the prohibition laws to 
the end that we may have greater voluntary observance of the 
law and be spared the necessity of denying to those accused of 
violating it the due process of law guaranteed by the Consti· 
tution. 

Such an inquiry, Mr. President, presupposes the premise that 
the investigators realize that the prohibition law is in a class 
by itself. We must, if we are to treat this problem realistically, 
recognize the difference between laws which are universally 
approved, except by the criminal fringe of society, and laws 
which are violated and disregarded by large numbers of other· 
wise law-abiding citizens without any compunctions of con· 
science. 

If I may take the liberty, I should like to repeat what I 
said in a commencement address last year when the commission 
was first organized : 

In actual practice the law is not a series of precise commandments 
but a living tissue of uncertain content which changes from day to 
day. It may be well enough to advise officials that they must not elect 
what laws they will enforce and what laws they will ' overlook, but we 
must recognize that it is not the officials alone who make these de
cisions. When a law dies before it is repealed, its death sentence is 
signed by the whole community. Prosecuting officials, juries, judges 
are all human beings influenced by the attitude of the people in 
whose midst they live. If the violation of the law fails to evoke public 
disapproval, there is hesitation on the part of the grand jury to indict, 
hesitation on the part of the petit jury to convict, hesitation on the 
part of the judge to punish. When such becomes the state of afl'airs 
it is not very long before the law is n dead letter, because it failed to 
correspond with the conscience of the people it was intended to govern. 

So far the commission has apparently attempted to cure the 
difficulties of prohibition not by looking to the law itself but 
by eliminating as far as possible the human agencies necessary 
in the enforcement of the law. With all due respect, Mr. Presi
dent, I say the commission is on the wrong track. 

The report that has thus far been submitted has been ex
ceedingly disappointing, but as an incorrigible optimist I am 
still hopeful. I can not bring myself to believe that the men 
and women who constitute that commission will be satisfied 
merely with tinkering with the enforcement machinery. Once 
they decide to contribute something of substance to the solution 
of this problem and discharge the obligation they publicly un· 
dertook, they can not proceed without answering the questions 
set forth in the resolution. I shall, therefore, ask that it be 
indefinitely postponed, and trust in the good faith of the com
mission that its terms will be carried out. 

Mr. President, the solution of this problem of government 
will not come from those who are bigoted in their obstinacy. 

Neither will it be contributed by those who regard the days 
before prohibition as the ideal to which we should return. A 
new liberalism must be formulated and fostered by those who 
acknowledging the evils of the old system refuse to go back, and 
recognizing the evils of the · present system insist on going 
forward. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD the opinion of the Court of Appeals 
of the District of Columbia in the case of William H. Colts 
against District of Columbia, in which decision the cour:t passes 
on the question of the right of trial by jury, so ably discussed 
by the junior Senator from New York. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, reserving the right to object, I 
desire to ask the Senator a question. Is this the decision of the 
District Court of Appeals in which they held that under author· 
ity of Congress a defendant might waive the right of trial by 
jury even in a felony case? 

Mr. BLAINE. That is not my understanding. The opinion 
was rendered on the 4th day of February, 1930, in the case of 
William H. Colts against the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BORAH. That is not the case whlch I had in mind. I 
have no objection. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The opinion is as follow~ : 
COURT OF APPEALS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

WILLIAM H. COLTS, PLAINTIFF IN ERROR, V. DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. NO. 5050 

Before Martin, chief justice, and Robb and Van Orsdel, associate 
justices. 

Writ of error to the police court involving the question whether one 
charged with reckless driving on a city street is entitled to a jury trial. 

In an infor:~fiation, it. was charged that Colts, on the 19th of July, 
1929, " on 0 Street SEJ., and on divers other streets," in the District 
of Columbia, "did then and there operate a certain motor vehicle at a 
gteater rate of speed than 22- miles an hour over said public highway 
recldessly; that is to say, at a greater rate of speed than was reasonable 
and proper, having regard to the width of said public highway, the use 
thereof, and the traffic thereon, in such manner and condition so as to 
endanger property and individuals, contrary to and in violation of an 
act of Congress, the traffic regulations in such case made and provided, 
and constituting a law of the District of Columbia." 

He r equested a trial by jury, which was denied. A trial before the 
court resulted in his conviction and sentence to 30 days' imprisonment. 

Section 9 of the District of Columbia traffic act of March 3, 1D25 ; 43 
Statutes 1119, 1123, as amended by section 5 of the act of July 3, 1926; 
44 Statutes 812, 814, under the heading " Speeding and reckless driving," 
provides: 

"(a) No vehicle shall be operated upon any public highway in the 
District at a speed greater than 22 miles per hour, except in such out
lying districts and upon such highways as the directors may desig
nate. • • • 

"(b) No individual shall operate a motor vehicle over any public 
highway in the District (1) recklessly; or (2 ) at a rate of speed 
greater than is reasonable and proper, having regard to the width of the 
public highway, the use thereof, and the traffic thereon; or (3) so as 
to endanger any property or individual; or ( 4) so as unnecessarily or 
unreasonably to damage the public highway. 

" (c) Any individual violating any provision of this section whet•e the 
offense constitutes reckless driving shall, upon conviction for the first 
offense, be fined not less than $25 nor more than $100 or imprisoned 
not less than 10 days nor more than 30 days; and upon conviction for 
the second or any subsequent offense such individual shall be fined not 
less than $100 nor more than $1,000, and shall be imprisoned not less 
than 30 days nor more than 1 year, and the clerk of the court shall 
certify forthwith such conviction to the director, who shall thereupon 
revoke the operator'·s permit of such individual. 

"(d) Any individual violating any provision of this section, except 
where the offense constitutes reckless driving, shall, upon conviction 
for the first offense, be fined not less than $5 nor more than $25 ; 
upon conviction for the second offense, such individual shall be fined 
not less than $25 nor more than $100 ; upon conviction for the third 
offense or any subsequent offense such individual shall be fined not less 
th11.n $100 nor more than $500, and shall be imprisoned not less than 
30 days nor more than 1 year, and the clerk of the court shall certify 
forthwith such conviction to the director, who shall thereupon revoke 
the operator's permit of such individual." 

Secti(}n 1 of the Code of Laws for the District of Columbia continues 
in force here " The common law, all British statutes in force in Mary
land on the 27th day of February, 1801, • " • except in so far 
as the same are inconsistent with, or are replaced by, some provision 
of this code." 
, It is the contention of counsel for the District that the offense 

charged against Colts "was not the common law offense of reckless 

} . 

\ 
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driving and that thel'efore his trial without a jury was authorized under 
flection 44 of the District of Columbia Code as amended by section 4 
of the traffic act of March 3, 1925 (43 Stats. 1119)." That section, as 
amended, reads as follows : 

"That prosecutions in the police court shall be on information by the 
proper prosecuting officer. In all prosecutions within the jurisdiction 
of said court in which, according to the Constitution of the United 
States, the accused would be entitled to a jury trial, the trial shall be 
by jury unless the accused shall in open court expressly waive such trial 
by jury and request to be tried by the judge, in which case the trial 
shall be by such judge, • • •. 

" In all cases where the accused would not by force of the Constitu
tion of the United States be entitled to a trial by jury, the trial shall 
be by the court without a jury, unless in such of said last-named cases 
wherein the :fine or penalty may be more than $300, or imprisonment as 
punishment for the offense may be more than 90 days, the accused 
shall demand a trial by jury, in which case the trial shall be by 
jury. • • •." 

It was an indictable offense at common law amounting to a breach of 
the peace to drive " a carriage over a crowded or populous street at 
such a rate or in such a manner as to endanger the safety of the 
inhabitants." United States v. Hart (1 Pet. C. C. 390, 392) ; Bowles v. 
District of Columbia, (22 App. D. C. 321, 323). The opinion in the 
Hart case was written by Mr. Justice Washington. 

The information in the present case charged Colts with operating a 
motor vehicle on one of the public streets of the District " recklessly 
• • • in such manner and eondition so as to endanger property and 
individuals." He was, therefore, charged with an offense indictable at 
common law and amounting to a breach of the peace. 

The third article of the Constitution provides that "the trial of all 
crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be by jury." It becomes 
necessary to determine whether the offense charged in this case is a 
" crime " within the meaning of the Constitution.· 

In Callan v. Wilson (127 U. S. 540, 557) the court said: "The third 
article of the Constitution provides for a jury in the trial of 'all crimes, 
except in cases of impeachment.' The word ' crime' in its more ex
tended sense comprehends every violation of public law; in a limited 
sense it embraces offenses of a serious or atrocious character. 

" In our opinion, the provision is to be interpreted in the light of the 
principles which, at common law, determined whether the accused, in a 
given class of cases, was entitled to be tried by a jUl'y. It is not to be 
construed as relating only to felonies, or offenses punishable by confine
ment in the penitentiary. It embraces as well some classes of mis
demeanors, the punishment of which involves or may involve the depriva
tion of the liberty of the citizen.'' After a review of authorities, the 
court continues: " Without further reference to the authorities, and 
conceding that there is a class of petty or minor offenses, not usually 
embraced in public criminal statutes, and not of the class or grade 
triable at common law by a jury, and which, if committed in this 
district, may, under the authority ot Congress, be tried by the court and 
without a jury, we are of opinion that the offense with which the 
appellant is charged does not belong to that class. A conspiracy such 
as is charged against him and his codefendants is by no means a petty 
or trivial offense. • • Except in that class or grade of offenses 
called petty offenses, which, according to the common law, may be pro· 
ceeded against summarily in any tribunal legally constituted for that 
purpose, the guarantee of an impartial jury to the accused in a criminal 
prosecution, conducted either in the name, or by or under the authority 
of, the United States, secures to him the right to enjoy that mode of 
trial from the first moment, and in whatever court, he is put on trial 
for the offense charged." 

In Schick v. the United States (195 U. S. 65), Schick bad been 
proceeded against by information to recover a penalty of $50 for know
ingly purchasing or receiving for sale oleomargarine which bad not been 
branded or stamped according to law. The question considered by the 
court, although not raised by Schick, was whether the waiver of a jury 
at the trial of the case was in conflict with the laws and Constitution 
of the United States. The court held that it was not, saying: "It will 
be noticed that the section characterizes the act prohibited as an offense, 
and subjects- the party to a penalty of $50. So small a penalty for 
violating a revenue statute indicates only a petty offense. It i8 not one 
necessar-ily i111Volving any moral delinquency. [Italics ours.] 

"The violation may have been the result of ignorance or thoughtless
ness, and must be classed with such 1llegal acts as acting as an 
auctioneer or peddler without a license or mating a deed without affix-

. ing the proper stamp. That by other sections of this statute more 
serious offenses are described and more grave punishments provided 
does not lift this one to tbe dignity of a crime. Not infrequently a 
single statute in its several sections provides for offenses of differ
ent grades, subject to different punishments and to prosecution in 
different ways. • • • This very statute furnishes an illustration. 
By one clause tbe knowingly selling of adulterated butter in any other 
than the prescribed form subjects the party convicted thereof to a fine 
of not more than $1,000 and imprisonment for not more than two years. 

An officer of customs violating certain provisions of the act is declared 
guilty of a misdemeanor and subject to a fine of not less than $1,000 
nor more than $5,000 and imprisonment for not less than six months 
nor more than three years. Obviously these violations of certain pro
visions of the statute must be classed among setious criminal offenses, 
and can be prosecuted only by indictment, while the violations of the 
statute in the cases before us were prosecuted by information. The 
truth is, the nature of the otTens6 and the amount of punishment pro
scribed rather than its place in the statutes determine whether it is to 
be classed among serious or petty offenses, whether among crimes or 
n»Bdemoonors. [Italics ours.] Clearly both indicate that this par
ticular violation of the statute is only a petty offense." 

It thus appears that in the Callan case it was ruled that the con
stitutional provision for trial by jury "is to be interpreted in the light 
of the principles which at common law detet·mined whether the accused 
in a given class of cases was entitled to a trial by jury " ; that there 
iB a class or grade of minor offenses not triable at common law by jury 
that may be proceeded against summarily in any tribunal legally con
stituted for that purpose. In the Schick case it was pointed out that 
a penalty of $50 for violating a revenue statute "indicates only a petty 
offense," and that "1t is not one necessarily involving ~ny moral delin
quency.'' The real test as to the grade of the offense, the court ruled, 
is " the nature of the offense and the amount of punishment prescribed." 

The offense charged against Colts was not triable summarily at com
mon law, being indictable. Blackstone 4 Com. 280, 281 ; State 17. 

Glenn, 54 Md. 572, 600, where it was said that it has been a constant 
course of legislation in England " for centuries past, to confer summary 
jurisdiction upon justices of the peace for the trial and conviction of 
parties for minor and statutory police offenses." 

That the common law offense of reckless driving is a crime within 
the constitutional provision for a trial by jury is, we think, plain. Has 
the inherent character of that oft'ense been changed by the lttatutory 
provision reducing the penalty for a first offense to a fine of not more 
than $100 or imprisonment of not more than 30 days? We think not. 
This offense being malum in se necessarily involves moral delinquency. 
It would be so "adjudged by the sense of a civilized community, whereas 
an act malum prohibitum is wrong only because made so by statute.'' 
(State v. Horton, 139 N. C. 588, 592.) One convicted of driving a ve
hicle in a crowed street so recklessly as to en<langer human life would 
merit and receive the lasting condemnation of all right-thinking people, 
and thus suffer greater punishment than that prescribed by law, if by 
statute the grade of this serious common-law crime can be changed to 
a petty offense, then it necessarily follows, we think, that in the same 
way the grade of the crime of murder, or any other crime, could be 
cha·nged to a petty misdemeanor. The lnevHable result would be th,e 
nullification of the constitutional guaranty of trial by :Jury. 

It would be an anomalous situation indeed if in a civil suit against 
Colts in the District of Columbia involving more than $20 be could 
demand a jury trial as of right (seventh amendment) and yet could be 
deprived of that privilege in a proseeution for a common-law offense 
involving his reputation and liberty. 

We repeat, it is the inherent nature or character of the offense, as well 
as the punishment prescribed, that should determine its class or grade, 
that is, whether it is a crime in the constitutional sense or a petty 
offense. The traffic act under consideration furnishes an apt illustra
tion. The provision that no vehicle shall be operated at a greater rate 
of speed than 22 miles per hour, except in outlying districts, etc., de
fines a mere police offense-a creation of the statute. (United States 
v. Cella, 37 App. D. C. 433, 435.) A violation of that provision would 
not necessarily involve any moral delinquency. That this was recog
nized by Congress is apparent from the fact that tbe penalty for a first 
offense was fixed at a fine of not less tban $5 nor more than $25. 
Clearly, violation of such a statute must be classed as a petty offense 
subject to summary prosecution before a court without a jury. 

In answer to the suggestion that it would be more convenient to try 
all cases involving traffic-law violations before a court without a jury 
we quote the prophetic words of Blackstone when referring to summary 
proceedings authorized by acts of Parliament, as follows : 

"And however convenient these may appear at first (as doubtless all 
arbitrary powers, well executed, are the most convenient) yet let it be 
again remembered that delays and little inconveniences in the forms 
of justice are the price that all free nations must pay for their liberty 
in more substantial matters; that these inroads upon this sacred 
bulwark of the nation are fundamentally opposite to the spirit of our 
constitution ; and that though begun in trifles, the precedent may grad
ually increase and spread, to the utter disuse of juries in questions of 
the most momentous concern." (Bk. 4, c. 27, 350.) 

Inasmuch as the punishment in the instant case is not infamous 
(U. S. v. Moreland, 258 U. S. 433), and a trial by jury may now 
be had in the police court (43 Stat. 1119), the judgment will be 
reversed with costs, and the cause remanded :for a new trial. 

Reversed. 
CHAs. H. Ro.BB, Attsociate Justice.. 
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of Columbia. Opinion of the court per Mr. Justice Robb. Court of 
Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed February 4, 1930. Henry W. 
Hodges, clerk.) 

A true copy. 
Test: HENRY W. HODGES, 

Olerk of the Oourt of Appeals of the DiS'trict of Oolumbia. 

CONTROL OF PINK BOLLWORM 
During the delivery of Mr. WAGNER's speech-
Mr. MaNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 

just a moment? 
Mr. WAGNER. I yield. 
Mr. McNARY. From the Committee on Agriculture and 

Forestry, I desire to report back favorably a joint resolution 
passed by the House, H. J. Res. 232, to amend the joint resolu
tion entitled "Joint resolution to provide for eradication of 
pink bollworm and authorizing an appropriation therefor,'' 
approved May 21, 1928. I invite the attention of the Senator 
from Arizona [Mr. AsHURST] to this matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
be received. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am advised by the distin
guished Senator from California [Mr. JoHNSON] that when I 
was absent the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNEs] this 
morning secured the passage of an appropriation of money for 
this specific purpose. 

Mr. ASHURST. The appropriation made this morning under 
the joint resolution reported from the Committee on Appro
priations was for the clean-up money. This is for the compen
sation and is a separate and distinct item. 

Mr. McNARY. Very well, Mr. President. If I may, through 
the extension of the courtesy of the Senator from New York, I 
will ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of 
this joint resolution, because the House has passed a bill au
thorizing the appropriation of $2,500,000 to eradicate an acute 
infestation of the pink bollworm in certain portions of Arizona. 
I think the matter will not lead to debate. If I thought it 
would, I would not make the request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. WAGNER. What is the request? 
Mr. McNARY. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 

joint resolution. 
Mr. ASHURST. It will not lead to debate. 
Mr. WAGNER. I yield. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the imme

diate consideration of the joint resolution? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
232) to amend the joint resolution entitled "Joint resolution to 
provide for eradication of pink bollworm and authorizing an 
appropriation therefor," approved May 21, 1928, which was 
read as follows : 

R esolved, eto., That joint resolution entitled "Joint resolution to 
provide for eradication of pink bollworm and authorizing an appropria
tion therefor," approved May 21, 1928 ( 45 Stats. 688), is amended to 
read as follows : 

"That when any State shall have enacted legislation and taken 
measures, including the establishme-nt and enforcement of noncotton 
zones, adequate, in the opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture, to 
eradicate the pink bollworm in any area thereof actually infested, or 
threatened, by such pests, the said Secretary, under regulations to be 
prescribed by him, is authorized to pay, out of $2,500,000 hereby au
thorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated, to be expended in cooperation with the proper au
thorities of the State concerned in compensating any farmer for his 
actual and necessary loss due to the enforced nonproduction of cotton 
within said zones : Provided, That no part of the funds herein author
ized to be appropriated shall be available for compensation in connec
tion with the establishment of a noncotton zone in any county unless 
and until the live pink bollworm ia found within such county or within 
a radius of 5 miles thereof: Provided further, That such loss as to 
noncotton zones established by the State of Texas shall be determined 
as provided for in existing statutes of that State, and similarly by simi
lar statutes which may later be provided by other States concerned, and 
that in estimating such loss due account shall be taken of the value of 
other crops which may be produced on said land, so that the loss shall 
not exceed the difference in return to the farmer from cotton over such 
othet· crops : Provided fut·ther, That such determination of actual and 
necessary loss shall be subject to the review and approval of the Sect·e
tary of Agriculture: Ana provided further, That no reimbursement shall 
be made with respect to any farmer who has not complied in good faith 
with all of the quarantine and control regulations prescribed by said 

Secretary of Agriculture and such State relative to the pink bollworm: 
And provided ft4rther, That when a State through action of its legisla
ture or through action of Individuals, associations, and/or corporations 
shall have made guarantees satisfactory to the Secretary of Agriculture 
that there shall be repaid into the Treasury of the United States one
half of the appropriation for compensation for the crop of 1930, then 
on the basis of a determination by the Secretary of Agriculture of the 
actual and necessary losses incident to the enforcement of noncotton 
zones the appropriation herein authorized shall be available only for 
compensation for the crop of 1930 unless the State in which any non
cotton zone is established shall thereafter appropriate and pay a sum 
in each yenr equal to the amount expended in such State by the United 
States under this authorization. 

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

Mr. ASHURST. I sincerely thank the able Senator from 
New York [Mr. WAGNER] and am grateful to him for yielding 
during a speech so carefully prepared and so well delivered as is 
the speech of the Senator from New York. His courtesy will 
not be forgotten. 

EXPRESSION OF GOOD WISHES TO PRESIDENT OF MEXICO 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I send to the desk a resolution 

and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for 

the information of the Senate. 
The resolution (S. Res. 208) was read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has beard with deep regret and profound 

sorrow of the attempt to assassinate Ron. Pascual Ortiz Rubio, Presi
dent of the Republic of Mexico, and that it wishes for him a speedy 
recovery. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Senate, through the 
Secretary of State, transmit a ?OPY of this resolution to President 
Rubio. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and it 
was unanimously agreed to. 

INVESTIGATION OF PAY OF ARMY AND NAVY PERSONNEL 
The VICE PRESIDENT annotmced the appointment of the 

following Members of the Senate as members of the joint com
mittee provided for under Senate Joint Resolution No. 7, for 
the appointment of a joint committee of the Senate and House 
of Representatives to investigate the pay and allowances of 
the commissioned and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
Public Health Service : 

Senator JoNEs, of Washington; Senator REED, of Pennsyl
vania; Senator OnniE, of Nevada; Senator FLETCHER, of Florida; 
and Senator BRoussARD, of Louisiana. 

EDIZ HOOK LIGHTHOUSE RESERVATION, WASH. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica

tion from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation to authorize the Secretary of 
Commerce to convey to the city of Port Angeles, Wash., a por
tion of the Ediz Hook Lighthouse Reservation, Wash., which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid bef(}re the Senate the petition 

of officers and members of the Italian Citizens Club, being 
American citizens, of Lawrence, Mass., praying for the imposi
tion of high tariff duties in the pending tariff bill, which was 
ordered to lie (}n the table. 

Mr. BROUSSARD presented petitions numerously signed by 
sundry citizens of the State of Louisiana, praying for the 
passage of legislati(}n granting increased pensions to Spanish 
War veterans, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Center, Tex., praying for the passage of legislation granting 
increased pensions to Spanish War veterans, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. TYDINGS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage of legislation granting 
increased pensions to Spanish War veterans, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. COPELAND presented resolutions adopted by the city 
council of Niagara Falls, N. Y., favoring the passage of legis
lation to control public utility corporations attempting to sub
stitute the authority of the United States courts for the author
ity of the State public service commission respecting control 

\ 
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of intrastate matters, and to permit State authorities to control 
such matters subject to final appeal by interested parties to the 
United States Supreme Court in case a Federal question is in
volved, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented petitions numerously signed 
by sundry citizens of the State of Wisconsin, praying for the 
passage of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish 
War veterans, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Woman's Club 
of Kenosha, the Badger Study Club of Dalton, and the Woman's 
Club of Superior, branches of . the General Federation of 
Women's Clubs, in the State of Wisconsin, favoring the prompt 
ratification of the proposed World Court protocol, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating 
against the passage of legislation to modify the Volstead Act 
so as to allow the manufacture and sale of 4 per cent beer 
and also any modification of the Jones Act, except to strengthen 
it, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MARSHALL, ARK., POST OFFICE 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I present three affidavits 
which I wish to have printed in the RECORD and referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. They deal with 
the post office at Marshall, Ark. 

There being no objection, the affidavits were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be 
printed in the RJOOoRD, as follows: 

AFFIDAVIT 

STATE Oil' Ali.KANSAS, 

County of Sean~y, ss: 
U. M. Sutterfield, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says : 
I am secretary of the Republican county central committee of Searcy 

County and attended the meeting of the committee of March 30, 1929, 
at which meeting William G. Fendley was indorsed for postmaster at 
Marshall, .Ark. 

The vote was taken by ballot. Small slips of paper were cut and 
distributed to the committeemen. On these they would write the name 
of the applicant they wanted to vote for, and there were 30 committee
men present in person or by pro;xy. William G. Fendley got 14 votes 
on the first ballot aDd 15 votes on the next four ballots, but on the 
fifth ballot only 29 votes were cast and Fendley got 15 and Mathews 
14. I kept a tally for the committee and I r ecorded each vote exactly 
as called by the tellers. I had not the least thought of doing otherwise. 
The candidates and several of others kept tally also, and they had the 
same result as my tally. 

I always threw the ballots down at the back of the judges table (the 
committee meeting was in the courthouse) after each ballot, or the 
tellers would cast them aside, with no thought of doing away with 
them. There was no demand for these ballots by any applicant. There 
would not have bee.n any way to have told on which ballot they were 
used. 

U. M. SUTTERFIELD. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of February, 1930. 
[SElAL.] LONZO CLEMONS, Notary Publio. 
My commission expires .August 20, 1933. 

AFiriDAVI-T 

STATE 011' ARKANSAS, 

County of Searcy ss: 
H. G. Treece, being duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
I am a member of the Republican county central committee of Searcy 

County and I attended the meeting of the committee on March 30, 
1929, and voted for Leonard Mathews as postmaster at Marshall, .Ark. 
Dan Garrison, who also supported Mathew.s, and I, were appointed as 
tellers to count the ballots, the vote being taken by ballot. I called 
the ballots, and I called each ballot exactly as it had been voted. 

On the fifth ballot the -vote stood": Fendley 15, Mathews 14, as an
nounced by the chairman and secretary, and the chairman, J. C. Evans, 
who was a supporter of Mathews, declared William G. Fendley indorsed 
for the appointment. 

H. G. TREECE. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of February, 1930. 
[SEAL.] A. A. HUDSPJn'H, 

Notary Publio. 
My commission expires July 25, 1931. 

AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF ARKANSAS, 

County of Searcy, ss: 
James M. Tudor, being duly sworn upon oath, testifies as follows: 
I am a Baptist minister and editor of the Marshall Republican. and 

have been a resident of Marshall, .Ark., for 15 years. 

I was present at the meeting of the Republican county central com
mittee in Marshall on March 30, 1929, which was an open and public 
meeting. I kept the tally of each ballot taken. William G. Fendley 
led on every ballot, and after the fourth ballot Nobe Marshall with
drew, and the tally .of the ballots cast on the fifth ballot, as' called by 
H. G. Treece, one of the tellers, was, viz, William G. Fendley, 15; 
Leonard Mathews, 14. 

The chairman declared that Fendley was indorsed, and the committee 
was adjourned. ' 

JAMES H. TuDOR. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of February, 1930. 
[SEAL.] H. G. TREECE, 

Notary Public. 
My commission expires January 4, 1931. 

REPORTS OF COMMI'ITEES 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
were referred the following resolutions, revorted them each with
out amendment: 

A resolution ( S. Res. 201) requesting a report on the airplane 
accident at Menefee Field, New Orleans, La., August 23, 1929; 
and 

A resolution ( S. Res. 206) requesting the Secretary of Commerce 
to furnish the Senate certain information respecting aircraft ac
cidents since May 20, 1926. 

Mr. JOHNSON also, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which were re-ferred the following bills, reported them each with
out amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 3249) to amend section 4578 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States respecting compensation of vessels for trans
porting seamen (Rept. No. 155) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 8156) to change the limit of cost for the construc
tion of the Coast Guard Academy ( Rept. No. 156). 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry, to which was referred the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 134) 
authorizing an appropriation for expenses of official delegates of 
the United States to the Fourth World's Poultry Congress to be 
held in England in 1930, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill ( S. 1811) providing for a study regarding the construction of 
a highway to connect the northwestern part of the United States 
with British Columbia, Yukon Territory, and Alaska, in co
operation with the Dominion of Canada, reported it with an 
amendment and submitted a r eport (No. 157) thereon. 

Mr. DALE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them each without amend
ment: 

A bill (H. R. 2673) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Arkansas State Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near the citY 
of Ozark, Franklin County, Ark. ; and 

A bill (H. R. 5415) to legalize a bridge across the Choctaw
hatchee River, between Hartford and Bellwood, Ala. 

REPORT OF POSTAL NOMINATIONS 

Mr. PHIPPS, as in open executive session, from the Commit
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported sundry post-office 
nominations, which were ordered to be placed on the Executive 
Calendar. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED 

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that on to-day, February 6, 1930, that commfttee presented to the 
President of the United States the following enrolled bill and 
joint resolution: 

S. 2086. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Wabash Railway Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a rail
road bridge across the Missouri River at or near St. Charles, 
Mo.; and 

S. J. Res. 98. Joint resolution to grant authority for the erec
tion of a permanent building at the headquarters of the Ameri
can National Red Cross, Washington, D. C. 

HILLS INTlWDUCED 

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

By Mr. FESS: 
A bill (S. 3446) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 

Moxley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 
A bill (S. 3447) for the relief of Jerry M. Humphrey; to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. JOHNSON. At the instance and request of the Secretary 

of Commerce and with the desire of the Comme!:_ce Committee, I 
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introduce three bills which have been transmitted by the Secre By Mr. NYE: 
tary of Commerce to us. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
erly referred. 

A bill ( S. 34~9) for the relief of Svan J. Fleckten; to the 
The bills will be received and prop- Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 
A bill ( S. 3448) to amend the act of February 21, 1929, en

titled "An act to authorize the purchase by the Secretary of 
Commerce of a site, and the construction and equipment of a 
building thereon, for use as a constant frequency monitoring 
radio station, and for other purposes " ; 

A bill ( S. 3449) to amend section 4404 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as amended by the act approved July 2, 
1918, placing the supervising inspectors of the Steamboat Inspec
tion Service under the classified civil service; and 

A bill ( S. 3450) to establish load lines for American vessels 
in the coastwise trade, the trade on the Great Lakes, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 
A bill ( S. 3451) for the relief of Alice F. Martin, widow, and 

two minor children ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. TOWNSEND (for Mr. HASTINGS): 
A bill ( S. 3452) for the relief of Harry C. Saxton (with ac

companying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill ( S. 3453) granting a pension to Ada B. Ferguson (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
. By Mr. HARRIS: 

A bill ( S. 3454) granting a pension to James A. Walker; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill ( S. 3455) to authorize the appointment of Technical 
Sergeant Tom Bowen as a warrant officer, United States Army · 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

By Mr. NORRIS : 
A bill ( S. 3456) to amend an act approved March 3, 1911, 

relating to the judiciary for the purpose of extending the juris
diction of receh·ers appointed by the district courts; 

A bill ( S. 3457) to amend an act approved March 3, 1911, 
relating to the judiciary for the purpose of fixing the time and 
manner of filing claims in suits in equity in district courts of 
the United States ; 

A bill ( S. 3458) to amend an act approved March 3, 1911, 
relating to the judiciary for the purpose of enabling receivers 
to sue in district courts of the United States other than those 
of their appointment; and 

A bill (S. 3459) to amend an act approved July 1, 1898, 
establishing a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States, and acts amendatory thereof; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARKLEY: 
A bill ( S. 3460) for the relief of Charles Wells ; to the Com

mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BRATTON: 
A bill ( S. 3461) granting a pension to John T. McCabe ; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. STECK: 
A bill ( S. 3462) providing that war veteran postmasters serve 

without term; to the Committee on Civil Service. 
By Mr. BINGHAM: 
A bill (S. 3463) to extend the admiralty laws of the United 

States of America to the Virgin Islands; 
A bill (S. 3464) to approve Act No. 29 of the session laws 

of 1929 of the Territory of Hawaii, entitled "An act to authorize 
and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, and 
supply of electric current for light and power within Hanalei, in 
the district of Hanalei, island and county of Kauai "; and 

A bill (S. 3465) to amend the act of Congress approved June 
28, 1921 ( 42 Stats. 67, 68), entitled "An act to provide for the 
acquisition by the United States of private rights of fishery in 
and about Pearl Harbor, Territory of Hawaii"; to the Com
mittee on Territories and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: 
A bill (S. 3466) for the relief of the Searcy Water Co.; to the 

Committee on Commerce. 
By Messrs. PHIPPs, WATERMAN, CuTTING, BRA'M'ON, SHEPPARD, 

and CONNALLY: 
A bill (S. 3467) authorizing the construction of a dt·ainage 

channel in the closed basin of the San Luis Valley in Colorado, 
authorizing investigations of reservoir sites, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By 1\Ir. ODDIE: 
A bill ( S. 3468) to establish a term of the district court of the 

"United States for t!'Je district of NeYada at Las Vegas, Nev.; 
~o the Committee on the Judiciary. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL 

Mr. FESS and Mr. ODDIE each submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to House bill 2667, 
the tariff revision bill, which were ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed. 

SaN DIEGO HARBOR, CALIF. (S. DOC. NO. 81) 

Mr. JOHNSON. For the Committee on Commerce I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed as a Senate document and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce a communication from 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army, dated January 31, 1930, 
relative to San Diego Harbor, Calif., with accompanying en
gineers' report and an illustration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
MESSaGE lfROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the fol
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 119. An act to prohibit the sending and receipt of stolen 
property through interstate and foreign commerce; 

H. R. 185. An act to amend section 180, title 28, United States 
Code, as amended ; 

H. R. 7 42. An act to prevent desecration of the flag and in
signia of the United States and to provide punishment therefor; 

H. R. 980. An act to permit the United States to be made a 
party defendant in certain cases; 

H. R. 7643. An act to establish a term of the District Court of 
the United States for the District of Nevada at Las Vegas, 
Nev.; and 

H. R. 9235. An act to authorize the Public Health Service to 
provide medical service in the Federal prisons. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 
The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his 

signature to the follo\ving enrolled bill and joint .resolutions, 
and they were signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 5191. An act to authorize the State of Nebraska to 
make additional use of Niobrara Island ; 

H. J. Res. ~40. Joint resolution making an appropriation to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet an emergency 
caused by an outbreak of the pink bollworm in the State of 
Arizona; 

H. J. Res. 241. Joint resolution making an additional appro
prlation for the fiscal year 1930 for the cooperative construction 
of the rural post roads ; and 

H. J. Res. 242. Joint resolution making an appropriation to 
carry out the pro\isions of the act entitled "An act to enable 
the mothers and widows of the deceased soldiers, sailors, and 
marines of the American forces now interred in the cemeteries 
of Europe to make a pilgrimage to these cemeteries," approved 
March 2, 1929. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES 
Sundry messages in writing were communicated to the Sen

ate from the President of the United States by Mr. Latta, one 
of his secretaries. 

" PUT EDUCATION IN THE PRESIDENT'S CABINET " 
Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I present an interesting 

radio address delivered by the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
CAPPER] over Radio Station WJSV, entitled "Put Education in 
the President's Cabinet," which I ask may be published in the 
RECORD. 

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

I want to talk to you for a little while on our public schools. They 
are the gateway to good citizenship. They rank high among our most 
cherished American institut!ons. 

Now, I will ask you, Are we ashamed of our public schools? The 
question is not far-fetched. A visitor, unacquainted with our scheme 
of government, might well ask tbe same question. And why should he • 
ask it? 

Because every other important part of America's life is represented 
by a place in the President's Cabinet. The national defenses, the Fed
eral courts, commerce in all its varied forms, labor, agriculture, and 
so forth, all have a department of their own in the Federal Government. 

In those activities not strictly a part of governmental function
such as agriculture, labor, commerce--you will find great Federal 
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departments enga~ In research, analysis, and solution of the prob
lems that affect great masses of the American public. Do these depart
ments control and rule the people whom they serve? No. Do these 
departments attempt to dictate the policies of business, labor, or farm
ing? They most certainly do not. 

Their position is that of a friendly guide and intelligent counselor. 
I wonder if you are aware that we spend each year, through all 

agencies, $3,000,000,000 a year on education? And do you know that 
we have a permanent investment of $5,000,000,000 in school buildings 
and equipment? -

By means of the numerous Federal agencies concerned with educa
tion we have been able to save millions of dollars yearly for our people. 
But not all of this vast expenditure is wisely guided. Other millions 
are wasted every year. They are simply thrown down the drainpipe 
of inefficiency, and the taxpayers bear this useless burden. 

The great activities of agliculture, labor, and commerce are saved 
vast amounts of money every year through the assistance of the Federal 
departments charged with assisting them ; why not the schools? 

We have not worked put a complete coordination of our elementary, 
secondary, and higher institutions of learning. I do not think we will 
until we obtain Federal cooperation just such as is extended -to the 
other great American activities. 

I have introduced in the Senate a bill to create a department of 
public education. The head of this department would be a member of 
the President's Cabinet. The department's principal function would be 
to furnish reliable and accurate information on educational programs 
and advanced methods of instruction to schools throughout the country. 

I want to tell you some of the things this bill will do and exactly 
what it will not and can not do. 

It will coordinate the educational activities of the Federal Govern
ment. These are now spread through four departments and six inde
pendent agencies, with no general directing head. 

It will conduct investigations on all educational matters, such as 
rural education, elementary education, secondary education, higher edu
cation, professional education, physical education (including health and 
recreation), specialized education, training of teachers, immigrant edu
cation, adult education, and other phases of the subject. 

It will study schoolhouse construction and equipment and furnish the 
benefit of its research to public schools throughout the land. 

It will investigate school accounting systems and administration for 
the sake of improvement and efficiency. 

It will inquire into the training requirements of various businesses, 
professions, trades, and crafts in connection with courses of study in the 
public schools. 

It will aid in equalizing school advantages throughout the country. 
And these are the things that the proposed department will not and 

can not do: 
It will not take one iota of school control from the municipality or 

the State. In all matters of administration the State, not the Federal 
Government, will remain supreme. There will be no attempt to impose 
the customs or practices of the North upon the South, the East upon 
the West, or vice versa, in any school questions. 

It will not and can not interfere with private and parochial schools. 
It will not plunge our schools into politics. 
It will not attempt to standardize education. 
It will not tend to increase the cost of education, but rather to less~n 

the expense to the taxpayers. 
· We have an Office of Education in the Department of the Interior. 

Some say that the proposed department of public education can give no 
more S(>,&Vice than the Office of Education is now giving. But the Office 
of Education is only one of many bureaus scattered throughout the 
departments. Work is duplicated, the assembly of facts and figures is 

1not coordinated, and the schools of the Nation can not be furnished 
with all the information they so badly need. 

Aside from this very practical reason for the need of a department of 
public education, there is another which can not fail to appeal to every 
American. 

From the foundation of our Government its leaders have recognized 
the importance of public education as a training for citizenship, and 
as essential to our existence as a happy and prosperous people. 

We may draw from the utterances of George Washington, Thomas 
Jefferson, and James Madison their firm conviction that public education 

-r is a national necessity and a national responsibility. 
President Coolidge, in his message to Congress in 1925, summed up 

the problem in these words : 
"Having in mind that education is peculiarly a local problem, 

• • • nevertheless, the Federal Government might well give the 
benefit ot its counsel and encouragement more freely." 

LXXII--198 

Continuing, President Coolidge cited the appalling figures of illiteracy 
as a compelling reason for this Federal aHsistance and said further : 

"I do not favor the making of appropriations from the National 
Treasury to be expended directly on local education, but I do considN· 
it a fundamental requirement of national activity which is worthy of a 
separate department and a place in the Cabinet." 

President Coolidge mentioned illiteracy. To the thousands listening 
in on the radio at this time, who have had the advantages of a good 
education, it must seem unbelievable that in this country of ours, with 
its innumerable opporhmities, there are 5,000,000 childt·en of school age, 
over 10 years old, who can neither read nor write. 

Now, the department of public education can not take these 5,000,000 
youngsters and say, " We command you to be educated or suffer the 
consequences." But by intelligent guidance of our schools, by assisting 
localities to expand their educational work, the department can be a 
mighty force in reducing this shocking total. 

Our childt·en-all of them, regardless of race, creed, or station in 
life-are surely entitled to the Federal Government's attention and 
assistance in education. This would be particularly helpful to rural 
boys and girls. City children would also be helped. 

We should have bad this department of public education long ago. 
It is time that the great cause of education receive fitting recognition 
from the people it has served so well. Every taxpayer in this land will 
be benefited through the various efficiencies and economies to be made 
possible by coordinating activities, elimination of duplication, and the 
giving of expert aqvice on schoolhouse construction, business manage
ment of schools, and the like. 

Twoscore great American organizations are supporting this bill. 
But it should be supported by every patriotic man and woman in the 
country. The necessity for the creation of this department should be 
made known to everyone. 

I am confident that when all the people know the facts about this 
bill Congress will meet the public demand, enact it into law, and give to 
the people the benefits they are now denied. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 

The following bills were severally reRd twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

H. R. 119. An act to prohibit the sending and receipt of stolen 
property through interstate and foreign commerce; 

H. R. 185. An act . to amend section 180, title 28, United 
States Code, as amended ; 

H. R. 742. An act to prevent desecration of the flag and in
signia of the United States and to provide punishment therefor; 

H. R. 980. An act to permit the United States to be made a 
party defendant in certain cases ; 

H. R. 7643. An act to establish a term of the District Court 
of the United States for the District of Nevada at Las Vegas, 
Nev.; and -

H. R. 9235. An act to authorize the Public Health Service to 
provide medical service in the Federal prisons. 

PERMANENT INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RO.AD CONGRESSES 
(H. DOC. NO. 28-!) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read. and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed : 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I commend to the favorable consideration of the Congress the 
inclosed report from the Acting- Secretary of State, to the end 
that legislation may be enacted to authorize an appropriation 
of $30,000 for the expenses of the sixth session of the Permanent 
International Association of Road Congresses, to be held in 
Washington, D. C., October, 1930. 

HERBERT HOOVER: 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February 6, 1930. 

REVISION OF THE TA.IUFF 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue,. to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, to protect American labor, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I ask permission to insert 
in the RECORD a summary of information prepared for me in 
relation to fats and oils. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows : 



Condensed w.mmary concerning interchangeabilit11 of oils and fats 
PART I. 0ILB AND FATS MENTIONED SPECIFICALLY IN TARIFJ' BILL 

(Prepared by the American Farm Bureau Federation) 

Otis and fats mentioned spe· 
cffically in tariff bill (H. R. 
2667) 

Uses Possible substitution or interchangeabflity Authorities cited 

Almond oiL-----·------···- Pharmaoeutical and cos
metic uses. 

Olive, peach-kernel, apricot-kernel, and plum-kernel oils.--------------------- Lewkowftscb, Vol. II, p. 296; Laucks, p. 58; Andes, p. 155; Gill, p. 122. 

Do •• --------···--------- Edible purposes ••••••••••••. Refined seed oils, such as cottonseed1 corn, soybean1 sesame, peanut, for salad 
dressing and as a cooking oil; also 1f hydrogenatea, it would be competitive 

Do .• ·-----------------·-_ 
Do_.------·--------------

Butter ____ •• ---•• --•• -.-------

Castor oiL .................. .. 

with butter and lard. 
Soap making ____________ •••• ____ ------------ __ ------------------------------------------ ___________________ _ 
Adulteration •••••••••••• ---••• _. _____ • _ ••• __ • _ ••• ___ • ___ ••••• ____ ••••••• _ •••••••• __ • _ •• ••• ___ • _____________ • 
Edible purposes............. As an edible fat for table use and for cooking purposes, domestic butter en

counters a widespread and rapidly increasing competition with other oil~ and 
fats from animal, vegetable, and marine sources. A complete list of all the 
available substitutes would be formidable in its proportions, but among the 
more important possible substitutes available in foreign countries are: Coco
nut oil, palm oil, palm-kernel oil, Borneo tallow, Malabar tallow, edible beef 
tallow, shea butter, macassar oil, illipe butter, mowrah butter, etc.; also 
hydrogenated oils such as whale, fish, cottonseed, corn, peanut, soybean1 pumpkin seed, lu1Ia seed, kapok seed, satnower, sunflower, and poppy-seea 
oils, etc. 

MedicinaL .••••••••••••••••• --------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Do .. ----------------·--- Soap making _______________ _ Castor oil soap has unique properties due to the composition ofthe oil. These 
are not reproducible by competitive oils for certain specialized types of soap. 

Do.--------------------·· Lubrication ••••••••••••••••• 

Do •• -------····---------- Rubber substitutes.--------

Do.------------------···· Turkey-red oiL------------· 

Competitive with certain mineral oi !lubricants, which may or may not contain 
fatty oils such as blown rape oil, fatty acids, neat's-foot oil, lard oil, etc. 

Competitive with sesame oil or rape oil. Imports of soybean oil and com oil 
would also compete with castor oil for this purpose. 

Competitive with foreign fish, body and liver oils, and many liquid vegetable 
oils such as rape, sesame, and olive oils. 

Do ____ .--------··----____ Treatment of leathers-.---·- --••• --------••••• --•• -----••••• -----•• --••••• ------•••••••••• ----••• ___ --------

Do .• ------··-···------·-
Do.-----------------·---· 
Do.----------------------

Coconut oil (copra oil) ••••••.• 

Artificial leathers ••••• ----•• • ••••••••••••••••• _ -----••• ·-------------_________ • ____ --------••••• __________ _ 
Adhesives •• ---•• ----------- ---••••• --•• __ • ____ ••••••• ----_. _______________ __ ______________________________ _ 
A.dul teran ts.-- -------------· -- -----.- ......• _. _ •. ___ ••• _________________________________________ •• __ _______ _ 
Edible purposes............. For margarine and lard substitutes, coconut oil is competitive with domestic 

edible animal fats such as edible tallowi butter, and neutral lard1 and also 
with domestic hardened edible vegetab e oils such as cottonseea, peanut 
corn, and soybean oils. ' 

Do....................... Soap making................ For muing marine soaps, coconut oil has unique properties, but for other types 
of soap, it could be used to replace wholly or in part, practically any domestic 
animal or domestic vegetable fatty product, including tallow, cottonseed oil 
soybean oil, peanut oil, corn oil, olive oil, etc. ' 

Do....................... Candle making ______________ Not used for this purpose in the United States at the present time ____________ _ 
Cottonseed oil.·-·--------·-- Edible purposes •••••••• ----- For margarine and lard substitutes, domestic cottonseed oil, when hydro

genated is competitive with foreign vegetable fats such as coconut, palm
kernel oil, and similar fats, and with hydrogenated whale, fish, soybean, 
peanut, and corn oils, etc. Imported cottonseed oil for this purpose would 
compete with domestic butter, lard, hydrogenated peanut, corn, and soy
bean oils. For salad ells, such foreign oils as poppy-seed, rape, kapok, and 
sesame are competitive with domestic cottonseed oil; imports of peanut, sun
flower, soybean1 and olive oils would also be competitive with domestic cot
tonseed oil for tnis purpose. Imported cottonseed oil, for salad oil, would be 
competitive with domestic corn, soybean, and peanut oils. 

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Soap making •••••••••••••••• Domestic cottonseed oil is in competition with foreign fats both vegetable and 
animal such as hardened fish oils and hardened marine animal oils and 
most of the liquid and solid vegetable oils and fats including coconut, palm
kernel, soybean, rape1 and mustard oils, etc. Imported cottonseed oil 
would also be compet1tive for this purpose with domestic oils and fats, 
both vegetable and animal, such as lard, tallow, hardened fish, soybean, 
peanut, and corn oils, etc. 

Do ••••••• ········-----·-. Adulteration................ . ---------------------------------.-. --· -----·-·-··········-·-••••••••• --.--••• 

Do....................... Candle making-------------

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Turkey-red oil •••••••••••••• 

Do.---------------------- Rubber substitutes •• ------· 

The higher melting fatty acids obtained from domestic cottonseed oil are in 
competition with similar foreign products obtained from various foreign oils 
and fats and solid fats such as Borneo tallow, illipe fat and siinilar solid high
melting fats. Imported cottonseed oil "!"Ould also be competitive with 
domestic tallow for this purpose. 

If used for this purpose domestic cottonseed oil would be in competition with 
foreign oils such as rape, flsb,liver, and body oils. Imported cottonseed oil 
Ior this purpose would also compete with domestic castor oil, fish, liver, and 
body oils. · 

Domestic cottonseed oil is in competition with foreign oils such as rape oil for 
this purpose. Imported cottonseed oil for this purpose would also compete 
with dol!lestio soybean oil . 
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Fish oils (herring, salmon, 
sardine, menhaden, Japa
nese fish oil, etc.). 

Soap making •••••••••••••• •• Fish oils can be used for making all classes of soap and therefore are in compe
tition with all soap-making fats and oils both foreign and domestic whether 
liquid, solid or hydrogenated. 

Do._----------·---------- Paints and varnishes •• ·----- Domestic fish oils are in competition with such foreign fish oils as herring, sar
dine oils, etc., and with such foreign drying oils as perilla, n'gart, poppy-seed, 
etc. 

Imported fish oils are in competition for this purpose with domestic fish oils 
such as menhaden, herring, sardine, whale and seal oils, and with domestic 
vegetable oils such as linseed and soybean oils. 

Do •••••••• ------------___ Lubrication •••.••••• ------- •.•• _______ • _. _. ----- _. ______ ••. --- .• ----------- _ ------- ___ __ ...•.. -- .•.• ------ .• 
Do.··-·-·-···--··-----·-- Sulphonated oiL------------ Domestic fish oils are competitive for this purpose with foreign fish oils such 

as herring, sardine oils, etc.; foreign vegetable oils such as rape and mustard
seed oils, etc. Imported fish oils for this purpose are competitive with 
domestic fish oils such as herring, sardine, etc., and with domestic vegetable 
oils such as castor oil, mustard oil, etc. 

Do_______________________ Treatment of leathers....... The sulphonated oils are largely used for this purpose (for discussion of compe
tition see under" Sulphonated oils" above). 

Do. __ -------------------- Linoleum. ___ ••• ----------- ••.•. _____ ••• ____ • ________ ••. ------------------------ •••• ___ ------- •• ------------
Do. __ -------··----------- Candle making ____ ___ _______ •. -- •. --------------- _ ----------------------------------------------------------

Hempseed oiL _______________ Paints and varnishes .•.••••• Imported hempseed oil for this purpose is competitive with domestic drying 
oils such as linseed, soybean, walnut, saffiower

1 
etc. Domestic hempseed 

oil is in competition with similar foreign drying 01ls such as perilla,lumbang, 
tung, saffiower, etc. 

Do ••••••••••••••• ------__ Edible purposes (when by- --------- ______ -------. ____ • ______ .••••••••. ___ .•• ---· •• -----------------------. 
drogenated). 

Do-------···----------··· Soap making ________________ Hempseed oil competes with all kinds of domestic and foreign oils, including 
lard oil, cottonseed, soybean, linseed, coconut, palm-kernel, fish and whale 
oils, etc. ' 

Do._--------·----------__ Adulteration •••• ------------ .••• _ ••• ________ -------- ________ •. ___ •• __ .• _ •••. __ ------ ___ • _________ -----------
Herring oiL.·-·---·---------- (See fish oils)................ Herring oil can be utilized for most or the same purposes as the other fish oils 

and, therefore, is competitive with similar foreign and domestic oils for those 
uses. (See discussion of possible substitution or interchangeability under 
"Fish oils.") 

Kapok oil.................... Edible purposes............. For margarine and lard substitutes imported kapok oil would compete with 
domestic butter, lard, hydrogenated peanut, corn, and soybean oils. For 
salard oil it would be competitive w1th cottonseed, peanut, soybean, and 
olive oils. 

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Soap making •••••••••••••••• It would be competitive for this purpose with domestic oils and fats1 both 
vegetable and animal, such as lard, tallow, hardened fish, whale, cottonseed, 
soybean, peanut, and corn oils etc. 

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Candle making •••••••••••••. Imported kapok oil would also be competitive with domestic tallow for this 
purpose. 

Do·------------·--------- Turkey-red oil .•••.••••••••• It would be competitive for this purpose with domestic castor oil, fish, liver, 
and body oils. 

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Rubber substitutes .•••••...• It would be competitive for this purpose with domestic soybean oil. · 
Do.---------------------- Same uses as cottonseed oiL. ------------ ------------------------------ ------------------------- -------------Lard •••••••• _______________ __ Edible purposes _____________ For margarine and as a cooking fat, domestic lard is in competition with a 

large number of foreign oils such as hydrogenated whale, fish, sunflower, 
poppy-seed, peanut, soybean, cottonseed, corn, and many other oils; also 
with foreign fats such as coconut oil, palm oil, palm-kernel oil, etc. Lard1 if imported, would be competitive not only with the domestic product bm 
with domestic hydrogenated wbale1 fish} peanut, cottonseed, soybean, and 
corn oils; also with butter and edible tal ow. 

Do·-------------------·-- Soap making •••••••••••••••• Domestic lard for this purpose is competitive with foreign fats such as coconut1 palm, and palm-kernel oils and other fats; also with foreign hydrogenatea 
whale, fish, sunflower, poppy-seed, cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn 
oilshetc. If imported for this purposeh foreign lard would be competitive 
wit the domestic product, and wit tallow, hydrogenated whale, fish, 
cottonseed, corn, yeanut, and soybean oils. 

Linseed oil·--·--------------· Paints and varnishes .••••••• Domestic linseed ol is in competition with foreign oils such as, perilla, tung, 
hempseed, n'gart, lumbang, etc. Imported linseed oil competes with 
domestic products and also with domestic menhaden oil. 

Do •• -------------------.. Linoleum, oilcloth, etc.----- __ ••. do._ ••• ---------·---------- •.• ________ .• __ ---- __ -------- •••••• ------------

Do.·····----------·-----· Soap making................. When hydrogenated domestic linseed oil is competitive with all other soap 
materials in making hard soaps, including such foreign oils as coconut, 
palm kernel, Borneo tallow palm, hydrogenated fish, whale oil, etc. 

Imported linseed oil when hydrogenated, not only competes with the domestic 
product but with other domestic oils and fats yielding hard soaps such as 
cottonseed, olive, peanut, hydrogenated fish and whale oils. 

For soft soaps domestic linseed oil is competitive with foreign drying oils such 
as perilla, lumbang, walnut, poppy-seed, tung, n'gart, etc. 

Imported linseed for this purpose is competitive with domestic drying oils 
such as soybean, menha.den, herring, etc. 

Do •••••••••••••••••••••.• Rubber substitutes ••••••••• Imported linseed oil for this purpose competes with domestic oils such as 
soybean, cottonseed, and corn oils. 

g~::: :::::::::::::::::::: !r~1:ia~~~~~~== :::::::::: :::::: ==::::::::::: ::::: ::: =:::: :::::::::: ==: :::::::::::::::: = :: = === :::::::::::: 
Menhaden oiL •• ------------· Treatment of leathers....... Competes with other imported and domestic fish oils such as herring, sardine, 

etc., and also vegetable oils such as castor oil. 
Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Soap makini------·-------- When hydrogenated, menhaden oil competes with most of the other soap oils 

and fats. 
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Condensed summarv conceming interchangeabilitv of oils and fats-Continued 
PART I. OILS AND FATS MENTIONED SPECIFICALLY IN TARIFF BILL-Continued 

Oils and fats mentioned spe
cifically in tariff bill (H. R. 
2667) 

Uses Possible substitution or interchangeability 

Menhaden oiL •••• -----··---- Paints.···-·-----·---------- Competes to only a small extent with other drying oils such as linseed, perilla, 
tung, n'gart, lumbang, soybean, etc. 

Do •• ---------------····-- Linoleum.------------------ Competes with linseed and perilla oils----------------------------------------

Do •••••.• ---------------- Rubber substitutes ••••••••• Competes with linseed, corn, cottonseed, castor oils, etc.----------------------
Do._ •• __ ----------------- Tempering steeL ____________ ----- __ --- __ ----------- _ ••••••••••.• --------------------.-----------------------

Oleo oil....................... Edible purposes .• -------~--- For margarine and lard substitutes foreign oleo oil would be competitive with 
domestic oils and fats, such as tallow1 butter, neutral lard, cottonseed oil, 
soybean oil, and peanut oil. Domest1c oleo oil is competitive with foreign 
oils and fats, such as coconut, palm-kernel, hydrogenated fish and whale 
oils, etc. 

Do....................... Soap making________________ Imported oleo oil would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap
making oils and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn oils, 
and hydrogenated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc. 
Domestic oleo oil is competitive for this purpose with foreign soap materials, 
such as coconut, palm, palm-kernel, hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do •. ·-------------------- Lubricant ___________ .-----.. ---------- _____________________________ . __________ ------ ____________ • __________ _ 
Oleo stearin·--·-------------- Edible purposes _____________ For margarine and lard substitutes foreign oleo stearin Is competitive with do-

mestic oils and fats, such as tallow1 butter, neutral lard, cottonseed oil, soy
bean oil, and peanut oil. DomestlO oleo stearin for this purpose is in com
petition with foreign coconut, palm-kernel, hydrogenated whale and fish 
oils, etc. 

DO----------------------- Soap making ________________ Imported oleo stearin would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic 
soap-making oils and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn 
oils, tallow, and hydrogenated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale 
oil, etc. Domestic oleo stearin for this pnrpose is competitive with foreign 
coconut, palm, palm-kernel, hydrogenated whale and fish oils, etc. 

Do._ •• _·····--- ••••••. --- Candle making ______ ••• ----- _______ • ________________ .•.. ____ ------ ______ . ____ . __ .• ___ ..• __ . _______________ •• 
Olive oiL------··------------ Edible purposes............. For salad oilt domestic olive oil is in competition with imported olive, sesame, 

poppy-seea, and sunfiower oils, etc., imported olive oil competes also with 
domestic peanut, cottonseed, soybean, corn, and olive oils. For butter sub
stitutes and lard substitutes, olive oil is not used on account of its high price 
as compared with other available materials, but it could be so used. 

Do....................... Soap making................ Competitive for this purpose with all other soap-making fats and oils. The 
domestic olive oil is competitive for this use with such foreign oils and fats as 
coconut, palm, palm-kernel, sesame, and rape oils, hydrogenated fish and whale 
oils, etc.; imported olive oil is competitive for this purpose not only with 
domestic olive oil but also with domestic tallow, lard, hydrogenated fish 
and whale oils, and castor, soybean, peanut, and cottonseed oils, etc. 

Do....................... Lubrication_________________ Competitive for this purpose .with blown rape oil, neat's-foot oil, lard oU, and 

Do ••• ---···--·-·--------Do ••••••••••••••••••••••. 
Do •• ···-·····------------
Do ••• - ............ ---------

Palm oU .••••••••••• ----------

light mineral oils. 

~<i:;~~J'~~~~~~ =: :::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Burning oiL_._ ••••••• ··-- __ ---------- ____ ---------------------------------------------------------------- __ Adulteration .•••••••••• ·---- _ -------- _______ . _____________ .•.... __ ------ .• ____ .• __ .• ____ ----------- ••••• ___ _ 
Edible purposes_____________ For margarine and lard substitutes it is in competition with domestic oils and 

fats, such as tallow, butter, neutral \ard, cottonseed, soybean, and peanut oils. 
Do-----------···--------· Soap making________________ Competes for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils and fats, includ

ing cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydrogenated drying 
oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with domestic tallow. 

Do....................... Tin-plate industry---------- Competes with domestic hydrogenated cottonseed oil •. ----------------------·-
Do.--·-···············--· Candle making. __ ---- •• ____ ------ __________________ •• __ •. ______ • ___ . ________ • _ --------.--------- ------·-·--

Palm-kernel oU............... Edible pn.rposes_____________ For margarine and lard substitutes, it is competitive with domestic oils and fats 
such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybeanh and peanut oils, butter, 
erlible tallow,lard, erlible hydrogenated fish and w ale oils, etc. 

Do •••••••••••••••••••••• _ Soap making________________ Compete<~ for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils and fats including 
cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn oils, and hydrogenated drying oils such 
as limeerl oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; 1\l.so with domestic tallow. 

Do ••••••••••••••• ··-----. Candle making •• _.···------ • ___ . __ • __________ ------ ______ . _ ---- . ___ • -- ... ____ .•• ____ . _. ---. __ -- ____ ...• ___ • 
Peanut oU (ArBOhis oil)_______ Edible purposes_____________ For margarine and lard substitutes imported peanut oil when hydrogenated 

would compete with domestic hydrogenated oil, such as corn, cottonseed, 
soy bean, and peanut oils, hydrogenated whale and fish oils; also domestic 
lard, butter, and tallow. Domestic peanut oil for this purpose would com
pete with foreign oils and fats, such as coconut, palm-kernel, hydrogenated 
fish and whale oils, etc. As a salad oil, imported peanut oil competes with 
the following domestic salad oils: Corn, cottonseed, soybean, olive, peanut, 
etc. 
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Do ••• ______ .::.:::::-::::::-::: __ 

Do _________________ .------
Do._--------------------
Do __ ---------------------
Do _____ ------------------
Do._---------------------

Soap making ________________ , Imported peanut oil is competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-
making oils and fats, including tallow, cottonseed, soybean, palm, and corn 
oils, and hydroge'Qated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, 

1 etc. Domestic peanut oil is in competition for this purpose with foreign 
soap materials, such as coconut, palm, palm-kernel, hydrogenated whale, 
and fish oils, etc. 

fi~~~}~~t~~~~~~m~ =~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~j~m~~j~m~~~~~~m~~~~~~~j~~~~~mmmm=m~ 
Perilla oiL____________________ Paints and varnishes________ Competes for this purpose with domestic oils, such as linseed, soybean, walnut, 

Do----------------------- Artificial leather __ ---------- ---~-~-t~~ -~~~~ __________________ ---------- _______________ ------ ___ -------- __ _ 
g~::::::::::::::::::::::: Printer's ink ________________ Competes for this purpose with domestic linseed oil •. -------------------------

Edible purposes _____________ --------------------------------------------------------------------------------

go. ______________________ Linoleum.------------------ Competes for this purpose with domestic linseed oiL--------------------------

Popp~-seecfoif.:._-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-: ~~~i!~~~~ses~============ -ifoisliia'd-ciii-,i>oppy-see'doii-coiiii>iiiiis-wii:h-'doiiiestic-oiive;cotioiis'Eieci;c<>rn~-
and peanut oils. 

Do·---------------------- Paints and oil colors _________ Competes with domestic linseed oiL _________________________________________ _ 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 314, 329, 330; Wright and Mitchell, p. 472; Lamborn, p. 76; 
Andes, pp. 58, 60; Ellis, pp. 366, 388, 389; Elsdon, pp. 257; Laucks, p. 60; Martin, 
Vol. I, p. 10; Hilditch, p. 101; Wilhelmus, Seifen. Ztg. (1914), p. 257. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 314; Gill, p, 122; Hilditch, p. 101; Lamborn, p. 76. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. III, pp. 202, 203. 
Lewkow!tsch, Vol. III, p. 207. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. I, p. 307; Elsdon, p. 257; Wright and Mitchell, p. 472. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, PP: 328, 329, 330;, Andes~ PI?: 58, 60; Mitchell, p. 58; Laucks, 

p. 60; Elsdon, p. 265; Gtll, p. 122; Wnght ana Mitchell, p, 479; Lamborn, p. 76. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 45, Vol. III, p. 145; Holde, p. 429; Morrell and Wood, pp, 

57, 58; Andes, p. 150, 151; Laucks, p. 30; Wright and Mitchell, p. 570. 
Laucks, p, 30; Wright and Mitchell, p. 570. 
Laucks, p. 30; Wright and Mitchell, p. 570; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 45. 
Morrell and Wood, pp. 57, 58; Lewkowitsob, Vol. II, p. 46; Elsdon, pp. 179, 180; 

Andes, p. 151; Wright and Mitchell, p. 570. 
Morrell and Wood, pp. 57, 58. 

Do. 
Mitchell, p. 68; Chalmers, p. 11; Gill, p. 116; Lotter, Jour. Soc. Ohem. Ind. 1895, P• 
· 168; Laucks, p. 46; Andes, p. 129. 

Holde, p. 427, 429; Gill, p. 116; Chalmers, p. 11; Laucks, p. 46; Andes, p. 129; Lotter, 
Jour. Soc. Chern. Ind., 1895, p. 168; Elsdon, p. 182. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 121, 127; Wright and Mitchell, p, 769; Andes, p. 129; Chal
mers, p. 11. 

Do_______________________ Soap making________________ Competes for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils and fats, includ
ing cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn oils, and hydrogenated drying 
oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc., also with domestic tallow. 

Do _______________________ Adulteration ________________ -------------------------------------------------------------------------------- Mitchell, p. 68; Laucks, p. 46; Lotter, Jour. Soc. Ohern. Ind., 1895, p. 168; Gill, p.ll6; 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 572. 

Rape oiL-------------------- Lubrication ___ -------------- Blown rape oil has unique properties for certain specialized uses in compounded Ellis, pp. 396, 397; Holdehpp. 500, 501; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 271j Holde, p. 368; 
lubricants, but could be substituted in part for domestic castor oil. Gill, pp. 119, 120; Wrig t and Mitchell, p. 504; Chalmers, p. 10; Elsaon, pp. 226-230; 

Do·--------------------~- Soap making ________________ Could be used for this purpose and if so it would be competitive with all 
domestic soap-making oils and fats, including tallow, cottonseed, soybean, 
peanut, and corn oils, and hydrogenated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish 
oils, whale oil, etc. 

Do_____________________ Rubber substitutes__________ Could be used for this purpose, and, it so, it would compete with domestic cot
tonseed, corn, and soybean oils. 

Do·---------------------- Edible purposes _____________ Could be used for edible purposes, and, if so, would compete wi~h domestic 
cottonseed, corn, and peanut oils as a salad and cooking oil. 

Do •• --------------------- Illuminant or burning oil. __ ---.-- __ ------------------------ ••• ----------------------------------------- ----· 

Do •• --------------------- Adulteration _____________ ---- ------------------------------------------------------ ---· ----------------------

Rub~~r-seed"oi'C::::::.::::::: ~~~~!~fnsi~!-~~~~~:::::: -i:£P'i6senitil6ooiiii:iie ... rci&iou-<>ii-8ccoiiiitor-its-a:ci<iit":i-is-ainiost-en-tireii-U56ci-

Seal~~~:::::::::::::::::::::: 
Do. ____ ------------------

for soap making. It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic 
soap-making oils and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn 
oils, and hydrogenated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; 
also with domestic tallow. 

Rubber substitutes __________ ------ _______ •• ----- __ - . ---- - ---------------------------------------------------
Paints and varnishes________ Competes with domestic linseed oil-------------------------------------------
Burning oil. ___ ------------- -- __ -_ ------ _ -- _- _ -- __ ----------.-------------------------------------------.---
Soap making________________ Competes for this pw-pose with all domestic soap-making oils and fats, in-

cluding cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils and hydrogenated dry
ing oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with domestic tallow. 

Do _______________________ Edible purposes _____________ Imported hydrogenated seal oil, for this purpose, is in competition not only 
with domestic hydrogenated whale oil, but also with domestic hydrogenated 
vegetahle oils and solid animal fats such as edible tallow, butter, lard, cot
tonseed oil, soybean oil, peanut oil, corn oil, etc. 

sesa~~-O'u=::::::::::::::::::: ~~~t~:~~r~~~~~i-~s_-_-_-:.-:::::: -F"O'iiii8r'iariii'eiitici-ia!<i-stii>8titiiiessesame-oiiwiieil-ily<\fogenaie'd-coiiii>etes-
with domestic hydrogenated oils such as corn, cottonseed, soybean, and 
peanut oils, hydrogenated whale and fish oils; also domestic lard, butter, 
and tallow. As a salad oil, sesame oil competes with the following domestic 
salad oils: Corn, cottonseed, and peanut oils. 

Do.---------------------- Soap making________________ Competes for this purpose with all domestic soap making oils and fats including 
cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn oils, and hydrogenated drying oils such 
as linseed oil, fish 01ls, whale WI, etc., also with domestic tallow. 

Do.---------------------- Adulterant _____ ------------ ________ --------------------- _ ---------------------------------------------------

Do- -.------------•••••• _ _ Rubber substitutes ••••• ________ • _________ -•• ---·-••••••••• ----•• _ •••• --••••••• -••• --------_ ---.---••••••• __ _ 
Sod oiL ________ --------------- Currying leather_----------- ---- - -- _______ ---------- ____ ------------------------ __ ---- ____ ------------------
Soybean oil·------------------ Edible purposes_____________ For margarine and lard substitutes imported soybean oil when hydrogenated 

competes with domestic hydrogenated oils such as corn, cottonseed, soybean, 
and peanut oils, hydrogenated whale and fish oils; also domestic lard, butter, 
and tallow. Hardened domestic soybean oil for this purpose competes with 
such foreign oils and fats as coconut, palm-kernel, hydrogenated whale and 
fish oils, etc. A1> a ~alad oil, imported soybean oil competes with the follow
ing domestic salad oils: Corn, cottonseed, and peanut oils. 

DO----------------------- Soap making ________________ Imported soybean oil competes for this purpose with all domestic soap making 
oils and fats, including cottonseed, peanut, and corn oils, and hydrogenated 
drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with domestic 
tallow. Domestic soybean oil for this purpose competes with foreign soap 
materials, such as coconut, palm, palm-kernel, hydrogenated whale and fish 
oil, etc. 

Andes, p. 94~ Laucks, p. 56. 
Ellis, pp. 396, ;:s97; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 271. 

Ellis, pp. 396, 397; Lewkowitsch, Vol. III, pp. 202-203; Laucks, p, 66; Holde, p. liOO, 
501. 

Hilditch, p. 102; Chalmers, p. 10; Elsdon, pp. 226-230; Andes, p, 92; Laucks, p. 66; 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 264. 

Gill, pp. 119, 120; Holde, p. 368; Wright and Mitchell, p. 504; Chalmers, p. 10; Elsdon, 
pp. 226-230; Andes, p. 94; Lauck!!J p. 56; Hilditch, p. 102, 

Holde, pp. 5()()-501; Lewkowitsch, vol.II, p. 268; Laucks, p.66; Wright and Mitchell, 
'f)_. 507. 

Chalmers, p, 10; Lewkowitsoh, Vol. II, p, 271; Laucks1 p, 66. 
Morrell and Wood, pp. 65, 66. 

Do. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 460-466. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 460-466; Wright and Mitchell, p. 760. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 460-466, 

Do. 
Elsdon, pp. 232-234; Bontaux, Matieres Grasses, 19U, 4194; Siefen. Ztg. 19141 p. 987; 

Andes, p. 86; Myddleton and Barry, P• 143; Holde, p. 368; Laucks, p. 55; Martin, 
Vol. I, p. 11; Wright and Mitchell, P• 540; Hilditch, p. 251; Lewkowltsch, Vol. 
III, pp. 33, 58. 

And~1 p. 86; ~w~owitsoh, Vol. llii pp. 223, 230, 231; Vol, III,. p, 31; Holde, p. 368; 
Gw, p. 118, Wnght and Mltche , pp. 5401 769; Lauoks, p, 65, 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II., pp, 80, 230, 231; Gi111 P• 118; Wright and Mitchell, pp. oM, 
545; Laucks, p. 55. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. III., p. 202, 203; Vol. II., pp. 230, 231. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. III., pp. 429-431; Wright and Mltchellt.J>. 440. 
Elsdon~ p. 193; Morrell and. Wood, p. 61; Chalmers, p. 10; Hilditch, pp. 109, 110, 251; 

LaucKs, pp. 43, 44; Martm, Vol. I, p, 13; Andes, p. 13o: Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 
119; Vol. III, p. 33; Toch, J, S, O, I., 1912, pp. 31, 572; Ellis, u. s. patent No. 
1047013, Dec. 10, 1912. 

Hilditch, pp. 109, 110; Lewkowitsch, Vol, II., p. 119; GilJ, p. 115; Chalmers, p. 10; 
Laucks, pp. 43, 44; Martin, Vol. I., p. 13. · 



Condensed summarv concerning interchangeabilitv of oils and fats-Continued 
PART I. OILS AND FATS MENTIONED SPECIFICALLY IN TARIFF BILL-Continued 

Oils and fats mentioned spe
cifically in tari1f bill (H. R. 
2667) 

Uses 
I 

Possible substitution or interchangeability 

Boyl:ean oil................... Candle making •••. --------- --------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Do. __ -------------------- Paints and varnishes........ Competes with domestic linseed oiL •• ---------------------------------------

Do. ____ ------------------ Rubber substitutes •••• ----- ·--- --.------------------------.------------------------------------------------Sunfl9wer oil _________________ Edible purposes ..••••••••••• For margarine and lard substitutes sunflower oil when hydrogenated, would 
be competitive with domestic hydrogenated oils such as corn, cottonseed, 
soybean, and peanut oils, hydrogenated whale and fish oils; also domestic 
lard, butter, and tallow. As J3. salad oil, sunflower oil competes with the 
following domestic salad oils: Corn, cottonseed and peanut oils. 

Do.--------------·-··--·- Soap making •• ·---··------_ It would be competitive for this purpose with ;Ji domestic soap-making oils 
and fats including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc., also with do
mestic tallow. 

Do ••• -----------------·-- Candle making ... ---------- -·----------·---------------····-----------------------------------------------
Do .•• -------------.------ Illuminant or burning oiL •• ---------------------------.------------------------------ •--- -----------------
Do ••• -------------------- Adulteration .• -------------- ---------------------------------- ------------------------------------------ - ---Tallow _______________________ Edible purposes ____________ For margarine and lard substitutes, domestic edible tallow is in competition 

with foreign fats and hydrogenated oils such as coconut oil, palm-kernel, 
palm

1 
hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, peanut, fish, and whale oils, 

etc.; Jmported edible tallow would be competitive not only with a similar 
domestic product but also with domestic butter, lard, and domestic hardened 
oils such as hydrogenated cottonseed, soybean, peanut, corn, fish, and whale 
oils. 

Do ..•..• ---·-------------- Soap making................ Imv.orted tallow is competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making 
oils and fats including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and 
hydrogenated drying oils such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; do
mestic tallow is in competition for this purpose with foreign oils and fats 
such as coconut, palm, palm-kernel, hydrogenated whale and fish oils, etc. 

Do._.------------------__ Candle making ______________ -------------------------------------------------- •• ----------------------------

Do ••• _ ------------------- Lubrication.---------------- ----.------------------------- -----•. --------------------.---------------------. 

Tung oiL-------------------- Paipts and varnishes ________ Among drying oils, tung oil is unique in composition and imparts waterproof 
properties to paints and varnishes. Linseed and other high-class drying 
oils could be in part or wholly substituted by tung, if it were available. 

Do ..• -------------------· Ink .. ____ .------------------ ______ . ------------------------------------------------------------.---.--- •. ---
Whale oiL------·------------ Edible purposes.____________ For margarine and lard substitutes, domestic whale oil is in competition with 

foreign hydrogenated vegetable and animal oils, such as seal oil, edible tallow, 
coconut oil, palm-kernel oil, soybean oil, sesame, cottonseed oil, peanut oil, 
etc.; imported hydrogenated whale oil, for this purpose is in competition not 
only with domestic whale oil but also with domestic hydrogenated vegetable 
oils and solid animal fats, such as edible tallow, butter, lard, cottonseed oil, 
soybean oil, peanut oil, corn oil, etc. 

Do _______________________ Soap making ________________ Imported whale oil competes for this purpose with all domestic soap making 
oils and fats including tallow, cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn olls, and 
hydrogenated drying oils such as linseed oil, fish oils, etc.; domestic whale 
oil is in competition for this purpose with foreign oils and fats, such as coconut, 
palm, palm-kernel, hydrogenated whale and fish oils, etc. 

~g::: :::::::::::::::::::: £~~J~~~-~~e_e_l~== :::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::-:::::::::: 
Do ••• -------------------- Leather dressing •• _--------- --------------------------------------------------------------------------------

~g: = =: ::::::::::::::::::: ~!ftift:~~t~~ ~-~~~~~~-~~:: :: : = :::::::::::::::::::: ==: :::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::::::::::: 
Do. __ -------------------- Candle making ______ ------ __ ----- _ -------------- -----------------------------------------·------ ------------

Authorities cited 

Andes, p. 135; Hilditch, p. 109, 110. 
Holde, p. 427; Toch, P- 229; Elsdon, p. 193; Holde, p. 485; Laucks, pp. 43, 44; MorreU 

and Wood, p. 63; Gill. p. 115; Martin, Vol. I, P- 13; Andes, p. 135. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. III, pp. 202, 203; Gill, p. 115. 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 576; Mitchellt..P· 70; Gill, p. 116; La~cks, p. 47; Chalmers, 

p. 10; Lewkowitsch~_yol. III, p. 37; .l!<lsdon, p. 185; Lewkow1tsch, Vol. II, pp. 136-
140; Elsdon, p. 186; wright and Mitchell, p. 577; Martin, p. 61; Andes, p. 132. 

Ohalmers, p. 10; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 136-140; Martin, Vol. I, p. 12; Andes, p. 132; 
Laucks, p. 47; Gill, p. 116. 

Chalmers, p. 10. 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 576; Gill, p. 116. 
Gill, p. 116; Elsdon, p. 186; Wright and Mitchell, p. 577. 
Hilditch, p. 117; Myddleton and Barrr.~ p. 143; Elsdon, p. 357; Mitchell, p. 73; Fryer 

and Weston, p. 171; Lewkowitsch, vol. II, pp. 764, 765-780; Andes, Animal Fats 
and Oils, p. 180. 

Hilditch, I?· 117; Lamborn, pp. 37, 40; Mitchell, p. 73; Fryer and Weston, p. 171; 
Lewkow1tsch, Vol. II, pp. 781-787; Wright and Mitchell, p. 769. 

Mitchellt p. 73; Fryer and Weston, p. 171; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 781-787; Andes, 
Animru Fats and Oils, p. 180. 

Fryer and Weston, p. 171; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 780; Andes, Animal Fats and 
Oils, p. 180. 

W;:ight and Mitchell.:. pp. 5n, 680, 681; Laucks, p. 39; Morrell and Wood, p, 54; 
'Lewkowitsch, Vol. 11, p. 78. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 83; Lauoks, p. 39. 
Myddleton and Barryi p. 41; Ellis, p. 337, 339; Laucks, pp. 81, 82; Elsdon, p. 475; 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. I , p. 474. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 474; Garth (Seifen. Ztg. 1912), p. 1278; Ellis, pp. 362, 396, 
397; Lauoks, pp. 81, 82; Wright and Mitchell, p. 768; Ellis, p. 360; Schuck, Soap 
Gazette and Perfumer, 1914, p. 419. 

Myddleton and Barry, p. 41; Lewkowitsch Vol. II, p. 474. 
Gill, p. 142; Myddleton and Barry, p. 41; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 474; Laucks, pp. 

81, 82; Ellis, pp. 396, 397. 
Gill, p. 142; Myddleton and Barry, p. 41; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 474; Laucks, 

pp. 81, 82. 
Gill, p. 142; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 474. 
Lewkowitsch Vol. II, p. 474. 
Ellis, p. 381; SeHen. Ztg. (1914), p. 263. 

PART II. OILS AND FATS NOT MENTIONED SPECIFICALLY BUT ENTITLED TO ENTRY UNDER BASKET CLAUSES OF TARIFF BU.L (H. R. 2667) 

Oils and fats not mentioned 
specifically but entitled to 
entry under basket clauses 
of tarill bill (H. R. 2667) 

Aouara oil (tucum oil) and 
aouara-kernel oil. 

Uses 

Edible purposes ____________ _ 

Do·---------------------- Soap making _______________ _ 

Possible substitution or interchangeability 

For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic oils 
and fats such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut oils, 
butter edible tallow, lard, edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Authorities cited 

Lewkowitscb, Vol. II, p. 544, 625. 

See under "Palm-kernel oil." 



Apricot-kernel oiL •••••••••••• Edible purposes_____________ Competitive with almond, peach-kernel, cherry-kernel, plum-kernel, and · Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 291; Elsdon, pp. 262-256. 
olive oils; also with refined seed oils such as cottonseed, corn, soybean, sesame, 
and peanut oils for salad oil and as a cooking oil; also, if hydrogenated, it 
would be competitive with butter and lard. 

Do.---------------------- Pharmaceutical uses .••• ----- _____________________ ------- ___ -------------- _______ ------------ __________ ---- __ Andes, p. 65. 
Do ______________________ -- Adulterant ___ ._---- ____ ----- ___________ ______ ---------- ________ • ____ -------------- _____ -------. _______ ------ Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 291. 

Atta-seed oiL________________ Edible purposes_____________ For margarine and lard substitutes atta-seed oil would be competitive with Elsdon, p. 346. 
domestic oils and fats, such as edible tallow, butter, lard; and hydrogenated 
cottonseed oil, peanut oil, soybean oil, corn oil, etc. 

Babassu kernel oil ____________ .•.•. do_______________________ For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic Hilditch, pp. 259, 260. 
oils and fats such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut 

Do.---------------------- soap making________________ It 
0~~~Jl~!rco~:~fi;i~~~'fo/~h1s ~~~~s~;'~~te!J1t~~!;!tr~~o:p~~~~t~& ~t's See under "Palm-kernel oil/! 
and fats including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro· 
genated drying oils such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Bao~a~rai::::::::::::::::::: ~~f~~~~~o~~~:~~~~-e!_~~= ·w-lieD.-il:Vd.rog-enateci-ii-woilid.--1la-coiD.i>-etitiv6-wiili-<ioilie5'tic-1Jliiier:-iard.:· An~e~: p. 185. 
hydrogenated peanut, corn, whale, fish, cottonseed, and soybean oils. 

Do.------------···------- Soap making________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with domestic oils and fats, both 
vegetable and animal, such as lard, tallow, hardened whale, fish, soybean, 

Do. 

Bassia tallow (galam butter, 
munga oil, mohua fat, etc.) 

peanut, cottonseed, and corn oils. 
Edible purposes _____________ For margarine and lard substitutes it would be competitive with domestic oils Mitchell, p. 72; Andes, p.l72; Wright and Mitchell, p. 602, 

and fats sucn as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybeanhand peanut oils, 

Do.---------------------- Soap making _______________ _ 
butter edible tallow, lard, edible hydrogenated fish and w ale oils, etc. 

It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils Andes, p. 172; Wright and Mitchell, p. 602. 
and fats, including cottonsoed1 soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro-
genated drying oils such as hnseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do. Do·-----·---··-·--------- Candle making •••••••••••••• It would be competitive for this purpose with domestic tallow and other hard 
fats. 

Ben oiL---·------------------ Edible purposes_____________ As a salad oil it would be competitive with domestic oils such as olive1 cotton· Lewkowitsch, Vol. II., pp. 381-384. 
seed, corn, peanut. soybean, etc. For margarine and lard subst1tutes it 
would be competitive, when hydrogenated, with domestic oils and fats 
such as butter, edible tallow, lard, hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, 
and peanut oils, edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do.--------------·----·-- Soap making ________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc. 

Do-.------._------------- Lubricant .. -----------·-- ••• --------------.-----------------------------------------------------------------Borneo tallow (illipe fat) ______ Edible purposes _____________ For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic 
oils and fats such as butter, edible tallow, lard, hydrogenated cottonseed, 
corn, soybean, and peanut oils, edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do·---------------------- Soap making ________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestie soap-making oils 

Do. 

Do. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 617; Hilditch, p, 96; Wright and Mitchell, p; 603; Mitchell; 

p. 74; Wright and Mitchell, p. 603. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 617; Wright and Mitchell, p. 603. 

· and fats including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro· 
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do----·---------------·-- Candle making ____ -------- _____________ -- _____ ------------ ___ _ • -- --- .. ___ . __ . ________ • -------- _____ • ____ • __ Do. 
Brazil-nut oiL-------------- Edible purposes_____________ As a salad oil it would be competitive with domestic oils, such as olive, cotton- Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 242-244; Elsdon, p. 198; Andes, P• 102, 

seed corn, peanut, soybean, etc. For margarine and lard substitutes it 
wocld be competitive, when hardened, with domestic oils and fats such as 
butter, edible tallow, lard, hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and 
peanut oils, edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do-------------·-··------ Soap making ________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 242-244; Andes, p. 102. 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro-
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do.---------------------- Burning oiL_----------·--·- ----------------------------- ---------------------------------- ----------------- Andes, p. 102. 
Brazilian palm oils and palm- Edible purposes_____________ For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic See under" Palm-kernel oiL'~ 

kernel oils. oils and fats such as hydrogenated cottonseed. corn, soybean, and peanut 
oils, butter, edible tallow, lard, edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do.--------·-···----·---- Soap making________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils such as linseed oil, fu!h oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do .• ------------·-------- Same uses as palm-kernel oil .• --------------------------------------------------------------------------------Cacao butter _________________ Edible purposes (especially Could be used a~ cooking fat and margarine fat, but at the present time the 
confectionery)_____________ price is prohibitive as compared with other available materials. 

Do •• --------------------- Soap making.-------------- Could be used for soap making but price is prohibitive at present as compared 
with other available materials. · 

Do ••• ------ •••• --·--··--- Pharmaceutical uses •• ---- __ ----. ___ ----------- •. --- •• ---------------------------- ·-----·--·-------------·--

Candlenut oil or bankul oiL.. Paints and varnishes________ It would be competitive for this purpose with domestic oils, such as linseed, soy
bean, tung, safflower, walnut, menhaden. 

Do.---------------------- Soap making________________ When hydrogenated it would be competitive for this purpose with domestic oils, 
such as cottonseed, olive and peanut oils, and hydrogenated fish and whale 
oils; also with domestic tallow. 

Do---------------------__ Adulteration .• __ ------ ____________ . _ -------------- ___ --- ________ .• ________________ •• _______________ ------- __ 
Cherry-kernel oiL------------ Edible purposes and phar- Competitive with almond, peach-kernel, apricot-kernel, plum-kernel, and olive 

maceuticaJ uses. oils; also with refined seed oils, such as cottonseed, corn, soybean, sesame, pea
nut, for salad dressing and as a cooking oil; also if hydrogenated, it would be 
competitive with butter and lard. 

Do __ --------------------- Soap making __________ .----- ____ -------------------------- ______ ----------------------------------------- __ _ 
Do._--------------------- Burning oil or illuminant. _. --------------------------------------------------------------------------------Do .• _.--- •••• -------.____ Adulterant .• _. ___ ._. ___ ._. ______ ------------------ __ ---------- ________________ • ______________ ---------------

Do. 

Do. 
Hilditch, pp. 259, 260; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 601-604; Mitchell, p. 76; Martin, 

p. 129; Elsdon, pp. 304, 305; Chalmers, p. 9; Laucks, pp. 87, 88. 
Chalmers, p. 9; Andes, p. 155. 

Elsdon, pp. 304, 305; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 601, 604; Martin, p. 129; Chalmers1 
p. 9; Andes, p. 155; Laucks, p. 87, 88. 

Wright and Mitchell p. 46f; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 89; Toch, pp. 223, 224; Andes, 
p. 110; Andes, pp. 111-113; Elsdon, p. 168; Laucks, p, 40. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 89; Laucks, p. 40; Lewkowitsch, Vol. ll, p. 90; Wright and 
Mitchell, p. 466. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 4.66; Laucks, p. 4.0; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 89. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 286; Andes, p. 57. 

Andes, p. 57; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 286. 
Do. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 470. 

.I 



Condensed summary conctrning interchangeability of oils and fats-Continued 
PART II. OILS AND FATS NOT MENTIONED SPECIFICALLY BUT ENTITLED TO ENTRY UNDER BASKET CLAUSES OF TARIFF BILL (H. R. 2667)-Continued 

Oils and fats not mentioned 
specifically but entitled to 
entry under basket clauses 
of tariff bill (H. R. 26'67) 

Uses Possible substitution or interchangeability 

Chinese vegetable tallow----- Soap making ________________ Competes for this purpose with all domestic soa:r.-making oils and fats, includ-

-----------------------------------
Authorities cited 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 609; Laucks, pp. 88, 89; Andes, p, 176; Elsdon, p. 299; 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 609; Hilditch, p. 96. ing cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn o1ls, and hydrogenated drying 

oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with domestic tallow. 
Do _______________________ Candle making ______________ Competitive for this purpose with domestic tallow and other hard fats-------- Holde, p. 440; Laucks, pp, 88, 89; Andes, p.176; Elsdon, p. 299; Wright and Mitchell, 

se~·!~~/~fi,d~f:k~r!l· oil." Cokerite-kernel oiL__________ Edible purposes (see palm
kernel oil). 

Edible purposes, for margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive 
with domestic oils and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, cornt soybean, 
and peanut oils; butter, edible tallow, lard; edible hydrogenatea :fish and 
whale oils, etc. 

Do----------------------- Soap making ________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Cohune oil and babassu fat... Edible purposes (same as For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic 
palm-kernel oil). oils and fats such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut 

oils; butter, edible tallow, lard; edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 
Soap making________________ Competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils and fats in

cluding cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydrogenated dry
ing oils, such as linseerl oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with domestic tallow. 

Corn oil·--------------------- Edible purposes ••••••••••••• Imported corn oil would compete with domestic butter and lard when used 
for manufacture of butter and lard substitutes; it would also compete with 
domestic corn oil. For butter substitutes and lard substitutes1 foreign oils 
such as coconut oil, palm-kernel oil, and similar solid vegetable tats from the 
Far East a:qd Africa compete with domestic corn oil. For salad oils, such 
foreign oils as poppy seed, rape, kapok, and sesame would be competitive 
with domestic corn oil; imports of peanut1 sunflower, soybean, and olive 
oils would also be competitive with domestic corn oil for this purpose. Im
ported corn oil, for salad oil, would compete also with domestic cottonseed, 
soybean, and P.eanut oils, etc. 

Do •• --------·----------- soap making________________ D~:~~; ~ir~~g~ ~~~~e;~Jo~';d~~~~~~~s~=a1~f;~~~ :gst~~~ 

Do .•• -------------------
Do .••• ------------------
Do ••• -------------------
Do .. _--------------------

Coumon oil, Batava oil, or 
Patava oil. 

Do._--------------------· 

Uquid and solid vegetable oils and fats, including coconut, palm-kernel, 
soybean, rape and mustard oils, etc. Imported corn oil JVOuld also be com
petitive for this purpo;>e with domestic oils and fats, 'both vegetable and 
animalJ such as lard, tallow, hardened fish oils, soybean, peanut, and cotton
seed ol s, etc. 

Rubber substitutes___ _______ Competitive for this purpose with castor oil, fish oil, linseed oil, etc. __________ _ 
Paints and varnishes .. ______ -----·--------------------------------------------------------------------•• ---. 
llluminant or burning oiL •.• ----------------------------------------------------------------------------.---
Adulteration. ____ ._ ••••••• _. --- ------------------------------- ------------------- -------------- ---- -----. --
Used as a salad oil (see also It would be competitive witi;J domestic salad oils, such as cottonseed, corn, 

Brazilian palm oils) soybean and peanut oils. 
Soap making________________ If available it would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap

making oils and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, 
:~ ~ft<f:'~~:~~ ~lfo: oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oils, etc.; 

Coyal palm oil (Muriti fat)___ Edible purposes (same as 
palm-kernel and coconut 
oil). 

For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic 
oils and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut 
oils; butter, edible tallow; lard; edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc . . 

It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils and 
fats including cottonseed, soybeanhpeanut and corn oils, and hydrogenated 
drying oils such as linseed oil, fls oils, whale oil, etc., also with domestic 

Do._----------·---------- Soap making _______________ _ 

Curcas oil (J atbropa oil, purg
lngnut oil). 
Do. __ ----- ------- --------
Do. _____ -----------------

Dika fat group (Dika fatz 
Dika oil, Oba oil, wila 
mango oil). 

tallow. 
___ •• do ____________ •• ________ ••••• do ••• _ ••• - ---------------------------------------------•• ----- _________ ... 

lliuminant or burning oil._. -------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Medicinal purposes._----~-- __ ---------------------------------------------------------------------------.--
Soap making________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 

and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do. __ -------------------- Candle making._----------- ------------------ -----------------------------------------------------------·--
Do. ___ --------.__________ Edible purposes _____________ --------------------------------------------------------------------------.-----

Dodder oil or cameline oil .•• -- ••.•. do ._-------------------- --------------------------------------------------------------~-----------------Do ..• ____________________ Soap making ________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, :fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do_. _________ ------------ Burning oiL._. ______ ---- _________ • --.---.-------------------------------------.--- ••••• --------------------
Do. __ -------------------- Adulteration. ___ .--------. ___ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Grape seed oil................ Edible purposes _____________ Imported grape-seed oil could be refined and used for edible purposes and if so 
would compete with domestic corn, cottonseed, and peanut oils as a salad oil; 
when hydrogenated it would compete with the domestic hydrogenated 
animal and vegetable oils such as whale, fish, cottonseed, corn, peanut; 
also edible tallow, butter, and lard. 

Do ..••• __ •••••••••••••• __ Burning oil._ •••••••••••••••• ----- ________ ---- ••• --------- __ ------------------------------------------------

Do. 

See under "Palm-kernel oil." 

Do. 

Myddleton and Barry, p. 143; ,Lewkowitsch, Vol. III, PP: 36, 37, Vol. lit pp. 177, 178; 
Laucks, pp. 47, 48; Lewkow1tsch, Vol. III, p. 58; Hilditch, p. 251; Mttchell, p. 65; 
Elsdon, p. 204. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. I~, ~p. 177, 178; Laucks, pp. 47, 48; Gill, p. 117; Ellis, pp. 382,383; 
Lamborn, p. 70, Hilditch, p. 106. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. III, pp. ~2, 203. 
Lambori!, p. 71; Gill, p. 117; Laucks,~.P.P· 47, 48; Elsdon, p. 206. 
LewkoWJtsch, Vol. II, pp. 177, 178; wll, p. 117. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 177, 178; Gill, p. 117. 
See Palm-kernel oil, Brazilian palm oils. 

Do. 

See under "Palm-kernel and coconut oil.'~ 

Do. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 514; Andes, p. 101; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 241. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 241; Wright and Mitchell, p. 514; Andes, p. 101. 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 514; Andes, p. 10L 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 672. 

Do. 
Do. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 143; Wright and Mitchell, p. 521. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 143; Andes, p. 137; Wright and Mitchell, p. 521. 

Andes, p . 137. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 143; Andes, p, 137; Wright and Mitchell, p. 521. 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 516; Andes, p, 68; Elsdon, p. 241. 

Andes, p. 68; Wright and Mitchell, p. 516. 



Do _______________________ Soap making __ ______________ It would compete for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils and fats 
including cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn oils, and hydrogenated 
drying oils such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc., also with domestic 
tallow. 

Do._--------------------- Turkey-red oil __ --------·--- --------- ----- --------------- --------------------------------------- -------- ___ _ Do _______________________ Paints and varnishes ________ Imported grapeseed oil would compete for this purpose with domestic soybean 
oil. 

Hazelnut oiL---------------- Edible purposes_____________ Imported hazelnut oil could be refined and used for edible purposes and if so 
would compete with domestic corn, cottonseed, and peanut oils as a salad 
oil; when hydrogenated it would compete with domestic hydrogenated ani
mal and vegetable oils such as whale, fish, cottonseed, corn, peanut; also 
edible tallow, butter, and lard. 

DO----------------------- Soap making •••••••••••••••• It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut and corn oils, and hydro-

Do •• ------····-··-------
Do._·-------------------
Do._--------- ------------

lllipe butter (Illipe tallow) ___ _ 

~~:!:gc~~~!.oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 

Lubrication ••• __ -----·- ••• -- -.--- •• --· -----.-- •••••••• ------------.-----------------------------------------
Burning oiL_ ••••••• -----._- ----- ____ --------- __ -------.----------------------------------------------------
Adulteration ____ -·---------- ---------------------------------------------- --·- -- ----------------------------
Edible purposes_____________ For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic 

oils and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn soybean, and peanut 
oils; butter, edible tallow; lard; edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do.---------------------- Soap making ________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all d,omestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do._--------·------------- Candle making __ ._--------- ------ --------------- ---------------------------- ------------------------------. 
Lallemantia oil _______________ Paints and varnishes, lino- Would compete with linseed and soybean oils.---- ----------------------------

Do._---·----------------
Do._ ----·----------------
Do. ____ __ ----------------

Luffa (Loofa) seed oiL ••••••. 

leui_ll an~ oilcloth. . 
Burn1ng 01L __ -------- ______ -------------------------------------------.------------------------------------Edible purposes (locally) ______ ________ __________ ____________ ____________ ___________ _ •. ----- ____ --- -------·-· 
Soap making. ____ .--------- Would compete with linseed and soybean oiL.------------···-- ------------·· 
Edible purposes _____________ For margarine and lard substitutes it would be competitive when hardened 

with domestic butter, lard, hydrogenated peanut, corn, cottonseed, fish, 
whale, and soybean oils. 

Do·--·---------~--------- Soap making. _______________ Imported luffa seed oil would be competitive for this purpose w'ith domestic 
soap oils and rats, both vegetable and animal, such as lard, tallow, hardened 
fish, whale,· soybean, peanut1 cottonseed, and corn oils, etc. 

Macassar oil (Kusum oil)----- Edible purposes _____________ For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic 
oils and fats such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut 
oils; butter, edible tallow, lard, edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do·---------------------- Soap making ________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with do
mestic tallow. 

Do-.--------------------- Burning oil. ___ -------_--·-_ ------------- ___ ---- _ ------ _______ ----- ____ -------- __ ··--- .••••• ------- ••• _. ___ _ 
Do __ --------------------- Illuminant.. -- ----··-· ------ ---------------- ---------------------------------- ----- ------------------------ _ 
Do.---------------------- Medicinal purposes •• ------- -------- ------------------------ _ ------------------- -·- ----------------- -- ----- _ Madia oiL ___________________ Edible purposes ___ _________ _ For margarine and lard substitutes madia oil when hydrogenated would be 

competitive with domestic hydrogenated oils, such as corni cottonseed, soy
bean, and peanut oils, hydrogenated whale and fish oils; a so domestic lard 
butter, and tallow. As a salad oil, madia oil would bo competitive with the 
following domestic salad oils: Corn, cottonseed, and peanut oils. 

Do .• --------------------- Burning oiL---------·------ ------ ·-- ------------------------------------------- ----- ----------- ---- --------Do •.•••••••••••• ~-------- Soap making ________________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; al(:O with 
domestic tallow. 

Do.---------------------- Lubrication _______ ------·--- ________ -------- ____ --·---------···---------- ---·-------------------------------

Ma.f~r~- iac.~::::::::::::::::: ~~~e ~~i~~-s-~~~-o-~~~-~~1::: -it-wciuici-i>e-oompetitive-fciiiiiis-i>uipose-v/iiiiaii.cioille.~fic-soa'P-iiiiikiili-<>us-
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do.- ----- ------ ____ ------ Candle making_·----~------- ----------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------Malabar tallow (piney Soap making _____ ___________ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
tallow). and fats, including cottonseed1 soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro

genated drying oils, such as linseed· oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc., also with 
domestic tallow. 

Do.·--·---·-------------- Edible purposes (lorally) ___ For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic 
oils and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and P.eanut 

Do._--------------------
Do._-----··--------------

Manketti oil (sa.nga-sanga oil 
or n'sana oil). 

oils; butter, edible tallow, lard, edible hydrogenated fish and whale o1ls, etc. 
llluminant. .. ____ ----- -----· ______ -------- _____________ ------- ___ ------ _________________ -----··· __ ------ ___ _ 
Candle making. ___ --------- -----· ---------------------------------------------------------------------- -·--
Paints and varnishes________ It would be competitive with domestic linseed oil·----------------------------

Do.---------------------- Soap making _______________ _ It would be competitive for this pw·pose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with do· 
mestic tallow. 

Margosao!L _________________ Edible purpos~s------------- For margarine and lard substitutes it would be competitive with domestic oils 
and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut oils; 
butter, edible tallow, lard, edible hydrogenated. fish and whale oils, etc. 

Andes, p. 68. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 516. 

Andes, p, 60. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 4.80; Andes, p, 60. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 480; Andes, p. 60, 
Do 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 480. 
Hilditch, p. 259-260. 

r 

Holde, p. 44.0; Hilditch, pp. 96, 97. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 86, 87; Elsdon, p. 170; Wright and Mitchell, p. 551; 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 86, 87. 
Elsdon, p. liO; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 86, 87. 

Andes, p. 102. 

Andes, p. 191; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 564, 566. 

Andes, p. 191. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 564-566. 
Andes, p. 191; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 564-566. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. li, p. 148; Elsdon, p. 176; Wright and Mitchell, p; 534, 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 14.8; Wright and Mitchetl, p. 534. 
Do. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 534. 

Andes, p. 192; Wright and Mitchell, p. 622. 

Andes, p. 192. 
Wright and Mitchell, p 630. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 589-591; Elsdon, p. 290. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 630. 
Holde, p. 440. 
Holde, p, 429; Andes, pp. 144, 145. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. III, p. 58. 



Condensed &ummarv concerning interchangeability of oils and fats-Continued 
PART II. OILS AND FATS NOT MENTIONED SPECIFICALLY BUT ENTITLED TO ENTRY UNDER BASKET CLAUSES OF TARIFF BILL (H. R. 2667)-Qontinued 

Oils and fats not mentioned 
specifically but entitled to 
entry under basket clauses 
of tariff bill (H. R. 2667) 

Uses Possible substitution or interchangeability 

Margosa oil •••••••••• ._....... Soap making................ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with do
mestic tallow. 

Maripa fat ••••••• ------------ Edible purposes............. For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic oils 
and fats such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut oils; 
butter, edible tallow, lard; edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Soap making .••••••••••••••. It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydrogen
ated drying oils such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with domestic 
tallow. 

Do. __ .. ---------.-------- Pharmaceutical uses ••••••••• -----.----- __ -- __ -- _ •. _______ --- ___ • __ -- _. _ ------- _ -- _ --- •.• ----- __ • ___ . ______ •• 
Mellon-seed oil (watermelon, Edible purposes ...•••••••••• For margarine and lard substitutes, imported hardened melon-seed oil (water-

sale, ikpan, senat). melon, sele, ikpan, senat) would compete with domestic butter, lard, hydro
genated peanut, corn, whale, fish, cottonseed, and soybean oils. 

Do. __ -----·-----------·-- Soap making •••••••••••••••• Imported hardened melon-seed oil (watermelon, sele, ikpan, senat) would be 
competitive for this purpose with domestic soap oils and fats, both vegetable 
and animal, such as lard, tallow, hardened fish, whale, cottonseed, soybean, 
peanut, corn oils, etc. 

Mowrah-seed oil (mohwrah Edible purposes .•••••••••••• For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic 
butter, mahua butter). oils and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut 

oils; butter, edible tallow, lard, edible hydrogenated fish, and whale oils, 
etc. 

Do .••.••••••••••••••••••• Soap making .•••••••••••••.. It would compete for this purpose with all domestic soaP.·making oils and fats, 
including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydrogenated 
drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with domestic 
tallow. 

Do .•••• ---------- ••••••• - Candle making .••••••••••••• -------------------- •• ---·· ------------------------ •••• ---------. _ •• ---------- __ 

Mustard -seed oil (Indian, 
white, black). 

Edible purposes.------------ Could be used for edible purposes, and if so, would compote with domestic cot
tonseed, corn and peanut oils as a salad and cooking oil. Do _____________________ -- Soap making _______________ _ Could be used for this purpose, and if so, it would be competitive with all 
domestic soap-making oils and fats1 including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, 
and corn oils, and hr,drogenated arying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, 
whale oil, etc., also w1th domestic tallow. 

Do ______ --······-·····-.. Burning oil. ___ ••••• -------- ---·-·. ------------------------- •• -----.------ -·-- ------------------------------
N' Gart oil .• ---------------.. Edible purposes ___ -------. __ ---- __ --------- _ --.-------- _-- -------------- _________ ----- __________ ---------- •. 

Do_______________________ Paints and varnishes________ It would be competitive with domestic linseed and menhaden oils ______________ _ 
Do.---------------------- Soap making________________ When hydrogenated it would be competitive with the domestic oils and fats 

yielding hard soaps, such as tallow, cottonseed, olive, peanut, hydrogenated 
fish and whale oils, and for soft soaps it would be competitive with domestic 
drying oils, such as linseed, soybean, menhaden, herring, etc. 

Nigerseed oiL .••••••••••••••• Edible purposes ..••••••••••• For margarine and lard substitutes nigerseed oil when hydrogenated would be 
competitive with domestic hydrogenated oils, such as corn, cottonseed, soy
bean, and peanut oils, hydrogenated whale and fish oils; also domestic lard, 
butter and tallow. As a salad oil, nigerseed oil would be competitive with 
the following domestic salad oils: Corn, cottonseed, and peanut oils. 

Do....................... Soap making................ It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils and 
fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydrogenated 
drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with domestic 

Do.------------------- __ _ 
Do. ____ ------------------

Oiticica fat.------------------
Do __ --------------------
Do. __ ---·····--····-·----

Paraguay palm-nut oil (mo
caya oil, mocaya butter, 

tallow. 
Paints and varnishes ________ ••• _. _. ----------.-----------.-------------------- ••••• __ •• ---------.-----------Lubrication. _______ -------- __________ ----. __ . __ --. _. _ •• - _. --.----- •• _ ----- ________________________________ _ 
Paints and varnishes •••••••• It would be competitive with domestic linseed, and menhaden oils ___________ _ 
Linoleum ___________________ It would be competitive with domestic menhaden oil for this purpose ________ _ 
Soap making________________ When hydrogenated, it would be competitive with domestic oils and fats 

yielding hard soaps such as tallow, cottonseed, olive, peanut, hydrogenated 
fish and whale oils; and for soft soaps, it would be competitive with domestic 
drying oils such as linseed, soybean, menhaden, herring1 etc. 

Edible purposes............. For margarine and lard substitutes, it would be competitive with domestic 
oils and fats such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut oils, 

mocaja butter). 
Do. __ -------------------- Soap making •••••••••••••••. 

butter edible tallow,lard, edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 
It would be competitive for this PQrposo with all domestic soap-making oils 

and fats including cottonseed1 soybean, peanut and corn oils, and hydro
~~~:~gcd~~~~~.oils such as hnseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 

Peach-kernel oiL _____________ Edible and pharmaceutical 
purposes. 

It would be competitive with almond, plum kernel, cherry kernel, apricot 
kernel, and olive oils; also with refined seed oils, such as cottonseed, corn, 
soybean, sesame, and peanut oils for salad oil, and as a cooking oil; also, when 
hydrogenated, with butter and lard. 

Do. ______ --------------__ Adulteration .. _______________________ ---· _ -------------.------------------- ________________________________ _ 
Plum-kernel oiL ••••••••••••• Edible purposes and phar- It would be competitive with almond, peach kernel, cherry kernel, apricot 

maceutical purposes. kernel, and olive oils; also with refined seed oils, such as cottonseed, corn, 
soybean, sesame, and peanut oils for salad oil, and as a cooking oil; also, 
when hydrogenated, with butter and lard. 

Authorities cited 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 624; Wright and Mitchell, p. 623, 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 624. 
Elsdon, p. 191; Andes, p. 105. 

Andes, p. 105. · 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. III, p. 58; Fryer and Weston, Vol. I, p. 150; Wright and Mitchell, 
p. 602; Hilditch, p. 97. 

• 
Fryer and Weston, Vol. I, p. 150; Wright and Mitchell, p. 602; Hilditch, p. 97. 

Fryer !'-nd Weston..! Vol. I, p. 150; Wright and Mitchell, p. 602; Hilditch, p. 97; Lew
kowltsch, Vol. I1, pp. 528-530. 

Andes, p. 96; Elsdon, pp. 207, 208. 

Chalmers, p. 10; Holde, p. 368. 

Holde, p. 368; Andes, p. 96; Elsdon, pp. 207, 208. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 72; Elsdon, p. 178; Andes, p. 141. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. IT, p. 72; Andes, p.132, 141; Elsdon, p.178. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 72; Elsdon, p.178. 

Jour. Soc. Chem. 1905, p. 358; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 136; Andes, pp. 137, 138; 
Elsdon, pp. 178, 179. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p 136; Andes, PP: 137, 138. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 136, 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 569; Andes, p. 121. 
Do. 

Elsdon, pp. 351, 352; Laucks, p. 89. 

L~ucks, p. 89; Elsdon, pp. 35~, 352. 

Elsdon, pp. 252-256; Andes, p. 56. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 292-295. 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 497; Andes, p. 57. 



Do .• -._--._......... ..... Adulteration ••••••••• _ •• _. ____ • _. _. __ • __ •••• __ •• _________________ • __________________ ••• _ •• _____ • __ • ______ •• _ 
Do •• ···-·----_----------- As a burning oiL ______ ------ •••. _________ . -------- _______ •••. ____ •••. _____ .• _ . • __ -------- •• ---- ---- .••. ____ _ 

Poli oiL •••••••••••••••••••••• Edible purposes ..••••••••••• For margarine and lard substitutes poli oil, when hydrogenated, would be 
competitive with domestic hydrogenated oils, such as corn, cottonseed, 
soybean, and peanut oils, hydrogenated whale and fish oils; also domestic 
lard, butter, and tallow. As a salad oil, it would be competitive with the 
following domestic salad oils: Corn, cottonseed, and peanut oils. 

Do....................... Soap making................ It would be competitive, if imported, for this purpose with all domestic soap 
making oils and fats including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, 
and hydrogenated drying oils such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; 
also with domestic tallow. 

Do _______________________ Paints and varnishes ••••••.. It would be competitive, if imported, with domestic linseed oil. 
Purnpkin·seed oiL .•.••••••••• Edible purposes............. For margarine and lard substitutes, foreign pumpkin-seed oil, when hydrog

enated, would be competitive with domestic fats and domestic hydrogenated 
oils such as lard, butter, tallow and hydrogenated corn, cottonseed, soybean, 
peanut, whale, and fish oils. As a salad oil, foreign pumpkin-seed oil woula 
be competitive with the following domestic salad oils: Oorn, cottonseed, 
and peanut oils. 

Do....................... Soap making................ Foreign pumpkin-seed oil would be competitive for this purpose with domestic 
soap oils and fats, both vegetable and animal~ such as lard, tallow, soybean, 
peanut, cottonseed and corn oils and with aomestic hydrogenated drying 
oils, such as linseed, fish, and whale oils, etc. 

Do.---·····-···-------- •• 
Do .• ---·-····-·-----·- ••• 
Do .• -----._------------ •• 
Do . .. ·------------------
Do . •... -------- •• ------ --

Satflower oil •••••••••••••••••• 

Burning oil •••• _ •••••• _ •••••••• ---•••• ---.-.-•••• -.- ----.----.-------------.--------.----------- -· ----·-·---

~~tilii~~~l~t= ==== = = = = = = === = :::::::::: :::::::::::::::: ::::::::: = =::::::::: ::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Vermifuge ...••.••••••••••••• ---------·--·-------------·······----------------------------------------------
Lubrication. __ ------------- •.• ---- •• . ••.•... --- ... -. --- --- ------------------ ---- ----- --- · -- -------- --- -··-·· 
Edible purposes............. For margarin and lard substitutes, foreign safflower oil, when hydrogenated, 

would be competitive with domestic hydrogenated oils such as corn, cotton
seed, soybean, and peanut oils, hydrogenated whale and fish oils; also domes
tic, lard, butter, and tallow. As a salad oil foreign safflower oil would be 
competitive with the following domestic s~ad oils: Corn, cottonseed, and 
peanut oil. 

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Soap making •••••••••••••••• Imported safflower oil would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic 
soap-making oils and fats including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn 
oils, and hydrogenated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oils, 
etc.; also with domestic tallow. 

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Linoleum................... Domestic safflower oil when available, would be competitive with foreign oils, 
such as perilla, tung, hempseed, n'gart, lumbang, etc. Imported safflower 
oil would be competitive with the domestic product and also with domestic 
menhaden oil. 

Do •• -----······-----·-··· Burning oil ••• ---.------·--- --.•. ---------------------------------------------------------------------------Do....................... Paints and varnishes........ Imported safflower oil for this purpose would be competitive with domestic 
drying oils, such as linseed, soybean, walnut, hempseed, etc. Domestic 
safflower oil when available would be in competition with similar foreign 
drying oils, such as perilla, lumbang, tung, hempseed, etc. 

Sarvarri fat (Suari fat or Su- Edible purposes............. For margarine and lard substitutes it would be competitive with domestic 
rahwa fat). oils and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn soybean and peanut 

oils; butter; edible tallow; lard, edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 
Do....................... Soap making •••••••••••••••• It imported1 it would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap

making oils and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, 
and hydrogenated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also 
with domestic tallow. 

Do...................... Candle making.............. If imported it would be competitive for this purpose with domestic tallow and 
other bard fats. 

Shea butter (Bambuk butter, Edible purposes............. For margarine and lard substitutes it would be competitive with domestic oils 
Karite oil, Galam butter). and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut oils; 

butter, edible tallow, and lard; edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, 'etc. 
Do....................... Soap making................ If imported it would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap

making oils and fats including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, 
and hydrogenated drying oils, such as linseed oil, .fish oils, whale oil, etc.; 
also with domestic tallow. 

Do •••• --··········-····-- Candle making._ .•••••••••• _____ •• ---------------------- -.- ---- •.• --- --.•. ----- -- ••. •.. ••• -------- ••• -----· 
Stillingia oiL----------------- Paints and varnishes....... . If ~~Ke~t;g~.stillingia oil would be competitive with domestic linseed and men-

Do ••••••••••••••••••••••• Soap making •••••••••••••••• If imported, stillingia oil1 when hydrogenated, would be competitive with 
domestic oils and fats YJelding hard soaps such as tallow, cottonseed, olive, 
peanut, hydrogenated fish and whale oils, and for soft soaps, it would be 
competitive with domestic drying oils such as linseed, soybean, menhaden, 
herrmg, etc. 

Tomato-seed oiL •••••••••••••••••. do ••••••••••••••••••••••• For margarine and lard substitutes, domestic tomato-seed oil, when hydrogen
ated, and it available would be competitive with foreign vegetable fats, such 
as coconut, palm-kernel oil, and similar fats, and with hydrogenated whale, 
fish, soybean, peanut and corn oils, etc.; imported tomato-seed oil for this pur
pose would compete with domestic butter1 lard hydrogenated peanut, corn, 
and soybean oils. For salad oils, such foreign oils as poppy-seed, rape, kapok, 
and sesame woUld be competitive with domestic tomato-seed oil; imports of 
peanut, sunflower, soybean, and olive oils would also be competitive with do
mestic tomato-seed oil for this purpose; imported tomato-seed oil would be 
competitive with domestic peanut, corn, and cottonseed oils for salad oil. 

Wright and Mitchell, p. 497; Lewkowltsch, Vol. II, p. 292. 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 497. 
Andes, p. 152; Elsdon, p. 181. 

Wright and, Mitchell, P• 538; Andes, P• 102; Lewkowitscb, Vol. II. pp, 164-166, 

Andes, p, 102, 

Lewkowltsch, Vol. II, pp. 164-166; Andes, p; 102, 
Wright and Mitchell p. 538. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. ri, pp. 164-166; Wright and Mitchell, p. 539. 
Wright and Mitchell, p. 538. 
Andes, p. 102. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II., pp.106-111; Elsdon, pp. 183, 184; Wright and Mitchell, p. 574. 

Lewkowitscb, Vol. II., pp. 106-111; 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 111. 

Do. 

Elsdon, pp. 183, 184; Wright and Mitchell, p. 574. 

Elsdon, pp. 294, 295. 

Lewkowitscb, Vol. III, P• 58; Mitchell, P• 89; Wright and Mitchell, p; 631;Hilditch, 
p. 97. 

Holde, p. 440. 
Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 92; Elsdon, p, 184; Hilditch, p; 107; Laucks, p, 41; Wright 

and Mitchell, p. 575. 

Elsdon, pp, 210, 211; Andes, p. 98. 



Condenud summarv concerni11g interchangeability of oils and lata-Continued 
PART II. 0ILB AND FATS NOT MENTIONED SPECIFICALLY BUT ENTITLED TO ENTRY UNDER BASKET CLAUSES OF TARIFF BILL (H. R. 2667)-Continued 

Oils and fats not mentioned 
specifically but entitled to 
entry under basket clauses 
of tariff bill (H. R. 2667) 

Uses 

Tomato-seed oil ______________ Soap making _______________ _ 

Tucan-kernel oil______________ Edible purposes ____________ _ 

Do. __ -------------------- Soap making.---------------

DO----------------------- Same uses as palm-kernel 
oil. 

Walnut oiL------------------ Edible purposes ____________ _ 

Possible substitution or interchangeability 

Domestic tomato-seed oil would be, If available, in competition with foreign 
soap oils and fats, both vegetable and animal, such as hardened fish oils and 
hardened marine-animal oils and most of the liquid and solid vegetable oils 
and fats, including coconut, palm-kernel, soybean, rape, and mustard oils, 
etc. Imported tomato-seed oil would also be competitive for this purpose 
with domestic soap oils and fats, both vegetable and animal such as lard, 
tallow, hardened fish, soybean, peanut, whale, cottonseed, and corn oils, etc. 

For margarine and lard substitutes it would be competitive with domestic oils 
and fats, such as hydrogenated cottonseed, corn~. soybean, and peanut oils; 
butter, edible tallow, lard; edible hydrogenated nsh and whale oils, etc. 

It would be competitive for this purpose with all domestic soap-making oils 
and fats, including cottonseed, soybean, peanut, and corn oils, and hydro
genated drying oils, such as linseed oil, fish oils, whale oil, etc.; also with 
domestic tallow. 

As a salad oil it would be competitive with domestic oils, such as olive1 cotton-
seed, corn, peanut, soybean, etc. For margarine and lard substitutes ~t 
worud be competitive, when hardened, with domestic oils and fats, such as 
hydrogenated cottonseed, corn, soybean, and peanut oils; butter, edible 
tallow, lard; edible hydrogenated fish and whale oils, etc. 

Do _______________________ Paints ______________________ As a paint oil it is used chiefly in Europe in the making of artists' colors; in 
Chma and Europe it is used to some extent for edible purposes. It would be 
competitive with linseed, saffiower, and poppy-seed oils for this purpose. 

Do ••• -------------------- Soap making ________________ When hydrogenated, it would be competitive with oils and fats yielding hard 
soaps such as tallow, hydrogenated cottonseed1 olive, peanut, fish and whale 
oilsh and for soft soaps, it would be competit1 ve with domestic drying oils 
sue as soybean, menhaden, herring, linseed, etc. 

Do. __ -----------·--·----_ Burning oiL ___ ------------- --------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Do ______ ------_. ---- ____ • Adulteration ••••• ______ •• ____ • ____ • ___ ---------------_ •• -·--------•• -··------.----·--~--- •••• ------------- __ 

Authorities cited 

Andes, p. 98; Elsdon, pp. 210, 211. 

See under " Palm-kernel oil.'' 

Do. 

Do. 

Mitchell, p. 71; Elsdon, pp. 185, 186; Andes, p. 130; Laucks, p. 42; Wright and Mitchell, 
pp. 584, 585. 

Mitchell, p. 71; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II1 pp. 102, 103; Laucks, p. 42; Andes, p. 130; 
Wright and Mitchell~ pp. 584, 585; Hilditch, p. 110. 

Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, p. 103; Andes, p. 130; Laucks, p. 42. 

Andes, p. 130; Wright and Mitchell, pp. 584, 585. "',· 
Mitchell, p. 71; Lewkowitsch, Vol. II, pp. 102, 103; Laucks, p. ,... Wright and 

Mitchell, pp. 584, 585. 
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Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to take 

up my amendment to paragraph 52 of the tariff bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the amendment be reported for 

the information of the Senate. 
The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] 

offers the following amendment : On page 23, line 20, strike out 
lines 20, 21, and 22 -and insert in lieu thereof : 

PAR. 52. Menthol, 30 cents per pound; camphor, crude or natural, 1 
cent per pound; refined or synthetic, 6 cents per pound. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey seeks to amend the committee amendment, 
which has already been agreed to, and is not in order at this 
time, except after reconsidering the motion by which the com
mittee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT. A number of Senators have spoken to me about 
it, and I have no objection to a reconsideration so far as I am 
concerned. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to a reconsidera
tion of the vote by which the former amendment was agreed to? 
The Chair hears none, and that vote is reconsidered. The ques
tion now is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey, which will again be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk again read Mr. KEAN's amendment. 
Mr. SMOOT. I ask the Senator from New Jersey to agree t~ 

a modification of his amendment in line 2 by striking out the 
word "or" the first time it occurs. It reads" crude or natural," 
and it should read "crude, natural." 

Mr. KEAN. I have no objection, of course. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 

will be modified accordingly. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 

Jersey yield? 
Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let me make an inquiry. I do not want the 

amendment submitted to the Senate so that if one were disposed 
to vote for a portion of the amendment he would be compelled 
to vote against the whole of it in order to register his real vi~ws. 
Menthol is given a rate of 50 cents per pound. I understand 
the Senator's amendment proposes to reduce that to 30 cents? 

Mr. KEAN. Yes. 
Mr. GEORGE. I inquire if that was not done previously? 
.Mr. KEAN. Yes; it was. 
Mr. GEORGE. That being true, it seems to me the Senator 

should direct his amendment primarily to that portion of the 
paragraph which he wishes to change, because I would not want 
to vote against his amendment which reduces menthol from 50 
to 30 cents, that action having already been taken by the Senate, 
though I might not be willing to vote for some other feature of 
the amendment. 

Mr. KEAN. What I would like to do is to get it so amended 
that synthetic camphor is given a rate of 6 cents a pound. That 
is what I am trying to accomplish. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator; but I think it would 
be fair to separate the items, inasmuch as there is perhaps no 
disagreement about some of them and as to others there is some 
controversy. I ask unanimous consent that so much of the Sena
tor's amendment as relates to menthol be agreed to so that the 
one remaining thing will be synthetic camphor. 

Mr. SMOOT. That has already been agreed to. 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes; but we are reconsidering it. 
1\Ir. FESS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. FESS. May not the amendment be divided on the sug

gestion of any Senator? 
Mr. GEORGE. I have asked that it be divided and that has 

been agreed to. 
Mr. FESS. It does not take unanimous consent. Anyone can 

have it divided upon request. 
Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent that the rate of 50 

cents per pound on menthol be reduced, as proposed by the Sel}
ator from New Jersey, and as heretofore voted by the Senate, 
to 30 cents per pound, so that the only matter in controversy 
will be the duty on synthetic camphor. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, may I ask what is the present 
duty on menthol? 

Mr. SMOOT. It is 50 cents. 
Mr. ALLEN. The amendment pending proposes to fix the 

rate as it i~ at present? 

~ 
Mr. KEAN. To reduce it. 
Mr. SMOOT. The present rate is 50 cents and the Senator's 

mendment proposes to reduce it to 30 cents. 
( The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the unani
j mous-consent request of· the Senator from New Jersey? The 

Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The question is now 

upon that part of the amendment remaining relating to the 
rate on camphor, refined or synthetic. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, when this question was before 
the Senate on a previous occasion, the objection was made that 
there was no synthetic camphor being produced in this country, 
although Senator Edge, senior Senator from New Jers<:!y at 
that time, assured the Senate that a plant was being constructed 
and that in a short time it would be producing synthetic cam
phor. I now have a letter with relation to that matter, dated 
February 4, reading as follows : 

BELLEVILLE, N. J., February 4, 1930. 
Senator HAMILTON F. KEAN, 

United States Senate Offloe Building, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR KEAN: We are happy to report that we are on a basis 

of 500 pounds per day and expect to raise this capacity as quickly as 
possible. 

l!..,or your information, I am quoting the following few paragraphs 
from a letter received from the Fiberloid Corporation: 

" GE)ITLEMEN : The 2-pound sample of Belle camphor left here by 
Mr. Bianchi last week bas been tested and found quite good. 

"The beat test shows very little discoloration, and the color of a 
u0-50 solution of the camphor is only a little darker than that made 
with foreign synthetic camphor. 

"H. E. Nnts, OhemicaZ Director." 
I will advise you of any further developments. 

Very truly yours, 
BELLE CHEMICAL Co., 
JACOB V. SMEATON, President. 

1\fr. Presidep.t, I am not going to discuss at length the ad
vantage of synthetic camphor made in the United States 
because on a previous occasion the Senate heard a full discus: 
sion of the subject and is fully informed upon it. I would 
merely like to call the attention of the Senate to two or three 
facts. 

In the first place, synthetic camphor is made out of turpen
tine, which, as we all know, comes from the South. Twenty
one gallons of turpentine make 100 pounds of synthetic cam
phor. I am informed by the Chemical Warfare Division that 
if we should have another war this country would need for the 
A1•my_ and Navy of the United States 671,000 pounds of camphor 
per year. My only thought in this connection as to its practical 
chemical uses is that if it is essential to the Army and Navy of the 
United States we should see to it that there is some plant in 
the country for its manufacture, so we will not be in the posi
tion in which we were during the late war, where we could not 
obtain the necessary supply for our Army and Navy. 

That, I believe, is all I care to say on the subject, because 
previously there was a long discussion of the matter. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, as the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] has said, this matter was discussed at 
some length when the committee amendment was pending. How
ever, in order that the Senate may understand just exactly 
what the situation is, I wish to recapitulate briefly some of the 
facts which were brought out at that time. 

It i. true that the rate now proposed by the Senator from 
New Jer~ey, which was rejected by the Senate when we had 
the matter up for consideration several months ago is the rate 
in the existing law. Senators should understand tbat in 1922 
when the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill was under considera~ 
tion there appeared before the committees of Congress repre
sentatives of a concern which declared that they needed the 
increased duty on synthetic camphor in order that they might 
produce it in the United States. Evidently, their statement to 
the committee impressed it, because it was enacted into law. 
The facts are, however, that the company, while it subsequently 
endeavored to make synthetic camphor, failed to do so. It had 
a contract with the German concern which owned the patented 
process, and my information is that the company failed to pro
duce the camphor and made a settlement with the German 
company for failure to carry out its contract. 

Mr. President, I am unalterably opposed to the imposition 
of tariff rates upon commodities which are not produced in the 
United States. In order that we may have the information 
upon which to predicate any tariff duty it is absolutely neces
sary, if the judgment of the Congress is to be sound that 
facts be presented which can only be available when prod~ction 
in the United States has gone beyond the laboratory stage. The 
company to which the Senator from New Jersey referred is the 
Belle Chemical Co. It was organized to take over, according 
to my information, two chemical companies which had failed. 
It was a refinancing proposition. The company is authorized in 
its charter to manufacture lacquers and other materials so it 
can not be maintained that the company has made its invest
ment purely upon the theory that it was to manufacture syn
thetic cam~hor exclusively. It has an authorized capitalization 
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Qf $500,000. My information is that only $250,000 of the amount 
has been paid in. 

Senators should remember that synthetic camphor has been 
imported into this country in large quantities. In 1928 the 
importations, according to the St!illmary of Taru:f Information, 
amounted to 2,291,984 pounds. If the Belle Chemical Co. con
tinues its production at the rt!te which the Senator from New 
Jersey has mentioned, it would produce in the next year, operat
ing 365 days, but 182,500 pounds of synthetic camphor. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey proposes that in 
order to stimulate the development of a little chemical corpora
tion in his State we shall impose a duty of 6 cents a pound on 
synthetic camphor, when it is perfectly obvious that even with a 
miraculous expansion this company could not hope to supply 
a material part of the consumption of synthetic camphor in the 
country. 

Mr. President, it is interesting to note that on page 253 of the 
Summary of Tariff Information this statement is made: 

Competition offered by the German synthetic camphor since 1920 bas 
resulted in price reductions in the Japanese article. 

Japan has a monopoly of crude and refined natural camphor. 
The only competition which the Japanese monopoly has in the 
.American market has been furnished by the synthetic camphor 
manufactured abroad, and, as stated by the Tariff Commis
sion, that competition from abroad, with the natural camphor 
controlled by the Japanese monopoly, has forced a reduction in 
price to the consumers in this country. 

If the expectations which the Senator from New Jersey opti
mistically entertains were to be realized, it is perfectly obvious, 
nevertheless, that the continuation of this duty would keep up 
the price of camphor in the United States. 

I would not object to levying a duty which would fairly repre
sent the difference in the cost of production at home and abroad, 
but we have no information, Mr. President, as to what the cost 
of the-production of synthetic camphor in the United States is 
to be, excepting the ex parte evidence offered by this small 
New Jersey concern, based upon estimates of what its produc
tion costs are to be. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wis
consin yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from New 
York. 
. Mr. COPELAND. Will the Senator kindly repeat how much 
synthetic camphor could be made here? He gave the figures, 
and they certainly represented a very small amount. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from New Jersey stated 
that recently this little chemical company in New Jersey had 
reached a production of 500 pounds per day. They say, of 
course, that they hope to expand that production as rapidly as 
possible, but, on the basis of 500 pounds a day, if they operated 
365 days in the year, Sundays included, they would only produce 
182,500 pounds of synthetic camphor annually. 

Mr. COPELAND. What are the imports of camphor? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Against the importation of 2,291,984 

pounds in 1928. . 
Mr. COPELAND. Is the concern mentioned by the Senator 

the only one in the country which is producing camphor? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. To the best of my information, it is the 

only concern in the country that has even reached the point of 
experimenting with the production of synthetic camphor. 

Mr. COPELAND. Has it gone so far as to determine that it 
can make it in quantity if the necessity were forced upon us by 
war, as referred to by the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator from New York can specu
late about that as well as I can, but, according to my informa
tion, the company is a small one. It has only $250,000 of paid-in 
capital at the present time. It is also engaged in other busi
ness; it is not exclusively engaged in the manufacture of syn
thetic camphor. I repeat, however, the Senator from New York 
can speculate as well as I can as to how rapidly that company 
might be able to expand its production; but certainly it is 
perfectly obvious that an expansion which is not within reason 
would have to take place to enable it to supply an important 
part of the domestic market. I am reliably informed, Mr. 
President, that the 6-cent rate which the Senator fr9m New 
Jersey is advocating will not afford sufficient protection to en
able the large-scale production of synthetic camphor in the 
United States. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield further to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. I know the Senator from Wisconsin is 
sympathetic to American industry if it can be developed so that 
~t can actually do the business. Is it the Senator's feeling that 
If we were to levy such a high tariff rate as in a sense to 
amount to an embargo, or at least to reduce the importations 
from abroad-and that would be a prospective benefit, of 
course--there would be any hope at all that the domestic indus
try could be substantially developed? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, of course I am not in 
a position to state from my own knowledge, but it is my firm 
conviction, from the investigation I have made of this subject, 
and from such informal but official information as I can obtain, 
!hat even a 6-cent duty will not afford sufficient protection to 
rnsure the development of a substantial synthetic-camphor in
dustry in the United States. 

Mr. COPELAND. What is the rate now? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The rate now is 6 cents. 
Mr. COPELAND. The rate in the present law is 6 cents? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is the rate provided by the ex-

isting law, and the Senator from New Jersey proposes to reenact 
that rate. I made that statement, I think, before the Senator 
from New York came in. 

Mr. COPELAND. In face of the rate levied by the present 
l~w, the production of the company referred to by the Senator 
d1d not exceed the minute quantity of synthetic camphor which 
has been indicated? 
. Mr. LA . FOLLETT~. The production of synthetic camphor 
m the Umted States IS in the experimental stage. I wish to 
r~iterate that in 1922 the Congress was induced to impose a 
h1gh rate ?f duty on synthetic camphor on the representations 
of a chemical company in St. Louis that if such a rate were 
pro_vided that company could produce synthetic .camphor in the 
Umted States. They made the experiment and failed. During 
all of those eight years we imposed upon the consumers of syn
th.etic camphor. in the United States a terrific increase in duty, 
With no benefiCial results to the American industry. I take the 
position th~t, af~er such an experience, Congress is not" justified 
m the continuation of the high duty in view of the fact that 
there is no appreciable production in the United States. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. KEAt~. Does not the Senator think that the production 

is appreciable when the company engaged in the manufacture of 
camphor, starting from nothing about five months ago is now 
producing 500 pounds a day? Does not the Senator thlnk that 
is a pretty fair start? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the company has been 
experimenting, according to my information, for some time and 
it has only recently begun the production of any synthetic 'cam
phor at all. My information is that the trade is not as yet 
aware of the production by the company. 

A good deal has been made of the fact, Mr. President, that 
the Pyroxylin Manufacturers' Association, representing the con
sumers of synthetic camphor, were sympathetic to the retention 
of the duty provided by existing law. The Pyroxylin Manufac
turers' Association is dominated, however, by the Du Pont Co., 
and the Du Pont Co. itself is asking for duties upon other 
commodities in the chemical schedule in advance of any com
mercial production in the United States. Therefore it is not 
strange to find that organization taking the position that they 
are willing to have this duty upon synthetic camphor imposed in 
advance of its production. 

Mr . .ALLEN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Wisconsin concedes, does he 

not, that it would be a good thing if we could manufacture syn
thetic camphor in quantity in this country? 

· Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I feel about synthetic camphor as I 
do about any other manufactured product ; I should be glad to 
see an efficient and successful American industry established, but 
I am satisfied that, under the rate of duty proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey, no satisfactory production can be 
brought about in the United States. After eight years of exp~ 
rience in which the Congress imposed a terrific increase in the 
duty, upon the allegation by a concern that it was going ~ 
produce, no production having been obtained, I take the positio 
that the Congress of the United States is not justified further · 
continuing that high rate of duty. \ 

Mr. ALLEN. Is it any less probable that we might build a l 
synthetic camphor industry in this country than it was that we \ 
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could build a great dye industry when the controversy was on 
touching the possibility of building a dye industry in this 
country? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think if we were willing to adopt an 
embargo upon synthetic camphor that we might produce syn
thetic camphor in this country; but, of course, the Senator must 
realize that the price of a commodity such as synthetic camphor 
can become so high that it will no longer be used for the pur
poses for which it is now being used in the trade. It is possible 
to increase the price to such an extent that it becomes prohibi
tive to the consumer. 

Mr. ALLEN. Camphor is now being used, as I understand, 
not so much as a drug product as one which goes into manu
factured articles. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Oh, no; synthetic camphor is not used 
as a drug product; it is used in the ~anufacture of safety 
glass, for instance, for automobiles. 

Mr. ALLEN. And in the making of celluloid. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And in the making of celluloid prod

ucts. Since I have mentioned that, I should like to say to the 
Senator that I would be glad to see the automobiles of the 
country equipped with safety glass. I think it would be a 
good thing for the public, and I do not want to see a duty 
imposed which will retard the use of safety glass when it seems 
to me such a weak case has been made for the imposition of 
the duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator has answered the question. 
I merely wanted to get his viewpoint touching the desirability 
of establishing in this country great industries which there is 
a probability of establishing if sufficient protection is afforded. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes. Mr. President, I am willing to 
give adequate protection when the facts may be ascertained 
and a case made for it, but I am unalterably opposed to impos
ing duties in advance of domestic production. The Senator 
from Kansas will realize that the moment we attempt to do 
that we are in an entirely speculative field; we have no figures 

.as to domestic cost of production to compare with costs abroad, 
and all pretense of basing the duty upon scientific principles is 
wiped out. 

Mr. ALLEN. But I understand we are still looking after 
infant industries now and then. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes; there is no question about that, 
Mr. President, and we are still looking o.pt for industries on 
the theory that they are infants when they have grown to be 
giants. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. I did not catch exactly what the Senator 

from Wisconsin said to the Senator from Kansas about the 
Du Pont Co. Is it the impression of the Senator from Wiscon
sin that the Du Ponts control the company that he mentions? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; what I said was that in the debate 
previously something had been made of the fact that the 
Pyroxylin Manufacturers' Association, representing in part con
sumers of synthetic camphor, were willing to have the duty 
retained which is now proposed by the Senator from New 
Jersey. In answer to that I said that I was 'not surprised by 
the attitude of the association, because, according to my infor
mation, the Pyroxylin Manufacturers' Association is dominated 
by the Du Pont Co., and the Du Pont Co. is asking for duties 
upon chemicals in this schedule in advance of any domestic 
production. Therefore it does not seem strange to me that 
they are not criticizing some other concern interested in another 
product in the chemical schedule which is asking for duties in 
advance of domestic production. 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Se~ator. 
When we had this matter up before, the direct question was 

asked of the then Senator from New Jersey, Mr Edge--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What page is that, please? 
l\Ir. COPELAND. Page 5137 of the RECORD of November 4, 

1929. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] asked this 
question: 

May I inquire of the Senator from New Jersey if this embryo com
pany in New Jersey bas any connection with the Du Pont syndicate? 

The Senator from New Jersey, Mr. Edge, replied: 
My information is that they are not connected in the slightest way. 

I am likewise informed that the capital invested is almost entirely 
( local capital. 

1
1 At the time I read a letter from Mr. Nixon, who is one of the 

makers of nonshattering glass. He made an appeal to me about 
synthetic camphor, and pointed out the importance of having a 
domestic supply of it because of the development of that in-

dustry. Upon consulting the RECORD I .find that I brought that 
out, and stated that for my part I was willing to give these 
people another chance. I remember that at the time the Sen
ator from Wisconsin was a bit sarcastic to me, I thought 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am sorry; I shall be glad to correct 
that. 

Mr. COPELAND. It is quite all right. He said: 
If the Senator from New York wants to try it again for another 

6 or 8 or 10 or 12 years, he is welcome to vote that way. 

I am inclined to believe, after the passage of these several 
months, that we ought to give them that other chance. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am sorry that neither my serious nor 
my sarcastic argu'ments have made any impression upon the 
distinguished Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senator has made a 
very strong statement; and if it were not for the fact that con
ditions have changed a bit I might take a different view. 

The other day I was making an argument about straw hats. 
I spoke about the wood-shaving hats made in Italy which had 
developed entirely since the Tariff Commission passed upon the 
subject. In this case, if it is true that this chemical is neces
sary for making nonshattering glass, my interest in that inven
tion for the sake of humanity is such that I do not want to 
discourage it in the least. 

As I have said before, if I had my way I would require all 
the glass in every public vehicle to be nonshattering glass, be
cause of what it means in the saving of life and limb. So here 
if it is possible that by developing the synthetic campho~ busi~ 
~~ we may promote the making of nonshattering glass, I am 
mclmed to feel that we ought to continue the old rate. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. M.r. President, in my judgment the 
Senator is imposing an additional hindrance to the general 
equipment of automobiles with nonshatterable glass by con
tinuing this high rate of duty on synthetic camphor until we 
may have another general tariff revision, on the theory that 
this little company up in New Jersey will finally get into pro
duction and expand its present capacity from 182,500 pounds a 
year to 2,291,984 pounds, which was the importation in 1928. 

Mr. President, I should like again to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that in 1924 the unit price of synthetic 
camphor was 55 cents a pound. In 1925 it was 50 cents per 
pound. In 1926 it was 53 cents per pound. In 1928 it was 35 
cents per pound. The price of synthetic camphor has been 
falling; and the Tariff Commission takes the responsibility for 
the statement that the reductions in the price of synthetic cam
phor from Germany have forced the Japanese monopoly to bring 
down their prices, thereby giving to the consumers of synthetic 
camphor in America a protection against the Japanese monopoly. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate longer before we have 
a vote upon this question ; but I sincerely hope that a majority 
of the Senate will not put itself on record as being in favor of 
imposing duties upon commodities in the United States which 
can scarcely be said to have gone beyond the experimental 
stage. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I can not follow the con
clusions reached by the Senator from Wisconsin with reference 
to this matter. He appreciates, and we all appreciate that 
in these experiments in making synthetic camphor it is 'not a 
question of a day nor a week, nor a month. Sometimes these 
discoveries are made after years of investigation. Germany has 
forged to the front very rapidly in the manufacture of these 
synthetic products, and she has forged to the front in the 
manufacture and production of synthetic camphor. It is hot 
particularly to the credit of the chemists of America that we 
ha.ve not ~een abl~ to discov:er a synthetic process of making 
this material. It IS not particularly to the credit of American 
capitalists engaged in the chemical industry that they have not 
erected plants for this purpose and gone into the business. It 
may be that their excuse for it is that they have not yet found 
that they can manufacture this product in competition with 
Germany. I do not know; but, to be perfectly frank the thing 
about this proposition that appeals to me is twofold. ' 

One is that there is a related industry in the South. In the 
consideration of this bill I have tried to conduct myself so that 
I should not ask for something for my particular section and 
vote against things that were desired in other sections. I have 
asked for nothing so far in this discussion for my State or for 
my section; but a naval stores industry exists there. It pro
duces turpentine and resin. It is quite an industry, and I know 
of no industry, so far as my section is concerned, or the whole 
country, that has had harder sledding in the past decade than 
the naval stores industry. The price of resin has been low· 
the price of turpentine has been low; they have bad to struggle' 
and struggle hard, in order to make ends meet and at that 
they have not done it. ' 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. PreSident, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is it not a fact that that industry is 

on export basis? 
Mr. HARRISON. It is. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. And turpentine. 
Mr. HARRISON. And they export some turpentine; but the 

price of the product has been so low during the past decade that 
I know of my own knowledge that the turpentine and resin in
dustry is in very bad condition. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that, and, if the Senator 
will pardon me, I am sympathetic with his desire to help it; 
but as long as that industry is on a big export basis I fail to 
see how the Senator hopes to benefit it by the creation in this 
country of an industry which will purchase a part of its 
products. 
Mr~ HARRISON. I hope I may posses§ the ability, before I 

shall have concluded, to convice the Senator of the correctness 
of my position. 

Of course, this is not the only country that produces turpen
tine and resin. They are produced in southern Europe. They 
are produced, possibly, in some other countries of the world. 
But the South peculiarly produces pine trees for turpentine and 
1·esin production; and I know that if we could create in this 
country an industry for the production of a lot of synthetic 
camphor so that it did not come in here from Japan and from 
Germany, it would give that much wider and bigger field for 
the utilization of turpentine, and at the same time compel com
petition in the sale of synthetic camphor. 

That is one matter that enters into my consideration of this 
question. 

I appreciate that in 1922, when these people came before the 
Ways and Means Committee and asked for rates on synthetic 
camphor, they asked for even higher rates than 6 cents a pound. 
They were given 6 cents a pound; and, as graphically and elo
quently depicted by the Senator from Wisconsin, they said then 
that they wanted to start an industry out in Missouri some
where, and with that rate they thought they could go ahead 
and do business. Well, they did not do it; but the facts are 
before us now that while there is a very small production, there 
is some production ; that while there is but one institution 
making synthetic camphor, that institution is now making 500 
pounds a day. That is a very small amount; and, as I say, it is 
not particularly to the credit of our people in this country that 
it is not more. 

I do not know but that they started in that business relying 
upon the fact that the tariff protected them at least to the 
extent of 6 cents a pound; and, occupying as I do a seat in this 
body, I do not feel that it is fair to that particular industry
and I do not know who they are--that we should reduce the 
tariff so greatly at one fell swoop. From 6 cents a pound we 
are asked here to do someQling that has been done in no other 
paragraph of this bill. It has not been hinted in any other 
paragraph of this bill that such a reduction should be made on 
any item, and yet that is what we ·are asked to do here. The 
rate of the present law is 6 cents a pound. It is said that 
because only 500 pounds a day are being produced now in the 
United States, although these people say they are going to 
produce more, we ought to reduce the rate from 6 cents a pound 
to 1 cent a pound. Are we not willing to give them a chance, 
especially so when the results might be so beneficial? 

I have looked at the Underwood law; and, while I do not 
suppose any synthetic camphor was being made in any country 
at that time, and it was on all fours with refined camphor, even 
the Underwood law carried a rate of 5 cents a pound. So I 
submit that the Senator from Wisconsin is going too far in 
trying to reduce the rate from 6 cents a pound to 1 cent a pound. 
I hope, therefore, that that action will not be taken by the 
Senate. 

I wonder if the Senator from Wisconsin could not agree with 
us, say, on a rate of 5 cents a pound, possibly, on this product-
1 cent a pound less than the present law. I know that the 
Senator, like myself, does not desire to do any injustice to or 
injure any particular industry ; and I know that if he knew 
that these people went into the manufacture of even 500 pounds 
of synthetic camphor a day, thinking that they had this 6 cents 
protection, he would not want now to take it away from them, 
because he does not want to do any injury to anybody. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Why, Mr. President, before they ever 
got to producing a pound of camphor synthetically they had 
notice from tile House committee which made this reduction. 
The House committee reduced the rate on synthetic camphor to 
the same rate that applies on crude camphor. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; I appreciate that the House reduced 
it ; but I know of no other instance here where the crude prOd-

uct is put at 1 cent a pound and the refuled product is put at 
none. Certainly they are entitled to some compensatory duty. 
I have never heard it suggested by anybody that they are not. 

Mr. ·LA FOLLETTE. The Senator has misspoken him.Self. 
The crude and the synthetic camphor, which compete, are on 
the same basis. The refined camphor has a duty of 6 cents a 
pound. 

Mr. HARRISON. As I understood it, the amendment was to 
put refined camphor also at 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; the Senator is mistaken. 
Mr. HARRISON. I was in hopes the Senator would agree 

to, say, 5 cents a pound on this product. 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis

sissippi yield for a question? 
Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 
Mr. WATSON. We have in the United States, have we not, 

all the raw material necessary for the manufacture of this 
product in abundance? 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes. 
Mr. WATSON. If with the 6 cents a pound tariff the indus

try has been stimulated to the point where it produces 500 
pounds a day, and that only, what would be the effect of re
ducing the tariff? Why reduce it? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know whether or not the 6 cents 
would equalize the difference between the cost at home and the 
cost abroad; I do not know about that. The Senator from W1s
consin said that formerly the Japanese had controlled the mar
ket, and because Germany has discovered the synthetic proc
ess, they were now battling and had taken the market. The 
Germans did that with the 6 cents a pound rate in effect. They 
did not do it because it was 1 cent. I am not here trying to 
raise a rate. I am merely trying to maintain the situation of 
those who went into this particular industry at the invitation 
of that rate. I think it is right for the Senate to maintain the 
rate in this case; at least, it should not reduce it to 1 cent a 
pound. I thought 6 cents was about fair. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will maintain. 
the 6-cent rate. Let us not take off enough of the rate so that 
the producers may come in and complain that we destroyed the 
industry in the United States. I would not give them any more 
than 6 cents, but I think they ought to have that much. They 
say they are going to develop this industry. It seems to me 
we should not compromise the matter, but should give them the 
6-cent rate. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, Senators must remem
ber that crude camphor and synthetic camphor compete. There 
is no competition between synthetic camphor and refined cam
phor. 

The situation is this: The Japanese have a monopoly of all 
natural camphor. For commercial pm·poses the crude and the 
synthetic compete. If the Senate desires further to reduce the 
price of crude camphor, which is controlled by the Japanese 
monopoly, it has an opportunity to do so by putting the duty 
upon the synthetic and the crude, which compete in the com
mercial market, upon the same rate. 

The Senator from Mississippi says that he is interested in the 
high duty because of the turpentine which might be used by the 
synthetic industry if and when it ever develops to any substan
tial degree in the United States. As I pointed out before, the 
production of turpentine is upon an export basis. According to 
the Summary of Tariff Information, the production of gum 
spirits of turpentine in 1928 was 31,549,082 gallons ; of wood 
turpentine the production was 3,847,000 gallons, or a total of 
35,396,471 gallons. 

The exports in 1928 of gum spirits of turpentine were 12,507,-
098 gallons, of wood turpentine 1,042,472 gallons, or a total of 
approximately 13,000,000 gallons. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi must see that 
there would have to be a perfectly enormous and phenomenal 

· development in the snythetic-camphor industry in the United 
States-which there are no facts to warrant us in supposing 
will take place--in order to absorb the exportable surplus of 
turpentine. So long as turpentine is on an export basis it will 
not get any benefit from the development of the synthetic
camphor industry in the United States. 

In the second place, although there are no official figures 
available, I have been informed that approximately 10 per cent 
of our exported turpentine is now purchased by the manufac
turers of synthetic camphor abroad. 

Furthermore, if and when the synthetic-camphor industry· 
ever develops, it will in the manufacture of synthetic camphor \ 
produce a by-product turpentine, of which there is not to-day \ 
one gallon imported. If a great synthetic-camphor industry is, ·, 
developed, which I think the facts do not warrant us in antici-· 
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pating, then there will be a production of by-prod~ct turpen!Jne 
which will further depress the turpentine market m the Umted 

~ States, to the detriment of the domestic producers of turpentine. 
The House subcommittee went into this su}}ject with great 

care it heard all the witnesses, it took all the testimony, and 
then', in spite of the fact, as the Senator well knows, that ~he 
Ways and Means Committee was disposed to jack up the duties 
upon all products where there was a possibility of sustaining 
their action, and in many instances, I think, went peyond any 
·rate justified by the factsJ they were led to make this reduction 
in the House Committee on Ways and Means, and the House 
passed it. 

The Senator from Mississippi takes the position in the Senate 
that he does not want to ratify one of the few reductions made 
by the House of Representatives in the extraordinarily high 
tariff rates of the 1922- law. I am sorry to find the Senator 
from Mississippi climbing up on the high-tariff wall, depicted in 
the cartoon in this morning's Baltimore Sun, upon such a weak 
case. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I have offered amendment 
after amendment, and have cooperated with others in trying to 
reduce certain rates in order to equalize conditions. I have co
operated with the Senators from the Northwest, including the 
Senator from Wisconsin and others, giving increased rates on 
agricultm·al products of that section. I happened to be on the 
committee considering that 'Schedule. I have thrown no obstacle 
in their way, but sometimes when they tried to go too high I 
could not follow. 

I believe in that system of tariff making which treats all indus
tries, all sections, and all persons alike. I have seen gentlemen 
rush in here and try to get this for their particular State and 
that for their section, from casein to livestock, and from wool 
on down to sugar, and I have opposed some of those inordinately 

·high proposals, but I have gone along with them in others. 
I do not think this case is particularly material, but simply 

because I think the maintenance of a fair rate as might affect in 
some particular way the section from which I come, an industry 
which is in bad shape now, that it might in a very remote way
and I say it is a remote way-help it somewhat, I am not going 
to sit here and, with my vote, consent to a decrease in the rate 
on this product much greater than any other rate on any other 
product in this bill is decreased. 

Mr. LA FOLLETI'E. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
1\lr. HARRISON. I yield. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the Senator explain bow, with 

the turpentine industry, on an export basis to the extent of such 
a tremendous percentage, there could possibly be any develop
ment of the synthetic-camphor industry in this country that 
would benefit the price of turpentine? 

Mr. HARRISON. Personally, I would rather see turpentine 
from the South used by the manufacturers of this country to 

·make synthetic camphor than to have it go to the German 
. manufacturers to make synthetic camphor, whether it brought 

any better price or not. And I assume, if the industry can be 
·built up, that cost to the consumer will be reduced because of 
the raw product being accessible at home. 

Mr. LA FOLLETI'E. Mr. President, I will agree with the 
Senator about that, but the facts do not warrant the Senator 
in assuming that there is going to be any development in the 
synthetic-camphor industry in this country in consideration ef 
the experience which we have bad tluring the past eight years. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is a good deal of force in what the 
Senator says about that, and I say it is not to the credit of 
American capital and of American chemists that .they have not 
developed in this country the process of making synthetic cam
phor. The Senator heard me a moment ago say that some of 
the chemists give their whole life to the work of trying to dis
cover and evolve some plan of meeting German competition in 
these synthetic processes. I was talking to a gentleman not 
long ago who told me that be had been working for five years 
to discover some way of treating wood fiber, and that he had 
not been able up to now to perfect it, but that now he felt he 

. was just about to strike it. That is the way those things go; 
that is the way these discoveries are made. 

I say it is not to the credit of American capital and Ameri
can chemists that they have not manufactured in this country 
synthetic camphor, and I know that what they are manufac
turing is almost infinitesimal, 500 pounds a day, but I can not 
for the life of me see why it is that they can not manufacture 
synthetic camphor in the United States as well as in Germany. 
I believe they will do it, with the impetus that bas been given 
in the last few years to chemical research and to the discovery 
of various processes. But I say that it is unfair, in my opin
ion-it may not be in the minds of other Senators-when there 
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is a rate of 6 cents a pound on the crude, and people go into 
research to try to evolve some method through the synthetic 
process of making campb01·, and when they get started, then 
gentlemen come in and say, "Let us cut it all out, and reduce 
the rate from 6 cents down to 1 cent a pound." What hope do 
we hold out to chemists and those engaged in chemical research 
if the Government adopts such a policy? 

That is not my philo ophy of legislating. That, to me, is not 
fair. That, to me, is not right. and as a Senator of the United 
States- I do not propose to approve any such thing as that. 

This is not one of those great increases; this is not a proposal 
to go beyond the present law ; it is not that at all. It is a pro
posal to the Senate to keep . the rate on synthetic camphor what 
it is in the present law, 6 cents a pound. 

I am willing to reduce the rate somewhat if the Senator de
sires, but I see no justification, in view of the fact that our 
people have gone into the business even to a small extent, for 
reducing it from 6 cents a pound down to 1 cent a pound. Let 
us give them a chance. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the justification for the 
reduction of the rate on synthetic camphor from the existing 
rate of 6 cents a pound to 1 cent a pound, the same rate which 
applies to crude camphor, is that synthetic camphor and crude 
camphor compete commercially. That is the justification for it. 

The Senator from Mis issippi takes the position that because 
unconscionable rates were imposed in the Jj,ordney-McCumber 
Tariff Act of 1922 he does not think he is justified in voting 
for any reduction in those rates in case anyone bas gone into 
the production of any article, even if it be only in an experi
mental stage. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator did not understand me to say 
that, I think. 

Mr. LA FOLLETI'E. That is just exactly what I understood 
the Senator to say. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Mississippi did not say 
that. The Senator was drawing this one particular illustra
tion because there are many instances where the facts have 
justified and I have· voted for reductions, and I will continue 
to vote for reductions in such cases. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator just stated that, so far as 
he was concerned, where a rate of duty had- oeen imposed in 
the Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act and some concerns had been 
busy experimenting and finding out whether they could make 
a product, even if they produced only a, small amount, he ·was 
not going to cast his vote to reduce the duty. 

Mr. HARRISON. No; I said reduce the duty from 6 cents 
to 1 cent a pound. There is a lot of difference between reduc
ing a duty, ·and reducing a duty as much as from 6 cents a 
pound to 1 cent a pound. I suggested 5 cents a pound a while 
ago. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, there is no justifi<:ation 
for a duty on synthetic camphor because it competes with crude. 
camphor . 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will yield in just a moment. I want 

to point out where the logic of the position of the Senator from 
Mississippi upon this amendment would take him. It means 
approval of the indefensible rates in the Fordney-McCumber 
Act imposed in 1922. Concerning the rates in that law the late 
senior Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Nelson, said the great 
industrial interests of the country came down to Washington 
with their schedules in their brief bags and got them written 
into the law. The Senator from Mississippi takes the position 
that because some of those indefensible duties may have stimu
lated a meager production in the United States, he is going to 
vote to continue to impose those high duties upon the consumers 
in the United States. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator misquotes me. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not wish to misquote the Senator, 

but I think he will find, when he comes to read his statement, 
that I have repeated the substance of his remarks . 

?\{1•. HARRISON. 0 Mr. President, I would vote to reduce 
the duty. I would vote to make it 5 cents or I would vote even 
to make it 4 cents, although I do not think it is justified by the 
facts. Does the Senator know of any other instance in the bill 
where he has proposed to reduce a rate where the percentages 
were so high as in this particular case? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; but I will say to the Senator that 
the Ways and Means Committee were determined to increase 
the duties in the existing tariff law of 1922 wherever they 
thought they had a scintilla of evidence to stand on. But in the 
case of synthetic camphor, after a thorough investigation of the 
situation, which brought out all the facts, the Ways and Means 
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Committee reduced the duty on synthetic camphor and put it scale, and surely we are not ready to swoop down upon this 
w.here it belongs, upon an equal footing with crude camphor. little industry and kill it for the sake of helping some foreign 
I think we should support the position taken by the House in industry. 
this matter. I do not find myself in the same position as the We certainly are not ready to throw the door wide open and 
Senator from Mississippi, with my hands tied by the inde- turn over the American market to foreigners. 
fensible rates imposed under the Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act. Is that the way to promote American citizenship? Why, Mr. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Mississippi takes the President, we are told that the House struck down this rate 
Democratic Party into t}le next election upon the theory that from 6 cents to 1 cent a pound. Is that any reason why the 
it will not stand for the reduction of the duties in the 1922 Senate should strike it down? Is that any reason why these 
law wherever they have stimulated a small amount of produc- people should go out of business? The Senator from Wisconsin 
tion, even though the facts do not warrant the anticipation has told us that notice has been served upon the industry by the 
that production will increase, I do not think the logic of his action of the House. I deny it. We do not have enactment 
position will appeal to the citizenship of the country. here until both Houses pass upon the question and the President 

I yield now to the Senator from Alabama ;!nd apologize to approves the enactment. If we are going to permit the action 
him for keeping him waiting so long. of one House to halt people who are endeavoring to build up 

Mr. BLACK. I have not had the opportunity of hearing the an industry in the United States, then we are laying down a 
. entire debate, and I want to ask the Senator one or two ques- new philosophy in this country. I do not believe in that pro-
tions to inform myself on the subject. cedure. The measure coming from the House has got to be 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If I have the information, I shall be agreed to by the Senate or rejected, and I want this one rejected. 
glad to give it to the Senator. Each body acts independently of the ·other, as it should. 

Mr. BLACK. I think the Senator has the information. As I The naval stores people in the United States are going to be 
underst~nd it, there has been no synthetic camphor manufac- hurt right away on this amendment if it goes through. It 
tured in this country, or practically none. ought not to be adopted. We ought to give a fair deal to those 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In 1922 a representative of a chemical people in our own country who are seeking to build up an 
concern came to Congress and asked to raise the duty on industry that is needed here. Let us extend a helping hand to 
synthetic camphor to 6 cents a pound on the promise that they them and give them a chance. 
were going to produce it in this country. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--

Mr. BLACK. I understand that. The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESs in the chair). Does 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The company tried it and failed. the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from ·wisconsin? 

Eight years have gone by, and, strangely enough, just as we Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. 
are considering another tariff bill and after the House Ways Mr. LA FOLLETTE. May I say to the Senator from Alabama 
and Means Committee thoroughly investigated the subject and that I doubt if 2,500 gallons of turpentine has been sold to this 
reduced the duty on synthetic camphor to 1 cent a pound, there industry. 
appears before the Finance Committee a manufacturer from Mr. HEFLIN. But eventually it will be sold to this industry. 
New Jersey who has just taken over a couple of defunct chemi- It will be used. It is used for this purpose. Why kill this 
cal companies that went bankrupt and says he is going to pro- industry in its infancy? 
duce synthetic camphor, repeating the old story that was told 1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. That is just what occurred in 1922, and 
to the Senate and the House in 1922. yet after eight years they are singing the same song again. 

May I say to the Senator that on Novemb.er 4 last, when this Mr. HEFLIN. That is what was said when men were seek-
matter was under consideration, the Belle Chemical co. wrote ing to fly through the air with machines heavier than air. They 
to the then senior Senator from New Jersey, Mr. Edge, and failed and failed and failed, until. the Wright.boys finally sue
told him they hoped to be in production by the 1st of December. , ceeded, and ~ow ~en fly ~rom contment to c_ontmen_t and around 
My information is that the trade is not yet aware of their th~ world like birds fiymg through the air. It IS an accom-
activity; but the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] read a pllshed fact. . . . 
letter saying they are producing 500 pounds a day. In view of Mr .. KEAN. MI. President, I want to pom~ out to th~ Sena~e 
the consumption in the United States, their present production that m. 1923 the total amount of camphor unported mto this 
might justly be termed a large-scale laboratory production, count9 w~s 488,000 pounds .. At the. rate these people are manu
because, may I say to the Senator from Alabama, producing factunng It at the prese1_1t time th;eir output wo~ld be equa.l to 
500 pounds a day and working 365 days in the year would give one-half of the camphor Imp?rted m~o the country at that time. 
them a total production in the year of only 182,500 pounds of Mr. GEORGE. Mr. ~resident,. smce. the matter. of naval 
camphor, whereas the importations for 1928 were 2,291,984 stores has been br?ught .mto the discussiO-?-, I ~ould hke to say 
pounds of synthetic camphor. that the State which I m part represent ill this body produc~s 

Mr BLACK. That was the question I wanted to ask. There bet\Yee-?- 43 and 46 per cent of all the navfi;l stores ~roduced m . 
· th. 2 000 000 

0 
ds ·mpo ted? the Umted States. The amount of turpentme used ill the man-

was some mg over , • · P un I r f t f th ti h · t t · 1 d Mr LA FOLLETTE. Yes; 2,291,984 pounds imported in 1928. u. ac u~e 0 syn e c camp or Is no v~ry ~a ena • an espe-
M · BLACK Th a I unde stand it if we continue th·s ~Ially !n th.e amount of camphor that IS bemg made synthet-

r. · en, s r •. . . 1 ICally m thiS country. 
high duty .the consumers of c~mphor, :;waiti.ng the time when Mr. President, it undoubtedly is true that when the 1922 act 
perhaps. this ~ream may. ?orne mto. reality, Wlll be co~pel!ed to was passed those who wished to produce synthetic camphor said 
pay a high pnce for then camphor on account of the mcreased they would be able to do · it if they had a duty. They were 
duty? . . . given a 6-cent duty, and ever since that time the American peo-

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. A higher price than they would pay If ple have been paying 6 cents a pound more for their camphor, 
we put. the duty down to 1 cent! where the House put It and which was necessarily imported, than they otherwise would 
where It belongs, ?ecau.se synthe~IC camphor and crude camphor have paid, and in the meantime the domestic manufacturer 
compete commercially m the Umted State_s. . . went out of business entirely. It is not an infant industry. It 
. Mr. BLACK. The only ~hance ?f reducmg It after that tariff is one that is not yet born. Now, another industry seeks the 
IS put on would ~ to await the trme wh.el_l there wa~ a largely continuance of the duty. I do not know what capital they have 
increased productiOn here among competitive compames. im-ested. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLET'.rE] said 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Exactly; and _may I say further to the it. is some $250,000. If so, it would be a very profitable business 
s.enator from. Alabama that ~ a?l rehab!! _informed from of:li- transaction for the Congress to pay them back their capital 
cml sources mforman;r that It IS the opm10~ of expert~ that stock which they can overdo in the form of the duty on syn
even the 6-cent duty Will not develop a synthetic-camphor mdus- thetic camphor paid by the American people in any two years. 
try in the United States. In 1927 we imported nearly 3,000,000 pounds, and the duty. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I trust the Senate will follow actually paid was $176,477. Are we going to continue that? 
the suggestion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARBISON]. Where is the sense in continuing it to mulct the American peo
It has been my understanding that those who believe in a tariff ple, to retard every enterprise that is dependent upon syntheti 
want to apply that principle to infant industries in the United camphor by the added cost of carrying on that enterprise here 
States. Certainly this is an infant industry. The manufacture all for the benefit of one industry with a capital of $250,00 
of synthetic camphor in our country is an infant industry. and the industry yet in the experimental stage. 
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] takes the posi- Mr. President, I would be unwilling for anyone coming from 
tion that two or three people have tried to make synthetic the States which produce turpentine, resin, or naval stores · 
camphor and have failed, and therefore we should abandon the products, to think for a moment that this is even remotely going 
field to foreign competitors. That is not the American spirit. to benefit the producers of naval stores. I would be unwilling 
The American spirit is the spirit that laughs at impossibilities for anyone to think for a moment that that was the object or 
and cries, "They shall be overcome." We are going to manu- purpose of this amendment, because the same Finance Com
facture this material. We a,re manufacturing it now .on~ small mittee, which proposed to increase this duty from 1 cent a 

\ 
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pound to 6 cents a pound, refused to recommend any duty upon 
importations of naval stores into this country and struck down 
the House provision for a duty-a small duty at that--on pitch 
tar and oil of wood, a closely related product to naval stores. 

I came on this :floor and asked for the restoration of that 
small duty and got it, but naval stores a·re without protection; 
and it would not be of any particular con equence if they had 
it, I grant you, but nevertheless the producers of naval stores 
came here and wanted some protection. Most of us from the 
South discouraged them; we told them that they were on an 
export basis, that we were furnishing a large pa'rt of the naval 
stores of the world, and that there was no need to ask it; and 
that is not the object of this duty. The actual duty paid by the 
American people at the port of entry amounted to $176,000 in 
1927, and nearly that amount in 1928; and yet we are told that 
this is a duty in which our naval-stores people are profoundly 
interested. 

Mr. President, I know the difficulties of the naval stores 
operators I believe; I have just said that more than 40 per cent 
of the entire domestic production is in my State; they are hard 
pressed; but the rate proposed on camphor will not help them, 
nor will it help the users of synthetic camphor, nor will it 
cheapen those devices and improved methods we should like to 
see adopted by the automobile manufacturers of the country in 
the making of nonshatterable glass and other things. It will 
retard them. It will be nothing but a burden-a plain burden
susceptible of mathematical demonstration. It is simply two 
and two; that is all. 

The producing concern in New Jersey is making 500 pounds 
a day, while we are importing nearly 3,000,000 pounds. There 
has been a duty on this article since 1922, and the American 
people paid out over $150,000 last year and in 1927 they 
paid out $167,000. For what purpose? For none on earth ex
cept the mad theory of the protectionist that if we shall build 
the tariff wall high enough we can manufacture anything profit
ably in this country whether it is economically right to do it 
here or not. We can maintain any kind of an industry if we 
will only put the burden high enough on the American con
sumer ; but any man would say that the American consumer 
is entitled at least to have the Congress answer a simple ques
tion and that is, Is this industry suited to this country? Is it 
economically profitable to foster here? Does it promise any
thing in the future? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question right there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Some persons are seeking to give the im

pression that synthetic camphor is made only in the United 
States ; that the foreign camphor is the natural camphor gum, 
and that the importations are of the natural and not of the 
synthetic kind. I judge from what the Senator from Georgia 
has stated that we are importing not camphor gum or camphor 
spirits but synthetic camphor. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. GEORGE. We are importing synthetic camphor, but the 
imports are not separated ; the imports of natural and synthetic 
camphor are grouped together. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes. 
Mr. GEORGE. And the imports of natural and synthetic 

camphor have constantly increased since 1922. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, there is a very large im

portation of the natural camphor, and I had the impression that 
the importations of synthetic camphor were very inconsiderable; 
that the effort was to establish the industry in the United 
States, and that it was supposed that we would be able to make 
the synthetic camphor to take the place of the natural camphor. 

Mr. GEORGE. In the statistics before me the imports were 
not separated, I will say to the Senator, but we are importing 
both, and we are importing considerable quantities, as I am 
advised, of the synthetic camphor. The synthetic camphor is 
made elsewhere; it is not made at all in the United States, ex
cept possibly by one concern, and the volume of production does 
not exceed about 500 pounds a day. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Georgia yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On page 252 of the Summary of Tariff 

Information the Senator will find a table which separates the 
import statistics concerning camphor. Of synthetic camphor in 
1928, we imported 2,291,984 pounds. Does the Senator find that 

1 table? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have that table before me, but I thought it 
-embraced both natural and synthetic. 

Mr. LA .FOLLETTE. No; crude natural, refined natural, and 
synthetic are separated in the table as the Senator will see. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not the table to which the Senator 
refers, but I have a similar table. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The table to which I refer is on page 
252 of the Summary of Tal'jff Information. 

Mr. GEORG E. I know that the importations of synthetic 
camphor are considerable and are constantly increasing, whereas 
our production has not increased. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator what is 
the volume of the domestic production of synthetic camphor? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is in the neighborhood of 500 pounds a 
day, or about 180,000 pounds, possibly, a year, against importa
tions ranging from two to three million pounds ; and upon the 
total imports, of course, the duty of 6 cents a pound is collected. 

Mr. President, I have been led to make these remarks because 
it does seem to me that this is not an industry that ought to be 
fostered at such tremendous cost to the American people; more
over, because it is very definitely indicated that those who want 
this duty are not seeking to aid naval stores; and furthermore, 
Mr. President, it will not aid naval stores; but finally, if it were 
to aid naval stores, I would not ask for this high duty, because 
I could not justify it upon any possible ground of advantage to 
the whole people of this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I desire to say merely a few 

words. I do not agree with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE] that this amendment will not affect naval stores. I do 
not know that it was not intended to affect naval stores, but it 
does. How can anybody deny that it affects naval stores, when 
it is admitted that 16 pounds of every hundred pounds of mate
rial used in the making of synthetic camphor is turpentine 
drawn from the pine wood of the South? That is where it comes 
from mostly. So, when naval stores are used to make synthetic 
camphor, the contention that the promotion of the domestic 
synthetic camphor industry will not aid the producer of turpen
tine in the South can not well be sustained. Of course, the pro
duction of synthetic camphor affects naval stores of the South 
as well as of other sections of the country. 

It does not make any difference to me that the synthetic 
camphor industry is in New Jersey, or in any other northern 
State; I am for American industries against foreign industlies 
all the time. The admission of the Senator from Georgia that 
two or three mi1lion pounds of camphor come in while only one 
hundred and odd thousand pounds are made in the United States 
is proof positive that the foreigner now has the American 
market. 

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

bama yield to the Senator from Utah 7 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 
Mr. SMOOT. I might call the Senator's attention to the fact 

that, of course, no turpentine is used at all in the case of natural 
camphor, and all the importations from Japan are of that kind 
of camphor. If we can manufacture synthetic camphor to take 
the place of natural camphor, then the turpentine of the United 
States will go into the manufacture of that synthetic camphor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Absolutely. The Senator is right; he agrees 
with my position and that of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. President, I want to see my country so well equipped with 
various enterprises and industries that we can make everything 
under the sun which we need in the United State and have a 
surplus to sell in the markets of the earth. I do not want to kill 
any American industry in its infancy. The fact that this in
dustry is only producing about 500 pounds a day is evidence that 
it needs aid; it is battling against a giant industry that ships 
3,000,000 pounds into the markets of our country annually. 
Why not give this little aid to this industry in the United 
States? It is said that it will cos"t a hundred and odd thou
sand doilars; but a hundred and odd thousand dollars sprinkled 
throughout 120,000,000 people is an infinitesimal amount. 

Mr. President, let us be just at least to the industries of the 
United States. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, it is a matter of regret to me 
that I can not see this question as my colleague sees it. As a 
matter of fact, I am convinced that it is not only bad for the 
consumer, it is n<>t only an unnecessary burden upon the con
sumers of camphor to assess the tariff rate proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey, but no benefit will be received by the 
Daval-stores industry of the South. 
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It is a somewhat remarkable circumstance that while I have 

had numerous letters and telegrams from naval-stores pro
ducers concerning the tariff upon oil and concerni~g various 
other questions in which they are interested, so far as I recall, 
I have not had a single message from any naval-stores interest 
with reference to the tadff upon camphor. 

In looking at the record, which I have just been doing while 
this discussion has proceeded, I find that since 1922 the users 
of camphor in this country have been required to pay a tariff 
duty of more than $1,250,000 in the vain hope that some day, 
somehow, somewhere, an infant industry would spring up in 
America that would relieve America of the necessity of pur
chasing camphor from abroad. That hope, however, has not 
been realized, but during that time the consumers of camphor 
in this country, the poor homes into which it has gone in 
America and places where it has been used for other purposes, 
have been forced to pay into the Treasury of the United States 
more than $1,250,000, tribute wrung from the consumers upon 
the theory that some day camphor would be produced in 
America. 

Mr. President, let me call attention to another significant fact 
about turpentine production, since it has been called into issue. 
Nearly all the turpentine which we export is exported to Ger
many. It is also true that the synthetic camphor which comes 
into this country in the way of imports originates, according 
to the report of the Tariff Commission, almost entirely in Ger
many, so that while the naval-stores producers are exporting 
to Germany practically all the turpentine that leaves our 
shores, we are importing from Germany practically all the syn
thetic camphor that enters our boundaries. Now, it requires no 
logician to establish the fact that if Germany buys turpentine 
from the naval-stores producers of the South and manufactures 
synthetic camphor from that turpentine and then ships the syn
thetic camphor back to America, America gets the benefit in so 
far as its naval stores are concerned. Therefore, from that 
standpoint there is no injury to American commerce. 
· My friend the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] 
says, conceding that to be true, that he is for the American 
producer as opposed to the foreign producer. Grant that fact; 
but under a tariff covering a period of seven years, when the 
American people have paid a h·emendous price, more than 
$1,250,000, the American producer has not received the benefit, 
and American capital has not seen fit to enter this field in suc
cessful competition with Germany. We can not induce . them 
to enter it. We have offered them the tempting bait of a 6 
cents per pound tariff; and it seems to me, conceding every 
argument which has been made, that these facts are established 
beyond the peradventure of a doubt by the figures in the report. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am very much interested in the point 

which the Senator is bringing out. I just want to interject the 
thought that the crude camphor which competes with the syn
thetic camphor is controlled by a Japanese monopoly; and of 
course the production of crude camphor is from the trees, and 
does not take in its manufacture any of the turpentine. There
fore, if the duty were reduced as the Senator has suggested, it 
no doubt would result in further use of synthetic camphor in 
the United States, and, as the Senator has pointed out, if tur
pentine is being purchased in the United States for manufac-
ture in Germany, that would result in a larger market for our 
turpentine than now exists. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for 
a minute? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey. 
Mt·. KEAN. If we have the turpentine here, what is the use 

of paying the freight abroad on the turpentine and then paying 
the freight to bring back the crude camphor? In addition to 
that, the crude camphor is now made by a monopoly in Ger
many, which is just as great a monopoly as the monopoly in 
Japan. 

Mr. BLACK. I agree fully with the Senator in his first in
quiry, where he asks, If synthetic camphor can be manufactured 
here, why should it not be?· For the same reason, may I state, 
that phosphate rocks are dug from the soil in Florida, trans
ported to Germany, mixed with nitrogen fixed from the air, 
and then shipped back into America, causing the fertilizer fac
tories to ask for a tariff of 25 per cent. It is because Ameri
can capital has not seen fit to enter that field. We have given 
them the tempting bait. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, here is a case where American 
capital is entering this field, and has already produced success-
fully this camphor. ' 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a sug
gestion right there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala
bama yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BLACK. I do. I do not want to forget the suggestion 
of the Senator from New Jersey, however. 

Mr. SMITH. I think the Senator from New Jersey has given 
the Senator from Alabama an unanswerable argument in favor 
of reducing this duty. If the Germans can come across to 
America, buy the raw material, ship it across the ocean, manu
facture it, bring it back here, and sell it cheaper than the 
Americans can manufacture it, what more protection does the 
American want than the double freight from here to Germany 
and back? 

Mr. BLACK. 1\Ir. President, the illustration which I just 
gave was intended to call attention to the fact that America 
is the only civilized Nation in the world to-day that has not 
driven Chilean nitrates from its shores by the fixation of nitro
gen from the air ; and because of the reactionary policies of 
various administrations in this Government, and the retarding 
efforts put forth by the most powerful lobbies that have ever 
gathered in the Halls of Congress, the nitrate plants which the 
Government owns are rusting down at Muscle Shoals. And 
here, at this time, after eight years, just when the tariff is up 
for consideration, we learn that some one has started in the 
camphor business. 

I do not know who owns the synthetic camphor that comes 
from Germany; but I do know that importations of synthetic 
camphor are increasing, and importations of crude camphor are 
decreasing. I do know, therefore, that the turpentine from the 
South is necessarily being used in Germany, according to these 
statistics, to manufacture synthetic camphor which is coming 
into America; but the objection I have is that the consumers 
of camphor are scattered all over this broad land of ours. Cam
phor goes into every horne. It goes into the mansion on top of 
the hill, and into the remote tenant farmer's horne, far out 
from commerce and trade. It may not be the kind of camphor 
that the Senator is thinking about; but they are in competition 
with each other, and the price of one is fixing the price of the 
other. 

This commodity has widespread uses; and why should we put 
this burden upon all the consumers, in the hope that perhaps 
we will build up the industry here in the future? · 

I regret to be called upon to state my position on this ques
tion just at this juncture; but since I intended to vote for a 
reduction of the tariff on camphor I thought it was absolutely 
essential that I state the facts on which I base that conclusion. 
They are these : 

In my judgment, the naval-stores industry will not be bene
fited one dime by the imposition of this tariff. '!'he consumers 
of camphor will be greatly injured. They will be compelled to 
pay additional prices for the camphor which they use, with
out a reasonable hope of creating in this country an industry 
which will sell synthetic camphor at a reasonable price. They 
have already been compelled to pay more than $1,250,000 in 
excess of that which they would have been compelled to pay 
had not the tariff been imposed in 1922. For that they have 
received no corresponding advantage. Workmen have not been 
employed in the factories for the production of camphor, be
cause their wheels have not been rolling. In other words, it 
is a clear, distinct loss of more than $1,250,000. I claim that 
if they can not establish themselves in seven years, then we 
need have no hope that this infant will ever even become a 
lusty baby, big enough to crawl on the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, just another word before we 
take a vote. 
· If the theory is to be accepted by the people of the United 
States that it is better to send our raw mate1ial abroad and 
have it manufactured in a foreign country and then sent back 
and sold to us, then my position is wrong. 

My colleague [Mr. BLACK] seems to take the position that it 
is better to ship our turpentine to Germany and let Germany 
manufacture it into camphor and then bring back the camphor 
and sell it to us in this country. I submit, Mr. President, if 
that theory is to be accepted that hundreds and thousands of 
American labo1ing men and women will be thrown out of 
ernploymen t. 

I want to build up industries in the United States. It is 
shown here by the testimony that synthetic camphor is being 
produced in this country now to the amount of 500 pounds a 
day. Yes; that is small, but why not give this industry a 
chance? Why not get it to a point where it can supply the 
trade? 

Let me say to my colleague and the others who take with 
him the position they do that when this camphor is manufac
tured in abundance in the United States and is also coming in 
from abroad competition will lower the price to the American 
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consumer. Competition is the life of trade ; but if we are going 
to permit the industry to die in the United States and permit 
the foreigner by paying a small price, to buy a license to sell 
in the United States market, to the hurt and injury of those 
who are trying to produce camphor here, putting out of em
ployment men and women, citizens of the United States, you 
will have to do it without my vote. 

Mr. President, I do not subscribe to that doctrine. I am 
willing to cut this tax somewhat. I am willing to vote for 5 
cents as the Senator from Mississippi bas suggested. I am 
willi~g to do that ; but I am pleading for those in the South, 
in southeast Alabama, farmers who are in distress at this hour. 
The Government is now appropriating $6,000,000 to relieve the 
:tlood-afllicted people of my State, South Carolina, Georgia, North 
Carolina, and Florida ; and these poor farmers who borrowed 
money last year from the Government and are trying to pay it 
back are going into this crop year without a dollar. The banks 
in that section are failing. Some of these farmers have a little 
pine-tree timber on their land, and they can go out there and 
draw the turpentine from these trees, and they will be benefited 
by this tariff. Why not give them a helping hand? And, Mr. 
President when we build up a camphor industry in the United 
States w~ are going to give employment to labor; we are going 
to increase the wage-earning army of our country. Why not 
take the American viewpoint upon this question? 

I want the American people supplied with the very best cam
phor that can be made; and the turpentine out of the pine 
trees of the South makes the best camphor in the world. 

Mr. President, I plead to give America an opportunity to 
come forward with an industry of her own to consume the tur
pentine produced in the United States. 

When you do that you help the afflicted farmers of the South 
who are now in great distress. ·when you do that you are con
suming an American product. When you do that you are giving 
employment to American men and women who need that employ
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I merely wish to remark that 
we helped the American farmer to the extent of a little over 
$600,000 in duties paid during the last four years. We ba ve 
helped him that much. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Did he pay all that? 
Mr. GEORGE. To the extent that he used camphor. 
Mr. HEFLIN. The farmer paid it all. I am opposed to that. 
Mr. GEORGE. The farmer paid his pro rata part of it-$600,000. 

No camphor bas yet been made in this country, except experi
mentally. It is still a laboratory proposition. It is still in a 
test period, and bas been since 1922. 

Mr. President, I think I have about as much love for the 
farmer in the South and for the producers of naval stores as 
anybody has, but any man who can justify this duty can vote 
blindly and with eyes shut for any duty any industry asks. The 
facts do not justify it. 

Nine years ago the same speeches were made," Give us a duty 
and we will make synthetic camphor." Nine years have elapsed, 

1 while the American people have paid out of their pockets much 
more than a million dollars in duty, and yet they are making 
500 pounds a day, when the consumption in the United States is 
running between two and three million pounds a year. 

Every time you make an ounce of synthetic camphor you also 
make a gallon, perhaps, of synthetic turpentine to compete with 
the naval-stores producers down in the South. If that is going to 
help the hard-pressed naval-stores operators, then I am wholly 
incapable of reasoning from one admitted premi e to a very clear 
and unmistakable, and, indeed, inescapable conclusion. 

Mr. President, the most that could be said about this industry 
is that it is an experiment, that it is in the experimental stage, 
that there is a hope of building it up, and no doubt the Congress 
acted upon that theory in 1922; but when an industry can not 
demonstrate more progress than this industry has demonstrated 
under this high-tariff duty since 1922 than the synthetic camphor 
manufacturers have been able to demonstrate in the United 
States, it were time we were discontinuing this protection. 

I earnestly hope that the Senator from Alabama, whose zeal 
and love for the naval-stores operators, of course nobody ques
tions, will look into the figures just a little, and he will see 
that we are paying out annually in point of duty, which, of 
course, is passed on to all the American consumers, an amount 
equal practically to the entire capital invested in this experi
mental industry in the United States. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I have listened with a good deal 
of interest to some of the speeches on the other side of the aisle. 
I have repeatedly noticed that when anything is proposed that 
will benefit the South, Senators over there generally vote against 
it. I have noticed that they have voted against cotton time and 
time again, and I know of no way of benefiting the Soutb or of 

benefiting any industry except to vote for what will benefit 
industries which consume the articles produced in the South. 

I am perfectly ready, at the request of m·y friend from Mis
sissippi, to reduce this rate to 5 cents. I accept that, and will 
gladly amend my amendment to that extent. 

~fr. HEFLIN. I am glad the Senator is doing that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator qualifies his 

amendment by making the rate 5 cents instead of 6 cents. 
Mr. HEFLIN. l\lr. President, I want to interrupt the Senator 

a moment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

Jersey yield to the Senator from Alabam·a? 
Mr. KEAN. I yield. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Will the Senator except me from that set he 

m·entioned a while ago who voted ag<ciinst the propositions whkh 
would benefit the South? 

Mr. KEAN. I will except the Senator. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I have steadfastly voted for such measures. 
.Mr. KEAN. I know the Senator has. I appreciate the Sena-

tor's remarks. 
Mr. President, I feel that if we ever go te war the United 

States will need synthetic camphor to protect the lives and the 
health of the Army and the Navy of the United States. It is 
essential that we have in the United States the synthetic
camphor industry. It makes no difference whether it costs 
$600,000 or $5,000,000 to the people of the United States if we 
have that protection in case of war. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, foUowing out the theory 
which has been suggested here to-day regarding the develop.. 
ment of new industries, we would not have to-day a well
rounded chemical indu~try in the United States; we would not 
have the greatest tin-plate industry that is to be found any
where in the world. It was the principles of protective tariff 
that made possible these achievements, and we can only be 
assured of a continuation of these industries by the administra
tion of the principles of protective tariff. 

Why should we stand b.r and permit Germany to control the 
synthetic-cam'phor industry of the world? Are we not just as 
capable as they? Have we not already proven that we are 
capable of bringing about a condition of self-sufficiency in the 
production of everything that is necessary for the consumption 
of industry and for cou~umption in the sick room? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. HATFIELD. I yield. 
Mr. HARRISON. Let me ask the Senator from West Vir

ginia this question : Suppose a cartel were formed between 
Japan and Germany, from which countries we get all of our 
camphor, such a cartel as now exists with reference to certain 
coal-tar pro.ducts in Germany and Switzerland and France; 
what would we do for camphor? 

Mr. HATFIELD. We would be at the mercy of that cartel. 
The price would be whatever they cared to fix, and the same 
will be true so far as synthetic camphor is concerned, which 
will be a part of the cartel. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator a very 
similar question: Suppose the United States were to withhold 
from other countries all that is necessary and vital, an indis
pensable supply of the raw product that we have to furnish 
other countries; what then would be the result? 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, competition is the life of 
trade. We are not building, nor do we propose to build, a tariff 
wall which will preclude the importation of synthetic camphor 
or the natural camphor from any other country that produces it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator misapprehends my 
question. It does seem to me that it were about time that Sena
tors writing duties should ascribe to other people just about as 
much consideration, just about as much wisdom, just about as 
much disposition to be fair and just and reasonable, as they 
claim for themselves. Indeed, I think we might call just a 
little upon our information, and we might consider the very sad 
and uncomfortable plight of our ambassador to France and 9ur 
ambassador to Germany, both of whom favored high rates upon 
the products made in Germany and in France, and who are now 
being importuned to prevent Germany and France from increas
ing a rate of duty upon American-made automobiles that will 
virtually exclude our automobiles from their markets. 

I propounded my question for this reason : That in making our 
tariffs, in shaping our policy, we would do well to assume that 
other people have about as much patriotism, about as much 
general love for humanity, about as much general knowledge of 
what the world needs, and about as much disposition to do 
right as we ourselves have. 

Mr. HATFIELD. That is very true, Mr. President; and we 
have observed that England recently established a tariff rate 
which precluded the importation into that country of any kind 
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of chemical that was manufactured in England. The same thing 
is true--and has been practiced throughout the ages, I might 
say-in Germany with regard to her potash, with regard to her 
pigments, with regard to the numerous chemicals produced in 
that empire. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I want to shift just a little 
from the tariff. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will not the Senator allow us to 
have a vote upon this item? We are just about to vote. 

Mr. BLEASE. I tried to get the floor three times this morn
ing ; each time somebody else was recognized, and I do not feel 
like yielding now, because the matter I want to bring up is 
pending before the Committee on the Judiciary, and I would 
like to get it into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro
lina is entitled to the floor, and will proceed. 

CONDITIONS IN THE DIBTRIO'l' OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I notice in this morning's 

Washington Post a c1iticism of th~ President of the United 
States for appointing General Crosby as one of the commis
sioners for this District. I am not a defender of the present 
President of the United States from any standpoint, as is well 
known by the Senate, but when he is right ·I shall always back 
him up with my voice and my vote, and I think this is one time 
when he is eminently correct. 

I ask to have printed in the RECORD an article and an editorial 
on this subject appearing in the Washington Post this morning. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows : 
CROSBY NAMED COMMISSIONER BY PRESIDEN'l.'--MILITARY DISCIPLI~ARIAN 

Is TAKEN TO WHIP CAPITAL I.STO MODEL CITY-GEr>."ERAL TO DEVOTE 
HIMSELF TO POLICE--SELECTION IS IN LI:!'."E WITH EXECUTIVE DEMAND 
OF DRY ENFORCEMEN'l.'--NO COU.SSEL TAKEN ON ANNOUNCEMENT
AKERSON Is BELIEVED TO HAVID ORIGINATED IDEA OF ARMY MAN 

By Carlisle Bargeron 
In line witb his determination to make Washington the country's 

model city, President Hoover yesterday definitely announced that he 
would name a military man, Maj. Gen. Herbert B. Crosby, Chief of 
Cavalry, as police commissioner after he retires March 21. 

It has been known for several days that the rresident had offered 
the place to General Crosby, and the President's statement yes terday 
followed his acceptance. 

In naming him, the President not only departed from what hereto
fore has been looked upon as the spirit, at least, of the law governing 
District Commissioners but also the practice by which the Commis
sioners have divided the work among themselves. 

WHAT PRESIDENT SAID 

IIere is what the President said in making known his selection of 
General Crosby : 

"After Major General Crosby has retired and has become a civilian, 
I shall nominate him as one of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia. He has been a resident of the District for the past seven 
years, and has been much interested in its progress. He accepts only at 
my urgent request. 

" I have consulted a number of leading citizens who consider with me 
that the District will be glad to obtain a man of such outstanding 
national distinction in its service. General Crosby will have under his 
direction the police, fire, and traffic services. He does not wish to 
become presiding commissioner. and prefers to devote himself to those 
particular branches. His headship of those departments will be assur. 
ance of just support and leadership to the men in those services. It 
will be a guaranty to both the official and unofficial residents of the 
District, and especially to the Nation at large, that the Capital of the 
Nation shall be free of organized crime." 

[From the Washington Post, Thursday, February 6, 1930] 
GENERAL CROSBY CHOSEN 

Upon his retirement on March 21 Maj. Gen. Herbert B. Crosby, 
United States Army, at pre· ent Chief of Cavalry, will be nominated by 
the President to be a member of the Board of District Commissioners. 
While General Crosby is the antithesis of a martinet , his appointment 
will make the board predominantly military in character. Exception 
has been taken to this by a proportion of the pulilic. 

The law provides that the District shall be governed by a board com
posed of three commissioners, two of whom shall be civilians and the 
other an Army engineer. The law specifies further : " The two persons 
appointed from civilian life shall at the time of their appointment be 
citizens of the United States and shall have been a ctual r esidents of 
the District of Columbia for three years next before their appointment 
and, during that period, claimed residence nowhere else." Technically, 
General Crosby will become a civilian upon his r etiremen t , and techni
cally he has been au actual resident of the Dist rict for longer than 
tht·ee years. Many residents believe, however, that the law contem-

plates the appointment of men of civilian training, whose residence in 
Washington is not an official accident. 

General Crosby is appointed in th~ interest of law enforcement to 
take charge of the police, fire, and traffic departments. " His head
ship of these departments," says President Hoover, " will be assurance 
of just support and leadership to the men in these services. It will 
be a guaranty to bo th tne official and unofficial residents of the District, 
and especially to the Nation at large, that the Capital will be free of 
organized crime." No doubt an Army officer could inject a more rigor
ous note in police and fire department discipline, and if that were all 
that is needed, the milita ry atmosphere would be an improvement. 
But a doubt arises in connection with the contact between these de· 
partments and the public. The District Commissioners must have the 
support of the public in order to succeed. 

It is possible for an Army officer to make a good municipal official, 
and General Crosby's reputation for tact and cooperative ability is 
in his favor. Nevertheless, two Army men to one civilian on the Board 
of District Commissioners is hardly within the spirit of the law as 
understood by the people of Washington. 

Mr. BLEASE. l\Ir. President, I have on several occasions 
called attention to the crime in this city, and have been unable 
to get any assistance whatever. I noticed to my astonishment 
the other day that the President of the United States himself 
had called for more guards. The city has actually gotten so 
rotten and the administration of law here is so poor that the 
New York Times on Sunday, February 2, stated: 

MELLON, AT HOOVER'S REQUEST, ASKS MORE WHITE HOUSE POLIC.ID 
WASHINGTON, February 1.-Enlargement of the White House police 

detail and the transfer of the unit from the status of an independent 
organization to the Secret Service of the Treasury was asked to-day 
in a letter to the House from Sect·etary Mellon. 

The change was requested by President Hoover. He would have a 
captain at the head of the force instead of the present four sergeants, 
and under him a lieutenant, 3 sergeants, and a maximum of 43 privates 
instead of the present 35. 

Mr. President, I want to assure the President of the United 
States that if he really wants a guard over there and thinks he 
needs it, if he will permit me I will furnish him a company of 
South Carolinians who will come up here and guard him and 
will guarantee him that no man or woman shall cross the thresh
old of the White House or even enter the gates of his grounds 
except by his permission. It does not make any difference what 
they may think of him or what I may think of him, no man or 
woman or set of men or women shall assail the head of this 
Nation if we can prevent it. We know that "King" Pratt is 
no good. We have known that for some time, so if the President 
wlll permit I will have these brave, fearless South Carolina 
Americans put on guard, and he can then live without fear. 

This man Hoover received the largest vote for President that 
any man has ever received for that office, and ;ret he trembles 
in the White House. Think of Andy Jackson calling for help! 
Think of Teddy Roosevelt calling for help ! Crime is rampant 
in Wa hington, while Pratt sits serenely on his throne, and 
murder, rape, ar on, and other crimes are on the increase. 

This morning's Washington Post carried the following stories, 
which I ask to have inserted in the RECORD at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ot·dered. 

The articles are as follows, which set out just the crimes of 
one day which reached the press: 

[From the Washington Post, Thm-sday, February 6, 1930] 

FOUR RAIDS LAUNCH DRIVE BY POLICE ON GAMBLING HOUSES-EIGHT 
MEN ARE ARRESTED IN RAPID-FIRE ORDER AT FOUR PLACES-MAJORITY 
PosT Bo~D; EQUIPMENT Is SEizED--DAY's AcTinTIES OF SQUAD ARE 
FmST BLOW I~ WAR LETTERMAX PLANS 
A new police war on gambling places in the city was begun yesterday 

when the Sergt. Oscar J. Letterman squad conducted four raids in 
rapid-fire order, most of them on popular down-town establishments. 

Eight men, one of them a Chinese, were arrested on charges of violat
ing section 865 (d) of the District Code, which governs gambling here. 
They were required in most instances to furnish $2,000 bond for their 
release. 

Led by Sergeant Letterman. Detective Richard J. Cox, and Policemen 
Floyd A. Truscott and J. A. Mostyn descended upon a well-known place 
on E Street n ear Twelfth Street NW. They found that the place was 
well equipped for ca rrying on a race horse business and four men, al
leged to have been accepting bets, were taken into custody. 

ALL HIDLD OX $2,000 BOND 
They were Frank Joseph Clayburne, 29 years old, of I Street near 

First Street NE.; William Madden, 24 years old, of Pennsylvania Ave
nue near Eighteenth St r eet NW. ; Thomas Boucher, 29 years olcl, of 
Twelfl!b Street near C Street SE.; and Richt_lrd C. Dean, 26 years old, 
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of California Street near Twenty-first Street NW. All were booked at 
the first precinct and held for $2,000. 

In the next block, on E Street, the raiders found that another estab
lishment was going in full blast. While two of. the squad guarded the 
doors, two others went through the place and arrested John Young 
Dawson, 36 years old, of R Street near Seventeenth Street NW., who is 
alleged to have been acting in a managerial capacity. 

Several men loitering about in the vicinity left in short order when the 
raiders swooped down. 

EQUIPMENT IS FOUND 

Joseph A. Blanken, 27 years old, of N Street, near Eleventh Street 
NW., was arrested in a raid on Ninth Street, across the street from 
Center Market. As in the other places, many slips, phones, and para·· 
phernalia of a like character were found. 

A Chinese, Raymond Soo, 29 years old, living on B Street near Fourth 
Street NE., and John Carroll, 36 years old, of Taylor Street, near Fifth 
Street NW., were arrested in a raid on Pennsylvania A venue near Third 
Street NW. Both were charged with permitting gambling and were 
taken to the sixth preeinct, where they were held for $2,000 bond apiece. 

The raids are the first of a series planned by Sergeant Letterman. 
Most of the evidence on which the raids were based was obtained through 
an undercover agent. 

TWO HUNDRED AND FORTY QUARTS OF RUM ARE FOUND IN AUT(}--TRAFFIC 

POLICEMAN SEIZES LIQUOR AFTER SHORT PURSUIT OF CAR 

Stephen Cassassa was bound over to the grand jury yesterday by Judge 
McMahon, in police court, to face charges of transporting liquor, all be
cause he did not have a ready excuse on the tip of his tongue when be 
was stopped by Traffic Policeman J. E. Fondahl. 

Cassassa, according to the policeman, was traveling at a too fast 
clip on Bladensburg Road yesterday morning. The policeman pursued 
and stated that at the time be overhauled Cassassa's automobile the 
machine was being driven at a more rational gait. Fondahl declared 
he stopped the machine for the mere purpose of examining the driver's 
registration card and permit. Cassassa had neither, and when ques
tioned is said to have declared the car belonged to a friend, who loaned 
it to him to come to Washington. 

The excuse aroused Fondahl's suspicion and the driver alld the auto
mobile were taken to the ninth precinct station bouse, where a search 
revealed 240 quarts of liquor. Charges were then booked againlrt 
Cassassa. 

DOCTOR AND WIFE TO PAY $5,350 FOR ASSAULTS 

A jury in District Supreme Court early yesterday returned a ver
dict of $5,000 damages against Dr. Arthur L. Curtis, co-lored, of 1717 
U Street, and at the same time returned a verdict of $350 damages 
against Helen G. Curtis, the physician's wife. Both verdicts were in 
favor of Eva Fitzbygb, also colored. 

The Fitzhugh woman sued the pbysician for $40,000, alleging an as
sault in May, 1927, which, she claimed, had resulted in great shock to 
her nervous system. The doctor's wife was sued for $20,000 damages, 
the plaintiff charging her also with assault at a later date. The trial 
of the case consumed more than a week. Attorneys Wilton J. Lambert 
and Austin F. Canfield appeared for the plaintiff, while the law firm 
of Houston & Houston defended the doctor and his wife. 

RUM PRESCRIPTIONS THEFT Is REPORTED-DOCTOR TELLS POLICE THAT 

GRIP WITH SERIES WAS TAKEN FROM CAR 

Nine whisky prescriptions, with the serial number E 18630, and 
numbered from 92 to 100, were stolen from a medical-supply bag be
longing to Dr. Schley Brown, of 1625 S Street NW., according to a re
port made to police by the physician. 

Doctor Brown parked his car on G Street near Tenth Street NW. and 
visited a medical-supply store. When be returned his grip was missing, 
and the blanks, he said, were in the bag. 

Drug stores have been asked to detain anyone presenting the blanks. 

HEAVRINS ARRESTED IN FIGHT ON POLICI!r-MCPHERSON-QUIZ WITNESSES 

FACE ASSAULT CHARGE AFTER BAT'l'LE--HUSBAND HURLS PEPPER 

Roy R. Heavrin, 39 years old. and his wife, Mrs. Anna Heavrin, 45, 
who were star prosecution witnesses in the grand jury inquiry of the 
death of Mrs. Virginia McPherson, wer~ arrested on assault charges 
yesterday following a heated battle with two policemen in their apart
ment at the Park Lane, Twenty-first Street and Pennsylvania Ave
nue NW. 

Patrolmen Irving Rosenberg and R. S. Miller, of the third precinct, 
responding to a telephone call for aid, discovered Mrs. Heavrin, on the 
-verge of hysterics, standing outside the dooi' of her first-floor apartment 
and talking excitedly with Wilmer C. Ruff, manager of the building. 

Complaining that her husband had beaten her, threatened her lite, 
and ejected her from the apartment, the policemen said Mrs. Heavrin 
requested them to arrest her husband. 

As the door of the apartment was opened by the manager Heavrin 
greeted the policemen by hurling a handful of red pepper in their eyes, 
police say, and then attempted to take their batons from them. 

As be was blinded by the pepper, Rosenberg reported, Heavrin downed 
him on a bed, biting, scratching, and kicking him. At this stage of the 
battle, it was reported, Mrs. Heavrin united with her husband and be
gan pulling the policemen's hair. 

When a detail of policemen arrived at the battle-wrecked apartment, 
Rosenberg and Miller bad succeeded in subduing the Heavrins, they re- · 
ported. The two policemen and Heavrin, who was cut and bruised in 
the melee, were treated by Dr. Leonard McCarthy at Emergency Hos
pital and Heavrin was then transferred to Gallinger Hospital, where a 
police guard was detailed over him. Mrs. Heavrin was lodged in the 
House of Detention. 

ONE HUNDRED GALLONS SEIZED RY LIQUOR RAIDERS-BEER ON DRAFT IS 

FOUND, POLICE SAY, AFTER THEY SMASH KEGS 

Raiders from the first precinct last night confiscated more than 100 
gallons of alleged l-iquors in a descent on an establishment at Pennsyl
vania Avenue near Ninth Street, known as "Carl Hammel's Buffet." 

Beer on draft was found by the police, they said. A long bar reminis
cent of pre-Volstead days, even to the footrail, shielded an assortment of 
liquor. Sergt. A_ S. Bohrer, who led the raid, took Harry G. Kopel, 41 
years old, who lives above the place, into custody. He is charged with 
the sale, manufacture, and possession of liquor. 

In the basement, according to the police, were found wine presses and 
apparatus for making beer. Several barrels of alleged borne-brew were 
destroyed as well as a quantity of wine. 

Assisting Sergeant Bohrer in the raid were Officers H. G. Wanamaker, 
A. D. Mansfield, and H. E. Davis. Included in the alleged liquor con
fiscated were 10 gallons of rye whisky, 1 gallon of hard cider, 28 gal
lons of wines, and a quantity of beer. 

SEVEN MORE ARRAIGNED IN THEFT FROM HOSPITAL 

Seven colored men were arraigned in police court yesterday on rob
bery charges growing out of alleged thefts of bedding and clothing from 
St. Elizabeths Hospital during the last two years, and were ordered held 
for action of the grand jury. Four colored youths were arraigned on 
similar charges earlier in the week and also were held for grand jury 
action. 

Police who have been investigating the thefts for some time state that 
the loss to the hospital is well over $1,000, of which only approximately 
$100 worth has been recovered. Those arraigned yesterday are Allen 
West, 24 years old, cook at the institution; James Richardson, 54 years 
old, an engineer at the hospital; John Savoy, 19 years old; Aaron 
Short, 21 years old ; George Ellis, 28 years old ; William H. Speed, 40 
years old ; and David Congers. 

, STORE CLERK VICTIMIZED OF $10 BY STRANGE- MAN 

The short-change trick was resurrected yesterday by a young man, 
who was in need of $10, according to a report made to police of the 
ninth precinct by the manager of the Sears~Roebuck Department Store, 
located on Bladensburg Road NE. 

Leona Crawford, saleslady, living at 1473 Irving Street NW., was 
the victim of the youth. She said that be asked for change, then 
changed his mind, and, after confusing her, walked away with $10 
which didn't belong to him. ' 

DREYFUS KIN FEARED IMPENDING TRAGEDY-CARL FISCHER, FATHER 

INFORMS GRAND JURY HE SENSED DAUGHTER'S DANGER-KING LINK 
EMPHASIZED . 

Pausing frequently to brush the tears from his eyes, Carl Fischer 
gray-haired father o-f Mrs. Aurelia Fischer Dreyfus, yesterday told th~ 
grand jury how, moved by a vague sense of impending tragedy,. be had 
pleaded with his daughter not to go to the Potomac Boat Club dance, 
which terminated in her death on the night of October 20. 

Mr. Fischer told the jury that on the day following the tragedy Ed
mund J. M'cBrien, New York broker, who had escorted Mrs. Dreyfus 
to the dance, had attempted to take her automobile from the Fischer 
garage, and, foiled therein by Mr. Fischer, that be had then taken a 
suitcase belonging to Mrs. Dreyfus in which, he told the grand jury, 
she had numerous lett'll's and other papers, which, she had told her 
parents, contained important information about the unsolved murder 
of Dot King, "Broa-dway butterfly," in 1923. 

Mrs. Dreyfus, who was the " mysterious blonde " who established an 
alibi for Albert E. Guimares, who had been arrested in connection with 
the death of his sweetheart, Dot King, later told her mother and sisters 
that in testifying in the King investigation she had been forced to . 
perjure herself, according to affidavits given to United States Attorney 
Leo A. Rover by members of her family. 

As Mr. Fischer left the grand jury room a deputy marshal handed 
him the order for his witness fee. He brushed the paper aside roughly. 

" What is this? Money for telling about this tragedy of my life? " 
he said. "No, no : I do not want it." 

Other witnesses heard yesterday included the mother, sisters, and 
brothers of the dead girl, and family triends who testified that they had 
seen bruises on her neck as she lay in her casket awaiting burial, 
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1\'IAN Is ARRESTED ON GIRLS' CHARGES-PRISONER Is IDENTIFIED BY 

SEVERAL OF HIS ALLEGED VICTIMS 

Following complaints from several young girls, Detective Sergts. 
Charles Weber and Robert Saunders last night took into custody Her
bert Durant Franey, 38 years old, who gave an address on Louisiana 

· Avenue near Sixth Street NW. On the police blotter Franey is listed 
as " blaJ::k," though he claimed to be a Filipino. 

Shortly after his arrest, Franey was confronted by a group of young 
ladies and, according to police, was identified by several of them. 
Others are to face him to-day at detective headquarters. 

Franey, police allege, proclaimed, through a friend, that he was the 
representative here of a construction company and that he was inter
ested in getting girls for cafeterias that would be opened in the pro
posed buildings. Police assert that girls who went to his office were 
subjected to a peculiar examination, and that in at least one instance, 
a girl was given medicine that, it is charged, made her ill. Franey is 
being held for "investigation." Police claim several serious charges 
may be placed against him after additional investigation. 

WOMAN SEEKS DIVORCE ON DESERTION CHAR~Hll 

Charging her husband with des~rting her and with being intimate 
with another woman, Valora P. McKenney, of 1842 California Avenue 
NW., yesterday asked the District Supreme Court to award her an 
absolute divorce from her husband, Andrew H. McKenney, of 1151 New 
Jersey Avenue NW. The other woman, whose address is given as that 
of the husband, is named corespondent. 

The petitioner tells the court that she and her husband were married 
on August 11, 1923, and that he deserted her on January 15, 1924. 
For the past several months, the wife charges, the husband has been 
living with the other woman. Attorneys Bertrand Emerson and Nita 
S. Hinman appear for the petitioner. 

MA~ ADMITS PANTHER SHOT WOUNDED YOUTH 

Walking into the Eleventh Precinct Station yesterday, Felix Gray, 
alias James Hayes, colored, 20 years old, of Forty-fourth Street and 
Sheriff Road NI!l., explained that he bad mistaken a dog for the North
east's elusive " panther" on Tuesday night and in the excitement of 
the moment accidentally wounded his companion, William Taylor, 17 
years old, also colored, in the leg. 

Hayes explained that he and Taylor were walking along Whitting
ham Place NE. when a large " yellow " animal sprang from the under
brush. Fearing it was the " panther," Hayes explained, be and his 
companion stumbled over each other in an attempt to flee and Hayes 
then fired his revolver. The animal turned out to be a dqg. After 
listening to his story police placed a charge of promiscuous use of fire
arms against Hayes and liberated him on $10 collateral. · 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 

Carolina yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. BLEASE. In just a moment. There are more murders, 

more crimes of rape and the like, more heinous offenses that 
have been committed in this citv which are still in the dark and 
unsolved and more of those who committed the crimes who have 
never been apprehended than I believe is the situation in any 
other city in America. Why should not the President of the 
United States have a military man here in charge of the police 
affairs of the District and try at least to give us a decent city 
in which we may live? 

I yield now to the Senator from New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. I did not hear the first part of what the 

Senator had to say, but I understand that he has now made a 
reference to the fact that the President has appointed a major 
general of the Army as one of the Commissioners of the 
District. 

Mr. BLEASE. Yes; and I am commenuing him for that 
right now. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator want him to name 
another major general? 

Mr. BLEASE. If they will give us a clean city, I do not 
care if they make Hoover himself the commander in chief of 
the whole business. 

Mr. COPELAND. Is there no impression in the Senator's 
mind about the law that two of the commissioners must be 
civilians? 

:Mr. BLEASE. I understand this man will be a civilian after 
the 21st day of March. 

Mr. COPELAND. Then there is no reason why the President 
should not appoint another major general who will retire a 
little later. 

Mr. BLEASE. I hope he will. 
Mr. COPELAND. Then we will have the city under military 

rule. 
Mr. BLEASE. I hope we will, if necessary to have a better 

city than we have. 

Again I say that Mr. Hoover is right. and I shall vote to 
sustain him in his appointment of General Crosby; and I 
am not persuaded that if he had adopted the idea of the 
Senator from Iowa and appointed Gen. Smedley Butler, he 
would not have done a wise thing, although there are some 
things about Gen. Smedley Butler I do not like. One of them 
is his going into a man's house, taking a drink with him, going 
out and telling about it. I never have just exactly understood 
how he got that low down. That is something I have never 
understood. There must have been something curious in the 
liquor he was drinking to make him so far forget the obliga
tions of a g<mtleman, otherwi. e I do not think he would have. 

However, I want to see Mr. Hoover appoint the very best 
man it is possible to obtain. I do not care whether he takes 
him from the bench or calls _him out of the Army, or where he 
gets him, if he can stop certain activities to whi.th I called 
attention the other day. I made the remark then that when a 
man turns np his nose at the situation which has been dis
closed, when a man ·says there is nothing in it. when his daugh
ter comes home drunk or maybe in a condition worse than death 
itself or comes home dead, or when his boy comes home in a 
similar condition, then he will stop and begin to think that 
there must be something wrong. Think of dives running here 
and of these girls going into them and being treated as they 
have been treated! What is Pratt doing? Ask the criminals 
what Prutt is doing. 

Just a few days ago there appeared in one of the local papers 
the following item: 

DRUNK CHARGE FACED BY COP 

Facing trial in police court on a charge of driving while under the 
infiuence of intoxicants, Pvt. George McCarron yesterday was stripped 
of his rank as a member of the vice squad and was cited to appear 
before the trial board. 

Pollceman Floyd Truscott, of the fourth precinct, was transferred to 
fill McCarron's place. 

According to a report submitted to Maj. Henry G. Pratt, chief of 
police, by Inspector Albert J. Headley, McCarron attended a Chinese 
New Year celebration on lower Pennsylvania Avenue Sunday night and 
was on his way borne when his automobile crashed into a parked car at 
John Marshall Place and C Street NW. He was off duty. 

Police of the sixth precinct arrested McCarron on a charge of reck
less driving, and be was released in $25 collateral. When the case was 
presented in police court the more serious charge was laid against the 
officer. He was released in $300 bond. 

While they are investigating that matter I would like to 
have them find out who attenued a dinner in a Chinese restau
rant at 318 Pennsylvania Avenue on the 4th day of March, and 
whose family sat on the front porch of that dive, which was 
recently raided and $5,000 worth of dope taken out of it. I 
would like to have the nolice department find out what officials 
of this Government were entertained at dinner there that day, 
and who, with them, sat on the front porch and saluted the 
President of the United States as he was riding from the ' 
Capitol, where he had just taken the oath of office, to the 
White House. I do not wish to condemn this poor little police
man because he took dinner with a Chinese and then wink at 
men higher up. 

I would like to have an investigation of another thing while 
we are having these investigations. If it cost $16,000 to kill 
three men in a certain Chinese dive here, I would like to know 
who got the money, and why those men who did the killing 
have never been brought to justice and why this crime was 
hidden. The authorities ,might also find out to whom that 
money was paid and for what purpose it was paid. I do not 
know how they arrived at the figure of $16,000. It looks like it 
ought to ha>e been $5,000 apiece, but perhaps the extra $1,000 
was for burial expenses. 

Mr. President, yesterday in the Evening Star I noticed an 
item relating to a, lunch room where lawyers get their lunches 
down near the courthouse, and that it is to be padlocked. The 
article reads as follows: 

' PADLOCK Is SOUGHT FOR A. B. C. LUNCH-UN£TED STATES ATTORNIIY 
ALLEGES RAID ON EATING HOUSE REVEALED SALES A'ND POSSESSION QJI' 

LIQUOR 

United States Attorney Leo A. Rover and Assistant United States 
Attorney Harold W. Orcutt have filed in the District Supreme Court an 
application for a padlock injunction again:;;t J"oe Nathan Greenstein, 
proprietor of the A. B. C. lunch room, in the Stewart Building, Sixth 
and C Stl·eets, directly opposite the police court. J"u.mes Witt and Louis 
Mlrman, said to be the owners of the Stewart Building, were joined as 
defendants. 

The court is informed that the lunch room was raided by Federal 
prohibition agents J"anuary 14, after several purchases of alleged liquor 
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by the agents, and a quantity of liquor found. Affidavits of a number of 
agents are attached to the petition for the padlocking of the lunch room 
for one year. 

Yet it is said there is no crime in the city of Washington. 
LYNCHINGS 

In this connection I want to say another thing that perhaps 
I ought not to say, but I think some of the people of the country 
need to be told the truth. I noticed the other day several long 
articles to the effect that lynchings have decreased ; that we do 
not have as many lynchings as we used to have in this country. 
Why do not the newspapers, instead of saying that we have 
fewer lynchings in the country, say that we have had fewer of 
the crimes that cause · lynching? That is why we have fewer 
lynchings; Here is an article from a paper in reference to 
Georgia. Remember, I am not criticizing Georgia, either. This 
article reads: 

[From the New York Times, Sunday, February 2, 1930] 
MOB LYNCHES NEGRO AS GEORGIA SLAYER-FIVE HUNDRED MEN OVER

POWER SHEBIFF AT OCILLA AND BURN ACCUSED SLAYER OF GIRir

VICTIM HAD CONFESSED--HE WAS BEING TAKEN TO JAIL WHEN A."'GRY 

CROWD STOPPE D POLICE AU'l'O IN CENTER OF TOWN 

OCILLA~ GA., February !.-Overpowering Sheriir W. C. Tyler and his 
deputies early to-day, a mob of 500 men took Jimmy Levine, a negro, 
from the officers and lynched him 10 miles from town. The negro had 
been arrested about an hour before at Mystic, Ga., for attacking and 
slaying a 14-year-old white girl. 

Sheriff 'l'yler, who was roughly handled by a group of 25 or 30 
members of the mob when be resisted their efforts to remove the pris-
oner from his automobile, to-night said be bad made little headway in 
investigating. He expected to be joined to-morrow by Roy S. Foy, 
of Sylvester, solicitor general for this district, and steps probably will 
be taken to identify some of the mob members. 

Sherif! Tyler and his deputies had arrested the negro in Mystic after 
an all-night search, and immediately started for jail here. In the center 
of town the mob met the officers and demanded the negro. Sherif! Tyler 
refused to surrender him, and a crowd gathered abOut his car, finally 
succeeding- in taking the negro. 

NEGRO SLASHED AND BURNED 

With the prisoner in their hands, the mob set out in nearly 100 auto
mobiles for the scene of the crime. Later the body was found on a 
blazing pyre of logs. Reports said the negro was beaten and his throat I 
cut, after which the pyre was built, the logs and clothing of the negro 

·saturated with gasoline and a match applied. 
Sheri.!l: Tyler said he was unable to identify any of the men who sur

rounded his car, as it was just before dawn and the light was poor. He 
said the negro had confessed to committing the crime before the mob 
took possession of him. 

The girl, daughter of a prominent planter, was attacked and slain 
near her home yesterday, and her body was f<lund in a creek near by. 
Sheriff Tyler said the assailant, after killing the girl, had dragged her 
body across a field to the creek. Her throat had been cut. 

More than 1,000 men joined in the search for the negro last night. 

I want to say right here to those people who believe that they 
are doing good by this ·propaganda that they are in reality doing 
a great injustice to the Negro race. When they put in their 
papers articles of this kind and when they try to uphold this 
crime and when they publish circulars gotten out oy a negro 
in the South who thinks he is doing something for the best 
interests of his race, but who has not sense enough to know 
that he is injuring his race, they are only trying to lead the 
Negro race to believe that they can continue to commit this 
crime and not be lynched. Certain white people in the country 
are encouraging it. I want to tell them right now that this is 
the white man's country, and by the eternal gods the white man 
proposes to control it. 

When that crime is committed south of the Potomac River, 
no one need be surprised when he reads the next morning in 
his newspaper just what he read a day or two ago in reference 
to what happened in the State of Georgia. It is all right to 
talk these things, it is all right to publish pretty little pieces in 
the newspapers, but I tell you, Mr. President and Senators, that 
when certain people in the country endeavor to encourage the 
Negro race to commit that crime, it does not make any difference 
how much they encourage it or how much they say lynching is 
decreasing, they had better change their tactics and warn the 
Negro race not to commit this crime. Then they will have some 
justification for saying that they have helped to decrease lynch
ings in the United States. Stop that crime and you will stop 
lynching. 

CHIEF JUSTICE TAFT'S RESIGNATION 

There is another matter with which I guess I have nothing 
to do, but I am going to say something about it, anyway. I hope 

the Judiciary Committee will return Mr. Hughes's nomination 
to the Senate without recommendation and that the Senate will 
pass a resolution requesting the President of the United States 
to reappoint the Hon. William Howard Taft to the position of 
Chief Justice of the United States. He should not have ac
cepted his resignation. There is something crooked around 
here somewhere. No one can fool me about it. I am not in the 
inner circles and I can not get at the facts, but somebody has 
fooled that poor old gentleman. I would not say they told him 
a story, because I have no right to say that. Why is it that 
his boy is to be put in the position of the Hughes boy and the 
Hughes boy is to go out and make room for the Taft boy, and 
Taft is getting out to make room for Hughes? 

Why was it all fixed up beforehand? Why was it that in 
just a few hours after Judge Taft sent in his resignation 
Hughes was appointed, and this place was tendered to Bob 
Taft? Many a man has held a job who has been sick, who has 
not done half for this country what William Howard Taft has 
done. I love him, and I think he has been mistreated and ill
advised by somebody. The other night he was going to die 
before they got "him home, but now he is much better and I 
hope and pray to God that he lives many years, whether he is 
a Supreme Court Justice or not. 

But, Mr. President and Senators, the Senate ought not to wink 
at any such business as is scuttling around under the ground 
somewhere in this Capital. Many a man has held on to his job 
after he became sick and disabled. We have had men on the 
bench for years who did not render a decision or write an opin
ion. We have had men on the bench and in other positions 
who performed none of the duties of their office. We are pen
sioning employees right here in connection with the Senate 
who do not do one God Almighty's thing, not a thing. 

Why was it necessary, I want to know, for somebody to go 
down to Asheville, N. C., to get Mr. Taft to resign and get 
everything fixed up? So far as I am concerned, I have not a 
thing in the world against Mr. Hughes. I know he is a great 
corporation lawyer. I am satisfied that when he gets on the 
bench he will take the most perfect care of their interests. I 
have no doubt of that in the world. I can say that before he 
goes on the bench, though I would not say it ~fter he gets 
there. But I love William Howard Taft and I have a reason 
for it. I am glad that he is the only man in this country who 
ever had the honor to be President of the United States and 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court. 

If there is anything in this world I love, it is a square deal, 
a deal out in the open, a transaction which is open and above
board ; and I believe, Mr. President, that that is what the Sen
ate wants. 

REBATES IN &AILR.O.AD RATES 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, many years ago I entered 
the fight against rebates in railroad rates, both directly and 
indirectly. After many years of legislation and decisions of 
railroad commissions and of courts, we finally got the law quite 
well established against rebates. However, it is now called to 
my attention t]?.at an indirect system has been inaugurated by 
the big packing companies, a system of reciprocal buying and 
selling, as it is called. They start a manufacturing company 
to manufacture some article which is used by the railroads, 
and then they force the sale of that article to the railroads bv 
the fact that they have a large number of cars that are fui
nished to the different railroads for the shipment of commodi
ties. In that way they secure indirectly a rebate. The charge 
is so specific and authentic that I think it ought to be investi
gated, and I offer a resolution to that effect for reference to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The resolution ( S. Res. 209) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, as follows : 

Whereas the act to regulate interstate and foreign commerce, approved 
February 16, 1903, prohibits railroad rebating, directly and indirectly 
in every manner and torm ; and 

Whereas the act creating the Federal Trade Commission, approved 
September 26, 1914, prohibits unfair methods of competition in 
commerce ; and 

Whereas the act approved August 15, 1921, specifically prohibits the 
packers from engaging in any " unfair, unjustly discriminating, or 
deceptive practice or device in commerce " ; and 

Whereas an illegal and immoral system of rebating known as " reclp· 
rocal buying" has been created and developed in violation of the afore
said laws and is affecting the $2,0UO,OOO,OOO of annual purchases of 
supplies of American railroads ; and 

Whereas this system is responsible for destroying small competitors, 
foisting inferior equipment on railroads at the expense and to the detri
ment of the public while enriching grafting otllcials of the guilty 
comp&nieli t and 
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Whereas the following letter gives a concrete example of one of the 

steps taken by officials of a packing company, which company alone 
controls through a subsidiary 7,500 refrigerator cars: 

SwiFT & Co., UNION STocK YARDs, 
Ohicago, nz. 

DEAR SIR : The Swift family owns the Mechanical Manufacturing 
Co., a Chicago corporation which bas been manufacturing packing-bouse 
machinery for a good many years. They also have been putting out 
the Ellis and the Durable bumping post, with which you are familiar. 

Our people have decided to take on the durable draft gear and the 
durable centering device, and we expect our railroad friends to use these 
articles on a reciprocity basis, with the understanding that they are 
competitively piiced and their quality is second to none. 

I inclose all the data that we have gathered to date on these draft 
gears. Several of the principal lines already have placed orders with 
us for them, and they will be utilized 100 per cent on the Swift equip
ment in the future. 

Won't you please have whichever of your departments is in charge of 
this end of your business make an investigation at this time, particu
larly of the gear, and let me know, if you are agreeable to utilizing 
some of them on any new equipment that will be built during the year; 
also on any renewals that take place from day to day on your lines. 

Please reply. 
Yours respectfully, 

And-

SWIFT & Co., 
Per W. A.M. 

Whereas officials of Armour & Co. are using the so-called Waugh Co. 
in a similar conspiracy ; and 

Whereas these two specific cases are examples of the methods being 
used by many great interests to violate the law by forms of commercial 
bribery: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce, or any sub
committee thereof, be, and hereby is, directed to make a full and search
ing investigation of rebating in every ,form directly or indirectly that 
affects the common carriers of the United States and report the same to 
the Senate. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con

sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the industries 
of the United States, to protect American labor, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask for a vote on the pending 
amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second branch of the amend-
ment to the amendment reads : 

Refined or synthetic, 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. GLENN (when his name was called). I have a general 

pair with the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] and 
therefore withhold my vote. If I were free to vote, I should 
vote "yea." 

Mr. SCHALL (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD's name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. SHIPsTEAD] is unavoidably absent. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BROOK]. Not 
knowing bow be would vote, I shall withhold my vote; but if per
mitted to vote I should vote "yea." 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name w~s called). I have a gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR]. 
Not knowing bow be would vote, I withhold my vote. If per
mitted to vote, I should vote " yea." 

Mr. PHIPPS (when Mr. WATERMAN's name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. WATERMAN] is unavoidably absent. He is paired 
for the day with the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING]. If my 
colleague were present, he would Yote " yea " on this motion. 

Mr. WHEELER (when his name was called). On this ques
tion I have a pair with the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
WALCOTT]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. SHIPsTEAD] and will vote. I vote" nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BLEASE. I have a pair with the junior Senator from 

Maine [Mr. GoULD]. Not knowing bow be would vote, I with
hold my vote. 

Mr. NYE. Upon this question my colleague [Mr. FRAZIER], 
who is unavoidably absent, bas a pair with the senior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. HASTINGS]. Were they present and voting, 
my colleague would vote "nay," and the Senator from Delaware 
would vote "yea." 

Mr. FESS. I wish to announce the following general pairs: 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] ; and 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosES] with the. 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN]. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the senior Sen
ator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR] and the junior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. B&ocK] are necessarily detained from 
the Senate on official business. 

I also wish to announce that the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
AsHURST] is necessarily detained on official business. 

The result was announced-yeas 48, nays 29, as follows : 

Allen 
Baird 
Bingham 
Broussard 
Capper 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Dale 
Deneen 
Fess 
Fletcher 
Gillett 

Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Caraway 
Connally 

Ashurst 
Blease 
Brock 
Frazier 
Glenn 

YEAS-48 
Goff Kean 
Goldsborough Kendrick 
Greene Keyes 
Grundy McCulloch 
Hale McNary 
Harrison Metcalf 
Hatfield Oddie 
Hawes Patterson 
Hebert Phipps 
Heflin Pine 
Johnson Ransdell 
Jones Robinson, Ind. 

NAYS-29 
Cutting 
Dill 
George 
Glass 
Harris 
Howell 
La Follette 
McMaster 

Gould 
Hastings 
Hayden 

~~~ellar 

NOT 

Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Overman 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Smith 
Steck 

VOTING-19 
Moses 
Pittman 
Reed 
Robinson. Ark. 
Shipstead 

Robsion, Ky. 
Schall 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Thomas, Idaho 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Wagner ~ 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson 

Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Tydings 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Sullivan 
Townsend 
Walcott 
Waterman 

So Mr. KEAN's amendment, 
was agreed to. 

as modified, to the amendment 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the committee amendment as amended. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I was about to make the in
quiry: The question now is on the rest{)ration of 5 cents duty 
upon this product? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to take occasion to 

say to the Senator from Utah that if he is going to follow the 
practice of agreeing to the reopening of duties that we already 
have voted upon when we considered the bill for committee 
amendments, the bill is going to be here very much longer than 
the Senator would like to see it, perhaps. 

Mr. SMOOT. What does the Senator have reference to? 
Mr. GEORGE. I have reference to this vote. This was a 

Senate committee amendment. When it was reached on the 
floor of the Senate we bad a discussion of it, we bad a vote on 
it, and the Senate agreed with the House rate on synthetic 
camphor. The much-derided Hawley bill reduced the duty from 
6 cents to 1 cent, and the Senate agreed, over the Finance Com
mittee's recommendation, to the House rate. That closed this 
matter, of course, it being a Senate committee amendment, 
until the bill should get into the Senate from the Committee of 
the Whole. The bill is not yet in the Senate; but this morning 
the Senator from Utah assented to a reconsideration of the vote 
which was taken in the Senate when we were considering Senate 
committee amendments to this particular paragraph, and we 
have consumed the morning upon the question. 

Mr. Presi~ent, if the Senator from Utah is going to follow 
that procedure, be may expect very long delay before this bill 
actually comes out. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah does not 
desire to follow any other course than that which be has mapped 
out, and be could not do so except by unanimous consent ; but 
if the Senator from Georgia gives notice now that be will object 
to all unanimous-consent requests to vote upon a paragraph or 
an item within a paragraph that has already been voted upon by 
the Senate, I am perfectly willing to follow that course. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the Senator from Georgia 
will yield, I will say publicly what I have already said to the 
Senator from Utah privately: That I propose to object to any 
more unanimous-consent requests to reopen amendments that 
we have already passed on, no matter from what source they 
come. ', 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator did say that to me just a short 1 

time ago. 
1\Ir. GEORGE. Now, 1\Ir. President, on the merits of this 

matter I wish to have just this additional word: 
In 1922 a rate of 6 cents per pound on synthetic camphor was 

given in order to foster an experimental enterprise in this coun-

\ 
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try. Tbe company that desired that tariff has long since ceased I tive with ours had been taken over by the American people as 
to engage in active business, according to my information. the result of the war-is nine years a sufficient length of time, 
Another company now comes to the Congress and asks that the while the world lay prostrate, to demonstrate whether we could 
high rate of duty be continued. That is the state of the case at produce synthetic camphor? 
this moment. But we heard this morning-! have heard it so much that I 

Our imports are ranging between two and three million do not propose to sit silent when some one repeats it-" But 
pounds per year. Our production is less than 200,000 pounds. suppose Japan and Germany form a cartel and refuse to let 
We are producing about 500 pounds a day, but we are consum- Am·erican soldiers have camphor if, perchance, we go into an
ing nearly 3,000,000 pounds of synthetic camphor a year. other war "-the cool, bald assumption that every other people 

What I want to say to the Democrats is this: The Ways and upon this globe is inhuman and capable of action that would 
Means Committee of the House reduced to 1 cent a pound the be condemned even under the rules of warfare, and that we, 
duty on synthetic camphor which had been given to those who ourselves, alone possess the virtue of the world; that we, our
wished to experiment in making it. The House of Representa- selves, alone will not put up prices and will not deny other 
tives passed the bill as the Ways and Means Committee shaped people supplies unless they meet our demands and our con
it and reduced the duty on synthetic camphor from 6 cents to ditions I 
1 cent per pound. All over this land Democrats and Liberals Yet the war is fought over again, Germany is in the back
have denounced the Hawley bill, have denounced the House ground, and Senators quake in their shoes when you talk about 
bill; yet in a vital matter which can not possibly be defended, dye industries and coal-tar products and camphor and synthetic 
when we are making practically none of the product, and under drugs. Germany looms up again, and we are in danger of 
the stimulus of a high rate of duty have not been able to make another war! 
it since 1922, we raise the low rate of duty fixed in the House Mr. President, that is all a pretense, pure and simple. It is 
bill and put it back to 6 cents a pound. intended as a pretense, nothing but a pretense. The thing that 

The time has come for very plain speaking, Mr. P.resident. is back of it is greed, selfishness, the willingness to tax the 
What can be the answer of Democrats when they raise their American people if only you can have another industry in your 
voices against the Hawley bill, when here on this floor, on State; that is all. 
one of the most indefensible paragraphs of the entire bill, Talk to me about Germany, talk to me about the danger to the 
vote to increase the Hawley rates 500 per cent? What answer United States in another war if we do not continue to tax our 
can our party make? people, talk to me about the imminent possibility that we will 

There is not any question about what has happened in this be without camphor in another war. Without camphor! With
matter. There is not any doubt about what has happened in out drugs! 
this matter. The House wisely, justly, properly reduced this Mr. President, if some powerful :tlnanclal interests in this 
rate to a point where it ought to have been. The bill passed country were not such great contributors to the campaign funds 
the House and came to the Senate. The then Senator from New of my party, as well as the Republican Party, we would be able 
Jersey, Mr. Edge, in whose State this one enterprise is located, to write tariffs on a basis more nearly just. · 
was a member of the Finance Committee of this body; and he, Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, does not the Senator 
with the aid of his coll€'.agues on the Republican side, increased think his last expression is a reflection upon the Senate? 
this duty to 6 cents. I undertake to say that no enterprise Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President; I am merely trying to tell the 
is entitled to have a duty that costs the American people nearly truth. Let no Democrat condemn the Hawley bill as it came 
$200,000 a year in duty paid, when after practically nine years from the House if he is able to bring himself to vote to boost 
that enterpr~se is able to produce under the high rate in the the Hawley rates upon synthetic camphor, which must be used 
Fordney-McC·.:mber bill but 500 pounds of the pr.oduct per day, in one form or another, which does enter in one form or another 
and we are consuming between two and three million pounds of into the products which so many of the American people use, 
that product. boost those rates 400 per cent above the rates carried in the 

There is the case; and I am stating it as strongly as I can. Hawley bill. 
It will not lie in the mouth of any Democrat to go before the Mr. President, wherever there is an industry that is entitled 
country and condemn the Hawley bill when, without the slight- to a fair measure of protection. I would not, if I could properly 
est pretext or reason, Democrats are proposing to increase the understand and properly evaluate the facts, be heard in opposi
rates over ·the Hawley rates 500 per cent. tion to it. I have supported all the high rates on agricultural 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, the Senator means some Demo- products, conscious though I was that many of those rates would 
crats-some so-called Democrats. not reflect themselves back in the prices which the farmer would 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not put it that way, Mr. President. I receive for his products, but hopeful as I am that the farmer 
say "Democrats." I do not want to raise any issue with my may receive some benefit from at least some of the rates, or 
colleagues except upon the merits of this matter; and I am perhaps a majority of the rates, in the actual prices of his 
confining my discussion strictly to the merits of it. products. 

Here is a case: A Missouri concern came to Congress in 1922 I voted for the rates upon the products of the mine, I have 
and said, " Give us a rate on synthetic camphor above the rate supported the rates upon the products of the field, I have sup
upon crude camphor," and the Fordney-McCumber tariff writers ported the rates upon the products of the forest, but there is 
gave them a rate of 6 cents a pound. The Missouri concern no reason why the rates strictly and exclusively industrial 
discontinued its enterprise at some period of time between the should be boosted beyond their present high level, certainly ex
granting of that rate and the present hour. After nine years cept in a few isolated cases which any of us might be able to 
we come back to make another tariff bill, and a New Jersey enumerate upon the fingers of one hand. 
concern comes down and says, " Give us a rate on synthetic Then when we come to consider an industrial rate like this, with 
camphor and we will produce it." The facts disclose that they the history back of this particular duty, in the light of the facts 
have produced but 500 pounds a day; and even the House com- existing at this moment, it seems to me that, while the item 
mittee and even the leaders of the House who wrote this mon- itself is relatively a small item, it is the sum total of the small 
strosity-this outrageous tariff bill, as I have heard it con- items which pile the burden upon the shoulders of the American 
demned; this bill that has received the condemnation of liberals consumers-yet this rate, when it is analyzed, as we must 
of both parties, north, south, east, and west-cut this rate back analyze tariff duties presented to the Congress for considera
from 6 cents a pound to 1 cent a pound. Yet we come in here tion, stands upon no possible basis of justification except the 
in the Senate and put the rate back to 5 cents a pound upon forlorn, the futile, the idle hope that in nine years more, per
this vitally necessary commodity-a commodity which we must haps, while the American people pay the bills, the industry in 
import, which we must continue to import, and on which the this country may develop a production really worth while. 
American people have paid nearly $2,000,000, or over $1,000,000 What is the capital of the enterprise? It has been said it is 
at least, in duty at the ports since we put the tax or tariff at $250,000. If that is true, the American people can pay it back 
6 cents a pound upon synthetic camphor; and we propose to every year in the actual duties that are taken out of the pockets 
go on paying $2,000,000 out of the pockets of the Americ:an of the American consumers. 
people, $2,000,000 during another nine years, while some other Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
chemical industry in the State of some other Senator who has Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
the honor and enjoys the privilege of membership on the Finance Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Has the Senator considered this item 
Committee of the Senate continues the manufacture for another from the revenue standpoint? I understand we derive in rev-
period. enue on this item somewhere in the neighborhood of $200,000. 

Mr. President, if there were the slightest e~ctation within Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am not disposed to consider 
reason that we could produce in this country any appreciable tariff from the revenue standpoint when during this Congress 
part of the synthetic camphor that we must use, the case would we have given back $160,000,000 to the taxpayers-many of them 
be different; but is nine years, when the world was crippled, large taxpayers. That is my answer to the Senator from Cali
when all the patents of other nations that were really competi- fornia. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I never cry over spilled 

milk. I have on many occasions in this Chamber been defeated 
in some particular cont(mtion, but I have always taken my de
feats gracefully, and acquiesced in the will of the majority. I 
have tried to feel that all the wisdom of the world is not 
couched in my particular intellect. I have felt that everybody 
had that freedom of actic1n and freedom of opinion and freedom 
to exercise his judgment with reference to special matters that 
I claim for myself, and I have never permitted myself to be pro
voked into a passionate frenzy to abuse my fellow Democrats or 
my fellow Senators because they differed from me. 

In my attitude toward matters brought before us here in con
nection with this bill and in connection with other matters, I 
have tried to exercise and apply my best judgment, to be fair 
to various interests involved, to be fair to the whole people. I 
do not know why this particular small item should provoke 
such feeling as to call at this late time for an excoriation of our 
action. 

We on this side have differed about rates, as have Senators 
on the other side, but the fact that one of my brethren here 
should think it wise to apply to a product the rate in the present 
law, or should think it wise to reduce it from the rate carried 
in the present from 6 cents a pound to 1 cent a pound, should 
not give me any reason for doubting either his Democracy or 
his high motives. 

I remember questions which arose in connection with this bill 
where, if I had wanted to be mean enough, I could have cited 
certain votes of certain gentlemen, or their failure to vote upon 
certain questions where the vote was very close; but I would 
not do that. I have tried to conduct myself so that I would 
not make anybody feel angry at me. I do not want to hurt the 
feelings of anyone. I think it is better to discuss these questions 
upon a high plane, and consider only the facts. Why now, after 
the vote is taken, there should be a stinging rebuke administered 
to some of us who think we are fairly good Democrats, I do not 
quite understand. 

What is the picture before us? What is it for which some 
of us are castigated? What is it that has drawn this fire of 
condemnation upon somebody, not because we were paired on 
cement and had the courage to show our hands, not because we 
stood here and voted for or against the rate on rayon, not be
cause I voted one particular way on kaolin. No ; but our votes 
are made the subject of criticism when we are considering the 
item of synthetic camphor, in the production of which great 
progress has been made by the German people, who send it to us 
by the millions of pounds, an article made from a raw product 
produced in the United States, when an industry is started in 
the United States at the invitation of the Government through 
rates fixed in a tariff bill, where the industry is making some of 
the product, not a great deal, about 500 pounds a day. It is to 
be hoped by all of us that they will make more, and we vote, 
not to increase the rate of the present law but to reduce it from 
the rate in the present law of 6 cents a pound to 5 cents a po\md. 
That is why we receive the castigation. 

Oh, it is said that Germany sends us the synthetic camphor, 
and that they get the raw material-the turpentine--from this 
country, that we send it hardly anywhere else, and that our pro
ducers of turpentine are to be benefited. 

Mr. President, we are not the only country in the world that 
produces turpentine. It is produced in France, great quantities 
of it are produced in France, 7,000,000 gallons a year. It is 
.produced in Spain, it is produced in Austria, and it is produced 
in lower Europe. They are our competitors in tl~is particular 
line and they would be delighted and everyone filled with a 
desi're to turn our market over to foreign competitors would 
be delighted if they could get full control of the manufacture of 
synthetic camphor for use in the United States. 

I said in my opening remarks that I did not believe it is just 
fair, when the present rate is 6 cents a pound and when the 
men have engaged in this business, even though it may have 
been with a small capital of $500,000 or $250,000, on the assur
ance that they should have that rate, that we should now wipe 
out the rate entirely o'r reduce it to 1 cent a pound. What con
sistency is there in this reduction of the rate from 6 cents to 1 
cent? If that contention is right, why not put it on the free 
list altogether? But Senators change their argument and they 
sav "Now we are trying to boost the rate." But we are not 
trying to bbost the rate at all. When the matter was considered 
in the Senate the amendment fixing a rate of 6 cents a pound 
had received little or no consideration. When it came before 
the Senate for consideration there was no roll call on the mat
ter. Personally I had not in>estigated it. I scarcely knew at 
th.at time that turpentine entered into the manufacture of syn
thetic camphor. I think I know enough about the facts now 
to justify my belief that at least it is fair to thos~ _peopi:_, who 

have invested their money upon that assurance not to wipe 
them out entirely by taking off all of the rate, or even reducing 
it to 1 cent. Indeed, the fact that the people engaged in the 
business have little capital-and I do not even know who they 
are--would enlist my sympathy more than if it were some 
gigantic monopoly or moneyed corporation in the country which 
was involved. 

So I submit, Mr. President, that when we look at the facts we 
were justified in the rate of 5 cents a pound on synthetic 
camphor, a reduction from the present rate of practically 20 
per cent, and that the facts warranted that reduction. Let us 
stop questioning other people's motives here. When we take our 
vote let us concede that all of us are prompted by high pur
poses in the consideration of these matters. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I was obliged 
to leave the city early yesterday afternoon and did not return 
here until about half an hour ago. Therefore, I have had no oP
portunity to he~r the debate with reference to the particular 
item now before the Senate. I entered the Chamber after the 
announcement of the pending question had been made. I sought 
to reach a decision as to how I should vote, and my mind went 
back to the debates that took place in this Chamber in 1922 
and also went back to one community in my State, which hap
pens to be the one in which I was born-Leominster, Mass., 
which produces more celluloid products than any other com
munity in the world. It is a thriving city of 20,000 people 
who earn their livelihood and enjoy their prosperity largely 
through these industries. They formerly produced horn combs. 
My father was a pressman standing in front of the fire just 
as the blacksmith does, and with his prongs thrusting into the 
fire the horn of the western cattle that had been cut in prepara
tion for flattening ,and after the horn was heated, placing it on 
the anvil and with his hammer flattening it out, and then the 
fiat horp was passed on to the machine which cut out the teeth 
of the horn comb. That industry-the horn-comb industry
passed away in time and celluloid combs and fancy articles of 
all kinds made of celluloid have taken the place of the particular 
industry, which gave my father and our neighbors their first 
employment. 

I remember that this celluloid industry during the war was 
held by the throat by Japan because one of the most important 
and basic articles in the making of celluloid is camphor. At that 
time I participated in the debates with the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. SMOOT]. I noted that some figures were then put in the 
RECORD showing the tremendous increase in the price that was 
extorted from our manufacturers who depended upon Japan for 
camphor as one of their raw products. If I am not mistaken, 
the price went from a few cents a pound to extreme limits. 

Mr. SMOOT. The price went to over $4 a pound. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. All of what I have said is 

preliminary. This tariff rate upon camphor was brought to my 
attention by the men who own and operate these industries, 
whom I know personally, and most of whom grew up with me. 
These small and large celluloid establishments are owned by 
various individuals, some of whom went to school with me, be
cause I was born in Leominister and have lived within a few 
miles of my birthplace ever since. My former neighbors in 
this industry came to see me and discussed this matter of a 
tariff on camphor, ~d suggested that the duty be permitted to 
remain as it is in the present law, in the hope that the camphor 
industry might ultimately be developed in the United States. 
They had misgivings, as I have, as to whether such an industry 
could be successfully developed in this country, and their sole 
motive was the chance that it might be and thereby they would 
be relieved from dependence upon a foreign source of supply 
-and that controlled by a monopoly. I was impressed with the 
fact that they could not have a sinister motive. There was no 
personal advantage to these independent celluloid comb and 
novelty manufacturers in urging a tariff duty on a raw product 
that might mean increased costs to them, and I was impressed 
with the fact that at additional immediate expense to them
selves they were asking to have developed here the camphor 
industry. It seemed to me they exercised a public spirit that 
was commendable. They were willing to make present financial 
sacrifices to be ultimately independent of Japan. 

All these thoughts came back to my mind as I entered the 
Chamber just now, and I concluded, without hearing the debate 
that my vote should be in appro>al of the views of those old neigh- ) 
bors of mine, who had petitioned me through no apparent selfish , 
motives in favor of the proposal of trying to develop an inde
pendent camphor industry in this country. That is the offense 
of which I am guilty. I hope I do not need to apologize for it. 
I stand on the record. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I can not let the occasion 
pass without speaking a word in response to what the Senator 

' I 
\ 

\... 

\ 

\ 



' . I 

I c 
) 

I 

I 
) 
/ 
i 
? 

1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 3165 
from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] said. The other day I stated that 
General Hancock did not go far enough when he said "the 
tariff is a local issue." I say the tariff is an individual issue. 

I must call the attention of my friend from Georgia-and no 
one in this Chamber loves him more--to the fact that when we 
bad cotton rags here and where the item was of great im
portance in my section of the country in order that we might 
ha,-e a lower rate, the Senator vigorously, energetically, and 
successfully argued in favor of a higher rate upon cotton rags, 
and that rate has been imposed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VANDENBERG in the chair). 

Does the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. GEORGE. The Senator will recall that the rate was 

cut. It was reduced from what the committee had recom
mended and put practically at the existing rate. The record 
will bear me out. 

Mr. COPELAND. That may be true, and I do not question 
that it is. 

Mr. GEORGE. And that was my position. 
Mr. COPELAND . . But there was no reason, and I can see 

no reason now, why there should be a tariff placed upon cotton 
rags. However, my friend from Georgia, who castigates us 
because we voted in favor of a higher rate to-day upon the 
item of synthetic camphor, must remember that when his sec
tion of the country bas a matter of interest here, be does not 
fail to protect it and to guard it and to fight for it, and I honor 
him for that attitude. He must bear with us when we do like
wise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the com
mittee amendment as amended. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if there is to be a vote 
upon the committee amendment as amended, I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be divided. It involves two items, one on 
menthol, concerning which the Senate bas already acted when 
dealing with the committee amendment, reducing the menthol 
rate from the House rate of 75 cents a pound to 30 cents a 
pound. Therefore, if there is to be a vote on the question, I 
ask unanimous consent for the division of the amendment, 
namely, for a vote first upon line 20, paragraph 52, "menthol, 
30 cents a pound." 

Mr. HARRISON. The reduction has already been made by 
the Senate from 50 cents to 30 cents. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I was under the same impression as 
tM Senator from Mississippi, but upon inquiry at the desk I 
find that is not the opinion of the clerks at the desk. There
fore, in view of the fact that we have the consent of the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. KEA.N], I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment may be divided now so that there will be no 
question about the situation. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks unanimous consent to divide the question as indicated. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the question 
will be divided. 

Mr. NORRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I think there is no 

controversy over the first portion of the amendment, and I 
suggest we adopt that by a viva voce vote as indicated by the 
Chair and then have a record vote upon the committee amend
ment as amended. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Chair bas not yet stated what we are 
going to vote on first. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question has been divided 
at the request of the Senator from Wisconsin. The first vote 
comes on the portion of line 23 involving " menthol, 30 cents 
per pound.'' 

Mr. NORRIS. I make no request for the yeas and nays in 
regard to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the first branch of the committee amendment as amended. 

The first branch of the committee amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now reverts upon 
the second branch of the committee amendment as amended. 

Mr. NORRIS. And upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Chair state the 

form of the matter now pending so we may know how to vote? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the pend

, ing amendment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 23, lines 2(), 21, and 22, insert: 
Camphor, crude, natural, 1 cent per pound; refined or synthetic, 

5 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Ohief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SCHALL (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD's name was called). My 

colleague [Mr. SHIPBTEAD] is unavoidably absent. 
Mr. SULLIVAN (when his name was called). I have a pair 

with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BROCK]. Not 
knowing how he would vote if present, I withhold my vote; but 
if permitted to vote I should vote " yea." 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKELI..AR.]. Not know!ng how he would vote, I withhold my 
vote. If permitted to vote, I should vote " yea." 

Mr. WHEELER (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement that I previously made in reference to my 
pair and its transfer, I vote "nay.'' -

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. NYE. I desire to announce, in the absence of my col

league the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. FRAZIER], 
that he is paired on this question with the senior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. HAsTINGS]; that if present and voting my col
league would vote "nay," and the Senator from Delaware would 
vote" yea.'' 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I desire to announce the follow
ing general pairs : 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] ; 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosES] with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN] ; 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATERMAN] with the Sena-
tor from Utah [Mr. KING] ; . 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN] with the Senator from 
.Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] ; and 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BLE.AsE]. · 

The result was announced-yeas 49, nays 29, as follows: 

Allen 
Ashurst 
Baird 
Bingham 
Broussard 
Capper 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Dale 
Deneen 
Fess 
Fletcher 
Gillett 

Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Caraway 
Connally 

YEAS-49 
Goff 
Goldsborough 
Greene 
Grundy 
Hale· 
Harrison 
Hatfield 
Hawes 
Hebert 
Heflin 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kean 

Kendrick 
Keyes 
McCulloch 
McNary 
Metcalf 
Oddie 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Pine 
Ransdell 
Robinson, Ind. 
Robsion, Ky. 
&hall 

NAYS-29 

grNing ~g~~~ck 
George Nye 
Glass Overman 
Harris Sheppard 
Howell Simmons 
La Follette Smith 
McMaster Steck 

NOT VOTING-18 
Blease Hastings Pittman 
Brock Hayden 

~!~~er ~clfenar 
Gould Moses 

So the second branch 
amended was agreed to. 

Reed 
Robinson, Ark. 
Shipstead 
Sullivan 

of the committee 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Thomas, Idaho 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson 

Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Tydings 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Townsend 
Walcott 
Waterman 

amendment as 

EXPENSES OF LOBBY INVESTIGATING COMMI'ITEE 

M.I·. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideJ':!tion of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. It simply proposes to increase the amount that may be 
expended by the lobby committee, that committee having al
ready practically exhausted the amount previously allowed it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the resolution be read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The resolution ( S. Res. 210) was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That in furtherance of tbe purposes of Senate Resolution 

No. 20, agreed to October 1, 1929, the Committee on the Judi<:iary, or 
any subcommittee thereof, investigating the activities of lobbying asso
ciations and lobbyists, is hereby authorized to expend $10,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate in addition to the amount heretofore authorized for said 
purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to call the atten
tion of the Senator from Nebraska to the fact--

Mr. NORRIS. I was about to ask the Chair if he thinks that 
when a resolution simply proposes to increase the amount which 
a committee bas already been authorized to expend it is neces
sary that it should be referred. to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 

under the law that course will be necessary. 
Mr. NORRIS. Very well. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 

the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. Before I yield the floor, I should like to say 
to the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, who is present, that I think 
the resolution is only a matter of form and that there can be no 
possible objection to its adoption. The money heretofore appro
priated for the so-called lol.Jby committee has practically been 
exhausted, as I understand. I hope the Senator will have the 
committee act on the resolution at once, if he can possibly do so. 

Subsequently, Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the 
foregoing resolution favorably without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 

BIRTHDAY OF SENATOR LA FOLLETTE 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I want to express my con
gratulations to the Senatoe from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLLETTE] 
on his birthday. I think the Senate should know that the 
Senator is to-day 35 years of age. When we observe, as we 
have this afternoon, the prowess, the skill, the oratory, and the 
fine ability he has displayed in the conduct of the question be
fore us, and as we have witnessed the progressive strength of 
the Senator, I am sure I speak for all Senators when I extend 
hearty congratulations to him, and t1ust that he may be in the 
Senate for at least 40 years, which should be long enough for 
anybody! 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I thank the Senator. 
FELICITATIONS TO SENATOR S11IOOT 

Mr. HA.RRISO~. Mr. President, I desire to express my 
felicitations to the Senator from Utah [l\fr. SMOOT], who to-day, 
at the age of 46 years, is a great-grandfather. [Laughter.] 

RE'\'ISION OF THE TARIFF 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con

sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provi<le revenue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, to protect American labor, and for 
other purposes. 

l\fr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent to have inserted 
in the RECORD at this point a telegram on the ubject of plate 
glass, which I haYe just received from the French Mirror Plate 
Glass Co., of Jacksonville, Fla. 

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

JACKSONVILLEI, F'LA., Febrttat·y 5, 1930. 
Hon. DUNCAN U. FLETCHER, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR: We wish to bring to your attention plate-glass tariil' 

which will soon be scheduled and some of the difficulties which we are 
laboring because of the prohibitive duties proposed in the new bill on 
polished plate glass. Since the enactment of the tariff act of 1922 
the American companies engaged in the manufacturing of polished 
plate glass have enjoyed an extraordinary era of prosperity; their 
profits have been enormous and their production bas been quadrupled 
from 1921 up to the present date. In 1921 the American production 
of polished plate glass amounted to about 55,000,000 square feet; last 
year the total productive capacity of all plants manufacturing polished 
plate glass will reach nearly 200,000,000 square feet. We, personally, 
in the course of the last few years, and particularly so lately, have 
experienced difficulties in securing in this country the amount of glass 
we need for our requirements. The American manufacturers have 
repeatedly turned us down, giving as a reason that the orders on the 
books were larger than what they actually could produce. Under such 
circumstances we are at a loss to understand why further protection 
should be granted to the American plate-glass manufacturers. 

Besides, it is to be noted that the •.rariff Commission investigated 
cost of production here and abroad. Its findings were such that three 
members of this commission recommended a decrease in duty, while the 
other three members recommended an increase. The latter, however, 
were in agreement that figures pertaining to cost of production for the 
year 1925, the last year investigated by the Tariff Commission, indi
cated the necessity for a reduction in duties. In other words, the six 
commissioners wet·e in agreement that if, as usual, the Tariff Commis
sion hnd llmited its investigation to the most recent costs, a reduction 
in duties would have been justified. Conditions w-hich have prevailed 
since 1925 indicate that a further reduction in duty would be justified 
because of the ability of the American producers to reduce their cost 
considerably through the development of new methods of production, 
the cost of which was entirely eliminated by the Tariff Commission. 
Although our intet·ests are considerably smaller than that of the 

American producers of polished plate glass, it should be noted that a 
great mnny people throughout the country are in a position similar to 
ours If our individual interest may be smaller the total interests at 
stake are important. We remain of the opinion that they should receive 
at least as much considet·ation as the Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co., which 
controls 77 per cent of the total production of polished plate glass in 
the United States outside of what is produced by the automobile inter
ests for their own requirements. 

As one of your constituents, we therefore earnestly apply to you for 
protection against the prohibitive duties proposed on polished plate 
glass, and will appreciate your efforts to cast your vote in behalf of 
lower duties. 

Respectfully yours, 
FRENCH MIRROR PLATE GLASS Co. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky pro
poses au amendment which will be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 82, on page 32, it is proposed 
to strike out line 4, as follow~ : 

Bicar·bonate or baking soda, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the object of the amendment 
is to remove sodium bicarbonate, which is the technical name 
for common cooking soda, from the dutiable list, bearing one
fourth of 1 cent per pound duty. The reason why I offer the 
amendment is that we produce about 250,000,000 pounds of this 
soda per year, while we only imported in the highest year since 
1910, 293,000 pounds, which has gradually fallen to 103,000 
pounds in 1927 ; and in 1928 we exported 18,711,000 pounds. 
So we have an enormou · domestic industry; we have an enor
mous exportation of the product from this country; we have 
practically no imports at all, and I think there is no reason 
why this item should be on the dutiable list. 

Mr. FLETCHER. :M:r. President, will the Senator state what 
effect his amendment will have. If his amendment shall be 
agreed to, will sodium bicarbonate then go on the free list or 
will it fall in the basket clause? / 

Mr. BARKLEY. It is my intention to move to put it on the 
tree list. Of course, it will take another amendment to put it 
on the free list, but we ought to strike it out here while we are 
on this schedule. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator has stated the facts, 
but I do not see why sodium bicarbonate should be placed on the 
free list even if the facts be as he has stated them. The rate 
of duty proposed is only one-fourth of a cent a pound. I admit 
that there are exportations to Canada and other near-by coun
tries, but the Senator knows that sodium bicarbonate is pro
duced in different sections of the country, and the competition 
amongst the domestic producers bas kept down the price. I 
suppose the price of the commodit;y now is about as low in the 
United States as it is anywhere else in the world. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, there is some competition among 
domestic producers, but there is no foreign competition ; and 
why should the people be required to pay any tariff at all on 
sodium bicarbonate? Why should the producers be able to use 
the tariff which is levied on the commodity, when there is none 
coming in, as a basis for any possible increase? That is more 
especially emphasized in recent years in view of the combina
tions that have gone on among certain producers of foOd prod
ucts in the United States. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I desire to present 
a question of procedure in this matter. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator from Kentucky is 

apparently of the view that if it is proposed to put any of these 
commodities upon the free list, it is now necessary to address an 
amendment to the provision of the bill in the other branches. 
The question was raised the other day ; and the Senator from 
Utah advised that in that case the appropriate procedure would 
be to pass the item until the free list was reached, and then to 
amend the free list by including the particular item, and then 
go back. 

It is a mutter of indifference to me which course is pursued: 
but apparently the Senator from Kentucky is of the view that 
if it were passed he would not then have an opportunity to make 
such a motion. 
, Mr. BARKLEY. The question arose the other day on a dif
ferent proposition. I was seeking there to insert in the basket 
clause of this schedule a commodity that is now on the free 
list, and the Senator from Utah I think correctly stated that 
in order to insert that commodity in this paragraph we would 
have to wait until we got to the free list and take it out of the 
free list. But now we have reached a paragraph which I want 
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to strike out; and in order to strike it out we have got to do 
it now or else wait and go to the free list and insert it in the 
free list, and then come back here and strike it out. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is the practice I supposed 
was to be pursued. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But I do not think that is the best practice. 
I think we ought to make these changes as we reach the items, 
even though we have to keep in mind making another change 
when we get into the free list. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think, though, that in a case like this, where 
there is no amendment, the best thing to do is to leave it until 
we get to the free list, and then, if it is put on the free list, of 
course we can immedi~tely come back and have it stricken out 
here. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am perfectly willing to amend my amend
ment by providing that on page 268, line 22, before the word 
"Nitrate," the words" bicarbonate or baking soda" be included, 
which will carry it on into the free list. I think we ought to 
clear up these matters as we go along and correct them when 
we get to the free list. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I nave stated to a number of 
Senators that wherever it is desired to have an amendment 
made in any of the paragraphs with the intention of taking an 
item from a paragraph and putting it on the free list we prefer 
very much to have the amendment offered when the free list is 
up for consideration. I am aware, however, that it is just as 
simple--and perhaps in this case more so-to act now and have 
it attended to now; and if there is no objection by Senators, I 
am perfectly willing that it should be acted upon now. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDE?-.TT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I was going to suggest to the Senator 

that while we have these items under consideration and are 
debating them, and are more or less familiar with them, it 
might save time if we could dispose of even those items which, 
if the amendments were agreed to, would be transferred to the 
free list. 

Mr. SMOOT. They would automatically go there, anyhow. 
I have no objection, if there is no objection on the part of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

M:r. BARKLEY. I will amend my amendment, in effect, by 
adding this to it : 

At the end of line 24, page 268, after the word " cake," insert 
"bica1·bonate or baking soda," so that it will go to the free list 
if the amendment is adopted. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I will ask, then, Mr. President, is that we 
take a vote upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, as modified. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let us have the yeas and nays upon it. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if we are going to have 

the yeas and nays, I should like to be heard briefly after the 
Senator from Kentucky has concluded. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not see why it is necessary to take up 
very much time on a simple proposition like this. I can not 
understand why it is thought necessary. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not want to agree to this 
amendment unless we have a vote, because there may be 
Senators who would object to it and would want to say some
thing about it. If we have a vote, they will be here in time; 
and if they want to say anything, they can do so. 

Mr. BARKLEY. They can not say anything after the roll 
call starts. 

1\lr. SMOOT. But they will know how to vote. 
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, before we vote, I ask unanimous 

consent to submit an amendment to Schedule 7. 
Tb~ VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 

and lle on the table. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Kentucky, as modified. [Put
ting the question.] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I call for a division, Mr. President. 
Mr. BARKLEY. We might just as well have the yeas and 

nays in the first place. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

~ Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, may I suggest to the 
Senator from Kentucky that if all of these amendments are t' going to be resisted,. we might just as well, and in fact better, 

1 put the arguments mto the RECORD before the roll is called 
' because Senators will be coming in here to vote and they wili 

not be informed about the subject, and the RECORD will not even 
show what the arguments were. 

I agree with the Senator from Kentucky that, on the facts 
which are available from official sources, there is absolutely a 
case for putting this article on the free list; but if we are going 
to have this fight all the way through the bill we might just as 
well dig in in the trenches, recognizing that we are going to be 
here next summer still dealing with the tariff, and proceed on 
tha:t theory, and present our arguments and make the record. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I agree with the Senator, and I suppose for 
the benefit of posterity the arguments ought to be embalmed in 
the RECORD; but for the benefit of the immediate vote I doubt 
whether it is worth while, because Senators who will not stay 
here to consider arguments offered for and against amendments 
will be trooping in after a little and asking those who are here 
what it is all about, and we have to make our explanations over 
and over again individually, when as a matter of fact we have 
already put them in the RECORD. 

For the sake of the RECORD, however, I deslre to reiterate 
what I have already stated-that there is no excuse whatever 
for keeping this article on the dutiable list. We produce 242,-
000,000 pounds of it, and export 19,000,000 pounds, and import 
only 103,000 pounds. If there has ever been a case made out in 
favor of transferring from the dutiable list to the free list an 
item in this tariff bill, certainly it ought to apply to an article 
that is so universally used in this country as cooking soda-an 
article that is a necessity in every kitchen and household in the 
United States. 

If anything more can be said on the subject, I will leave it to 
the Senator from Wisconsin to supplement what has already 
been said. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ken
tucky has stated the ca e very clearly, and it would be futile 
for me to repeat what he has said; but I did want the RECoRD 
to show the facts before any roll-call vote was taken so that 
the constituents of Senators may understand bow they 'are cast
ing their votes on this bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I should like to designate the Senator from 
Wisconsin to stand at the door as Senators come in after the 
roll call is started, and inform them as to what bas been said 
in their absence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky, as modified. The clerk will 
call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll. 
Mr. NYE. My colleague [Mr. FRAziER] has a pair on this 

subject with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HASTINGS]. Were 
they present and voting, my colleague would vote "yea," and 
the Senator from Delaware would vote" nay." 

Mr. WHEELER. Making the same announcement that I made 
before, I vote "yea." 

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs : 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] ; 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosES] with the 

Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN]; 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator from 

South Carolina [Mr. BLEA.SE]; . 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN] with the Senator from 

Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]; and 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATERMAN] with the Senator 

from Utah [Mr. KING]. 
The result was announced-yeas, 41, nays 38, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Caraway 
Connally 
Copeland 
Cutting 

Allen 
Baird 
Bingham 
Broussard 
Capper 
Couzens 
Dale 
Deneen 
Fess 
Gillett 

YEAS-41 
Dill 
Fletcher 
George 
Glass 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hawes 
Hetlin 
Howell 
Johnson 
La Follette 

McKellar 
McMaster 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Overman 
Sheppard 
Simmons 
Smith 
Steck 
Stephens 

NAYS-38 
Goff 
Goldsborough 
Greene 
Grundy 
Hale 
Hatfield 
Hebert 
Jones 
Kean 
Keyes 

McCulloch 
McNary 
Metcalf 
Oddie 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Pine 
Ransdell 
Robinson. Ind. 
Robsion, Ky. 

NOT VOTING-17 
Blease Hastings Pittman 
Brock Hayden Reed 
Frazier Kendrick Robinson, Ark. 
Glenn King Shipstead 
Gould Moses Sullivan 

Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Schall 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steiwer 
Thomas, Idaho. 
Townsend 
Vandenberg 
Watson 

Walcott 
Waterman 

So Mr. BARKLEY's amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 
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1\fr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I offer an amendment on the 

same page. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend

ment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 32, line 5, to strike out all of 

line 5, as ~ollows : 
Borate or borax, refined, one-eighth of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, that amendment doe·s the 
same for refined borate or borax that the other amendment did 
for soda. In order to put that on the free li t all that is neces
sary is, on page 251, line 18, to strike out the words " crude or 
unmanufactured," and I desire to offer that amendment in 
connection with the amendment I have offered on page 32. 

I will state the facts about borax. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I call the Senator's attention to 

the fact that the statement he made was perhaps a little in 
error. I understood him to say that his amendment would be, 
on page 251, to strike out the words " crude or unmanufac
tured." That would not accomplish what the Senator desires, 
because borax and borate of lime and borate of soda and other 
borated material would be there. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In view of the confusion, I think we had 
better pass that part of the amendment referring to the free 
list until later and work it out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will modify his 
amendment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I withdraw the part of the amendment ap
plying to page 251, and offer the amendment simply on page 32. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. All the Senator would have to do would be to 
make a new paragraph in the free list, if the amendment were 
agreed to, and I sincerely hope it will not be agreed to. 

1\fr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the facts about this are very 
brief and very simple. In 1927 we produced 129,000,000 pounds 
of borax. We imported 13,000 pounds. In 1928 we imported 
211,000 pounds. In 1922 we exported 17,651,000 pounds, and 
there were practically no imports as compared with the domes
tic production a~d exports. 

In other words, with a total domestic production of 
129 000 000 pounds, with a total exportation of over 17,000,000 
pou'nds: in 1927 we imported 13,000 pounds. Tllis makes out 
even a better case for transferring this item to the free list 
than was the case with cooking soda, on which we just voted. 
I do not wish to consume the time of the Senate. There is 
nothing else that can be said, because the figures I ha\e stated 
were taken from the official records. · 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I read from the Sum
mary of Tariff Information as it bears upon this particular 
item: 

Production: Crude borate materials are mined in the United States, 
Chile, Turkey (Asia Minor), Italy (as boric acid from volcanic fuma
roles), Peru, Argentina, Bolivia, and Germany. Before the World 
War the United States produced nearly half of the Wi>rld's supply, 
Chile about one-third, and Turkey about one-tenth. During and since 
the war the proportion supplied by the United States has increased. 
In the United Slates the borate deposits in Death Valley, Calif., 
formerly constituted the chief source of supply. In recent years pro
duction of borax from the brines of Searles Lake, Calif., as a coproduct 
of muriate of potash or potassium chloride has been large. The borax 
produced in conjunction with potash is a refined product requiting no 
further purification. 

I beg to add that two deposits have recently been discovered 
in Kern County, Calif., and have become important sources of 
production. 

It is quite true, as the Senator from Kentucky has stated, 
that the American production of this article is great. It is also 
true that we have exported large quantities. It is, moreover, 
true that the imports have fallen off and may be said to be 
relatively inconsequential. But this fact, I submit with defer
ence, should not be overlooked, that the price of this article has 
steadily declined, and is perhaps lower to-day than it has ever 
been, with the exception of several short periods. 

This industry is important; it employs American labor, skilled 
and unskilled; and we see that the small rate of duty bas not 
imposed any burden upon the conswners, because the price has 
steadily declined. 

I submit that while the imports are small the revenue derived 
is not to be ovel'looked. No injury whatever bas come to the 
American consumer. Some revenue has been derived. There
fore I submit to my thoughtful friends that in such a situation 
there is no necessity for changing the present rate and placing 
thi · article upon the free list. 

No one is burdened, no one is crying out against the existing 
rate of duty, and therefore, addressing myself, if I may, directly 
to the Senator from K~ntucky, I submit that there is no 

tariff argument which calls for a placing of this article on the 
free list. 

Perhaps it is unnecessary to say more, except it be to express 
the hope that we shall suffer the law to remain as it is. Of 
course, if this article is placed upon the free list I am not pre
pared to say but that the imports might not materially increase. 
and to that extent interfere with the American industry. If every 
pound of this article were found and produced in Kentucky, I 
should express the same views. I may not be a statesman, but 
assuredly I am not a State man when it comes to this question 
of a tariff--

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield there? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. · 
Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator knows of course, that I appre--

ciate these very fine qualities which I agree he possesses, and I 
hope in !':orne small degree I share them--

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I reciprocate. 
Mr. BARKLEY. But the United States produces one-half of 

all the borate products of the world. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Granted. 
Mr. BARKLEY. We are· exporting-
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. True. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Over 17,000,000 pounds per annum. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I glory in that fact. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I have not figured it up, but the exports 

of seventeen and a half million pounds compared with the 
imports of 13,000 pounds certainly show a very small amount of 
competition with a country that is producing more than half 
of the world's supply. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I wish we were producing it all; but 
we are doing pretty well. Why change the situation? What is 
the call for it 

Mr. BARKLEY. There is no need for any sort of tariff at all 
on an article that is used universally as a medicine, as an eye 
wash, and also, in addition to its medicinal qualities, is used 
in the manufacture of commodities that are household necessi
ties. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It may appear to be old-fashioned on 
my part, and this thought may be antiquated and long since 
abandoned, but I still claim that the CQnstitution gives us the 
power to lay and collect duties for revenue purposes-" to pay 
the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel
fare of the United States." There was a time when my Demo
cratic friends made night hideous by their clamor and demand 
and argument and appeal for a "tariff for revenue only." I 
want that doctrine to be revived a little bit, to be kept alive, 
not to be utterly disowned and abandoned. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will admit, I suppose, that a 
tariff based on revenue presupposes two things. One is that 
the revenue is needed. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Assuredly we need the revenue. 
Mr. BARKLEY. And another is that it will be produced. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes. 
1\fr. BARKLEY. The revenue certainly is not needed, because 

we have just reduced the revenues $160,000,000 a year, and if 
it is doing so little harm as the Senator indicates, the one-eighth 
of 1 cent a pound on this universal commodity is not producing 1 
a great amount of revenue. ) 

Mr. STECK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? ( 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. In a moment. In the first place, l\1r. l 

President, this small tariff duty on this arti~le is not doing any 
harm, but some good. I have frankly adm1tted that the reve
nue derived is small in amount. But the thought advanced by 
the Senator from Kentucky and expressed yesterday by other 
Senators is and was this, that because, forsooth, we had reduced 
the taxes for the current year, retroactive in nature, therefore, 
we did not need any more revenue or did not need to look for 
any more re\enue. For the RECoiiD's sake I want to make this 
stntement. In round figures, we are called upon to raise some 
$4,000,000,000 per annum to carry on the business of the Nation. 

We still hnve a national debt of something like $16,500,-
000,000, which bears interest. Interest on debts due us from 
foreign nations, income taxes, the leasing and selling of public 
lands-from these and sundry sources we must obtain some 
$4.000,000,000 to carry on and meet the obligations of the 
Nation. Last year we received some $602,000,000 from custom~' 
duties. 

Mr. STECK. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I will yield to the Senator gladly. 
Mr. STECK. The Senator from California is talking about 

this particular item, but he is talking in millions and billions of 
dollars of income of the Government. If he will use his pencil 
a moment, he will find that the income of the Government in 
1927 from this source was $16 and in 1928 it was less than :$250, 
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which would not pay for the time he is taking in discussing the 
matter in the Senate now. 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Perhaps not; but talk is cheap. 
Mr. STECK. Not in the Senate. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My thought is, and I hope it will not 

be forgotten here or elsewhere, that the ·power to levy these 
tariff rates springs directly out of our delegated power "to lay 
and collect" duties on imports and out of other pro-visions of the 
Constitution, one of which gives us the power and right to regu
late commerce with foreign nations and among the several 
States. In considering a tariff bill from the fir t section to the 
last we should carry in our minds two propositions, that the 
tariff duty is levied for a revenue purpose and also for what we 
are ·pleased to call protective purposes. 

I say it with respect, that for more than 50 years and until 
comparatively recently eminent Democratic statesmen have 
preached the doctrine that our power is limited to the levying 
of a tariff "for revenue purposes only," and that we had no 
constitutional power or right to take into consideration what 
the Whig Party and the Republican Party have termed-! think 
appropriately-~he protective idea or purpose. But whether 
we consider a tariff bill from a revenue standpoint or from a 
protective-tariff standpoint, in this instance I admit there is an 
inconsequential revenue, but still it is something. There is no 
depression of the business of the country or injury done to any 
consumer resulting from this duty, for we see that the price 
of the article is lower to-day than it has ever been. In view of 
all the facts in the case--the fact that we have prospered, that 
we have a large export trade, that the imports are compara
tively inconsequential and duties collected small-there is no 
reason for putting this article on the free list. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I will, if the Senator from 

Utah will agree, inasmuch as the amendment relates to the 
same subject, propose an amendment in three or four lines at 
the same time. On page 32, line 12, substitute the numeral " 2 " 
for the numerals "2%, "; in line 15, strike out "3% cents per 
pound" and substitute "25 per cent ad valorem"; and in lines 
16 to 20, after the parenthesis in line 16, strike out all down to 
and including the word "pound," where it first occurs in 
line 20. 

Mr. SMOOT. The latter suggestion has already been 
agreed to. 

1\fr. BARKLEY . . Then I will eliminate that. In line 22, 
strike out "4" and insert "2." That is a restoration of the 
rates carried in the present law for these items, and they are 
all related, so we might as well vote on all of them at the same 
time. 

:M:r. KENDRICK. :M:r. President, I desire to inform the chair
man of the Finance Committee that the junior Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] is intere ·ted in the item beginning in line 
21 and desires to be heard on it, I understand. He is neces
sarily absent now, but will return on Saturday next. 

Mr. SMOOT. He will have a chance when the bill gets into 
the Senate, and I am sure it will not be in the SE>nate until 
after he returns. Whatever action we may take now, he can 
offer any amendment he desires when the bill reaches the 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the junior Senator from 
Arizona is away on important business. Each Senator here has 
two opportunities to offer amendments to the bill; first, when 
the bill is as in Committee of the Whole and again when the 
bill reaches the Senate. The Senator from Arizona ought to 
have the same right. Why can we not get unanimous consent 
to postpone this particular item until next week, so the Senator 
from Arizona can be here? He will be here on Monday I am 
informed. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection .at all. I only called the 
attention of the Senator from Wyoming to the fact that that 
could be done. 

:M:r. KENDRICK. I ask unanimous consent that this item 
be passed over until Monday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
· Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from 
Wyoming and I earnestly hope that this l'equest will be granted. 
The junior Senator from Arizona has addressed himself to this 
item with a vast deal of diligence and labor. He will be here 
on Monday next. 

Mr. SMOOT. The amendment that he desires to have passed 
over relates to Glauber salt? 

Mr. KENDRICK. The item begins in line 21, but does not 
include the item referred to by the Senatol'. 

LXXII--200 

Mr. BARKLEY. The amendments I have offered have no re
Lalionship to that at all, so we might as well vote on them and 
let the Senator from Arizona offer his amendment when he 
returns. 

1.'he VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to say that 
the statement of the Senator from Utah does not agree with 
the statement of the clerks in 'reference to the amendment pro
posed by the Senator from Kentucky in line 16 down to line 20. 
However, without objection, the request of the Senator from 
Wyoming is granted. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am quite sure that the balance of it, after 
line 15, was agreed to. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee amendment in line 
17 was agreed to and likewi. e in line 19, but none of it was 
stricken out. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am quite sure that the proposed amendment 
sh'iking out "31h cents" in line 15 and inserting "25 per cent 
ad valorem " was not agreed to, nor the proposed amendment 
striking out "2% " and inserting "2 " cents. 

Mr. BARKLEY. When I proposed to strike out the language 
beginning with the word " containing " in line 16 and down to 
and including the word "pound " in line 20, I understood the 
Senator to say that th.at had already been done. I did not so 
understand it. 

Mr. SMOOT. My bo()k shows it was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 1.'he official 'record does not so 

show. 
Mr. SMOOT. Of course, we shall have to rely on the official 

record. 
ML'. BARKLEY. I will let the amendment go as originally 

offered. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendments of the Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. S"J.IOOT. I think we had better take a vote on them 

separately. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the first 

amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. · 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERIC On page 32, line 12, strike out " 2%, " 

and insert "2," so as to read: 
Formate, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That simply restores the rate in the present 
law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the next 

amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 32, line 15, strike out " 3% 

cents per pound" and insert "25 per cent ad valorem," so as to 
read: 

Oxalate, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is simply a restoration of the present 
rate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the next 

amendment. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 32, lines 16, 17, and 18, 

strike out the words "containing by weight less than 45 per 
cent of water, 1% cents per pound; phosphate (except pyro
phosphate) not specially provided for, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound." 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I hold in my hand the United 
States Tariff Commission's preliminary statement of information 
obtained in the pending investigation on the cost of production, 
as ascertained pursuant to the provisions of section 315, title 3, 
of the tariff act of 1922. The hearings began November 21, 
199..8. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will give me his 
attention, because I want to read this from the Tariff Com
mission's report: 

COMPARISON OF DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN COSTS OF PRODUCTION 

Comparison of the costs of production of di-sodlum phosphate as 
checked against the books of recotld of the domestic manufacturers and 
the principal manufacturer in Germany, including transportation charges 
from plants-based either on actual shipments or total production from 
domestic plants-to Paterson, N. J., and including imputed interest, but 
excluding selling expenses, indicates that there is a difference in costs 
of · production of more than three-fourths cent per pound. 

Comparison of the costs of production of tri-sodium phosphate as 
checked against the books of record of the domestic manufacturers and 
the only manufacturer in Belgium, including transportation charges 
from plants (based either on actual shipments or total production from 
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domestic plants to New York, and the Belgian material delivered at 
New York), and including imputed interest, but excluding selling 
expenses, indicates that there is a difference in costs of production of 
more than three-fourths cent per pound. 

It was for that reason that the amendment providing three
quarters of a cent per pound was offered, striking out " 2 cents a 
pound." 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have forgotten what we did with that 
amendment when we had it up before. 

Mr. SMOOT. My record shows that we agreed to it, but I 
do not know what the clerk's records show. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if this amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky is agreed to, does it mean that this 
article goes on the free list? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; it does not. 
Mr. McKELLAR. What would be the effect of the adoption 

of his amendment? 
Mr. SMOOT. It would make the rate one-half cent per pound. 

The Tariff Commission sa:ys the difference is more than three
quarters of a cent per pound. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that that 
amendment has already been agreed to. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In view of that fact I will withdraw the 
amendment which I offered. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I was going to say, because we 
only gave three-quarters of a cent instead of 2 cents, and we 
did it because the Tariff Commission in its report stated that 
the difference w·as even more than three-fourths of a cent per 
pound. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Very well. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky with

draws his amendment. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 

Kentucky what his attitude is as to sodium chlorate? We re-
duced the rate on that commodity. . 

Mr. BARKLEY. Where is the item in the bill? 
Mr. COPELAND. It is on page 32, line 8. The Senate re

duced the rate from 2 cents, as recommended by the committee, 
to 1% cents, ·and I wondered if there was any argument that 
could be used to induce the Senator from Kentucky to return 
to the 2-cent rate? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senate has already passed on that 
amendment. Of course, it is not proper to take it up now except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COPELAND. It would be proper for me to offer an 
amendment making the rate 2:14 cents. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not think so. 
Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from New York 

that the committee struck out a rate of 1lh cents and inserted 
a rate of 2 cents a pound on chlorate. That amendment was 
disagreed to, and my memoranda show that the rate of duty now 
on chlorate is 1lh cents a pound. 

Mr. COPELAND. Am I to understand that under the rule 
which we are operating, Mr. President, a Senator can not move 
to restore the rate proposed by the original committee amend
ment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As the Senate disagreed to the 
committee amendment and restored the House rate of 1% cents 
a pound it is open to amendment. 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me ask the Senator from Kentucky if 
he will not give the question of the duty on sodium chlorate 
some study? The advice I have is that it is important to pre
serve practically the only firm left making chlorate. There 
are some reasons that may be advanced, if time permitted, 
which I think I could present that would seem to indicate that 
there should be more protection than will be afforded by a rate 
of 1lh cents per pound. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator that, so far as 
I have anything to do with it, I shall be glad to look into the 
matter. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from New York is right in stating 
that there is only one concern left in the United States manu
facturing sodium chlorate. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is all. 
Mr. SMOOT. That firm is located at Niagara Falls, as I 

remember, in the State of New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. That is the only remaining firm engaged 

in the manufacture of this commodity. 
Mr. SMOOT. Every other firm has failed and gone out of 

business. That is the reason why the committee recommended 
a duty of 2 cents; but that question has been decided by the 
Senate. 

Mr. COPELAND. May I say, Mr. President, that even in the 
short time which has elapsed since the Senate took action the 
lllatter is even mor~ urgent with this Qne firm, b~cause the 

price of electricity which they have been using for power has 
been materially increased. I think abundant reasons could be 
developed why the duty of 2 cents should be adopted by the 
Senate. However, I take it, that under the rule that will have 
to go over until the bill goes into the Senate. 

'l'he VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The LEXHSL.ATIVE CLERK. On page 32, at the end of line 22, 
the Senator from Kentucky [1\Ir. B.AB.KLEY] proposes to strike 
out " $4" and insert " $2," so as to read: 

Sulphate, anhydrous, $2 per ton. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming 
advises me that the matter in which his colleague is interested 
includes the items embraced in this amendment, and I therefore 
withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. BARKLEY. On page 32-and this is the only amendment 

I have left-beginning with the word "carbonate," after the 
semicolon, in line 6, I move to strike all down to and includ
ing the word " pound," in line 8, where it OCCUJ;'S the first time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend
ment for the information of the Senate. 

The LEGISL.A'l'ITE CLERK. On page 32, line 6, beginning with 
the word "carbonate," it is proposed to strike out all down to 
and including the word " pound," and the semicolon in line 8, 
where it occurs the first time, as follows : 

Carbonate, calcined, or soda ash, hydrated or sal soda, and mono
hydrated, one-fourth o! 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the facts about these com
modities are simple. In 1927 we produced 4,000,000,000 pounds 
of them ; we imported only 108,000 pounds, and we exported 
40,000,000 pounds. So there is no reason why there should be a 
tariff on the commodities covered by the provision I have moved 
to strike out. 

Mr. SMOOT. The same situation exists as to soda ash and 
sal soda as in the case of bicarbonate of soda and borax. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The same situation exists as to borax and 
soda, and those we have already stricken out; but in the case 
of soda ash and the other products named in the lines proposed 
to be eliminated, the industry is much larger and the domestic 
production is much greater in proportion to the imports. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have ·no further amend

ments to offer to this schedule. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, on page 33, line 2, I 

move to strike out "three-eighths" and insert "one-fourth," so 
that it will read : 

Thiosulphate, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

Of thiosulphate, according to the table furnished the Senate 
Finance Committee by the Tariff Commission, there were in 
1927 16,656 tons produced in the United States, while the im
ports were only 12 tons. I do not find any figures as to exports ; 
but it is obvious, in view of the facts I have stated, thq.t a case 
for a reduction is presented. I am not proposing to put the 
article on the free list~ but I think a Teduction from three-eighths 
of a cent to a quarter of a cent per pound is justified by the 
statistics. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that the rate of the 
present law is three-eighths of a cent a pound. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand it is, but the Senate has 
adopted amendments in this schedule in a number of instances 
decreasing the rate below that of the present law. I am not 
proposing to put the article on the free list, but I am proposing, 
in view of the negligible imports-and they are practically nil
to reduce the rate of duty from three-eighths of a cent to one
fourth of a cent. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have not investigated the 
proposal and do not know what effect a decrease of one-eighth 
of a cent in the rate of duty will have. I will ask the Senator 
if he intends to offer any amendment affecting the rate on sul
phite and bisulphite? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I do not propose to make any 
changes in the rate affecting those commodities. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then, I have no objection to letting the amend
ment go to conference. I see there are a very few imports. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The imports are almost negligible. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the. 

amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LA FOLLETT:E. Mr. President, recurring to page 21, I 

move to strike out the figure " 2 " in line 25 and insert in lieu 
thereof " 1 lf.;s." 
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The adoption of this amendment would reduce the duty on 

formaldeh;yde solution from 2 cents a pound to 1lh cents a 
pound. According to information furnished the Finance Com
mittee by the Tariff Commission, the domestic production of 
formaldehyde in 1927 was 24,597,367 pounds, compared . with 
imports in that year of 2,600 pounds, and exports in 1927 of 
2,235,9£0 pounds. The ratio of imports to consumption of for
maldehyde in 1927 was 0.01 of 1 per cent by quantity and 0.04 
of 1 per cent by value, and the ratio of exports to the production 
of formaldehyde in 1927 was 9.1 per cent by quantity and 9.2 
per cent by value. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\Ir. President, I do not know whether the 
Senator has gone into the subject far enough to ascertain the 
reason for tho e exports. The exports arc of the product manu
factured from imported methanol on which there is a draw
back when the exports take place. When exported 99 per cent 
of the amount of duty paid on the imported raw material is 
refunded to the manufacturer in the form of a drawback. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is, where it i imported for manu
facture the drawback provision of the law is taken ad\an
tage of. 

Mr. SMOOT. But all of that which is imported is manu
factured with that in view. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Hov.·ever, that does not affect the 
situation concerning imports. 

l\lr. SMOOT. No; it does not have anything to do with im
ports, but the Senator wus referring to exports; and, as I have 
said, the exports represent materials imported into the United 
States for the purpose of manufacture in bond and then to be 
shipped out of the country. When that is done the amount of 
duty paid on the imported raw material is refunded to the 
manufacturer by way of drawback. 

Mr. L..<\.. FOLLETTE. That is true; but I was simply stating 
what the figures show. I am basing my contention for the 
reduction in duty on the fact that the imports are nil, amount
ing, as I have said, in 1927, to 2,600 pounds, as compared with 
a domestic production in that year of 24,500,000 pounds. There 
is no doubt that th!s duty presents a case for a reduction. I 
am ready to take a vote on it because I do not ·wish to delay 
the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from \Visconsin. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. Mr. President, I hope the Senate is not going 
to make the reduction proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

l\fr. \\r .ALSH of l\Iassachu etts. Mr. President, I ask that 
the amendment be stated at the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the Secretary report the 
amendment. 

'l'he LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In paragraph 41, page 21, line 25, 
after the word "formalin," it is proposed to strike out "2" and 
insert "11h," so as to read: 

Formaldehyue solution or formalin, llf.l cents per pound. 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\'.!r. President, •this item is quite different from 
the borax and soda ash and similar articles of which we pro
duce millions of tons. I hope the Senate will not agree to this 
amendment. · 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator from Wis
consin state the rate provided by the present law? 

:Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The rate unde1~ the present law is 2 
cents per pound. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is the same. as in the pending bill. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What disposition has been 

made of methyl? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
~Ir. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. "\\,.hat disposition has been 

made of methyl? 
Mr. SMOOT. Methyl alcohol? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Mr. SMOOT. The rate has not been changed. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But are not these two items 

correlated? 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Yes, they are; methanol or methyl alcohol is 

the raw material. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does not the duty upon one 

depend on the duty upon the other? 
Mr. SMOOT. To a certain extent, that is true. I was saying 

that methanol is imported in bond and is used as a basis of 
the manufactured article on which when exported there is a 
drawback of 99 per cent of the amount of duty paid on the 
imported raw material. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The reason the duty is placed 
upon formaldehyde is that a duty has been placed on methyl? 

Mr. SMOOT. To a certain extent; yes. 
Mr. WALSH of M~ssachusetts. If there was no duty on 

methyl there would not need to be any duty on formaldehyde. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. There would have to be some duty. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. There would have to be a 

duty upon methyl; I understand that. 
Mr. SMOOT. There is a greater duty upon formaldehyde 

than there is upon the methyl. I really think that the House 
was right in this case, and that the duty should remain as 
adopted by that body. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Of course, the facts show that 
formaldehyde is on an export basis, as the Senator from Wis
consin has pointed out. Am I not correct in that? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not contending for my amend
ment upon that basis. 'l'he contention on which I am basing 
the amendment is the fact that the imports are nil and that 
therefore it presents a case which justifies a slight reduction 
in duty; but I am only proposing a reduction of one-half cent per 
pound below the existing rate; and, as I said a moment ago, 
the figures show that in 1927 the production of formaldehyde 
was 24,500,000 pounds, as compared with imports of 2,600 
pounds. In other words, the ratio of imports to consumption in 
1927 was 0.01 of 1 per cent by quantity and 0.04 of 1 per cent 
by value. It is obvious that the existing rate is a prohibitive 
rate. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. HARRISON. I observe that the exports are 2,368,000 

pounds--
Mr. SMOOT. I have explained that. 
Mr. HARRISON. And that the rate carried in the Underwood 

bill was 1 cent a pound. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not proposing to go as low as the 

Underwood rate. 
l\Ir. HARRISON. I understand. I was just citing to the 

Senator the fact that the Underwood rate was 1 cent a pound. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am only proposing to reduce that one

half cent a pound, from 2 cents to 1% cents. 
Mr. SMOOT. But those exports are nearly all of the com

modity manufactured in bond. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the Senator from 'Visconsin [Mr. LA 
FoLLETTE]. [Putting the question.] By the sound the noes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTiiJ. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The reas and nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. NYE (when Mr. FRAziER's name was called): 1\Iy col

league [Mr. FuAziER] is una-roidably absent. On this question 
he is paired with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
HASTINGS]. If present, my colleague would vote "yea," and 
the Senator from Delaware would vote "nay." 

Mr. SCHALL (when Mr. SHIPSTEAn's name was called). 
My colleague [l\Ir. SHIPSTEAD] is unavoidably absent. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts (when his name was called). 
I am paired with the junior Senator from Vennont [Mr. DALE]. 
If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. WHEELER. I have a pair with the junior Senator from 

Connecticut [l\Ir. 'V ALCOTT]. I transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from l\Iinuesota [l\Ir. SHIPSTEAD] and will vote. I 
vote "yea." 

Mr. BINGHAM (after having voted in the negative). Has 
the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLAss] voted? 

The VICE. PRESIDENT, He has not. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I have a pair with that Senator, and there

fore withdraw my vote. 
Mr. METCALF (after having voted in the negative). Has 

the Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] voted? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That Senator has not voted. 
l\Ir. METCALF. As I have a general pair with the Senator 

from Maryland, I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. SULLIVAN (after having voted in the negative). I 

have a pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BRocK]. As he has not voted, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

l\Ir. BINGHA.l\1. Mr. President, I have been unable to obtain . 
a transfer. If at liberty to vote, I should vote "nay." 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I transfer my pair with the 
junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. DALE] to the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. STECK] and will vote. I vote " yea." 

Mr. HATFIELD (after having voted in the negative). I 
haYe a pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
OVERMAN]. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (after having voted in the nega
tive). Has the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. STEPHENS] 
voted? 

The VICID PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
1\lr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Then I withdraw my vote. 
1\Ir. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs: 
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The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON]; 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATERMAN] with the Senator 

from Utah [Mr. KING]; 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosES] with the 

Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pr:ITMAN] ; 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator from 

South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE] ; and 
The Senator from illinois [Mr. GLENN] with the Senator 

from Arizona [Mr. H..t\YDEN]. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Senator 

from Iowa [Mr. STECK], the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
RANSDELL], and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. HAWES] are 
detained on official business. 

The result was announced-yeas 35, nays 33, as follows : 

Ashurst 
Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Caraway 
Connally 

Allen 
Baird 
Broussard 
Capper 
Couzens 
Deneen 
Fess 
Gillett 
Goff 

Copeland 
Cutting 
Dill 
Fletcher 
George 
Harris 
Harrison 
Heflin 
Howell 

YEAS-35 
Johnson 
La Follette 
McKellar 
Mc.."\faster 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Schall 
Sheppard 

NAYS-33 
Goldsborough McCulloch 
Greene McNary 
Grundy Oddie 
Hale Patterson 
Hebert Phipps 
Jones Pine 
Kean Robsion, Ky. 
Kendrick Shortridge 
Keyes Smoot 

NOT VOTING-28 

Simmons 
Smith 
Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Steiwer 
Thomas, Idaho 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Watson 

Bingham Goulu Moses Shipstead 
Bleasc Hastings Overman Steck 
Brock Hatfield Pittman Stephens 
Dale Hawes Ransdell Sullivan 
Frazier Hayden Reed Tydings 
Glass King Robinson, .Ark. Walcott 
Glenn Metcalf Robinson, Ind. Waterman 

So Mr. LA FoLLETI'E'S amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor. 
Mr. HARRISON rose. -
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Does the Senator from Mississippi de

sire to have me yield to him? 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I have three or four amend

ments that I think we can get through with very quickly. 
I think probably they will be agreed to. They are amendments 
that I should like to offer to paragraph 73. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have some amendments; but if the 
Senator from Mississippi desires to offer his amendments now, 
I hall be glad to accommodate him and yield the floor, and I 
will offer mine in the morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi is 
recognized. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, in paragraph 73, page 30, 
lead pigments, the first item is on line 5, page 30, litharge. The 
present rate is 272 cents a pound. I desire to offer an amend
ment making that rate 21h cents a pound. 

Mr. 81\-IOOT. What rate does the Senator propose to place 
on litharge? 

Mr. HARRISON. Two and one-eighth cents a pound. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, what is the item? 
Mr. HARRISON. Litharge. The picture is that the pro

duction in 1928 amounted to 163,000 pounds ; the Unports were 
2,100 pounds, and the exportation is quite large. We have 
figures here which show that that will take care of the com
pensatory rate, 172 cents a pound, on the lead. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think we had better let these 
amendments go over until to-morrow. I have just been in
formed that an executive session is desired to-night. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not suppose there would be much 
controversy about this. I have bad the experts figure out the 
compensatory duty. The compensatory duty on litharge is 1.95 
cents. I am assuming it to be fully effective, and I am lifting 
it to 21h cents. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to a vote upon this amend
ment. 

Mr. HARRISON. And may I say to the Senator that on red 
lead I am going to propose a duty of 2%, cents, where it is now 
21/s cents. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is a difference of half a cent, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. HARRISON. On red lead the compensatory duty is 1.98 
cents. We are giving more than one-eighth of a cent more than 
the compensatory duty as figured out. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. How do these rates compm-e 
with those of the present law? 

Mr. HARRISON. The rate in the present law is 2%, cents a 
pound. 

Mr. SMOOT. The House has adopted the rate of the present 
law. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. On the whole paragraph? 
Mr. SMOOT. There was no request either for or against the 

rate. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What is the rate in the pres

ent law? 
Mr. HARRISON. Two and three-fourths cents is the rate 

in the present law, and I am proposing to make it 21k cents. 
:Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The House changed it to 2¥a 

cents. 
Mr. HARRISON. No; the House made no change in I'efer-

enee to red lead. 
l\1r. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am talking about litharge. 
Mr. HARRISON. That is 2% cents. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The first amendment will be re

ported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 30, line 5, after the word "Lith-

arge," to strike out "272 " and insert "2%.'' 
Mr. SMOOT. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 
Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator oppose that reduction? 
Mr. SMOOT. The rate is 2lh cents. 
Mr. HARRISON. The compensatory duty on that item, as 

figured out by the Senator's own expert, is 1.98 cents. The 
amendment I have proposed is to make the rate 21h cents. 

Mr. WATSON. I would like to ask the Senator from Missis
sippi if he would not be willing to let that go over until to
morrow? 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes; but I did not imagine there would 
be any opposition to it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the 
Senator from Utah. I am in a very unfortunate situation. I 
hesitate and dislike to ask the Senate to change its arrange
ments on my account, but I am compelled to be away from the 
city to-morrow. My colleague on the subcommittee from this 
side, the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING], of course, as 
we all know, is unfortunately ill, and that has left the burden 
of representing our side on the first three schedules to me. I 
bad hoped that we might get unanimous consent that Schedules 
2 and 3 be not taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I recognize the position in 
which the Senator finds himself, and I think, from what be 
has told me, he is virtually compelled to leave the city and be 
away to-morrow, returning Saturday morning. I do not know 
whether the Senator from Washington is ready to take up the 
wood schedule to-morrow or not. 

Mr. JONES. That will not be the next schedule to be taken 
up. 

1\fr. SMOOT. It will be if the Senate agrees to the request 
presented by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. JONES. I was not figuring on putting schedules over. 
I am not prepared to take up the wood schedule to-morrow. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the other day I found it 
impossible to get a schedule deferred when I thought there was 
a very urgent reason for doing so. Of course, I do not want to 
interpose any objection to the request of the Senator from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if this were a question simply 
of my desire to offer an individual amendment to a schedule 
in the hearings on which up to this time I had not participated, 
I would not ask any consideration; but the Senator under
stands the situation I am in. Of course, I realize that it is a 
hardship on Senators to ask that the regular order be varied 
for the accommodation of any one Senator, but I have several 
important amendments to offer to both Schedules 2 and 3; 
it would be quite inconvenient to have to go on with it to
morrow, and I should dislike very much to have them considered 
in my absence. 

Mr. SMOOT. I thought perhaps we could take up the wood 
schedule, but the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNES] says 
he is not prepared to go on with it to-morrow. I thought 
perhaps we could take up sugar to-morrow, but the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] is not prepared to take it up. 

Mr. HARRISON. What is there about sugar the Senator 
wants to take up? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I bave an amendment to propose. 
Mr. SMOOT. I am going to offer an amendment. 
Mr. HARRISON, If the Senator from Utah wants to bring 

up his amendment to-morrow and fight it out again, I do not see 
any objection to that course. We could get a roll call pretty 
soon, I think. 

Mr. SMOOT. The amendment will nat be to make the rate 
$2.20; it will be to make it $2. The Senator from Iowa says 
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he is not prepared to take up the item of blackstrap until 
Monday. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the consideration of Schedules 2 and 3 be postponed until Sat
urday. I do not know whether either one of them would be 
reached t.o-morrow, but I want to take that precaution. 

Mr. JOl\"'ES. The succeeding schedules would have to go over, 
then, I suppose, because we have agreed to take the schedules 
up in the order in which they appear in the bill. 

Mr. MoNARY. Mr. President, on two different occasions we 
have agreed to go through the schedules in the order in which 
they appear in the bill. I want to be accommodating to the Sen
ator; I realize the situation that has arisen; but if we depart 
from the plan set out two weeks ago, reaffirmed a few days ago, 
some other Senator may make a similar request. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator will yield--
Mr. McNAllY. Pardon me a moment. There are a few items 

in the bill in which I have an interest. I have prepared to con
sider them in accordance with the agreement we entered into a 
few days ago. I dislike to depart from that at this time. If 
we depart from it again we will not know where we will be, nor 
will we be prepared by the physical presence of those we want 
here when the various schedules and items are reached. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in the very beginning of the 
consideration of the bill we had a unanimous consent arrange
ment to take up Senate committee amendments to each schedule 
in rotation. Numerous times during the consideration of the 
Senate committee amendments we passed over various schedules 
and went on to consider some other schedule, so that this is no 
precedent we are setting. 

Mr. McNARY. I am conversant with the history of that prop.. 
osition, but now we are not dealing with committee amendments ; 
we are about to consider and are now considering individual 
amendments. I want to adhere to the rule we adopted a few 
days ago. I know many Members of the Senate on both sides of 
the aisle are relying upon the agreement we made a few days 
ago. It is nothing unusual. If the Senator has a proposition 
about which I am not familiar I shall probably consent to fur
ther consideration of his appeal. 

Mr. President, for the present-and I do it regretfully-! must 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
PROTESTANT BODIES DEMAND EQUALITY 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
RECORD an article from the Washington Post of January 31, 
1930, entitled "Protestant Bodies Demand Equality." 

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

[From the Washington Post, J"anuary 31, 1930] 
PROTESTANT BODIES DEMAND EQUALITY-CHURCHES IN PRUSSIA ASK 

SAME CONSIDERATION GIVEN TO CATHOLICS-PUT BLAME ON POLITICS 
BERLIN, J"anuary 30 (A. P.).-Deep dissatisfaction reigns in the 

Protestant churches of Prussia over the Government's delay in accord
ing them privileges and facilities equivalent to those granted to the 
Roman Catholic Church by concordat concluded with the Vatican last 
J"uly. 

Seeing that nearly 25,000,000 Prussians, or about two-thirds of the 
population, are Protestants, the growing influence of the Church of 
Rome in the land where Luther preached is viewed with apprehension, 
and the Vatican diplomatic success in the concordat is openly resented. 

Certain promises have been held out by the Prussian Diet, but ·the 
original demand of the united Protestant churches, which was that 
fully equal treatment should be guaranteed to them, black or white, at 
the same time the Roman concordat was signed, has not been fulfilled. 

SEE YIELDING TO PRESSURE 
Charges have been openly made that the Social Democratic Premier 

of Prussia, Otto Braun, yielded to pressure from the Catholic political 
party in ordei· to retain its indispensable support in the present coalition 
government. 

There are eight Protestant bodies in Prussia. The Evangelical 
Church of the old Prussian Union embraces the older Prussian dioceses 

,and is the largest organization. Then there are the Lutheran Churches 
of Hanover and of Schleswig-Holstein, the Reformed Church of Han
over, and the Evangelical Churches of Hesse-Cassel, Hesse-Nassau, 
Frankfurt, and Waldeck. 

On the Government side, charges of indifference to the legitimate 
claims of these churches is denied. Delay in dealing with them is said 
to be due merely to technical legal causes. 

FEELS ITSELF FLOUTED 
The main point of contention is that the Evangelical Church feels 

itself flouted and its vital interests neglected on its very own ground. 
It asks more administrative liberty and increased state subsidies in 

equal ratio with the enhanced endowments granted to the Roman 
Church. 

It also asks guaranties insuring absolute freedom of confessional 
exercises and of inviolability of church property, as well as more inde
pendence from state control in the filling of chairs in theological 
faculties. 

These demands have been placed before the Government by the Gen
eral Evangelical Synod. 

MISSOURI DEMOCRATS 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 

RJOOoRD an article from the Birmingham Agre-Herald of Febru
ary 4, 1930, entitled "Missouri Democrats." 

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

[From Birmingham (Ala.) Age-Herald, February 4, 1930] 

MISSOURI DEMOCRATS 
To EDITOR THE AGE-HERALD: 

I note you agree with the action taken by the 27 members of the 
Democratic committee in regard to the Democrats who voted against 
the Democratic presidential nominee last year. 

According to your reasoning and that of the State committee, in order 
to remain a simon--pure Democrat, that is, one enjoying the full privi
leges of the primary, one must vote the Democratic ticket absolutely 
straight and never utter a word against any candidate who happens to 
become the "regular Democratic Party nominee." 

You know that only last year, in one of the congressional districts 
of the border State of :Missouri, a negro by the name of McLemore was 
the "regular Democratic Party nominee," and this negro made the race 
against a white Republican. 

By the stand you have taken you would bar forever from the full 
privileges of the Democratic primary those· Democrats who, in this 
congressional race of Missouri, either voted against or publicly opposed 
the negro McLemore, who was the " regular Democratic nominee for 
Congress." 

Had you lived in the congressional district of Missouri where this 
situation existed, would you have voted the "straight simon-pure Demo• 
era tic ticket " ? 

I trust you will accord me the courtesy of your columns for this 
inquiry, and I await with interest the consideration shown me. 

I. c. WHITJD. 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA., February 1, 1930. 

M.AB.&IAGE OF A NEGRO AND NORDIC 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I wish to have printed in the 

REco&D a letter addressed to me by Sam H. Reading, broad
casting a national news service, and my reply, regarding the 
marriage of a negro and a Nordic. 

There being no objection, the letters were ordered to be 
printed in the REcO&D, as follo·ws : 

PHILADIIILPHIA, October 8, 1929. 
Hon. THOMAS J". HEFLIN, 

United States Sen,ator from Alabama, Washington, D. a. 
SIR : In view of your generally expressed opinions on such subjects, 

the writer will be interested to know your opinion of the within~ 
mentioned marriage of Phil Edwards, the negro captain of New York 
University, to a pure Nordic woman (white woman). 

Your expression in this matter will be much appreciated by the read
ers of the country who often base their opinions on your expressions 
in such matters. 

Thanking you in advance for your expression, believe me, 
Very respectfully yours, 

Mr. SAM H. READING, 
National NetDs Service, 

SAlll H. READING. 

WAsHI~GTON, D. C., October 15, 1929. 

f.q North Fittv-ninth Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
MY DEAR SIR : In reply to your request I will say that I have read 

with a feeling of satlness and indignation the newspaper account of 
the humiliated and grief-strickeu white father and mother in New 
York City who could get no assistance from either Governor Roosevelt 
or Mayor Walker or anyone else in authority in their effort to prevent 
the marriage of their daughter to a negro. The press reports tell us that 
the white father and mother wept freely when interviewed by the 
newspaper men and made no attempt to hide their tears and humilia
tion when New York officials issued a marriage license to a negro to 
marry their daughter. And this terrible thing has happened here in 
what we used to call the land of Anglo-Saxon rule and white suprem
acy. Shame on those in authority who will permit such a humiliating, 
disgraceful, and dangerous thing to happen in the United States. 
Where are the white men of self-respect, of race pride, and love of the 
white man's country in America whose l;>rave forbears long ago decreed 
that there should be no pollution of the blood of the white race by 
permitting marriage between whites and negroes "l What has become 
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of the brave knights of the white race who once boasted of their 
proud Caucasian lineage? For many generations they stood guard on 
the dividing line between the Caucasian race and the Negro race. 

The far-reaching harm and danger of marriage between whites and 
negroes to the great white race that God intended should rule the 
world is apparent to all intelligent students of history; such mixtures 
have always resulted in weakening, degrading, and dragging down the 
superior to the level of the inferior race. God had a purpose in mak
ing four separate and distinct races. The white, the red, the yellow, 
and the black. God intended that each of the four races should pre
serve its blood free from mixture with other races and preserve race 
integrity and prove itself true to the purpose that God bad in mind 
for each of them when He brought them into being. The great white 
race is the climax and crowning glory of God's creation. God in His 
infi11ite wisdom has clothed the white man with the elements and the 
fitnrss of dominion and rulersbip, and the history of the human race 
shows that wherever he has planted his foot and unfurled the flag of 
his authority he bas continued to rule. No true member of the great 
white race in America is going to approve or permit, if he can prevent 
it, the marriage between whites and negroes. 

This desire and purpose on the part of the great white race in 
America to keep its blood strain put·e and to prevent marriage between 
whites and negroes can better be designated as the "call of the blood." 
It has come down to us through the centuries. White women, rathe! 
than become the wives of the black man, whenever the issue was pre
·sented, fought and died, if necessary, to remain true to the "call of the 
blood." But it seems that in New York, under alien influence, that 
the line of demarcation between the great white race and the Negro 
race, the " great divide," that once constituted the " dead line" in 
America on questions of social equality and marriage between whites 
and negroes, have been repudiated by those of the Roman-Tammany 
r~gime now in charge of New York City and New York State. These 
officials owe it to the great white race in the State of New York and 
in the whole United States to protect, safeguard, and preserve in their 
integrity these principles and ideals so dear to the great white race in 
America. 

The time has come for all true Americans of the Caucasian race to 
wake up to the dangers that threaten us. There can be no yielding on 
this great question in order to serve the program and purpose of the 
Roman-Tammany political machine. We must stand steadfast, and we 
will stand steadfast, in our purpose and determination to preserve in its 
integrity race pride and purity and white man's government in the 
United States. I regret to say that the present disgusting and de
plorable situation in New York State, which permitted a white father 
and mother to be subjected to the humiliating and shameful ordeal of 
having to submit to the marriage of their daughter to a negro, is not 
new under the modern Roman-Tammany system in New York City and 
State. Scores of negroes in Harlem, New York, members of the so-called 
Democratic Tammany organization, have been permitted to marry white 
wives with license granted by and with the hearty approval of the 
State and city government presided over by Governor Smith and Jimmie 
Walker and now by Gov. Franklin Roosevelt and Jimmie walker. 
These things are shocking, disgusting, and sickening not only to the 
Democrats but to the true representatives of the great white race in 
all parties the country over. 

The fact that the Roman Catholic Church permits negroes and whites 
to belong to the same Catholic Church and to go to the same Catholic 
schools and permits and sanctions the marriage between whites and 
negroes in the United States is largely responsible for the loose, dan
gerous, and sickening conditions that exist in New York City and 
State to-day and the all-important question of preserving the integrity 
of our race and white supremacy in the United States. 

My knowledge of this open and notorious social equality policy, this 
terrible system in New York State, permitted and approved by Governor 
Smith, was one of the things that made it impossible for me to support 
him for President in 1928. Many States in the Union have laws which 
forbid marriage between whites and negroes ; all of the States should 
have, and some day will have, such laws. I understand that New York 
would have had such a law but for the opposition of Governor Smith 
and his Tammany friends in the legislature. Alabama has such a law, 
and I helped to put it in the constitution of that State in 1901. 

Very truly, 
1. THOS. HEFLIN. 

WATER POWER ON THE FLATHEAD RIVER, MONT. 

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD a letter from Mr. Hugh J. Hughes, 
director of education of Minnesota, in reference to an applica
tion of Walter H. Wheeler to develop water power on the Flat
head River, Mont. 

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

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., February 1, 19$0. 
Ron. ARTHUR M. HYDE, 

Secretarv of Agrietdture, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR SECRETARY: I am advised that Walter H. Wheeler has be

fore th~ Federal Power Commission application for a license to develop 

water power on the Flathead River in Montana, and that such develoP
ment contemplates the immediate use of 105,000 horsepower for the pro
duction of phosphate fertilizer of a highly concentrated character. 

I am not in .a positiQn to speak on the merits of the immediate water
power · development in question, but I assume that matter will be properly 
considered by those competent to judge of its engineering merits. 

What I do wish to say in behalf of the grain-producing industry of 
the Northwest is that beyond any question there is a field for the distri
bution of highly concentrated phosphates within the spring-wheat area. 
Phosphorus is the essential element in the production of a high-quality 
grain berry, .and the lack of it from any cause whatever gives our grain 
a lower grade and milling quality. 

'l'he continuous demands that have been made upon the phosphorus 
content of our soil during the years they have been farmed have begun 
to deplete the original stores and make necessary for the continuance of 
high-grade crops the .application of commercial fertilizers. 

One of the chief reasons why such fertilizers have not come into use 
more generally throughout the spring-wheat belt ill the high freight 
cost that has attended their transportation from present centers of pro
duction. This is especially true of fertilizers carrying a low percentage 
of the essential elements, and the proposition advanced by Mr. Wheeler 
not only places phosphate-fertilizer production within the spring-wheat 
area itself, but it also gives us promise of substantially reduced freight 
charges due to the high percentage of phosphates contained per ton in 
the fertilizer to be manufactured. 

From the standpoint of the grain producer there is every reason that 
Mr. Wheeler's proposal should be studied carefully and be given 
friendly consideration. I bespeak your interest in the matter. 

Yours very truly, 
HUGH J. HUGHES, 

Director of Eduoation. 

EMPLOYMENT CONDITIONS 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD a report made by the Secretary of 
Labor as to employment conditions of January 20 as compared 
with January 13. 

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

Employn~ent 

JANUARY 20 AS COMPARED WITH JANUARY 13 
Per cent 

~~fo~~gu:~=~=-.=-.=-.=-.=-.=-.=-.:.:.:.:.=-::::=.=-.:.:.:.:.:.:::=:.:::=:::::::::::: + i: ~ 
All industries---------------------------------------------- +. 5 

The New England, Middle Atlantic, East and West North Central 
geographic divisions each reported more employees on January 20 than 
on January 13, the East North Central division showing the greatest 
gain (1.1 per cent), owing to the effect of continued increase in auto
mobile employment. 

The greatest decrease (1.3 per cent) in employment among the five 
remaining divisions was in the Pacific division. 

PRELIMINARY-JANUARY 27 AS COMPARJID WITH JANUARY 20 

Per cent 
Iron and steel (138 out of 164 plants)----------------------- +1. 6 
Automobiles (126 out of 167 plants)------------------------- +· 6 

Employment Decemb(}r 16 to January 20 

Employees 

Plants Per cent Index (Dec. 16= 
Second of change 100) 

First week week 

Dec. 16-23 ________ 6,019 1, 935,099 1, 905,703 -1.5 Dec. 23 ______ 98.5 Dec. 23-30 ___ _____ 7,184 ?, 231,255 2, 126, 014 -4.7 Dec. 30 ______ 93.9 
Dec. 3Q-Jan. 6---- 7, 564 2, 222,897 2, 297,729 +3.4 Jan. 6------- 97.1 
Jan. 6-13 __ ------- 8,009 2, 378,575 2, 456,345 +3.3 Jan. 13 ______ 100.3 
Jan. 13-20 ________ 7,342 2, 368,541 2, 380, 2(}7 +.5 Jan. 20 ______ 100.8 

Employment in identical establishments, Janum·y 18 ana 20, 19SO 

Employees 

Industry EJ!~~- 1----:-----1 !~[of 
ments Jan. 13, Jan. 20, change 

1930 1930 

--------------------------------4-----l-----------------
Food and kindred products_------------------

Slaughtering and meat packing ___________ _ 
Confectionery ____________________________ _ 
Ice cream __ ------------------------------
Flour __ -----------------------------------
Baking _____ -- ____ -- __ ----------------_----Sugar refining, cane ____________________ _ 

Textiles and th~ir products ___________________ _ 

Cotton goods _______________ .--------------
Hosiery and knit goods ___________________ _ 
Silk goods _______ ------ ____ ----------------
Woolen and worsted goods----------------

1 Less than }'io of 1 per cent. 

1,021 
---

131 
149 
145 
248 
335 
13 

1,164 

2Zl 
177 
191 
122 

145, 66!) 
----

59,887 
21,176 
7,332 

11, 192 
36,241 
9,841 

378,676 

117,173 
57,434 
40,939 
41,504 

146,429 -t{l.5 --------
60,036 +.2 
21,465 +1.4 
7,242 -1.2 

11,302 +LO 
36,361 +.3 
10,023 +1.8 

378,285 - .1 

117,143 (1) 
55,888 -2.7 
39,945 -2.4 
{1,381 -.a 

\ 

t 
1 
< 
( 
I, 
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BmpZoyment in identical establishments~ January 13 and 20~ 1930--Contd. 

Employees 
Estab- 1-------1 Per 

Industry !ish- cent of 
ments J!fg

3
J3, Ja~3gc>, change 

Textiles and their products-Continued 
Carpets and rugs__________________________ 16 20,913 21,020 +O. 5 
Dyeing and finishing textiles______________ 81 27,057 27,243 +. 7 
Clothing, men's-------------------------- 144 3155,' 8886~ i~.· 585~ ++4.L 69 
Shirts and collars_______________________ ___ 71 

13 
601 13 987 

Clothing, women's------------------------ 99 • • +2. 8 Millinery and lace goods__________________ 36 8, 312 8, 518 +2. 5 

Iron and steel and their products______________ 1, 245 571,459 574,878 ~ 

Iron ~nd s~L--------------------------- -w9j 2~, g~ 2~, ~~ ~ 
Cast-Iron P.lpe_____________________________ 25 18' 814 18' 460 +L 4 
Structural tronwork_______________________ 93 1 

217
• 

9 2
17' 933 -1. 9 

Foundry and machine-shop products______ 693 '58 • +· 2 
Hard~are_________________________________ 45 ~g.~~ ~· ~~~ -.1 
Machine tools_______ _________ _____________ 95 • • -1.1 
Steam. fittings and steam and hot-water 14 545 14, 

830 
+

2 0 

St~~e!~~~~-~~~~~======================= ~ 10:974 ~ +3: 1 
Lumber and its products______________________ 713 121, 196 121,316 +. 1 

t~~:~: ~ill~~:t-~====================== Furniture ___________ ----------------------

300 
187 
226 

64,827 
21,504 
34,865 

64,224 
21,405 
35,687 

-.9 
-.5 

+2.4 
======== 

Leather and its products __ -------------------- __ Zi_l o ___ 8_7_, 4_14 ___ 8_7_, 8_46 ___ +_._s 

Leather----------------------------------- 88 18, 749 18, 644 -. 6 
Boots and shoes__ _________________________ 182 68,665 69, 202 + 8 

i= Paper and printing ____________________________ ~ 155,279 155,069 ~ 

Paper and pulP--------------------------- g~ ~: ~~~ ~: g~ +: r 
Papa~ boxes .. ------;---------------------- 215 39 628 39 566 - 2 
Pr~t~g, book and JOb-------------------- _ 58' 164 ss' 288 +' 2 Prmtmg, newspapers______________________ 256 __ , ___ , ___ ·_ 

Chemicals and allied products_________________ 208 77,669 ~ -(-1)-

------------
Cbemicals. ___ ----------------------------
Fertilizers ____________ -------_-------------
Petroleum refining_-----------------------

82 37,94.4 37,726 -.6 
85 6,Zi1 6, 276 +.1 
41 33,454 33,704 +.7 

Stone, clay, and glass products _______________ _ 506 68,924 68,992 +.1 
------------

Cement_ _____________________ -------------
Brick, tile, and terra cotta ________________ _ 
Pottery ___ --------- ___ --------------------
Glass. ______ ------------------------------

79 12,558 12,875 +2.5 
287 21,090 20,785 -1.4 
48 8,135 8,210 +.9 
92 27, 141 27,122 -.1 

Metal products, other than iron and steeL ___ _ 137 29,199 29,632 +1.5 
------------

Stamped and enameled ware______________ ~~ 10,619 ~~; ~~ +_!: g 
Brass, bronze, and copper products _______ =1==18='=58=0=I=====I=== 

Tobacco products----------------------------- __ 128 ___ 4_2_, 58_9 ___ 46_, 4_95 ___ +_9._2 

Chewing and smoking tobacco and snufi__ 18 7, 993 7, 898 -1. 2 
Cigars and cigarettes______________________ 110 34, 596 38,597 +11. 6 

Vehicles for land transportation_______________ 858 403,449 407,213 +. 9 

Automobiles_----------------------------- 162 290, 213 295, ~: t~: ~ 
Carriages and wagons_____________________ 27 579 

c~~a~~~--~~-~~~~~~~-~~~~:~~c~~~~- 313 27,287 27,213 -. 3 

c~a~~~~-~~~-~~~-~~~~-~:~~~~~:1~- 356 85, 370 84, 210 -1. 4 
~===f=====l=====l====== 

Miscellaneous industries______________________ 356 287,018 286,346 -. 2 
------f-------1-------1------

Agricultural implements__________________ 56 23,730 24,512 +3. 3 
Electrical machinery, apparatus, and 

supplies_________________________________ 131 147,254 146,644 -. 4 
Pianos and organs_________________________ 39 3, 888 3, 907 +. 5 
Rubber boots and shoes___________________ 8 15,837 15,751 -. 5 
Automobile tires__________________________ 32 43, 151 43, 109 -1: l 
Shipbuilding_·---------------------------- ~ ~~; ~g ig; ~~ -. 9 
~:ar:=====~~============================= 25 8, 703 8, 540 -1.9 ======F=======:=======1====== 

All industries___________________________ 7, 342 2, 368,541 2, 380,207 +. 5 

Recapitulation by geographic divisions: 
New England ___ --------------- __________ _ 
Middle Atlantic __ ------------------------East North Central ______________________ _ 
West North CentraL---------------------
South Atlantic __ _________ -----------------
East South Central ___ --------------------
West South CentraL ____________________ _ 
Mountain _________ .:_-- ____ --_-- __ ---------
Pacific.------------- __ --------------------

All divisions.-----------------------

1 Less than Yfo of 1 per cent. 

985 284, 163 
1, 746 653, 995 
1, 983 873, 818 

610 109,817 
779 201,667 
310 71,264 
348 58,100 
144 29,221 
437 86,496 

7, 342 2, 368, 541 

EXECUTIVE AiESSAGES REFERRED 

285,300 656,252 
883,359 
110,616 
201,410 
71,238 

57,5591 29,051 
85,412 

2, 380,207 

+.4 
+.3 

+1.1 
+.7 
-.1 
(1) 
-.9 
-.5 

-1.3 

+.5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate executive 
messages from the President of the United States, which were 
referred to the appropriate committees. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I move 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. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there are no reports of 
committees, the calendar is in order. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I understand the treaties on 
the Executive Calendar are to be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The treaties will be passed 
over. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Charles B. Rugg to 
be Assistant Attorney General, and of Andrew B. Dunsmore, to 
be United States attorney, middle district of Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the nomina
tions are confirmed, and the President will be notified. 

UNITED STATES BOARD OF TAX APPEALS 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Annabel Matthews to 
be a member of the United States Board of Tax Appeals. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I ask that this nomination 
may go over. I had an understanding with the Senator from 
Georgia that we would fix a time for the consideration of the 
nomin_ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nomination will be passed 
over. 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Claude H. Hall, jr., 
to be secretary in the Diplomatic Service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE~. Without objection, the nomina
tion is confirmed, and the President will be notified. 

CUSTOMS SE.lWICE 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Frank C. Tracey to 
be surveyor of customs, district No. 28, San Francisco, Calif. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I do not intend to oppose the 
confirmation of this nomination. I recognize what a dreadful 
thing it is to fail in the usual obeisance to an idol or in any 
degree to say aught that may detract from the omniscience of 
a myth. But we have a shibboleth on this side of the Chamber, 
which for many years has been ours, of efficiency and economy, 
and as an honored member of the Republican Party I can not 
permit that shibboleth in any degree to be assailed, nor can I 
permit, when the occasion shall arise, that we should not insist 
that on all occasions, under all circumstances, as to all offices, 
and with every nomination, that efficiency and economy should 
always prevail. 

I have bad some recent experiences, sir, with the Treasury 
Department. Of course, I realize it is lese majesty to say any
thing about the Treasury Department or the distinguished gen
tleman who is Secretary of the Treasury. But I am impelled to 
say it in this instance solely because of my love for efficiency 
and economy and the intensity of my partisan desire that effi
ciency and economy shall never be lost sight of by any of my 
brethren. 

Not a very great period ago there was in the city of San 
Francisco more or less rumor as to the appointment of an in
ternal revenue collector. Upon the streets of that city it was 
asserted that the incumbent of the office was to be removed and 
a gentleman named Oftedal appointed in his place. Some of us 
in San Francisco, thinking only of efficiency and economy, 
thought that perhaps a wrong was being done and so, at the 
instance of many San Franciscans, on the 6th day of August, 
1929, I addressed a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury 
asking whether the incumbent's service had been satisfactory, 
whether it had been efficient, whether it hau been honest, and 
whether or not it bad been wholly satisfactory. 

Singularly enough, in the multiplicity of the duties of the Sec
retary of the Treasury, carrying out, of course, efficiency and 
economy in his office, be did not have time to reply until the 5th 
day of September, 1929, after the appointment had been made of 
a successor to the individual whom we thought--and in whose 
behalf I had written-had always performed his duties with 
effidency, economy, ability, and integrity. Then he replied, 
after the nomination had been made, a month afterwards, say
ing in answer to the categorical questions I had asked in that 
regard, that the incumbent in the office, Mr. 1\IcLaughlin, had 
performed his duties ably, efficiently, honestly, and well. . The 
reply, of course, would have come to me sooner undoubtedly but 
for the fact that here in Washington the Secretary of the 
Treasury was so engaged in efficiency and economy and in hold
ing aloft the banner that was ours, and in his . earnest and 
enthusiastic endeavor for efficiency in public office. 

Thereafter, in October, there came to me the story that the 
gentlemi!.Q who is named to-day, and to whom I have no objec-
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tion, was to be appointed the collector of customs. On October 
16, 1929, I had the temerity-! apologize for it, sir, because, 
as I said .in the opening, I would not under any circumstances 
fail in obeisance to an idol nor would I in any way detract 
from the ·omniscience of a myth-again believing in efficiency 
and economy, and believing, of course, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury leads us in efficiency and economy, to address a 
communication to him in these words: 

Formerly an office designated surveyor of customs existed at San 
Francisco. The last person officially to occupy it was Hon. Lawrence 
J. Flaherty. When Mr. Flaherty's term ceased, in some fashion, we 
were advised by your department that the office would be discontinued 
and its duties transferred. I have just been advised from San Fran
cisco that some of our politicians have stated the office is to be 
revived. I write to ask you, therefore, if you would advise me 
whether or not the position is to be revived, and if so, for what 
reason. I would also appreciate it, if appropriately you could do so, 
if you would have sent to me by one of your clerks a copy of the 
order transferring the duties of the office and discontinuing it. 

On October 19, 1929, the Secretary, then being able to reply 
within three days, was kind enough, and I express my appre
ciation of it, to reply categorically and courteously to my 
epistle thus: 

MY DEAR S»NATOR JOHNSON: Referring to yours of October 16 with 
reference to the appointment of a surveyor of customs at the port of 
San Francisco, this department knows of no reason why the policy 
which has been followed since 1925 should be changed at this time and 
is not recommending the appointment of a surveyor at San Francisco. 

Sincerely yours, 
A.. W. MELLON, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

Thereupon I rested, although the name of Mr. Tracey had 
been published as about to be appointed to this nonexistent 
office, until the appointment was made-and ther~ is the story. 
Efficiency and economy only, I beg you to believe, are the 
impelling motives in calling it to the attention of the few inter
ested. None can be interested greatly except in behalf of ·the 
greatest Secretary of the Treasury since Alexander Hamilton; 
but the facts are related for the few minor individuals at whose 
instance the inquiry was originally made. 

After the nomination came to the Senate on the 29th day of 
January of this year, because of the positive declaration of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I wrote again to him, reciting tbe 
communications that had passed between us before, and asking 
him if be would do me the kindness to forward to me the 
requisite information as to why the office had been discontinued 
for a period of five years, the orders, if any, that had been 
made in respect to the transfer of its duties, and the like. To 
that communication, dated January 29 last, I have received no 
reply. I do not cavil or criticize. I beg my brethren to under
stand as I do, that the Secretary of the Treasury is very, very 
busily engaged in behalf of efficiency and economy, and the 
mere re-creation of another office is of very small consequence, 
and doubtless escapes his notice. 

The two instances are illuminating. In the one, an official, 
admittedly capable, honest, able, and efficient, and complimented 
by the Secretary of the Treasury for his high qualifications 
and the splendid administration of his trnst, is superseded by 
another, who is not even eligible; in the other, an office that for 
five years be has not filled, and says he does not intend to, is 
revived without notice and in the teeth of a denial, and an 
appointment made. Efficiency and economy thus are vindicated. 

But, sir, I repeat this record, which fortunately is in writing, 
that it may stand as the record .here and may stand as the 
record of the appointments to two offices in San Francisco. 

There are some things, Mr. President, that simply are not 
done in official life. They are the refusal by any department 
to reply within reasonable time to a courteous communication 
that is official in character or to make a reply that may be 
either mistaken or deceptive in character. These things, I say, 
sir, are things that simply are not done in official life-except 
by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States of 
America. 

I have no objection to confirmation of the nomination. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the nom

ination is confirmed, and the President will be notified. 
Mr. JOHNSON subsequently said: Mr. President, day before 

yesterday I indulged in some remarks concerning certain inci
dents which bad occurred in California respecting appointments 
there in connection with the Secretary of the Treasury. The 
Secretary of the Treasury bad delviered at my office last night 
at 6.20 a letter. I think the letter should go into the RmoRD 
where my original remarks appear. I ask that it may be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator means in the permanent RECORD? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; in the CONGRESSIONAL REOORD where 
appear my remarks. 

Mr. SMOOT. And not to appear in to-day's RECORD? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, yes. My intention is to have it inserted 

in the RECORD in exactly the way in which my words occur in 
the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair suggest that the let
ter be printed in to-day's RECORD and that it be then tra.DSi:>osed 
to the permanent RECORD at the place designated by the Senator 
from California? 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is exactly my intention-in fairness to 
the Secretary to give the same publicity to his communication 
that was given to my remarks. 

The letter, in my opinion, does not in any essential partkular 
change the facts as related by me. There is naught in the letter 
concerning the Oftedal incident.. Concerning the surveyor of 
customs, it appears from the letter, as was asserted day before 
yesterday, that the Secretary of the Treasury has for over five 
years made no nomination for that office, and to all intents and 
purposes had abolished the office so far as naming a surveyor of 
customs in San l!Tancisco is concerned. 

On October 16 last, when it was brought to my attention that 
Mr. Tracey was to be appointed by the Secretary of the Treas
ury to the office after there had been no nomination or appoint
ment for more than five years, I addressed my letter of that date 
to the Secretary of the Treasury asking whether or not he in
tended to make the nomination. October 19 be responded. as 
his letter to me shows, as inserted in the REcoRD day before 
yesterday, that there was to be no change in the policy of the 
Treasury Department. There the matter rested until, without 
notice to me or knowledge on my part by communication from 
him to me, the nomination of Mr. Tracey was sent by him to 
the President and by the President to the Senate. 

That is exactly the situation. While I appreciate the reply 
finally made by the Secretary of the Treasury, the letter has a 
most depressing and chilling e:ffect .upon our enthusiasm for effi
ciency and it cools our ardor for economy. I ask that the letter 
may be printed in the RECORD as I have suggested. 

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

Tlflil SECRJlTARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, February 7, 1930. 

MY DEAR SENATOR JOHXSO~: I have your letter of January 29, and 
regret that there should have been any delay in answering it, par
ticularly as you seem to feel that the delay involved a lack of courtesy 
to you. No discourtesy was, of course, intended, but you will under
stand that the volume of communications is so great that occasionally 
some are not answered as promptly as is desirable. 

I regret the delay all the more in this case, since I think, in view 
of the letter I wrote you on the 19th of October last, you should have 
been notified on the department's decision to recommend the filling of 
the vacancy in the office of surveyor a.t the port of San Francisco. 

You ask that I send you the order made after election of Mr. 
Flaherty discontinuing the office, the order made providing for the 
transfer of its duties, and the order, if any, providing for the re-cre
ation of the office. I think this request arises from a misconception of , 
the situation. No such orders were issued. The position of surveyor 
was not discontinued, as Congress alone has the auth<>rity to abolish ' 
the office. The Secretary of the Treasury, therefore, had no authority 
to discontinue the office, no authority to transfer its duties, and there 
was no occasion, therefore, for issuing an order re-creating the office. 
What did happen wall that upon the resignation of Hon. Lawrence J. 
Flaherty as surveyor, under the terms of the Calder Act of March 4, 
1923, the assistant surveyor automatically became acting surveyor, 
receiving the salary of the surveyor and performing all of his duties 
in addition to his own. This situation continued from the date of the 
resignation of Mr. Flaherty in 1925 up to the- present time, and when 
I wrote you in October I did not anticipate that there would be a 
change, certainly in the immediate future. 

However, your colleague, Senator SHORTRIDGE, pointed out that in
asmuch as the law provided for the office of surveyor and a vacancy 
existed, there ~as some question as to the propriety of the Secretary 
of the Treasury taking the position that be would refuse to recommend 
to the President the filling of a position created by law. In view of 
the representations made by Senator SHORTRIDGE, the department 
reached the decision to recommend the appointment of Mr. Tracey, who, 
by reason of his appointment, will perform the duties that are now 
being performed by an acting surveyor and receive the salary that th~ 
acting surveyor is now receiving. \ 

I regret extremely that you should not have been notified of this 
change in policy, and want to assure you that no discourtesy was \ 

. 
I 

intended. l 
Sincerely yours, A. W. MELLON, 

Secretarv of the Treas1W1/. 
Hon. HIRAM W. JOHNSON, 

United States Senate. 
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POSTMASTERS 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the nominations of post
masters. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I ask that the first item on the 
calendar, No. 1998, George B. Black, Comanche, Tex., may go 
over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (:Mr. FEss in the chair). Witll
out objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I now ask that the remaining nominations 
for postmasters be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. The nominations are confirmed, aud the President 
will be notified. That concludes the calendar and the Senate 
resumes legislative session. 

RECESS 

Mr. WATSON. I move tha t the Senate take a recess until to
morrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 

The motion was agreed to; ttnd the Senate (at 5 o'clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, Febru
ary 7, 1930, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

NOMINATIONS 
E.:cectttive nominations 1·eceived by the Senate Febntary 6 ( leuis

lative day of Ja-nuary 6), 1930 
SECRETARIES IN THE DIPLOMA TIC SERVICE 

The following-named persons, now Forelgn Service officers 
and consuls, to be also secretaries in the Diplomatic Service of 
the United States of America: 

Maynard B. Barnes, of Iowa. 
J". Rh·es Childs, of Virginia. 
Edward P. Lawton, jr., of Georgia. 

CoNSUL GENERAL 

Kenneth S. Patton, of Virginia, now a Foreign Service 
officer of class 4 and a consul, to be a consul general of the 
United States of America. 

CoLLECT.OR OF CusTOMS 

Nellie Gregg Tomlinson, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be collector 
of customs for customs collection district No. 44, with head
quarters at Des Moines, Iowa. (Reappointment.) 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Ea:ecuti't.•e nominations confirmed by the Se'nate Febrtlm·y 6 

(legislati'l'e day ot Jawzta1·v 6), 1930 

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GEr"ERAL 

Charles B. Rugg. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

Andrew B. Dunsmore, middle district of Pennsylvania. 
SECRETARY IN THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE 

Claude H. Hall, jr. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS 

Frank C. Tracey, district No. 28, .San Franci~co, Calif. 
POSTMASTERS 

ARKANSAS 

James M. Merrick, Morrilton. 
CALIFORNIA 

Byron N. Marriott, Alhambra. 
Hattie M. Miller, Fairoaks. 
Grace M. Leuschen, Highland. 
Olios D. Way, San Dimas. 
Susan M. Sigler, Universal City. 

COLORADO 

Elizabeth M. Kroll, Oastle Rock. 
J"uan R. Valdez, San Luis. 
Roy Hodges, Springfield. 

CONNECTICUT 

Harlan G. Hills, East Hampton. 
GEORGIA 

William T. Kitchens, Mitchell. 
DELAWARE 

Napoleon B. Register, Lewes. 
IDAHO 

Lowell H. Merriam, Grace. 
Francis M. Winters, Montpelier. 
Wells McEntire. Preston. 
Percy E. Ellis, Stites. 
Joseph 0. McComb, Troy. 

ILLINOIS 

Howard B. l\Iayhew, Bradford. 
Fred Wilson, Broughton. 
Howard A. Hammer, Buda. 
Otto W. J. Henrich, Des Plaines. 
P eter Thomsen, Fulton. 
Bmce C. Krugh, Homer. 
Lora Johnston, Hudson. 
Guy R. Correll, Hutsonville. 
Elza F . Gorrell, Newton. 
Herbert L. Rawlins, Thomson. 
Robert Murphy, Tilden. 
John R. :Marshall,. Yorkville. 

INDIANA 

Avery C. Phipps, Elwood. 
KANSAS 

Ezra D. Bolinger, Bucklin. 
Maggie Dowell, Gaylord. 
Daniel 0. Edwards, Hazelton. 
Florence Murray, I sabel. 
Ernest Toomey, Neodesha. 
;r oseph H. Andrews, Overbrook. 

KENTUCKY 

Effie S. Basham, Leitchfield. 
Samuel N. Sinkhorn, Stamping Ground. 

MAINE 

Ellsworth D. Curtis, West Paris. 
MICHIGAN 

Jesse R. Phillips, Auburn. 
Ben H. Davis, Edwardsburg. 

MINNESOTA 

Lavinnie E. Holmberg, North Branch. 
MISSISSIPPI 

Bonnie H. Curd, Pace. 
Elizabeth Collier, ~haw. 
Emma D. Barkley, State Line. 
Alexander Yates, Utica. 

MISSOURI 
Roy B. Woods, Bernie. 
Ruby W. Benecke, Brunswick. 
Luther P. Dove, Cabool. 
Raymond E. Miller, Carl J"unction. 
Ralph D. Stonner,- Chamois. 
Edwin S. Brown, Edina. 
William F. Haywood, Ellington. 
Rose C. Geyer, Graham. 
William E. Fuson, Hartville. 
Paul P. Bradley, Leeton. 
Paul Schork, Monticello. 
William F. Crigler, Nevada. 
Arthur B. Calame, Niangua. 
John F. Hamby, Noel. 
Ruth E. McCormick, Reeds Spr·ing. 
Evelyn S. Culp, Rocky Comfort. 
Milton Wilhelm, Seligman. 
Junius 1\f. Bryant, Stafford. 
James Z. Spearman, Tuscumbia. 
I aac M. Galbraith, Walker. 
John Black, Washburn. 
Edwin McKinley, Wheaton. 
Ben J. Drymon, Willow Springs. 

NEBRASKA 

May T. Douglass, Callaway. 
Elizabeth G. Mendenhall, Grant. 
Elizabeth Mohr, Kilgore. 
Ralph R. Brosius, Valentine. 

NEW Hd.MPS HIRE 

Lloyd S. Emerson, Contoocook. 
NEW JERSEY 

Bertha A. Chittick, Old Bridge. 
NEW YORK 

Sheldon D. Clark, Bath. 
Rupert M. Gates, Bolton Landing. 
Richard Bullwinkle, Central Valley. 
Gladys W. North, Chazy. 
Erastus Corning Davis, Fonda. 
Fred H. Bacon, Franklinville. 
Fred F. Hawley, Lake George. 
Fletcher B. Brooks, Monroe. 
Roswell P. Blauvelt, New City. 
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Elmer J. Conklin, Poughkeepsie. 
Frank Wright, Salem. 
Herbert C. Smith, Warrensburg. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Myron T. Davis, Lisbon. 
Orpha B. Wells, Robinson. 

OHIO 

John R. Williams, College Corner. 
Carl M. l\fott, Garrettsville. 
French Crow, Marion. 
Earl Augustine, Montpelier. . 
Lester E. Whitehead, Westerville. 

OKLAHOMA 

R. Hawthorn Carpenter, Cromwell. 
Elta H. Jayne, Edmond. 
William A. Kelley, Marshall. 

OREGON 

Guy E. Tex, Central Point. 
Albert M. Porter, Gaston. 
Ruby 0. Roberts, lone. 
William G. Smith, Mill City. 
John S. Sticha, Scio. 
Reber G. Allen, Silverton. 
Tony D. Smith, Union. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Marion Rosbach, Forksville. 
Earl W. Hopkins, Leetsdale. 

RHODE ISLAND 

Albert J. Rene, West Warwick. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

Rosa B. Grainger, Lake View. 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

William H. Nesbitt, McLaughlin. 
TENNESSEE 

James E. Miller, Kingsport. 
William J. Julian, Silver Point. 
Lawrence L. Linville, Waynesboro. 

Mirna Fessler, Bigwells. 
Mark A. Taylor, Bonham. 

TEXAS 

WASHINGTON 

Hugh Eldridge, Bellingham. 
Frank A. McGovern, Concrete. 
Alfred U. Thompson, Everson. 
Elijah H. Nash, Friday Harbor. 
Adam L. Livingston, Mabton. 
Bertha H. Welsh, Prescott. 
Ira G. Allen, Pullman. 
William L. Oliver, Rockford. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Chancellor L. Jones, Fairview. 
Gilbert W. Smith, Middlebourne. 
Marshall C. Archer, Ripley. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, February 6, 1930 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer: 
Our Gracious Father, Thou hast added another day to our 

lives; as we grow in age may we grow in knowledge and wis
dom. We thank thee that we are the children of the Most High 
and heirs of immortality and that we are not fatherless and 
forlorn, drifting on an uncharted and unpiloted sea. Through 
dark and bright, defeat can not daunt or dishearten, for Thou 
art the Lord God of Hosts, whose mercy, power, and holiness 
are from everlasting to everlasting. We pray for the presence 
of the Holy Spirit, that He may work in us and bring us in 
unison with eternal right, which is the will of God. Then the 
love of wrong will be changed to the love of right. Through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 
· The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint 
resolutions and a bill of the House of the following titles : 

H. J. Res. 232. Joint resolution to amend the joint resolution 
entitled "Joint resolution to provide for eradi~ation of pink 

bollworm and authorizing an appropriation therefor," approved 
May 21, 1928; 

H. J. Res. 240. Joint resolution making an appropriation to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet an emergency caused 
by an outbreak of the pink bollworm in the State of Arizona; 

H. J. Res. 241. Joint resolution making an additional appro
priation for the fiscal year 1930 for the cooperative construction 
of rural post roads ; 

H. J. Res. 242. Joint resolution making an appropriation to 
carry out the provisions of the act entitled "An act to enable 
the mothers and widows of the deceased soldiers, sailors, and 
marines of the American forces now interred in the cemeteries 
of Europe to make a pilgrimage to these cemeteries," approved 
March 2, 1929 ; and 

H. R. 5191. An act to authorize the State of Nebraska to make 
additional use of Niobrara Island. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Spea.ker, · I ask unanimous consent 
that on next Thursday, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal and the disposition of business on the Speaker's table, I 
may be permitted to address the House for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani
mous consent that on next Thursday, after the disposition of 
matters on the Speaker's table, he may address the House for 
one hour. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
MAPLE SUGAR TARIFF 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert in the RECORD some remarks of my own in regard to 
the maple sugar tariff. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GIBSON. 1\lr. Speaker, maple sugar properly comes 

within that class of articles and products included in the agri
cultural relief features of the tariff bill. The American Farm 
Bureau Federation recognizes this, as is indicated by the brief 
submitted to the Ways and Means Committee, which includes 
this product as one demanding substantial increased protection. 
The principal maple-sugar producing States are Wisconsin, Mich
igan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, Massachusetts, Vermont, 
New Hampshire, and Maine. It is also produced in some quan
tities in 12 other States, such as Maryland and West Virginia, 
which produce for sale in a quantity somewhat smaller than 
the States named. 

The number of trees in use in these leading States for the 
years 1926, 1927, and 1928 are shown by the following table 
compiled by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United St;Rtes 
Department of Agriculture. 

Maple BUgar and sirup: Trees tapped, 1926-19281 

State 

Maine. ___________ -----------------------New Hampshire ________________________ _ 
Vermont. __ -----------------------------Massachusetts _______________ ---- _______ _ 
New York-------------------------------Pennsylvania ___________________________ _ 
0 hio ______ ----_ ------------------ --------

~~~~ilii=============================== 
Total, 9 States~-------------------

1926 

304,000 
790,000 

5,554,000 
272,000 

3, 958,000 
696,000 

1, 700,000 
863,000 
575,000 

H, 712,000 

Trees tapped 

1927 

310,000 
822,000 

5, 665,000 
277,000 

3,839,000 
626,000 

1, 666,000 
828,000 
570,000 

14,603,000 

1928 

304,000 
806,000 

5, 722,000 
280,000 

3, 647,000 
007,000 

1, 583,000 
869,000 
570,000 

14,388,000 

19~)ureau of Agricultural Economics, U.S. Department of Agriculture. (Yearbook, 

2 These 9 States produced about 97 per cent of the maple sugar and about 92 per 
cent of the maple sirup made in the United States in 1919 as reported by the Bureau 
of the Census. 

The producers are in the main small farmers who depend upon 
their sugar crop to help out their annual incomes. The largest 
orchard known is that of the Cary Maple Sugar Co., of St. 
Johnsbury, Vt., with 20,000 trees, of which about half are in use. 
The work of sugar making is carried on at a time of the year 
when the farmer can do no other kind of work to advantage. 
To deprive them of this income, or to cut down the market 
price and curtail production through competition from without 
the counh·y would cause a real hardship to thousands who farm 
in a small way. 

THE PRESENT RATE SITUATION 

The act of 1922 fixed the tariff rate at 4 cents per pound for 
maple sugar and maple sirup. A gallon of maple sirup weighs 
11 pounds. At the present rate this would yield a duty of 44 
cents if imported. This 11 pounds of sirup will produce about 
7~ pounds of sugar and, if imported, would pay a duty of 30 
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cents. This difference of 14 cents compels the manufacturer, if 
he wishes to bring maple products into the country, to reduce the 
sirup to the form of sugar in Canada, which is the chief com
petitor of our producers. 

In order to correct the differential and give adequate protec
tion, paragraph 503 of the House bill placed a duty of 7% cents 
on sugar and 5 cents on sirup. The Finance Committee of the 
Senate fixed the duty on sugar at 9 cents and on sirup at 6 cents. 
The Senate changed the rate to 8 cents on sugar and 5% cents 
on sirup. That is the situation at the present time. 

METHOD OF PRODUCTION 

Production is a short-time activity. For a few weeks in the 
early spring sap rises in the maple tree in so clear a form that 
by boiling it can be reduced to sirup, and by still further boiling 
to sugar. The sap is obtained by tapping the hard or rock 
maple tree--that is, by boring a hole into it and then inserting a 
spout that will permit the sap to come out and drop into a con
tainer called a bucket, attached to the tree. It is then gathered 
into tubs or tanks and taken to the sugar house. As fast as the 
sap is gathered it is boiled in shallow pans or evaporators. 
This process is called " boiling." The sap does not keep well, 
therefore it is necessary to boil it as soon as possible after 
gathering. It is converted by this boiling process into sirup and 
then set aside .until sold in that form or until the farmer is ready 
to put it into sugar by further boiling, called "sugaring off." 
It takes about 45 gallons of sap to make 1 gallon of sirup. The 
sap comes in " runs," and prompt advantage must be taken to 
convert it into sugar or sirup to obtain a product of the first 
quality. 

An element of the industry is the weather. If the nights are 
freezing and the days warm and sunny, with the thermometer 
considerably above the freezing point in the middle of the day, 
the sap flows freely. Any considerable variation in the weather 
standard will cause a change in the quality. Warm nights or 
cold days, or warm winds affect it. After a good run, and a 
period of bad weather causing a suspension of work, good sugar 
weather returns after a snowstorm, sometimes called a " sugar 
SnO\V." 

The evaporator in which sap is reduced is heated by a wood 
fire. When in the form of sirup it is transferred to the sugar
ing-off pan and further reduced at temperatures from 240° to 
250° to the sugar form. While the operation of making 
sugar is quite simple, yet some experience is required to pro
duce the best quality. The manufacture is carried on exclu
sively by the farmer and no expert is needed. In no sense has 
the production been capitalized by the big producer. The aver
age orchard in this country is 820 trees, while in Canada the 
average is 1,163 trees. Methods of production have been greatly 
improved in recent years from the old kettle hung over a sup
port in the open to the use of evaporators and other improved 
equipment. 

CANADIAX COJUPETITIOX 

Practically all our importations of sugar products come from 
the Province of Quebec in Canada, where the production bas 
been increasing. In this country the production has been de
creasing. 

The United States Tariff Commission has prepared a table 
of production of maple sugar and sirup in the United States 
and Canada in terms of gallons of sirup and pounds of sugar. 
This shows: 
Prod-uction of maple sugar and maple sirup in the United States anti 

Canada, 1919-1928 

Year 

1919_---- --------------------------
1920_ ---------------------------- - -
1921_------ ----------------------- -
1922_- -----------------------------
1!)23_- -----------------------------
1924_- -----------------------------
1925_------------------------------
1926_- -----------------------------
1927-------------------------------
1928 '---- --------------------------

Maple sugar 

United I States 1 Canada 2 

Pounds I Pounds 
9, 787, ()()() 12, 353, 667 
7, 324, ()()() 15, 615, 141 
4, 730, ()()() 12, 285, 514 
5, 147, 000 9, 016, 650 
4, 685,000 8, 215,975 
4, 078,000 9, 385,415 
3, 236, ()()() 10, 496, 262 
3, 569, 000 7, 137, 303 
3, 236, ()()() 9, 831, 697 
2, 388, ()()() 13, 798, 109 

1 From Yearbooks or U.S. Department of Agriculture. 
2 From Canadian yearbooks. 
3Converted into United States gallons. 
• Preliminary. 

Maple sirup 

United 
States 1 

Gallons 
3,804, ()()() 
3, 580, ()()() 
2, 386,000 
3, 640,000 
3, 605,000 
3, 903, ()()() 
3,089, ()()() 
3, 737,000 
3, 672,000 
3, 013,000 

Canada 2 1 

Gallons 
1, 764,330 
1, 739,579 
1, 650,762 
1, 890,089 
1, 500, 780 
2, 364,835 
2, 006,512 
2,095, 884 
2, 585,646 
2,023, 900 

The twelfth annual report ( 1928) of the Tariff Commission 
shows an increasing percentage of consumption of imported 
maple products. The statistics are given in the following table: 

Maple 81tga1· and maple sirup : Production in t l! e U nited States and per
centage of consumption imported, .t924-192'i' 

. 

Year Domestic 
produc

tion 1 

PoundJ 
1924_______________________________ 4, 078,000 
1925_______________________________ 3, 236,000 
1926_______________________________ 3, 577,000 
1027 _______________________________ 3 3,102, 000 

Sugar 

Imports 1 

Pounds 
3, 910, 774 
3, 446, 456 
3, 886, 471 
5, 533, 252 

Domest.ic 
consump

tion 

Pounds 
7, 988, 774 
6, 682,456 
7, 463,471 
8, 635,252 

!' Percent
age of 
con

sumption 
imported 

48.95 
5L57 
52.07 
64.08 

Maple Bttgar ancl maple sirup: Production in the United States and per
centage of consumption imported, 19Z4-1921-Continued 

Year Domestic 
produc

tion i 

GaUons 
1924 __________________ ------------- 3, 903, 000 
1925_______________________________ 3, 089,000 
1926_______________________________ 3, 900, 000 
1927---------2----------------- ---- 3 3, 183, ()()() 

Sirup · 

Imports 1 

Gallons 
5, 514 

10,313 
18,481 
15,919 

Domestic 
consump

t ion 

Gal:ons 1 
3, 90S, 514 I 
3, 099,313 

3, 918, 481 ' 3,198, 920 

Percent
age of 
con

sumption 
imported 

0.14 
.33 
. 47 
.50 

I Foreign Commerce and Navigation of the U. S. Department of Commerce. 
Pounds of sirup converted to United States gallons . One gallon weighs 11 pounds. 

J Yearbook 1927, U. S. Department of Agriculture. 
• For 8 States, not inclnding Ohio and Indiana. 

The statistics of the actual importations for consumption 
from Canada show an increase year by year. 

Maple sugar and maple s-irup: 11nports tor consumption, ~..3-19281. 

Year 

1923 __ -- ----------------------------------------------------
1924 __ ------------------------------------ - -----------------
1925_ ---------------------------------------------------.---
1926_---- ---------------------------------------------------
1927--------- ------------------------- - ---------------------
1928- ------------------------------------------------------- , 

Maple 
sugar im
ports for 

consump-
tion 

Pounds 
1, 996, 104 
3, 910,774 
3, 446,456 
3, 886,471 
5, 533,252 
6, 954,530 

1 From Foreign Commerce and Navjgation of the United States. 

Maple 
sirup im
ports for 

consump-
tion 

Gallon8 
9,329 
5,514 

10,313 
18,481 
15.919 
36,240 

In the calendar year 1929 there was a tremendou · increase as 
shown by the following letter from Hon. Harry C. Whitehill, 
collector of customs for the district of Yermont : 

Hon. ERNEST W. GIBSON, 

TREASURY DEPARTME NT, 

UNITED STATES CUSTOMS SERVICE, 

St. Albans, Vt., Janua1·y 13, 1930. 

Rept·esentative to Congress, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR CoNGRESSMAN : In l'esponse to the request in your letter ot 
the lOth instant I take pleasure in submitting below a statement show
ing the amount and value of maple sugar and maple sirup imported into 
this district during the calendar year 1929. 

1929 Sugar Value 

Pound8 
January-------------------------------------------------- 451, 451 $66, 939 
February __ ------------------------------ ---------------- 822, 394 141, 060 
March_----------~--------------------------------------- 170,256 28,944 
ApriL---------------------------------------------- ------ 135,864 27,060 
May- ---------------------------------------------------- 4, 323,936 766,076 
June _------------------------------------------------ - --- 726, 350 · 140, 090 
July______________________________________________________ 1, 249,366 249,866 
August------------------------------- -------------------- 1, 669,789 333,933 
September--------------------------------------------- -_ 529, 374 101, 404 

~=:_::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::: ~---~-5_; ~-1~-~-i---s~_: __ !I_~ 
May, sirup, 3,552 g~llons _______________________________ __ , lO, 4Ag: b~~ l 1' 91g; m 
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With the exception of the month of May, as shown above, importa

tions of maple sirup into the district during the year were negligible. 
Trusting this will give you the required information, I am, with best 

regards, 
Sincerely yours, HARRY C. WHITEHILL, Collector. 

Attention is called directly to the fact that the importations 
increased from 1,994,104 pounds in 1923 to 10,418,764 pounds in 
1929. This means that the Canadian product has been displac
ing the American product at the expense of our farmers. They 
have been shut out from their home market by an increase in · 
the importation of the Canadian product. 

The inevitable result has followed. Data provided by the 
Vermont Department of Agriculture show that only 58 per cent 
of the producing trees in Vermont are in use. The brief of 
the Vermont Sugar Makers' Association presented to the Tariff 
Commission in favor of an increase in the rate, at the time the 
application for an increase under the elastic clause was before 
that body, contains the following statement: 

It is a matter of common observation that in recent years many good 
producing maple orchards have been sacrificed to the lumberman's ax. 
As a consequence many hill farms in Vermont have from the loss of 
an important source of income to them become unprofitable and their 
owners have moved away leaving them idle. From 1920 to 1925, 
according to the United States census of agriculture, 310,000 acres 
of Vermont farm land went out of use. This is an area 30,000 acres 
greater than all the farm land in Chittenden County in 1925, and 
represents about 7 per cent of the farm land in the State. This exten
sive abandonment of farm land occurred almost entirely in the hill 
towns where maple products is one of the main sources of income. 

The American farmer is at a great disadvantage in compet
ing with the Canadian in the production of maple products for 
two reasons. First, there is a difference in the cost of produc
tion. The United States Tariff Commission for the season of 
1925 secured 625 cost-of-production records in this country, and 
223 records in Canada. According to these data the average 
cost per gallon in the United States was $1.9118 per gallon of 
sirup, or $0.1738 per pound, and in Canada $1.3904 per gallon 
or $0 .. 1264 per pound. The cost in detail is set forth in the 
following table : 

Oost per gallon of sirup in United States and Canada 

Operating costs: 

United 
States Canada 

Human labor------------------------------------------ $0. 4452 $0. 3165 
Horse labor-------------------------------------------- . 1661 .1046 
FueL_------------------------------------------------- . 3017 . 2125 
Taxes-------------------------------------------------- . 1258 . 0905 
Rent--------------------------------------------------- . 0346 . 0074 Repairs and depreciation_______________________________ . 2059 . 1715 
Other operating costs---------------------------------- . 0058 . 0002 

Marketing costs: 
Human labor __ ---------------------------------------- . 0233 . 0139. 
Horse labor __ ------------------------------------------ . 0103 . 0102 Other marketing costs__________________________________ . 0059 . 0031 

r--------r-------
Total costs per gallon, except interest________________ 1. 3246 . 9304 

Interest on equipment_____________________________________ .1737 .1625 
Interest on orchard at 6 per cent on value of orchard for 

sugaring------------------------------------------------- . 4135 . 2975 
1---------1--------

Total cost per gallon_________________________________ 1. 9118 1. 3904 

The second reason why our producers are at a disadvantage 
is that Canada gives some aid to the producers, while none is 
given in this country. 

Conflicting statements have been put on record in respect to 
the aid given by the government of Quebec. Mr. George C. 
Cary, of the Cary Maple Sugar Co., of St. Johnsburg, Vt., a 
large wholesaler of maple products, stated before the Finance 
Committee of the Senate; page 338 of the printed hearings: 

They do not pay a direct bounty, but it is an appropriation of the 
Agricultural Department. 

The deputy minister of agriculture in Quebec, in a dispatch 
from Montreal under date of January 25, 1930, states: 

The government of Quebec pays no bounty whatever to maple-sugar 
producers. 

As against this denial that a bounty is paid to maple-sugar 
producers in Canada, and in support of the claim that aid of 
some kind is given, several exhibits have been placed before 
Members of Congress. Among these exhibits is a "statement 
of the public accounts of the Province of Quebec for the fiscal 
year ended 30th of June, 1928," which shows, at pages 188-189, a 
government grant to honey and maple-sugar industry of 
$55,000; and a "statement of the public accounts of the Prov
ince of Quebec for the fiscal year ended 30th of June, 1929," 

which shows, at pages 1~191, a government grant to honey 
and maple-sugar industry of $94,430.75. The distribution of 
this amount is shown by items on pages 202, 219, and 220. 
There have also been presented translations of articles appear
ing in different Canadian papers and circulars issued by the 
Sugar Cooperative, all tending to show aid by the government. 

In view of these contradictions and to arrive at the truth of 
the matter, Hon. FRANKL. GREENE, United States Senator from 
Vermont, sent to the chief of the sugar division of the United 
States Tariff Commission the exhibits bearing on the question, 
with a request that a memo~andum be prepared for his use. 
All the documents were reviewed carefully and the following 
conclusion arrived at, as shown by the report: 

It seems clear from the evidence furnished that no direct bounty 
is paid by the Quebec government to maple sugar and maple sirup pro
ducers of Canada. It appears, on the other hand, that a bonus of 
2 cents per pound on maple sugar and maple sirup delivered to the 
cooperative association is granted by the Quebec government to mapl& 
sugar and maple sirup producers through the cooperative association 
under certain conditions; that one gift amounting to $10,000 and one 
loan of $5,000 has been made to the Cooperative Society of Maple Sugar 
Producers by the minister of agriculture ; that loans not exceeding $500 
without interest and gifts amounting to $30 per member are promised 
to the producers through the cooperative association under certain 
conditions. 

Evidence is not available showing the total amount of bonus actually 
paid, or what it would amount to per pound of sugar and per pound 
of sirup if paid in full. It appears, however, to be considerably more 
than 2 cents per pound. 

So it appears to be well established that substantial aid is 
given to the producers of maple products by the government of 
Quebec. This aid is given in the following ways: 

First. By payment of all or a part of the salaries and ex
penses of those engaged in fostering the maple-sugar industry 
and superintending or managing cooperative organizations whose 
formation is sponsored by the Government. 
. Second. By the Quebec government doubling every cent placed 
m the reserve fund of maple sugar cooperative associations or-
ganized under the government plan. · 

~bird. By the Quebec government equaling every $30 sub
scnbed by a member to such cooperative societies. 

Fourth. By the Quebec government loaning to such coopera
tive societies, for the pel'iod of five years, up to the sum of $500 
without interest, toward the cost of new materials for the instal
lation of equipment. This would be $90 for the 5-year period. 

Fifth. By special grants to such societies, and loans on ad
vantageous terms. 

In my opinion this aid to the Canadian producer, when all 
payments ·and grants are taken into consideration, will be found 
to be in excess of 4 cents per pound. 

Therefore the American farmer is at a great disadvantage. 
The experience of the largest producer of maple sugar in the 
country who has kept accurate cost accounts, is that there has 
been only one year in eight when enough has been received for 
sugar and sirup to pay the cost of his labor. It follows that the 
production can not be organized into a big group. The coopera
tive marketing scheme and aid ·of the Quebec government is 
forcing many of our farmers out of business. That is not only 
true of Vermont but it is true of the 20 other States that produce 
maple products. · 

AGRICULTURAL RELIEF W ARRANTJDD 

If there is any agricultural product that is deserving of pro
tection to save the life of the industry it is that of maple sugar. 
Quebec intends to increase production from fifteen to seventy 
million pounds in five years. This production will take care of 
the world demand. The American farmer will then be out of 
the picture, so far as the manufacture of maple products for sale 
is concerned. 

The only salvation for our farmer in respect to this crop lies 
in obtaining such a protective tariff duty through this revision 
of the tariff that will save the American market for him. 

Talk about agricultural relief to the suffering farmers of the 
Nation! Here is an opportunity for action that will give direct 
affirmative relief without resorting to the Farm Board, or any 
other administrative agency. 

The duty should be placed at 9 cents for sugar and 6 cents for 
sirup. That is the request of the maple-sugar makers of the 
country. It is the fair demand of the farmers who are the pro
ducers, and the rates proposed are not so high as those sug
gested as reasonable by the American Farm Bureau Federation 
in its brief submitted for the consideration of the Ways and 
Means Committee in behalf of agricultural producers (see p. 
3041, vol. 5, hearings before ·ways and Means Committee). 

I 
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WOODROW WILSON 

The SPEAKER Under the order of the House the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. PATTERSON] for 
20 minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, we passed over on last Monday the sixth year since the 
death of that great leader, Woodrow Wilson. I feel my in
adequacy to measure up to the unde1'taking of discussing this 
great character when I look around me and see so many dis
tinguished men who knew him at first hand during the zenith 
of his career. I believe the inspiration that the lives of our 
great men bring to us should be reviewed more often than they 
are. I have always loved and had .a great deal of ·respect for 
all the great characters in history. My deep feeling for these 
great men of the past, so far as I recall, dates from a little 
personal incident in my life, for which I hope you will pardon 
me when I relate. 

At the time of the Buffalo Pan American Exposition in 1901 
I was but a small boy, and my family belonged to that class 
of poor tenant farmers in the South ; and in my home during all 
those years I do not suppose that such a thing as a daily paper 
ever entered. However, I recall that in September, 1901, my 
father-a dyed-in-the-wool Democrat and an ardent Bryan sup
porter, following him three times to defeat and probably whose 
daily praye1' for years was " God bless Bryan "-go~ hold of a 
paper ~orne few days old and read there of the tragic death of 
that good and beloved statesman, William McKinley. As my 
father sat there and read those lines I recall how the tears r.an 
down his cheeks, and how deeply touched was this man who 
was inured to hardships and deprivation and the hard battles of 
life. Somehow I went out from his presence that day with a 
different outlook on life. 

Since, with that same feeling, I have loved Washington, Jef
ferson, Lincoln, Roosevelt, Wilson, and many others. - I have 
loved to read and study the lives of those men sometimes re
ferred to as "The immortal trio " during the days of 182o-1850, 
when those three leaders-Webster, Clay, and Calhoun
adorned the forensic arena of national life as they stood here 
and in that other body at the other end of the Capitol and dis
cussed the great questions of the day with the fervency and 
power which they possessed. 

Another great trio occur to my mind, and these are the three 
greatest political figures that haye led this country since the 
days of Abraham Lincoln. The trio to which I refer is com
posed of: The Great Commoner, William Jennings Bryan, whose 
distinguished daughter is a Member of this House to-day;. that 
great President and typical American who steered the ship of 
state· of this Nation from the time the good McKinley fell at 
Buffalo until March 4, 1909, and a member of whose family is 
the distinguished Speaker of this House now. To my mind a 
great American, and one with more buoyant spirit, mo.re em
blematic of our national life, has never graced the Presidency, 
As some one has said : 

) In whatever campaign he entered, there was only one issue, and that 
) was Roosevelt. 

A little over 10 years have elapsed since the close of the 
World War and the break in the health of the third in this great 
trio. Not enough time perhaps for history to appraise the value 

. and character of a man's national service; but it has been long 
enough for some of the constructive ideas and policies of the 

; great character on whose life and work I address you to be tried. 
These constructive policies I only refer to, for I would not 
undertake a discussion of these works in detail before this 
House. But no one will deny the fact that he was connected 
with some of the most constructive peace-time legislation of any 
similar period in American history. Not only that, he was our 
great leader in the greatest world conflict known to the ages, 
and llis relation to this war and its conclusion so tremendously 
outweighs his other work that it will be here that forever the 
adverse storms and cross currents of life surge, and when his 
rightful place in the history of the world is assigned the main 
chapter in his history will be his relation to the World War 
and the great ideals which he held up that permeated the 
world throughout that time. 

Loath to take up arm· in the conflict; coined the phrase "Too 
proud to fight," but when once in would not yield until what he 
set out to accomplish was assured. He ascended the heights 
as an international figure-greater than any other man civiliza
tion has known. He spoke the hopes and thoughts of the mil
lions of oppressed. His desire was for peace, and this he advo
cated without hatred or suspicion of other nations. This be 
hoped to gain through his tremendous power of eloquence and 
the millions of people who were back of him when he went to 
Europe; but when he arrived on the scene and took up the work 

for permanent peace he found many se<!ret treaties and secret 
agreements. These he combated with all the gigantic power of 
his great strength. 

Had there been some way that he could have appealed to the 
great masses of mankind the world over probably these states
men in their greedy haste for territory ami indemnity would 
have yielded, but there was no way. It is characteristic of our 
people that be could say when be came back from his first trip 
across the Atlantic that there exi ted no suspicion of America, 
for we sought neither territory nor indemnity. 

He held steadfast to his great idea which he announced at 
the beginning of the conflict, that he wanted to enter war to 
end wars, and he so maintained this idea and presented it to the 
people until those American boys who carried the Stars and 
Stripes felt that was really the cause for which they were 
fighting. 

'Vhen that great statesman crossed the river, from whose 
bourne no traveler returns, on February 3, 1924, the Outlook 
was quoted as saying in effect : 

The future of Woodrow Wilson is linked up with the success of the 
League of Nations or any similar organization which may arise to take 
its place to prevent war, and if this move of international cooperation 
for peace is successful his future is secure. 

What has the past 10 years shown? Time has brought out 
the fact that to-day the world stands in need of a great asso
ciation of nations to outlaw war. In spite of the attitude that 
men might have taken in the heat of campaign, every man who 
has sat in the White House from March 4, 1921, to the present 
bas recognized the absolute necessity of some kind of organiza
tion to prevent war and reduce armaments. They have differed 
in method and detail, but all have recognized the high import 
of this duty. Can it be done without cooperation and organiza
tion? I think not. Further, nearly all the statesmen of the 
world have recognized this need and supported it. I wish I 
might go further into detail here, but the need does not exist, 
for the Members of this House are familiar with the happenings 
of the past 10 years. I say, can we shirk this duty and push 
it off? No; it is with us, and, as our own good President has 
shown from time to time, at his inauguration, and since, it must 
be met and dealt with, and I believe it should be as honestly 
dealt with as any other of our problems. 

My colleagues, I am a strong belie\er in peace, and as we 
pass over the sixth anniversary since the death of Woodrow 
Wilson, however inadequate I feel to the undertaking, I want 
to be one of those who place a flower on his bier and say that 
I believe in the peace of nations. It does not make any differ
ence what party's President or what organization sponsors the 
peace of the world, I stand ready to support any constructive 
and honorable plans, and want to say further that every sincere 
effort that my President exerts to bring about peace or har
mony, by whatever name it is called, I stand behind that pro
gram with all the power and energy I have, and emhpasize in 
the strongest language I can, as I think of that great hero who 
stood there in Paris and fought for this great ideal which he 
loved and cherished, I believe in so doing I am serving humanity 
and the ages to come. 

I realize as we go to these disarmament conferences we will 
not get all that we want, but to those men who are over there 
fighting these battles for peace and reduction of arm·aments I 
want to say that I am back of them without selfishness, sus
picion, or hatred, but with a sincere hope that we may bring 
about the best possible peace with the reduction of armaments 
and war expenses. 

We need not fool ourselves to-day; it is very doubtful that the 
world could again stand the strain of mobilizing 50,000,000 of 
the flower of their young manhood and pouring out two hundred 
and fifty billions of the wealth of the world and then the result 
be 10,000,000 killed or maimed for life. Probably more than 80 
per cent of the world's national taxation is spent on past, pres
ent, and future wars. What would this four billion three hundred 
million world armament bill of the present year d() if used in 
constructive works of peace, like building roads, schools, and 
homes for our people? What would this tremendous appro
priation that we make here for the building of armaments do if 
used for our schools, homes, and so forth? Building great 
battleships to become obsolete and then building more. 

I believe it was Premier l\IacDonald who said that-
'l'o build armaments is not a security for peace. 

l\fr. Speaker, if it had been, why, Germany would not have 
had any war, for she had the greatest military force that this 
world has known, and England would have had no war, for 
she had the greatest fighting fleets on the waters. 

My colleagues, peace is not brought about by battleships or 
armaments. Peace is not brought about by hatred, fear, or 
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susp1c1on. When we go to the council table, if we are sincerely 
seeking peace and harmony, we must leave these things out of 
it. Speaking for no party-speaking only on my own responsi
bility-! want to say to-day in this hour that I believe in inter
national cooperation for peace. I shall support any program 
which ieads toward peace, although it may not be a perfect one. 
It matters not what party or President sponsors it, I am, to the 
very best of m-y ability, behind that program if it is honorable, 
constructive, and will accomplish the ends desired. 

What is war? What has it brought to us in this new age of 
civilization and scientific investigation? The biggest thing that 
wars will bring to us is more burden and distress and destruc
tion. Of course, I am not for peace at any price. I believe there 
might come a time to fight, and there may come a time in a 
man's private life to fight physically, but I prepare to live in 
peace with my fellow man, and consequently I do not have to 
fight. 

May God help our nations to-day as they sit around the great 
council table to prepare not for battle through the security of 
arms but to prepare for peace through harmony, cooperation, 
faith, and justice, and may the spirit of the Master of Life 
pervade all their deliberations. 

As I said, I am not for peace at any price. I thoroughly be
lieve in the words once spoken by that great President, Theo
dore Roosevelt, to whom I referred a few minutes ago, who said 
that-

He who is afraid to die is not fit to live. 

But I want to be consecrated to the great tasks of peace. My 
colleagues, I do not desire war to be brought on, which will 
cause the poor man to drop the working tools of peace, leaving 
his children to be unprotected orphans out in a cold world, while 
he dies on the battle field. These things take the glamor out 
of war. 

Regardless of what we may think of Woodrow Wilson's part 
in world peace or our political views, and regardless of how we 
may differ in the details and methods by which permanent peace 
is to be brought about or the name of the body ·which is to 
function, I think that none will deny that he possessed the 
great ideal to which the worlu must sooner or later ~orne, in 
order to assure the world of lasting peace and save civilization 
from this yawning climax of war, turmoil, and misery. 

In this gigantic struggle he gave his life, as he said once that 
he would gladly do to make this thing assured. He gave it with 
the firm faith believing that the enduring years of time would 
vindicate his ideal, and save the torn and bleeding world from 
a recent catastrophe from which it will not soon recover. 

True, he fell in the attempt. Many said that he failed. They 
said the same thing of the Great Master of Life. However, as 
we go forth and finally have an organization for making the 
peace of the world secure, as we will, the name of Woodrow 
Wilson will ever be linked with that accomplishment. His name 
is as safely intrenched with the advocates of international peace 
and cooperation as Lincoln's is with that of freedom and union. 
Wilson's words uttered at a banquet given in Buckingham Pal
ace on December 27, 1919, are true to-day, if we could only 
reach everyone. He said : 

There is a great tide running in the. hearts of men. The hearts of men 
have never beaten so singularly in unison before. Men have never 
before realized how little difference there was between right and justice 
in one latitude and in another, under one sovereignty and under 
another. 

At that time as the great masses of humanity turned 
from the work of destruction to pause in the twilight of peace, 
and, Mr. Speaker, I verily believe it would have been thoroughly 
realized at Paris had it not been for the 1·ise of greed, fear, 
suspicion, and the cross currents of politics; but I stand here a 
bumble Member before you to-day, in this great law-making 
body, which bas been graced by so many great and noble men, 
and pay my tribute to the great statesman who stood for thesP
ideals and spoke for the great masses of humanity at that time, 
who was a great President of a great country-a great states
man and a great idealist. He believed that the pendulum would 
adjust itself in tn~ calm morning when political strife is over 
and the greed of mankind bas receded into the background and 
the world comes to a sober thought, as it is rapidly doing, as 
bas been manifested by the many efforts for peace and the many 
conferences for disarmament, which bad for their end making 
the world safe for democracy and peace. Again we shall come 
to that time when the voices of the masses will be beard and 
then the nations of the earth will learn war no more, and we 
will have such a reign of peace and democracy as was dreamed 
of by the great war leader, Woodrow Wilson. 

In closing, may I say that it is my sincere desire to-day to 
not only stand for peace and international cooperation backed up 

by faith and justice, but to plant a flower on the grave of that 
great hero who bas fallen as a casualty of that war to end wars, 
and not to him only but to everyone who did, and as has been 
so fittingly said, by some great statesman: 

I desire to keep faith with them in carrying forward that ideal, and 
keeping it still high advanced. 

And as I lay a rose on that bier, I want to turn to the task 
of life with the same spirit which Woodrow Wilson manifested 
in those last hours when the doctors notified him that his time 
had come-be met it with that warlike hero!im and spirit as 
he said, " I am ready." 

There have been times in the past when we honorably re
sorted to the sword, and I know that some great issues could 
only be settled by that arbiter, to our deep sorrow. But may 
God grant that it never be so again, and as Lincoln said, may 
the better angels of the nature of mankind touch us all, and 
may there stretcll from every hearthstone and fireside on the 
globe the call of peace, faith, and justice, until all our states-
men and diplomats be imbued with their high duties of conse
cration and dedication. This would be democracy and states
manship, and would more fittingly commemorate tlle life and 
works of Woodrow Wilson than any words I might utter here 
or elsewhere. His life and sp:rit salute us to-day, not as dying 
men as did the Roman gladiators, but as a living force for 
peace and democracy. [Applause.] 

OLEOM.A.RGA1UNE 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6) to 
amend the definition of oleomargarine contained in the act 
entitled "An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation 
of oleomargarine," approved August 2, 1886, as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. HAWLEY 
in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose Saturday there 

was pending an amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. JoNES]. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous con
sent to withdraw that amendment and to offer the one which 
I have sent to the desk. 

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

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by Mr. JONES of Texas: At the end of line 22 insert the 

following: "nor to liquid emulsion, pharmaceutical preparations, oil 
meals, liquid preservatives, illuminating oils, cleansing compounds, or 
flavoring compounds." 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have so worded this 
amendment as to exclude these compounds that occupy an 
entirely different field than that occupied by butter in any of 
its uses. I am perfectly willing for the measure to cover all 
compounds that come in competition with butter or to any use 
of butter. 

The way the definition is worded it would include these, as 
I construe it, and would include a great niany others. It would 
include all vegetable oils, cottonseed oil being included if mixed 
with liquids or if they have any salt or moisture left in them. 

I have before me a pamphlet used by the Department of Agri
culture showing the use of cottonseed products in different coun
tries. I have taken these names from that report covering 
commodities that could not possibly be used as a butter substi
tute. They have opened a great field for the use of cottonseed 
oil in an entirely different field. I am willing to leave butter 
to its field .and have cottonseed oil occupy the other field. 
Surely you do not want to bring into the definition liquid 
emulsions and other pharmaceutical preparations, medicines, 
preservatives, and cleansing compounds that do not enter into 
the butter field. 

As shown in this report, meals are emulsified with water. 
They are used for many different purposes. Many different 
countries make cake of them. 

Surely you do not want to tax these oil meals. It is shown in 
the report that cottonseed oil is used as a liquid preservative, 
and I do not think that you want any question about them being 
included. This shows that Dr. George Brown, of Atlanta, has 
manufactured and placed on the market an emulsion of cotton-
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seed oil which is used as a substitute for cod-liver oil. I also 
have the report here from Luther A. Ransom on The Great 
Cottonseed Industry. He says: 

To convert the seed into these products over $100,000,000 is invested 
in the United States alone, in over 800 establishments, employing pos
sibly 40,000 men ; these various establishments are located in all parts 

' of the Union, and many others in various parts of the European coun
tries. These industries have increased the foreign trade of the United 
States over $30,000,000 annually by the export of cottonseed products, 
adding to the golden stream constantly crossing the waters to move tlle 
cotton crop of the South, thus aiding and keeping the balance of trade 
between the United States and Europe in favor of our country, which 
last year exceeded half a billion dollars. To these magnificent results 
tlle farmers of the South are contributing enormously, inasmuch as the 
value of your cotton crop alone is equal to the balance of trade in favor 
of the United States. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. It is used as a substitute for cod-liver 

oil? 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Yes; but I do not want to go into 

·that· I am trying to take care of the butter field. I am trying 
to p;eserve the field of cottonseed oil, and at least protect it 
when it is in a different channel from that of butter. Surely 
the committee does not want to destroy this entirely different 
field for cotton and cotton oil. 

I am pleading to this committee to remove any doubt about 
the legitimate field of the industry and to give an opportunity 
to an industry that for years was prostrated, so that· it may 
continue to furnish a livelihood for a great class of our people. 
You have eliminated in this bill salads and puff-pastry short
ening, and surely you do not want to include these liquid com
pounds which go into a channel far removed from butter. You 
do not want to include those. Every one of the commodities 
designated in my amendment are being used at the present 
time, as I have stated. They do not compete with butter and 
should not be taxed. I am so anxious to preserve this great 
field. If the committee will adopt this amendment, it will re
move any doubt as to the validity of the bill and make it 
effective in protecting the dairy industry and will remove any 
possible objection to the bill. 

If those in charge of the bill would make a statement that 
these outside commodities that are not used in competition 
with butter in any of its uses, it would satisfy a great many 
who have fears that the present language is so broad as to include 
them. 

In order to prevent any fraudulent substitutes of butter from 
being palmed ·off on the public as butter, I have offered the 
following amendment, which I hope the House will adopt. 

Page 2, line 22, after the word " products," insert a new sec
tion, as follows : 

SEc. 3 . .Any person, firm, or corporation who sells or offers for sale 
any commodity covered by subdivision (3) of section 2 without having 
same in a package plainly labeled, or who sells or offers for sale any 
such commodity claiming or representing it to be butter, shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine of 
not exceeding $500, or by imprisonment for not exceeding six months, 
or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

This amendment provides a penalty clause, and would put 
out of business those fakers who try to deceive the public into 
believing that their substitutes are butter. Any such fraud 
should be stopped at once. Dairying is a great and important 
business. I want to see it protected in every possible way. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment and ask the attention of the membership of the 
House. If we can dispose of this amendment, I think there will 
be no other amendment of any particular importance offered to 
the bill. The language of this bill has been under consideration 
for a long time, both by members of the Committee on Agricul
ture and the Department of Agriculture, to say nothing of the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue. It is not an easy thing to draft 
what seems to be a simple amendment to reach these cooking 
compounds, which it is the purpose of this bill to reach. The 
particular wording of this bill has been giyen a great deal of 
thought and study, and in the judgment of the friends of this 
measure is comprehensive enough to accomplish what we want to 
accomplish and protect those who should be protected. 

Certainly nobody by the wildest stretch of the imagination 
contends or wants to include under the terms of this bill liquid 
emulsions, pharmaceutical preparations, oil' meals, liquid pre
servatives, illuminating oils, cleansing compounds, or flavoring 
compounds. It is impossible to think of any one or all of those 
things being used by anybody as a substitute for butter. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. PUR.l\TELL. Yes. 
Mr. CLARKE of New York. And does it not show in the 

hearings that there was no intention to include any one of these 
preparations? 

Mr. PUR.l\TELL. The gentleman is quite correct, and it is 
further believed that such an amendment if adopted would en
courage the already protracted litigation which has resulted 
from the introduction of these cooking compounds. 

I remind the membership of the House that this bill amends 
a section of the act of August 2, 1886, which is entitled as fol
lows: 

An act defining butter, also imposing a tax on and regulating the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine. 

This is a butter bill, this is an oleomargarine bill. 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. PURNELL. Yes. 
Mr. JONES of Texas. The gentleman understands, however, 

that under our Federal decisions the caption of a bill does not 
control. 

Mr. PURNELL. Of course, that is true, but it does indicate 
the intention of all of us who have had anything to do with this 
measure, including the Department of Agriculture as well as 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

To make the attitude of the committee clear, let me repeat, 
the language of this bill has been carefully considered for a 
long time. To change it would encourage the already protracted 
litigation which has resulted from the introduction of these 
colored shortenings. The bill amends a section of the act of 
August 2, 1886, which is entitled-

An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomargarine. 

It is clear that the law as originally passed covers the kindred 
products of butter and oleomargarine and no other products, 
and the sponsors of this bill want to make it clear that it is not 
intended by this measure to bring in any other kinds of product. 
Certainly it is not intended to cover the peanut butter, liquid 
emulsions, or fertilizers mentioned by the gentleman from 
Texas, or any similar products. While we are in accord with 
the purpose of the amendment offered by the gentleman, we 
are confident that the bill fully meets that purpose and should 
not be amended. 

I make the foregoing statement in order that the RECORD may 
clearly show, in so far as I have been able to interpret it, what 
is intended by those who sponsor this bill. I sincerely hope the 
amendment offered by the gentlemen from Texas will not be 
agreed to. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri rose. 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, is the gentleman from 

Missouri intending to speak to this amendment? 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I am going to speak on the bill. 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Will the gentleman let us vote on this 

amendment first? 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Very well. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Texas. 
The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

JoNES of Texas) there were--ayes 69, noes 86. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment, which I send to the desk. 
- The Clerk read as follows : 

Amendment offered by Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: After the 
word "products," on page 2, line 22, add the following paragraph: 

"All oleomargarine as defined by the act of August 2, 1886, and the 
act of May 9, 1902, and as amended herein, including oleomargarine 
which is free from artificial coloration that causes it to look like butter 
of any shade of yellow, shall be taxed at 2 cents per pound." 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend~ 
ment which I desire to offer. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Rhode Island. 

Mr. O'CON.l\"'ELL of Rhode IsUmd. ---'Will the gentleman re
serve his point of order? 

Mr. PURNELL. I reserve the point of order. 
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the amend

ment of the gentleman from Rhode Island, it is to add a new 
paragraph or section? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 
Mr. TILSON. Will it not be in order to offer other amend

ments to the pending paragraph before a new one is voted on? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be in order to 

do that. · 
Mr. TILSON. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. EATON] 

was on his feet endeavoring to get recognition in order to offer 
an amendment to the pending section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the situa
tion. The gentleman from Rhode Island will withhold his 
amendment for the present. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Very well. 
Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow

ing amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. EATON of Colorado: Page 2, line 22, 

insert after the word "products" the words "nor to pharmaceutical 
pt·epara tions." 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that matter was disposed of on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 'JoNES], which was just voted 
down. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I submit that the 
point of order is not good. My amendment presents only one 
subject for amendment, namely, pharmaceutical products. And 
while it is true that that subject was included in the amendment 
just disposed of, nevertheless, it was but one of several, five or 
six, subjects included in that amendment. My amendment goes 
to but one subject, and solely refers to pharmaceutical products. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the amendment is 
in order. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committe?, I want to answer two points laid down by the gen
tleman from Indiana [Mr. PURNELL], who preceded me. 

It seems to me, notwithstanding his statement, that it is 
understood that we do not want to cover pharmaceutical prep
arations in thi. legislation. While it is said that oleomargarine 
and butter substitutes are the subject of this bill, nevertheless 
the words now proposed to be added to the old law refers to all 
emulsified products, without limitatio!l. This identical bill has 
been considered recently by several State legislatures. It is the 
subject of litigation in the Federal court in the State of Colo
rado, where this law was passed March 26, 1929, with the words 
submitted in my amendment, " nor to pharmaceutical products," 
as the last four words of the statute. The litigation was com
menced in April and has not yet been finally disposed of, as I 
am informed. 

The pending bill, after using certain words of common use in 
definition of oleomargarine, then continues in these words: 

And all mixtures and compounds of tallow, beef fat, suet, lard, lard 
oil, fish oil or fish fat, vegetable oil, annatto, and other coloring matter, 
intestinal fat, and offal fat, if. 

And there ,is then added by this bill to the two following 
provisions of the existing law : 

(1) Made in imitation or semblance of butter, or (2) calculated or 
intended to be soJ.Q. as butter or for butter-

The following additional words--
or churned, emulsified, or mixed in cream, milk, water, or other liquid, 
and containing moisture in excess of 1 per cent of common salt. 

After this addition to the existing law, the drafters under
stood perfectly how far-reaching their amendment would go, so 
they further added two exceptions, over which the proposed law 
would not operate, namely, puff-pastry shorte~ing and salad or 
~ayonnaise dressings. 

If it is proper to except shortening of a particular kind and 
salad dressings, why is it not just as necessary to except phar
maceutical products? 

Whenever you mix any of the oils or fats enumerated with 
" cream, milk, water, or other liquid" you make a product 
which contains moisture in excess of 1 per cent. At any rate, 
practically every preparation of that combination made in a 
pharmacy, whether made in retail or wholesale quantities, will 
have more than 1 per cent of moisture. It is unnecessary to 
cite specific examples. 

Do you want every pharmacist in tbe country, whether large 
or small, wholesale or retail, to be hereafter required to observe 
and conform to all of the requirements -of this law as you pro
pose it, just the same as if he were manufacturing oleomar
garine or any other butter substitute'l If you dt. not, do not 
you think it wise to so state in this bill? 

I do not -defer to the gentleman from ·Indiana [Mr. PuRNELL] 
or to the persons mentioned by him in ~y ahility to read and 
construe the words under consideration. Nor do I see why be 
contends that he does not extend the classification when he adds 
words to the original law which expressly mentioned the sem
blance to butter or the intentiQn to b~ sold as butter, as the sub-

stance sought to be regulated. And bow far does this extension 
of classification reach? It will extend to all mixtures of the 
oils and fats mentioned which are--

Churned, emulsified, or mixed in cream, milk, water, or other liquid. 

Which, when completed, contains moisture in excess of 1 per 
cent. Where is the limitation? Not in the title of the bill, for 
the title is "An act defining butter, and so forth." And this 
second section now under consideration is one of the paragraphs 
of definitions. It is not the definition of butter but the defini
tion of all · things which shall hereafter be known as " oleo
margarine," no matter by what names they are now or here
after may be called. 

Whatever is included in this definitional section will here
after be the answer to all questions as to what is called 
"oleomargarine," and no longer will that definition be lin1ited 
to those substances which are made in imitation of butter 
or are intended to be sold as or for butter. By the words of the 
bill, the definition is extended beyond its previous scope, to all 
mixtures of the oils named if mixed in any way with cream, 
milk, or water, and we do not stop there but now include such 
mixtures with any" other liquid," if the result contains moisture 
in excess of 1 per cent. And they all do and will. 

Without pursuing this further, I submit that it is just as nec
essary to include "pharmaceutical preparations" in the excep
tions to this bill as it was to exclude puff-pastry shortening and 
salad dressing. I do not represent pharmacists or anyone in 
that line of business. Nor, so far as I know, is there any 
pharmaceutical factory of any large proportions in my district. 
But unless you want the druggists, wholesa~e and retail, to 
have to bother with the oleomargarine regulations, I think you 
ought to concede that my amendment should be placed in the 
bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise in oppo
sition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recog
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr~ Chairman, I am opposed to 
this bill advanced as a farm-relief measure; first, because it 
will work a hardship -on those who. do not have sufficient funds 
to purchase butter, and also because it will in no way stimulate 
the sale of butter, but, on the other band, will mean money in 
the pockets of those now manufacturing compounds in compe
tition with butter. 

The bill seekS to cover under the oleomargarine act certain 
preparations made of vegetable fat, oleo stearin, water, and so 
forth, now used in shortenings. 

The claim has been made that retailers have advertised some 
of these compoun~ a& a substitute for butter and that the 
housewife is being deceived: It is an insult to the housewives 
of thfs country to say that when they buy such commodities they 
are under the impression they are securing butter. The house
wife is not so easily fooled. There is not one in a thousand 
who entertains such an idea. The housewife knows she is nl}t 
buying butter, and no one regrets more than she does that her 
funds will not permit her to buy butter. 

The working people of this country are the ones who will 
suffer if this bill becomes a law. They buy the shortenings for 
their pastry, and it is possible, as the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. PURNELL] states, some use it for a spread on bread, not 
because they want to but because they are compelled to. I ven
ture to say many farmers to-day are using these products. 

That class of people living in the city confronted with the 
cost of living mounting almost weekly find themselves compelled 
to deprive their children of many necessities of life enjoyed by 
the more fortunate, and among them is butter. They just can 
not pay the price for butter, but when able buy oleo, now taxed 
10 cents, and probably when they can not even buy oleo they 
use the shortening for a spread. Those mothers love their chil
dren and it hurts them when they are thus compelled to use 
shortenings in place of butter. Put a 10-cent tax on shortenings 
and you will be helping the oleo manufacturers, the big packers, 
and others engaged in distributing oleo. The poor of the coun
try will pay the 10 cents tax, and it will not result in the sale 
of an additional pound of butter. 

Members who represent the farmers urge Congressmen from 
city districts to join with you and support legislation that will 
be beneficial to the farming community. Under the guise of 
farm relief you l)lead for the enactment of this bill. You are 
not justified in so doing, because, as I have pointed out, it will 
not result in the sale of an additional pound of butter. You 
simply increase the cost of living to the poor of the large cities 
and you benefit large interests not the farmers. 

You cite the condition of the farmer. Let me say to you 
times were never so hard in many years as they are at present 
in the large cities. It would ma,Jre your heart ache to read 
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some of the appeals that come from my constituents. A few 
days ago the Honse voted aid for the unfortunate people of 
Porto Rico. Letters were received by me calling my attention 
to the destitute people in this country. "They should come 
fh·st," one writer saicl. 

I have been trying very hard to secure information from the 
Department of Labor in reference to unemployment. I have 
been told they compile their figures on the volume of employ
ment not unemployment, and I was informed in writing that 
there are no figures on unemployment and will not be until the 
returns are in from the forthcoming census. 

Since that letter was written I have been reading the "sun
shine" statements of the Secretary of Labor, J. J. Davis, as 
well as others, and I do not see how they can have any depend
able figures upon which to base their press statements in view 
of their letter to me. If they can tell how many men have 
been put to work, why can they not tell us how many have 
been and are being laid off? 

Then again, what about the natural increase of population, 
which means each year that hundreds of thousands, new wage 
earners, just reaching working age, must be taken care of. 

It is silly to yell politics when one complains, especially when 
the Republican Party has always pointed to full employment, 
high wages, and full dinner pail as the result of their being 
in control of the Government. 

It seems to me that considering the letter I received from the 
Department of Labor on this subject telling me there are no 
figures on unemployment, and the press statements coming from 
the same department, it is apparent the Labor Department is 
playing politics. They either make statements which are not 
based on facts in their possession or they are concealing facts. 

I think all of us are patriotic enough not to want to do any
thing that will endanger a revival of industry which may de
pend on a restoration of confidence. 

The Community Courier, published by the Community Council 
of St. Louls, shows a 61 per cent increase over the number of 
inquiries for assistance for December, 1929, as compared with 
December, 1928. The St. Vincent de Paul Society, the Provident 
Association, and the Jewis~ Community Center report large in
creases among the people found to be in distress. 

The severe weather visited upon the country this winter has 
added to this deplorable situation. I mention this to show you 
that all is n<t as we would like it among the people of the large 
cities. 

It is upon those people you are placing an additional burden 
when you place a tax of this character on shortenings. The 
bill is without merit and should not be passed. [Applause.] 

Mr. BURTl\TESS. 1\.ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota · moves 
to strike out the last word. The gentleman is recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman and members of the com
mittee, I think a great deal of confusion has arisen in this 
debate over a very simple proposition. It is a matter that has 
been explained already, but I believe it will bear and deserves 
repeating in the interest of clarification. 

What does this bill do? All it does is to bring within the 
statutory definition of oleomargarine certain products which 
Cong.eess and the public in years gone by have doubtless 
thought were included within that definition. For 44 years 
there has been upon the statute books of this country a law 
providing for the regulation of the sale of so-called oleomarga
rine and providing a tax of a quarter of 1 cent on a product 
which is not colored and 10 cents upon a product which is 
artificially colored to resemble butter. Most of the arguments 
against this bill are really arguments against all oleomargarine 
legislation. 

You all realize that these compounds exhibited here are not 
paying that tax to-day, for the simple reason that because of 
technical language found in the Jaw the courts have construed 
that they are not within the definition of oleomargarine, but I 
think every reasonable person will agree that the putting of 
these products upon the market in competition not only with 
butter but in competition with other butter substitutes is in 
reality an evasion of our present law-an evasion in fact and in 
spirit but until now a legal evasion. 

Because of the fact that oleomargarine is manufactured by 
the packers of this country a great many Members of the House 
have tried to arouse a feeling of prejudice here by charging 
that this bill is a packers' bill, and there are apparently some 
Members of the House who aTe ready to v9te against it because 
they think it is a packers' bill. Let us, for the sake of tbe 
argument, accept the general charge. Let us admit that the 
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product which will be protected to some extent against existing 
competition is a product of the packer, namely, oleomargarine. 

On the other hand, let me ask you what products are used by 
the packers in producing oleomargarine as compared with the 
products used in these new compounds. They are products, gen
erally speaking, raised upon the American farm, and I think 
you know and I know that if the packers can use their by-prod
ucts--can use beef tallow, can use some lard from pigs-and 
I say tl1is to you friends from the South-can use some cotton
seed oil and some peanut oil in m~king ol~omargarine, the farmer 
who has cattl-e or hogs or those products to sell has just that 
much better chance to get something additional by way of price 
for them. 

Mr. PURNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BURTNESS. I yield. 
Mr. PURNELL. I would just like to insert in the gentleman's 

speech at this particular point the fact that last year the manu
facturers of oleomargarine used 6,616,645 pounds of peanut oil. 

Mr. BURTNESS. The gentleman has anticipated me. I was 
just coming to that. Let me say to the men from the South 
who represent districts that produce cottonseed oil and peanut 
oil that there were between 15,000,000 and 30,000,000 pounds of 
these newer compounds produced last year, but not more than 
20 per cent of the total consisted of cottonseed oil and peanut 
oil ; in other words, probably less than 5,000,000 pounds were 
used. But turn to oleomargarine and what do you find? We 
find that in 1927 there were used in the preparation of oleomar
garine how many pounds of these products C>f the Southland?-
23,372.,354 pounds of cottonseed oil, five times as much as was 
used of both cottonseed oil and peanut oil in the production of 
these compounds that are being defended by some. 

In the case o:f peanut oil what do we find? We find 4,872,449 
pounds used in the making of oleomargarine, and yet you are 
not willing that these new compounds should be subjected to 
the same jurisdiction, to the same tax, and to the same limita
tions that is now being placed on C>leomargarine, which con. 
sists of the products you are producing in the South as well as 
other prod11cts raised largely on American farms. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the· gentleman from North 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may proceed for five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from North Dakota may pro
ceed for five additional minute . Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
_ Mr. BURTNESS. How are you going to justify the discrimi
nation which exists vnder the pl'esent law when your peanut 
oil and your cottonseed oil are now used in oleomargarine to 
the extent of about 30,000,000 pounds, and that oleomargarine 
is subject to a tax of a quaher of a cent a pound? Or 10 cents 
a pound in so far as that portion of it which is artificially colored 
is concerned? Plain justice demands the approval ot this bill 
to remove that dise'rimination. 

Let me call your attention to another matter. The debate 
has been proceeding, on the part of the proponents, upon the 
theory that all of these compounds of necessity become subject 
to a 10-cent tax under this bill. That is not true at all. If 
you will turn to the tax section of the present law, what dC> you 
find? You find that the tax generally applied is a quarter of 1 
per cent, and you find also a tax of 10 cents under certain con
ditions. What are they? Some say when it is artificially 
colored, but that is not true. Let me give you the exact words 
of the law, so no one can charge me with misrepresenting the 
situation: 

When oleomargarine is free from artificial coloration tbat causes it 
to look like butter of any shade of yellow, said tax shall be one-fourtb 
of 1 cent per pound. 

The higher tax applies only when the coloring is artificial 
and in such a way as to cause it to look lilre butter of any shade 
of yellow. Now, these compounds can be colored artificially in 
any color of the rainbow and still pay only one-quarter of a 
cent per pound upon the passage of this bill, un1ess colored in 
the shade of yellow to look like butter. Of course, that is the 
only color now used in these compounds, yet there are some who 
think the membership of this House is willing to believe the 
argument when they try to tell you there is no intention what
soever to sell them in competition with butter or as a butter 
substitute. 

You can charge me with representing the packers if you like. 
I do not care if you do. I say it is unfair to compel the packers 
to pay their manufacturing tax, to compel the wholesalers to 
pay their tax, to compel the retailers to pay their tax, and to 
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compel the consumers to pay a tax of a quarter of a cent or 
10 cents on oleomargarine under the present definition of the 
act, and then not compel these new products, sold for the same 
purpose and used for the identical purpose by the housewives in 
every place throughout the country, I say it is unfair to let 
these compounds get by without any regulation whatsoever. 
This unfairness in turn is reflected to the producers on the 
farms from whom the packers buy their raw materials, for 
the packers are the processors of those materials. 

.And now what about the matter of farm relief in this thing? 
There may not be a great deal, or as much as we hope, but if 
there is any farm relief in it, surely the dairy industry to-day 
is entitled to reasonable and sympathetic consideration at 
your hands. [.Applause.] I have here the figures of the farm 
price of butterfat on January 1 during the past several years. 
Let me give them to you. Starting with January 1, 1923, the 
farm price of butterfat, as given me by the Department of 
.Agriculture, was 47 cents; in January, 1024, 50.6 cents; in 
January, 1925, 40.6 cents; 1926, 45.2 cents; 1927, 46.9 cents; 
1928, 48.5 cents; 1929, 47.6 cents; and on January 1, this year, 
36.7 cents. 

In other words, 10 cents per pound less during the last month 
than just a year ago. That means a reduction, in round figures, 
of from 20 to 25 per cent of the amount received by the farmer 
for his product, and you know and I know that no industry, 
whether it be a factory, a farm, a mine, or what not, can cut 
25 per cent from the gross price and be able to get along. This 
cut is not one of profits but one on the gross price and ordinarily 
results in a price considerably below the cost-of production, 
which spells ruin. 

The competition of substitutes has been an important factor 
in this lowering of price. Surely substitutes of this nature, not 
as good for the human body, for either children or adults, 
should be discouraged rather than encouraged. This is espe
cially true when made largely from the products of the Tropics 
and not grown on .American soil. Had the .American people 
during the last year eaten 30,000,000 pounds more of .American 
butter instead of this mixture of 80 per cent coconut oil and 
other vegetable oils, we would not have seen a 25 per cent reduc
tion in the price of butterfat. This bill will not remove compe
tition but will tend to make it more fair and will in the long 
run benefit producers and consumers alike. 

If you want to be consistent, include these products within 
the definition of oleomargarine or else repeal all of the oleo
margarine acts now on the statute books. 

While I do not base my argument on behalf of this bill upon 
the present low price of butter alone, I did at least want to 
mention the facts to you as they exist and to point out that there 
is need now for all reasonable assistance and that it is most 
appropriate and proper for the Congress to give consideration 
to that factor in connection with all others. [.Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. EATON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LIKTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. LINTHICUM: On page 2, in line 14, after 

the figure (3), strike out the balance of section 2 and insert: 
" Manufactured products, other than butter, the coloring of which is 

obtained through the use of any natural or artificial substance." 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, the object of my amend
ment, and I shall not take very much time, is to place all 
products on an equal basis by providing that all manufactured 
products shall pay the regular tax of 10 cents if they are 
colored by either artificial or natural means. If they are not 
colored by either of these means, then it only pays one-fourth 
of a cent. 

This is in line with what I stated the other day. ·we are 
asking no favors. We merely ask that the cooking compound 
be placed on the same basis that oleomargarine, if colored by 
natural means, is placed. 

The cooking-compound people are willing to abide by every 
law that is in existence so far as their product is concerned, 
but they do a k, as I said the other day, and as I stress to-day, 
for a square deal in respect of this legislation. 

I believe this bill and the oleomargarine ~ct are both uncon
stitutional on general principles as being for the purpose of 
suppressing competition with butter, such objects being accom
plished under the guise of a revenue measure, which has been 
repeatedly condemned. 

The bill seeks to extend the definition of oleomargarine by 
including a vast number of substances not known as articles 
of food in 1886. The purpose of including these substances is 

that they may be taxed 10 cents per pound if made to look like 
butter of any shade of yellow by " artificial coloration." If 
yellow like butter from any other means they are not taxable 
except at one-fourth cent per pound. 

There is no reason for such a classification, except that it 
favors the packers who control a naturally yellow oil out of 
which they all make a butter-yellow oleomargarine which, 
under this bill, will be taxable at one-fourth cent per pound. 
Artificial coloration is harmless and is authorized by this law 
in the manufacture of butter. 

Such a .classification is arbitrary and unreasonable to such 
an extent as to make a law basing an enormous tax upon such 
a distinction unconstitutional, as denying clue process of law. 
This has been clearly held by the Supreme Court. .A few 
instances are : 

Judge .Anderson in United States v. .Armstrong (265 Fed. 
691) said: 

Hence I conclude that an arbitrary classification by Congress is 
repugnant to the "due process" clause of the fifth amendment. The 
power to make an arbitrary classification is arbitrary power, and 
arbitrary power has no place in our system of government. Ours is a 
government of law, not of men. 

* * • The mere fact of classification is not sufficient. 
"It must always rest upon some ditference which bears a reasonable 

and just relation to the act in respect to which the classification is 
proposed, and can never be made arbitrarily and without any such 
basis." {Connolly v. Union Sewer Pipe Co., 184 U. S. 540, 560, 22 Sup. 
Ct. 431, 439 {46 L. Ed. 679); Gulf, etc., Ry. Co. v. Ellis, 165 U. S. 150, 
165, 17 Sup. Ct. 255, 41 L. ed. 666.) 

In Gulf C. & S. F. R. Co. v. Ellis (165 U. S. 165) the Supreme 
Court said: 

It is apparent that the mere fact of classification is not sufficient to 
relieve a statute from the reach of the equality clause of the fourteenth 
amendment, and that in all cases it must appear not only that a ·cl.assi
tication has been made, but also that it is one based upon some reason
able ground-some ditference which bears a just and proper relation 
to the attempted classification-and is not a mere arbitrary selection. 

In United States v. Yount (267 Fed. 864) the court said: 
In the final analysis, the classification "must always rest upon some 

ditierence which bears a reasonable and just relation to the act in re
spect to which the classification is proposed, and can never be made 
arbitrarily and without such basis. * • * Arbitrary ·selection can 
never be justified by calling it classification." Connolly v. Union Sewer 
Pipe Co. (184 U. S. 540, 22 Sup. Ct. 431, 46 L. Ed. 679). In other 
words, no person or class of persons shall be denied the same protec· 
tion of the laws which is enjoyed by other persons or other classes in 
the same place and in like circumstances. 

To avoid this arbitrary, unreasonable, and unconstitutional 
classification, I therefore offer the amendment just read. 

Mr. KETCHAM. :M:r. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. 

I think only a brief statement is needed to reply to the argu
ment made by the distinguished gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
LINTHICUM]. 

It is not the purpose of this proposed legislation to undertake 
to remedy the defects that most of us think exist in the whole 
law, but it is the purpose of this particular amendment to the 
original act, to take these nut and oil products, emulsified in 
water, and put them in the same classification in the law that 
oleomargarine now occupies, and later on, there. will undoubt
edly be an opportunity for us to take up the whole proposition 
and endeavor to work out the improvements that seem to be 
necessary. 

1\-fr. ADKINS. The manufacturers of other cooking com
pounds are not asking for this privilege, are they? 

Mr. KETCHAl\1. No. The purpose is to meet this particular 
situation, and later on, undoubtedly, legislation will be proposed 
in an effort to make the needed readjustments. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield for a brief ques
tion? 

Mr. KETCHAM. For a brief question ; yes. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Does not the gentleman concede the sound

ness and the equity of the proposal submitted by the gentleman 
from :Maryland [l\fr. LINTHICU:ll!]. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Whatever may be the soundness or the 
equity of it, it seems to me it is not the particular proposition 
we have in mind. 

l\1r. BANKHEAD. But we have now an opportunity to pass 
on the question of its soundness and justness by this amend
ment. 

Mr. KETCHAM. It seems to me the whole proposition, I will 
say to the gentleman from .Alabama, is so vitally important to 
the dairy interests at this time that we ought not to postpone 
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consideration for very long, but we ought to take this step now, 
and then when the Committee on Agriculture has more oppor
tunity to give it consideration, we will take up the whole 
question. 

In the closing minutes of the debate upon this bill there are 
one or two points which I think deserve at least brief comment 
and emphasis. First among these I pl_ace the fact that the so
called nut-cooking compounds are very largely made up of for
eign materials. Those who are appearing here as champions of 
them are making a fight for the use of these foreign products in 
competition with our purely domestic dairy products and oleo
margarine, which is very much more domestic than the nut 
products. I would not go se far as to say that these champions 
are un-American, because that term has a very unpleasant 
association, but I think it is fair to say that the principal part 
of the nut compounds they are championing is a non-American 
product, because at least 85 per cent of the constituent elements 
of these cooking compounds are imported oils, while a much 
lesser per cent is domestic. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KETCHAM. Yes; with pleasure. 

- 1\:lr. CLARKE of New York. Is not the whole issue involved 
whether you are for the foreign coconut or for the home-grown 
dairy cow? [Laughter.] 

Mr. KETCHAM. The distinguished gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CLARKE] has a happy faculty of saying in very few 
words what it takes a lot {)f us a much longer time to say. I 
am sure we all agree that his statement summarizes the argu
ment on this bill briefly and effectively. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. KETCHAM. I am sorry, but I have only a couple of 

minutes and there are two other points I desire to cover. 
I want to meet the distinct and sincere challenge laid down 

by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN]. I am cer
tain, and very certain, all of us want to meet him more than 
halfway in doing everything that shall be for the welfare of the 
people in the cities who are the consumers, but I also say to 
you, in all good conscience, that I can not imagine any mother, 
taking this sort of product [indicating nutmargarine] and put
ting it before her children in the place of the wholesome product 
of butter, and believing she is doing her children any kindness. 
If she wants to do something of that kind, and at the same 
time wants to save a little money, what ought she to do? Why, 
she ought to get some Crisco that does not have 10 per .cent of 
water added to it and add the coloring herself. She can get 
water out of the faucet without paying 1 cent for it. The testi
mony is undisputed, that this nutmargarine contains 10 per cent 
of water, which adds nothing of value, of course. Water is 
very cheap, and yet that good housewife, for -whom my brother 
pleads so eloquently, is paying at the rate of 20 cents a pound 
for water which she herself could draw out of a faucet. 

Again I want to assure my colleague [Mr. CocHRAN] of my 
desire to do everything I can for these children for whom he 
pleads, but I can not conceive that any mother is doing what 
is for the hE;!alth of her children or for the advantage of her 
pocketbook when she buys nutmargarine for use, either as a 
cooking compound or as a spread in place of butter. 

In the course of the debate repeated reference has been made 
to the convenience of these cooking compounds in baking, par
ticularly in the pastries. My understanding is that larger 
amounts of water are required when lard or Crisco is used in 
pastry than when these nutmargarine products are used. This 
naturally follows, since 10 per cent of moisture is added to them 
above that allowed Crisco and similar products. A word of real 
authority would be timely at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two additional · minutes. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I shall feel obliged to ob
ject, unless the gentleman is willing to answer my question. 

Mr. KETCHAM. The gentleman understands my declining to 
yield was on account of lack of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Michigan is recognized for two additional minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I started to say that I 

wanted to quote high authority upon this point, which I think 
is a material one in the consideration of this bill. The argument 
has been made that this is a wholesome article as a cooking 
compound. In the first place, under a strict interpretation of 
the law, I do not see how the article can legally be sold as 
such compound because it contains more than 1 per cent of 
moisture. It is admitted to be 10 per cent of moisture and is 
therefore outside of the pale entirely. It is admitted that it 
contains 10 per cent of moisture, and therefore under the regula-

tions it ought to be put out of the market even if this bill does 
not pass. In proof of this statement I refer to Inspection Regu
lations, Department of Agriculture, page 42, paragraph 6, which 
reads: 

No compounds, lard substitute, lard, or lard compounds shall contain 
added water. 

These nutmargarines have 9 per cent added water. 
I now quote from a very high authority mentioned a moment 

ago, Dr. Louise Stanley, Chief of the Bureau of Home E co
nomics of the United States Department of Agriculture. She 
says: 

The oleomargarine and nut butters are ordinarily used as substitutes 
for butter, either as a spread, as a seasoning for vegetables in cooking, 
or in making cakes or certain types of baked products. In these the 
added water is, of -course, of no particular advantage. 

The only advantage is that it enables the gentlemen who 
manufacture these products to sell water at the rate of 20 cents 
a pound. [Applause.] 

Finally, one last·word needs to be spoken in response to the 
statement of the gentleman from New Jersey [1\:lr. Fo.n.T] who 
in an argument against the bill the other day made light of 
the present effect this product could have on the market in 
view of the relatively small production in contrast with butter 
and oleomargarine. It must not be forgotten that it is not the 
actual amount of any competitive product put upon the market 
that constitutes the competitive danger, it is the possibility of 
larger production that has the lowering effect upon the market. 
The mere threat of the competition of Argentine corn depresses 
the price on our domestic product overnight. Similarly, on the 
Atlantic coast domestic building materials, such as brick and 
cement, are kept at a low figure, not so much because of the 
amolll)t of competition f-rom Belgium but the possibility of such 
competition if market conditions are advantageous. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has again expired. . 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I do not want to take 
up the time except to express my own belief in this measure. 
I ask unanimous consent to extend and revise my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen there 

is one phase of this matter not covered in debate which I 'desire 
to discuss with you for a few moments. Because of the ex
ceedingly rapid development in the last few years of butter sub
stitutes and butter imitations, and the alarming inroads being 
made on our legitimate dairying industry, I, as a Representative 
of a large dairying district in Pennsylvania, should be lax 
indeed, if I did not voice my reasons for supporting this bill and 
present my arguments in favor of this very opportune and neceS.: 
sary amendment. The committee report sets forth very clearly 
the necessity of expediting the enactment of this highly impor
tant measure. I can not urge too strongly the Members of the 
House to consider seriously the great benefits which will inure 
not only to those of our constituents who are commercially 
interested but to the consuming public in general, by the im
mediate passage of this bill. The crying need for this legislation 
is, as has been said by previous proponents of the bill, twofold
the regulation and taxation of these more recently manufactured 
products which compete with the pure dairy foodstuffs, and the 
protection of our genuine dairy products from the unfair com
petition, resulting from the extensive manufacturing of these 
imitating compounds. Let it be well understood that I do not 
wish in any way to interfere with the manufacture and sale of 
these cooking compounds provided they are properly and honestly 
labeled and sold on their face value without a mask, fairly 
taxed and regulated. 

Our greatest industry must be protected from the foreign com
petitor who is making alarming strides toward this, one of our 
most important domestic trades. We are not legislating against 
any section of our country ; that is not the intent of this bill. 
All such arguments have been fairly met by the various Mem
bers who have spoken, so I shall not take the time to enlarge 
upon this phase of the subject. We must protect our own great 
industries against unfair invasion from other countries upon 
any of our industries. Especially is this so in the -case of coco
nut oil which is largely used in these margarine compounds. 
Coconut oil is not produced in the United States, but comes from 
the Philippines, and although this importation is comparatively 
small, yet it is enough to lower the price of dairy butter. It 
has been previously pointed out that the importation of dairy 
products is now only about 1 per cent of domestic production 
nevertheless, in 1927, it amounted to more than 1,000,000,oo0 
pounds. These are rather significant figures. So the use of 
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coconut oil in making these different butter imitations without 
proper tax, label, and regulation is the main bone of contention. 
But even so, this bill properly does not ban these products, but 
simply seeks to tax, label, and regulate the industry. 

Such dairying countries as Denmark, Australia, New Zealand, 
and Holland must be reckoned with. Only to-day I noticed in a 
publication dealing with international questions an article on 
the Dutch margarine trust, which revealed its development 
and scope. The article to which I refer furnishes proof that 
such organizations do not confine their activities to the pro
duction of margarin but reach out to the manufacturing of oil, 
soap, and related products. This article tells us of a big 
merger of English and Dutch interests, and states that accord
ing to substantial reports negotiations are under way to include 
the American Procter & Gamble Co., the well-known manufac
turers of P & G and Ivory soaps. It further states that 
through the combination of a large English concern and certain 
leading Dutch interests a strong English organization in the 
field of raw materials has been established. This concern has 
interests in about 200 companies located in every part of the 
world. It owns oil, soap, glycerin, potash, and other factories. 
It participated in different coconut plantations in the South 
Seas and West Africa. The union of the e concerns will cause 
them undoubtedly more rational production and more efficient 
system of distribution. A considerable economy in labor and 
current expenses can be expected. In the year 1928 alone both 
companies spent more than 20,000,000 guilders on advertising. 
This trust has an extensive retail organization through the 
operation of chain stores in different countries. In England it 
owns the Lipton Stores, the Neale Tea Stores, and the Home 
and Colonial Stores. 

Please note the octopus thus being fostered by these big for
eign combines, and think what little chance the dairying in
terests of our country, as unorganized as they are, will have to 
meet the kind of competition that will develop either domesti
cally or internationally through this kind of organization, backed 
as it is with millions of capital. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 

following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word " product," page 2, line 2, add a new paragraph, as 

follows: 
"All oleomargarine as defined by the act of August 2, 1886, and the 

act of May 9, 1902, and as amended herein, including oleomargarine 
which is free from artificial coloring that causes it to look like butter 
of any shade of yellow, shall be taxed at 2 cents per pound." 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Chairman, the orig
inal act of August 2, 1886, was referred to the Judiciary Com
mittee of the House and the Judiciary Committee at that time 
reported that in its opinion the bill was unconstitutional. The 
Supreme Court of the United States held by a 5 to 4 decision 
that that act was constitutional because they assumed that it 
was enacted by virtue of the provisions or authority of section 8 
of Article I of the Constitution, and clearly it would have been 
held to be unconstitutional if the court had thought that any
thing else was involved but the exercise of the taxing power 
under the revenue clause of the Constitution. 

Now, I want to show that if the real purpose of this bill is to 
provide revenue, by adopting my amendment you can produce 
far more revenue than if you allow the bill to stand in its 
present form. This bill can be sustained only upon the theory 
that it is calculated and intended to produce revenue. 

There are about 7,500,000 pounds of products which the Fed
eral courts of this country have held not to be oleomargarine, 
by a decision of one of the finest jurists we ever had, Judge 
Arthur L. Brown, now deceased, of the United States Court for 
the District of Rhode Island, and by Judge Lowell of the Fed
eral Court of the District of Massachusetts. Also, in the Dis
trict of Columbia a permanent injunction was granted by the 
Supreme Court on the ground that one of the products which 
we are now considering, by enlarging the definition, was not 
oleomargarine. 

There are about 7,500,000 pounds of those products and about 
15,000,000 pounds of colored oleomargarine produced annually ; 
that is, artificially colored oleomargarine, which together would 
make 22,500,000 pounds; and if we got the 10 cents tax on all of 
that we would receive $2,250,000 per year. Bu,t if we take in 
addition to those two products the 240,000,000 pounds of un
colored oleomargarine, the margarine which is colored but 
which is free from artificial coloration under this definition, 
and which, nevertheless, may be just as yellow as any butter, 
and we tax ~ll of the 262,500,000 pounds at 2 cents a pound, 

as I propose, our revenue, instead of being $2,250,000, would be 
$5,250,000, and it would be no hardship or imposition on any
one, manufacturer or consumer. 

Is this intended as a revenue measure? It can only be 
defended and held to be constitutional if it is a revenue meas
ure. All of the discussion that has been had on this measure 
to this moment shows that the purpose is not to produce revenue 
but to eliminate competition of one product for the protection 
of some other industry-a sales tax, and an application of the 
protective tariff in a way hitherto unheard of, an application 
of the protective tariff interna,lly against the product of one 
section of the country, in favor of the product of another sec
tion of the country. The proponents of this bill say they want 
to protect the public from the sale of these substitutes, from 
products which are of a yellow shade. Let me tell you that 
in the State of the genial and always courteous chairman of 
the Committee on Agriculture not one pound of colored oleo
margarine of any shade of yellow can be sold under the laws 
of that State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island has expired. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. In the State of Iowa, in· 

the State of Wisconsin, in the State of Pennsylvania, the State 
of Minnesota, in l\fontana, and South Dakota, and some of the 
other Western States not one pound of oleomargarine of any 
shade of yellow can be sold. Are the gentlemen from those { 
States interested in protecting the public from the sale of these ~ 
substitutes when not one pound of it can be sold in their own \ 
States? Are they interested in the welfare and the health of 
the people of my State of Rhode Island or the people of New 
York, West Virginia, or Texas, or any of the other States? 
No; they are not interested. They know that the people of 
those States can take care of those matters themselves, but 
because they can not sell colored oleomargarine in their own 
States they want to create and force a market in other States 
of the country. Deception, they say. Deception upon whom? 
There is no question but that the real purpose of this bill is 
to eliminate competition. These products are manufactured 
in Rhode Island, New Jersey, Maryland, Illinois, :Missouri. 
Kansas, and Texas. They are sold in all of those States, and 
in addition they are sold in Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Tennessee, Kentucky, Indi-
ana, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Nebraska, 
Colorado, North Dakota, Minnesota, Arizona, and Oregon. Be-
cause colored oleomargarine of any shade of yellow can not 
be sold in certain States they are trying to prevent these cook-
ing compounds and these things they say are substitutes from 
being sold in other States, so that their product can be sold and 
must be used in the other States and so that the people would 
not be permitted to get these cooking compounds at a lower 
cost. 

For that reason, Mr. Chairman, and because this bill originally 
was held to be a revenue measure and can only be upheld and ~ 
deemed constitutional on that theory, I submit that my amend-
ment should be agreed to. By placing a 2-cent tax on every-
thing included in the revised definition, which would not be a , 
tremendous hardship or burden on the manufacturers or users \ 
of them, you would bring in $3,000,000 more than the present 
tax of 10 cents, which applies only to artificially colored 
oleomargarine. 

1.\Ir. SNELL. 1\Ir. Chairman, I make the definite point of 
order against thjs amendment under the provision of the rules 
that where a bill proposes to amend a law in one particular, 
it is a well-established fact that amendments seeking to repeal 
the law or relating to the terms of the law in general rather 
than the bill are not germane. 

I say to my friend from Rhode Island that I am not opposed 
to the proposition he offered. I thought of offering it myself, 
but I looked this up and was entirely convinced that it is not 
germane at this time. The only proposition before the House 
at the present time is a proposition to amend the definition of 
oleomargarine. The amendment of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island is a proposition to amend the taxing provisions of the 
oleomargarine act, which is an entirely new subject and relates 
to the general terms of the law itself, and not to the specific 
proposal before the House at the present time. 

There is a specific decision bearing exactly on this point, but 
1 

I have not been able to find it at the moment; but when the 
House had before it a proposition for measuring boats in the 
Panama Canal Zone and an amendment was offered intended 
to repeal the charging of ;;tl! ~Q_!ls, that amendment was imme-
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diately ruled out of order on the ground that it tended to 
change the general provisions of the act and was not germane 
to the provision before the House at that time. 

I think that is certainly on all fours with the proposition of 
the gentleman from Rhode Island. The proposition of the gen
tleman from Rhode Island is not germane to the proposition 
pending before the House at this time and is subject to a point 
of order. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to be recognized to speak on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Chairman, it seems 

to me, in answer to the eminent parliamentarian from New York 
[Mr. SNELL], that the amendment I have offered should be con
sidered as germane in connection with this bill. 

I claim that by the adoption of the bill as reported to the 
House we are taxing products which now pay no tax. Can anyone 
deny that these new products that are taken in by this enlarged 
definition will pay a tax? I can tell you what the tax will be, 
and anyone who understands the bill can tell you what the 
tax will be. The tax on these new products will be one-fourth 
cent a pound when not artificially colored, or it will be 10 cents 
a pound if it is artificially colored within the· original definition. 

Now, we are placing a tax upon certain products which now 
pay no tax, and by this bill you certainly and unquestionably 
propose to impose a tax, and everyone in this House who under
stands this bill lmows what the amount of that tax will be. 
If you provide that the tax shall be one-quarter of a cent or 
10 cents a pound on the products mentioned in this bill, why 
can not I be permitted to suggest an amendment that instead 
of one-fourth cent a pound or 10 cents a pound you make the 
tax 2 cents a pound? 

Definitions may be both inclusive and exclusive. In this 
very bill you have included certain products that did not appear 
in the original act of August 2, 1886, aud as amended in the act 
of May 9, 1902; and you have gone ahead and inserted a proviso 
eliminating certain other products. Can anyone say a tax is 
not imposed by this bill on the products included in the new 
definition? Is that tax imposed in any other way or in any 
other piece of legislation except by this bill? No other legis
lation imposes that tax except this, which clearly makes the 
tax 10 cents a pound or a quarter of a cent a pound. It is not 
necessary to reiterate the language of the old bill. I can de
sclibe and include the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Eu.J:s] 
without using his name. I can say, "All the Members of the 
House from the State of Missouri," and that includes Mr. ELLIS. 
There are various ways of defining things, either by particu
larizing or by making broad, general statements; and clearly 
and unquestionably, Mr. Chairman, I say, in conclusion, that by 
the terms of this bill a tax is imposed, as to which I have sug
gested a different rate to be imposed upon the articles affected. 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. On Octo
ber 1, 1919-Sixty-sixth Congress, first session, REcORD, page 
6225; Cannon's Precedents, section 9781-Mr. Frederick C. 
Hicks, of New York, then Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, made the decision to 
which the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] has referred. 
In that case the Committee of the Whole was considering a bill 
amending the provisions of a law providing for the measure
ment of vessels to determine the tolls to be paid thereon. An 
amendment was proposed amending the existing law to the 
extent of repealing the provision dealing with tolls. The 
Chairman, in ruling on the point of order raised against the 
amendment, said : 

The bill provides certain rules for the measurement of vessels using 
the Panama Canal, but it does not provide for the payment of tolls. It 
merely establishes a standard of measurement for ships going through, 
and does not prescribe the amount of money which shall be paid by the 
ships themselves. • • • Therefore, it seems to the Chair that the 
two subjects, the subject matter of the bill and the subject matter 
of the amendment are not related, and the Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

The Chair sees a very great similarity between the proposi
tion ruled on by Chairman Hicks and the one presented to the 
Chair at this time. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. O'CoNNELL] in effect amends the act of August 2, 1886, 
but in a different section from that under consideration in this 
bill. The bill before us amends section 2 of the act of August 2, 
1886, which pertains merely to definitions. The amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Rhode Island seeks to impose a 
tax. The Chair does not think the amendment germane and 
sustains the point of <>rder. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman; I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 

amehdment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. LAGcARDIA: After the word " products," 

on page 2, line 22, add the following paragraph : 
"All oleomargarine as defined by the act of August 2, 1886, and the 

act of May 9, 1902, as amended shall include oleomargarine that is free 
from artificial coloration that causes it to look like butter of any 
shade of yellow." 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I have introduced the 
amendment for the purpose of giving my distinguished colleague 
from New York [Mr. SNELL] an opportunity to vote for an 
amendment which he stated he had in mind to offer, but which 
he later believed would be contrary to the rule. 

My amendment simply extends the definition of oleomar
garine, and puts all oleomargarine in one class. It is not sub
ject to the objection raised by the gentleman from New York, 
for the simple reason that I do not in any way interfere with 
any other provision not contemplated in the bill now pending 
before the House. 

I also introduce my amendment for the purpose of having 
a test to-day as to just how far my good friends the farmers 
want to go in protecting dairy products. We have heard much 
about this bill being a bill between the American cow and the 
foreign coconut tree. Now, my amendment would raise the 
question as between the American cow and the American 
packer. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. I wish the gentleman would tell me just what 

his amendment does. I really can not tell, and I am honest in 
saying that. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is very simple, and I thought the 
gentleman from New York would understand it. It simply does 
this: Under the existing law oleomargarine which is not artifi
cially colored pays one-quarter of a cent instead of 10 cents, 
thereby giving a certain advantage to the production of hun
dreds of millions of pounds of oleomargarine which is not · 
artificially colored. 

Mr. BURTNESS. How many pounds? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, how many pounds would the gentle

man say it is? 
Mr. BRIGHAM. Fifty million pounds. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then there is a big difference between 

my farmer fliends. What this does is simply to put all oleo
margarine in one class and under my amendment all ole(}o 
margarine would pay 10 cents a pound. 

Mr. ADKINS. ·Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. ADKINS. If we should adopt the gentleman's amend

ment, then, to comply with the law, all natural colored fat that 
is the color of butter would have to be artificially colored, 
would it not? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If it is not butter, of course. I am try
ing to help this American cow you are talking about so much. 

Mr. ADKINS. But the natural colored fat would have to b.e 
artificially colored? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; because the natural fat bas been 
construed as not being artificially colored and this would bring 
it within the definition of oleomargarine. 

Mr. ADKINS. But it would have to be artificially colored 
if you did not want to pay the 10-cent tax. It is naturally 
yellow and you would have to artificially color it to escape the 
10-cent tax, and you would be obliged to do that. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, no. I will state frankly I am op
posed to the bill and shall vote against it. My amendment is 
simply a test to ascertain how far sponsors of this bill will go 
when the interest of the packers are impaired. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition tQ the 
amendment. If· there was any sense in the gentleman's amend
ment, I would be for it, but everybody knows· you could not 
tax all oleomargarine 10 cents a pound. If we could get a 
provision into this bill under the rules which would place a 
tax of 2 or 3 cents a pound on oleomargarine, I would support 
it, and I believe many Members of the House would support it. 
And, so far as I know, the manufacturers of oleomargarine are 
not opposed to TC This amendment would not do anything at 
all, as I read it. 

If it really did accomplish anything and put a flat tax of, say, 
2 or 3 cents a pound on oleomargarine I think it would receive 
the support of this House. But the amendment as presented at 
this time is absolutely meaningless, does not mean anything, 
and will not do anything for the butter industry or the oleomar
garine interests and it should be defeated. 
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Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chai'rman, I move to strike out the last 

word. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska is recog

nized for five minutes. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

all debate on this section and all amendments thereto close in 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani
mous consent that all debate on this section and all amendments 
thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
M'r. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 

comes in as the friend of the American cow. Those interested 
in this bill are warned against Greeks bearing gifts. The 
favors offered by the gentleman from New York will be ac
cepted or reje~ted in the spirit in which they were proffer.ed. 
But I wonder if his constituents will believe he was speakmg 
in anything but a Pickwicldan sense? His constituents devour 
many million pounds of oleomargarine a year and I wonder 
how many of them would like to see his measure carried 
through and a 10-cent per pound tax placed on all oleomar
garine? He would not stan~ in his district in Neyv Yor~ a11:d 
earnestly sponsor a high tax mcrease on oleomargarrne, ~h1ch IS 
a palatable and nutritious substance that has battled With but-
ter legislatively and congreRsionally since 1~86. . 

During that time the relations, commercially and otherwise, 
between oleomargarine and butter have been established, and 
oleomar.,.arine, once tabooed, is a large factor in commerce 
and in ti1e home; that those who battled against it many years 
ago are friendly with it within bound, because the dairies and 
the feed yards of the Northwest have become the best markets 
for the principal constituent that used to go into oleomargarine, 
namely, cottonseed oil. This relation, e~t~blished for all these 
years, is threatened by this new competition-the coconut cow. 
It is unfair to butter and it is unfair to oleomargarine to take 
from the Orient this coconut without milk in it. We talk a 
good deal about the milk in the coconut, but the trouble with 
these products is that there is no milk in the coconut product 
as there is in the oleomargarine. 

Let me tell you, gentlemen of the committee, about farm re
lief. The largest factor upon which the farm prosperity re ts 
is the milk production of the country. There was $12,000,-
000 000 worth of such production last year, and here are the 
factors: Milk products, $2,000,000,000, or one-sixth; hogs, $1,500,-
000 000 or about one-seventh; cotton, one and one-third bil
lioi~s ~bout one-eighth; cattle, one and one-sixth billions, or 
about one-ninth. The farm prosperity of this country rests 
upon the milk products more than anything else. That should 
be borne in mind when we are dealing witlr this unfair com
petition. 

The oleomargarine people are content with the secondary po-
sition they occupy, 

You may recall that the cattle business, and e pecially the 
dairv end of it, received a friendly gesture in this House when 
a dlity was placed upon hides. That was more important to 
the dairymen than the cattle feeders; because when the cow baa 
finished her great economic function in life there comes the 
question of the carcass going to market, the hide is always a 
considerable and frequently the principal factor. The friendly 
gesture that came from this House is wiped entirely off the 
slate over in another body. 

So I think we should not have the unfair competition for 
oleomargarine, which contains at least some milk products, none 
of which we have in this coconut-cow product. 

Some of you may have suspected I am a protectionist, and I 
plead guilty to the fact. I have been opposed to the unfair 
competition of Denmark and other nations competing with our 
butter. We have denounced pauper labor competition for 
farm and factory. A story is told that instead of milking, as is 
usually done by our sons and daughters or by machines made in 
our industrial centers, the cocoanut cow is milked by the trained 
quadrumanians who toss the packages from the tree tops. It 
makes our opposition to the monkey labor of the Orient stronger 
than the pauper labor of Europe. [Applause.] 

Under extension leave, permit me to acknowledge the grace
ful compliment paid me by my friend and distinguished col
league, Mr. LINTHICUM, of Maryland, commending my work in 
bovine tuberculosis eradication legislation during my early serv
ice in Congress. I have noted the steady progress of this work 
in nearly all the States of the Union, and that our example is 
being followed by foreign nations to the limited extent of their 
resources. We are far in the lead. Vast economic benefits have 
risen from this enterprise and the saving of human lives, espe
cially of the babes can hardly be overe timated. Let me say of 
Congressman LINTHICUM that be zealously collaborated with 
me and others in bringing about that legislation f~om the be-

ginning. He was prcmpted primarily by the humane feature of 
the legislation. I am glad to say at this time that the chairman 
of the committee in charge of this bill, able Congressman 
HAUGEN, fearless and devoted, was then, as now, at the head of 
the Agriculture Committee, adding year by year to honors richly 
deserved and to the progress of national agriculture. 

The CHAIR:::\1AN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. SNELL. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

I have been very much intere::lted in the varied excuses and 
reasons that different Members of the House have conjured up 
for not voting for the provisions of this bill. 

The only people who should be opposed to the bill are people 
who are absolutely opposed to any Government inspection, re
striction, or regulation of products that are manufactured to 
imitate some other legitimate pro<]·.~:-t on the market. [Ap
plause.] 

This is everything there is to the bill, and if you do not 
pass the bill at this time you ought to repeal the whole oleo
margarine act. [Applause.] 

I have been very much interested in the various Members 
who have told us how honest are the manufacturers of these 
products. Let us see how honest they are. The whole thing 
is conceived in iniquity. They start out by coloring the product 
as nearly as they possibly can the same color as the best 
creamery butter. What is this done for? This is done to sell 
it as an imitation or a deception of the real product. What is 
the next thing these "honest" manufacturers do? They put it 
up as near as possible to imitate the best possible package of 
creamery butter. They put it up in cartons, they wrap it up in 
nice wax paper, and divide it into pounds, half, and quarter 
pounds. Whoever heard of putting up a legitimate cooking 
compound in that kind of package? The best-known cooking 
compounds on the market are lard and Crisco, and instead of 
coloring them and putting them up to imitate butter, they are 
sold for exactly what they are, and their snowy whiteness is 
advertised ; they do not need to imitate the color of butter. 

The whole thing is an imposition on the American public 
from beginning to end, and the only people, as I said before, 
who ought to vote against this are the people who are against 
the vure food and drugs act, and every other regulatory measure 
of the Federal Government for the protection of the people. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last three words. j 

I 
I had not intended to make any further statement upon this 

provosition, except for the broad, general challenge just laid 
down to all ovponents of this bill by the distinguished gentle
man from New York [Mr. SNELL]. I do not know who consti
tuted the gentleman from New York as the official censor of the 
motives of the Members of this House in undertaking to express 

\ 

an opinion in opposition to the bill. 
I am opposed to the bill very largely upon grounds entirely 

different from those suggested by the gentleman from New 
York, and the gentleman from New York himself knows and 
must admit that if a fair proposal is submitted of a tax to be 
laid against the manufacturers of this so-called colored oleo
margarine, the packers of this country, to whatever extent they 
may produce this article, should, as a matter of justice and 
equity, have the same penalties imposed upon them that will be 
imposed upon the manufacturers of this other article under the 
terms of this proposed law. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question there? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. Is there a single word in this whole bill that 

exempts anyone who manufactures any of these products? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course not--
1\Ir. SNELL. That is what I have said. Let us discuss what 

is before the House and not what might be before the House. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. But we all know what the result of the 

legislation will be, whether it is expressed in the terms of the 
bill or not. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] is not in a posi
tion to deny-because the facts will not sustain him-that the 
packers who manufacture these same articles by a naturally 
colored process will be exempt from this taxation. This can not 
be denied. 

So if you want to be fair in this position from the standpoint 
of equality of taxation, you should have accepted the principle 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
LINTHICUM], because that proposed the general proposition that 
if you want to eliminate this so-called deceptive substitute in l 
competition with butter, you ought to make the terms of the \ 
bill apply against all of the manufacturers of the same character 
of article. 

\ 
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But what is the result of this bill, gentlemen? It is seeking 

by the process of taxation, in its last analysis, although dis
guised under the terms of a definition, to give to one particular 
class of manufacturers of a specific article an advantage that 
will practically drive out of business a competitor in the same 
line, and at the same time allow the men or the firm of men 
who are receiving the benefits of this law to escape the taxation 
proposed under this bill, and that is not just or equitable taxa
tion. 

But my principal objection to this whole proposition, Mr. 
Chairman, is based upon the broad principle that whatever may 
have been done in 1886, or whatever may have been done by 
way of an amendment of the original act, it is a vicious prin
ciple of legislation to invoke, under any circumstances, to meet 
any contingency-the powerful arm of the taxing power of the 
Federal Constitution to give particular advantage to one group 
of competitors over another anywhere in this country. This is 
a principle that can not be justified. · 

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. BURTNESS. I take it, then, the gentleman is really in 

favor of the movement to repeal the entire oleomargarine tax? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I would vote to repeal the whole business 

upon the statement of that principle. That is what I will say 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. BURTNESS. ·The gentleman is entirely fair in that. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. And if you want to regulate this matter 

of deception, regulate it under the guise of your pure food and 
drugs act, where you have ample jurisdiction and where you 
have constitutional warrant for such character o.f legislation. 

We all know-it is no secret-the genesis and origin of the 
original oleomargarine law. The gentleman from Virginia [l\lr. 
TucKER], who served here many years ago, told us something 
about that the other day. It was vicious in its original concep
tion, because it was invoking the strong method of taxation to 
regulate competition between two products of this country, one 
of which, just in its infancy in those days, was seeking to cre
ate some competition against hog lard and other animal fats. 

Mr. ADKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. ADKINS. Does the gentleman think that if the bill 

passes and the manufacturers leave out the coloring, salt, and 
water, it will affect them? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not care what happens to the bill if 
everybody is governed by the terms of it. 

Mr. ADKINS. But the gentleman has not answered my 
question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What is the gentleman's question? 
Mr. ADKINS. If the bill passes and these manufacturers 

referred to leave out the color, the salt, and the water of the 
cooking compounds, will it affect them? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; naturally it will not touch them; 
but if we pass the bill, it will leave the packers who make a 
preponderant amount of this compound free from the tax:, 
because they have discovered a natural coloring process which 
they will take advantage of. 

Mr. RANKI)l. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph. 

I did not intend to say anything on this proposition until 
the challenge was issued by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SNELL] to the effect that all who opposed this measure 
were opposed to the pure food and drug law. Such a charge, 
of course, is absurd, and is a poor defense, indeed, for a vote 
in favor of this bill. 

This is one of the most insidious pieces of legislation with 
which we have had to deal. I represent perhaps the greatest 
dairying district in the South, and I do not believe the people I 
represent, the dairymen, would condone any measure like this, 
which has for its imme~iate object the destruction of a legiti
mate product and the ultimate outlawing of other food products 
made from cottonseed oil and peanut oil. 

No one denies that this product is pure and wholesome. It is 
manufactured exclusively from vegetable oils, which contains 
no deleterious matter and which are free from all contagious 
and infectious diseases. Yet you are trying to outlaw it. You 
tell them by the terms of the bill itself that if they will color 
it with material made from animal fats they will have to pay a 
tax of only one-half of 1 cent a pound, but if tlley color it with 
vegetable coloring you impose a tax of 10 cents a pound. 

Where is the justice in that? You know that the packers 
have a monopoly on this coloring made from animal fat and 
that therefore you are outlawing this product, but placing that 
provision in the bill to protect them. Besides, I am told that 
these animal colorings are invariably taken from what cattle
men call "canners "-old, poor, run-down cattle, or from hogs 

that are unfit for any other use. The vegetable coloring which 
these people are using, as I said, is pure and wholesome, while 
the animals from which these " fats " are taken may be tubercu
lar or afflicted with cholera, anthrax:, or other contagious or 
infectious diseases. 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL] says that 
those of us who refuse to support this measure are opposed to the 
pure food and drug law. Let us see about that. 

You ha"te a bill now before the Agricultural Committee, the 
same committee that reported this one, in which you are at
tempting to palm off on the American people corn sugar and 
permit various and sundry articles of food to be polluted with 
it without informing the public what it is. Mark what I tell 
you! The Rules Committee, of which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SNELL] is chairman, will bring out a rule for that 
bill legalizing the evasion of the pure food and drug law, and the 
chances are that he will vote for it when it comes to the :floor 
of the House. It seems to be a part of the administration's pro
gram of " farm relief." It will relieve the beekeepers of their 
industry without aiding the corn growers. 

Another thing: The gentleman from New York, and others 
who are supporting this measure, are doing so in order to compel 
people who use this material to buy dairy products instead, and 
are using this pretense of the pure food and drug law to sustain 
their illogical position. 

One of the greatest problems before the American people 
to-day is that of conquering the terrible white plague, tubercu
losis. Medical authorities inform us that this dreadful disease 
is being spread through the use of dairy products from tuber
cular cows. I have before me the Yearbook of Agriculture, 
which shows that 9.3 per cent of the cattle in the State of New 
York are tubercular. One eminent medical authority was 
quoted on this :floor some time ago as saying that in the city 
of New York 6,000 people contract tuberculosis every year from 
the use of butter alone. Yet the gentleman from New YQrk 
[1\fr. SNELL] contends that those of us who refuse to support 
this insidious piece of unjust legislation are opposing the pure 
food and drug law, while he is supporting the measure; and, of 
course, in hi~ opinion, supporting the pure food and drug law 
in order to prevent the poor people in the large cities of this 
country from securing this wholesome product at a reasonable 
price and forcing them to buy butter produced by dairy cows 
affected with tuberculosis to a dangerous degree. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] a day 
or two ago announced that he was supporting this bill because 
the dairymen of Massachusetts wanted him to do so. This 
yearbook shows that 13.2 per cent of the cattle in the State of 
Massachusetts are affected with tuberculosis. No doubt he is 
upholding the pure food and drug law by keeping this whole
some product from the people in the large cities in his State and 
compelling them to eat dairy products from cattle that have on 
an average of more than 13 per cent of tubercular infestation. 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, if we are going to carry out this policy of 
branding or coloring food products made from cottonseed oil 
and peanut oil in order to try to prevent their use under the 
pretense of upholding the pure food and drug law, I will tell 
you what let us do. Let us bt;:tnd every pound of butter by 
writing across the label the percentage of tubercular infestation 
among the cattle in the State from which it comes. 

My State of Mississippi has the smallest percentage of tuber
culosis among its cattle of any State in the Union. We hav.e 
only one-half of 1 per cent, while New York has seventeen times 
that degree of infestation and Massachusetts has twenty-seven 
times as much. Other surrounding States of the Northeast are 
affected accordingly. If you would force the branding of dairy 
products in this manner and informing the world of the tuber
cular condition of the cattle in the States from which they 
come, you would simply put the dairymen of many of the 
Northeastern States out of business, and there would be a 
greater demand for southern dairy produds than our people 
would be able to supply. 

The world is waking up to this fact, and you who have 
joined in this campaign to outlaw southern agricultural prod
nets are going to reap what you have sowed. You are driving 
our people into the dairying industry, You can not compete 
with us. We have every advantage under the shining sun and 
when the American people learn that our dairy cattle are prac
tically free from tuberculosis while those of other sections of 
the country are infested to a highly dangerous degree, you will 
see the South become the leading dairying section of the world, 
and we may then ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SNELL] and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] 
to join us in compelling dairymen to brand their products, as I 
have just indicated, in order, as they say, to uphold the pure 
food and drug law. [Applause.] 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

all debate upon the section and all amendments thereto close in 
10 minutes. 

1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. I object. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that all de

bate on the section and all amendments thereto close in 10 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment, which I send to the desk. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 1\Iaryland offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by ~lr. LI~THICUM: Page 2, afler line 22, insert: 
" Sr.:c. 2. P·rovided, 1zowe'!: c1·, This act shall not take effect for six 

months after the date of its passage." 

Mr. LINTHICUM. 1\Ir. Chairman, before debating the amend
ment, which I hope each and every Member on ihe floor of the 
House will consider in the~·e few minutes, I wish to say in 
reference to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN], who 
has just addressed the committee, that I have always appre
ciated his cooperntion with me in the eradication of bovine 
tuberculosis in cattle. When he was in Congress before I was 
working for the purification of the butter and milk supply by 
the inspection of the dairies of the country, and laid before 
the Rules Committee much data showing the great necessity 
for such legislation to effect the eradication of bovine tuber
culosis, and thereby prevent the death and sickness of so many 
children of the land. 

It was Mr. SLOA~ who at that time realized the importance 
of legislation for this purpose. He had made a study of the 
subject, not only in this country but abroad. He thereupon 
proceeded to accomplish this result by the purification of the 
cattle of the country. He it was who, through his instrumental
ity and the aid of his colleagues on the committee, obtained the 
first appropriation of $500,000 for this purpose. The appropria
tion for this year for the eradication of bovine tuberculosis has 
reached the large sum of $5,500,000 direct appropriation, to
gether with $690,000 unexpended balance. 

Through these appropriations inaugurated by the gentleman 
from Nebraska, wonderful results have been obtained. He has 
helped humanity by the prevention of sickness and death in 
thousands of instances. [Applause.] I am sorry to hear that 
there are still affected 9 per cent of the cattle of the great State 
of Kew York, represented in part by the distinguished gentle
man [Mr. SNELL]. I trust he will soon get busy and 1·ectify 
this great danger to the children of our country. Perhaps he 
will also help us to get a square deal in the taxation of all food 
products giving an equal opportunity to all. 

l\Ir. Chairman, it seems the House is deteemined to pass th!s 
bill, and my amendment simply asks that you give us six 
months before it takes effect. That is all tlle amendment does. 
In that way we can clear the deck. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment seems just and 
fair, and as only six months are asked, I think it will be satis
factorv to the other members of the committee. 

Mr.~ OHINDBLOM. Mr. Oh.airman, will the gentleman from 
' Maryland yield? · 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes. 
Mr. OHINDBLOl\1. I suggest that the section should not be 

First, let the RECORD show that this bill was considered in the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House and reported by that 
committee. Second, let it show that the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House is the committee which has jurisdiction 
of all matters of revenue and taxation. Third, let it show that 
it has been conceded here by Members in support of this bill that 
this bill is purely a regulatory measure, and nothing else. 

The distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. SNELL], 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, frankly stated only a few 
moments ago that anyone who was not in fayor of regulating 
imitations of butter could not support the bill. The entire argu
ment, which has lasted for some time, both in general debate and 
debate under the 5-minute rule, has been de,·oted to the question 
of regulating imitation butter. 

No case has been made out either by the committee or by the 
sponsors of this bill to prove that it is a reYenue measure. That 
is your record at this time. You can not escape it. 

Now, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Agri
culture has just moved, and the House has adopted his mo
tion, to close debate in 10 minutes. The case made in support 
of this bill is entirely on facts indicating clearly and without 
any doubt that the purpose sought is regulation and prevention 
of the sale of oleomargarine and not for the purpose of raising 
revenue. The sole purpose of the bill is to prevent competi
tion with genuine butter. Not one fact or figure in justification 
has been given to sustain it as a revenue measure. 

'l'hat is the fact, gentlemen. You can not get away from it 
now. I repeat, the last admission made by speakers only a 
few moments ago takes it entirely out of the class of revenue 
bills and plaGeS it definitely as a regulatory measure. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle. 
man yield there? 

1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. CLARKE of New York. Was not exactly the same ques

tion raised on the oleomargarine law, and was it not carried 
into the higher courts and there f'Ustained? 

l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. The law clearly sets forth the limit to 
which you could go. Now you are going beyond that limit, and 
you have not justified this bill as a revenue measure, and you 
can not sustain it at this late hour as a revenue bill. 

With that, Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my 
time. r Applause.] 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maryland 
be modified so as to be . ·tated in the affirmative rather than in 
the negative. The gentleman from Maryland, as I understand, 
has no objection to that. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Mr. Chairman, the gen
tleman in his new section provides that this act shall take 
effect six months after its enactment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana desires that 
the action taken on the amendment be vacated, and that the 
amendment be made to read in the following form. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, does that 
involve the vacation of the action taken limiting the debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. No. The Clerk will report the modified 
form of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mary
land [Mr. LINTHI<JUM]. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
in the nature of a proviso. After line 22, insert a new section, as follows : 

Mr. LINTHIOUl\f. I should be very glad to hu,·e the gentle- "SEc. 3. This act shall take effect six months after the date of its 
man amend it. enactment." 

Mr. CHINDBLOl\I. Th~n, Mr. Chairman, I ask u~:m!lim?us 1\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman from Indiana want 
consent that the Clerk agam report t11e amendment, elimmatmg I it to read "passage" or "approval"? 
the proviso feature of it.. . . . . Ml'. PURNELL. "Approval." 

The CHAIRMAN. 'Ytthout ObJection, the Clerk Wlll ngam Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I considered that question 
report the amendment as suggested. of "passage" or "approval." Some acts become· acts without 

The Clerk read as follows: Executive approval. I have known tariff bills to become laws 
Page 2, after line 22, insert a new section, as follows: without the President's approval. What I want is to provide 
"SEc. 2. This act shall not take effect for six months after the date that the act shall not become effective until six months after 

of its passage." its enactment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- The CHAIRMAN. The question before the House is, Shall 

ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland. the motion by which the new section was adopted be vacated 
The amendment was agreed to. and the section be again reported in the amended form? Is 
l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I have a preferential mo- there objection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana'? 

tion. I move to strike out the enacting clause. Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I object. Mr. Chairman, un-
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to less we are going to have opportunity to debate the section as 

strike out the enacting clause. The Ohair recognizes the gen- amended. 
tleman from New York for five minutes. The CHAIRMAN. Objection is beard. The question is on 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this is the proper time, I agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
think, to call the attention of the House to the procedure and to. LAGUARDIA] to strike out the enacting clause. 
the debate on this bill. The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 
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. Mr. O'CONNE!LL of Rhode Island. Mr._ Chairm.a14 I offer 

an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Rhode Island offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will repor,t. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: After line 

22 add the following new section : -
" SEC. -. All oleomargarine, as defined by the act of August 2, 

1886, and the act of May 9, 1902, and as amended herein, including 
oleomargarine which is free from artificial coloration that causes it to 
look like butter of any shade of yellow, shall be taxed at 10 cents per 
pound. when made from or containing oils or other products, in excess 
of 10 per cent, by weight, not originating in the continental United 
States." 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. Will the gentleman with
hold his point of order? 

Mr. PURNELL. I will withhold it. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island. I regret that I can not 

agree on this bill with my genial and distinguished. colleague 
from Michigan [Mr. KETcHAM] who bas so many fr1ends and 
ardent admirers in my own State, particularly among the mem
bers of the Grange, in which I also have the ~rivilege of 
membership; but upon this particular measure our VIews appear 
to be widely divergent. . 

Mr. Chairman, I assume, inasmuch as the preVIous amend
ment has been held out of order, that this amendment may 
possibly be held out of order, too. The propone~ts of this ~ill 
have been inveighing against the use of coconut Oil and shou.tmg 
for the Amelican cow. In view of that fact I am constramed 
to remark that if they are not willing to accept this amen~
ment which imposes a tax of 10 cents a pound, when there 1s 
an e~cess of 10 per cent by weight, of oils originating outside of 
the continental United States, that in my opinion their protesta
tion of loyalty to the American cow is just a lot of bull. 
[Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist 
on his point of order? 

Mr. PURNELL. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, I renew my request to which 

objection was made by the gentleman from Wisconsin, namely
that the previous action on the adoption of the new section be 
vacated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent to vacate the procedure by which section 2 was 
adopted in its present form and present and adopt· a modified 
amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the modified amend

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Modified amendment offered by Mr. LINTHICUM : Page 2, after line 

22 insert a new section, as follows : 
:. SEC. 2. This act shall take effect six months after the date of its 

enactment." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the committee automati

cally rises. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. HAWLEY, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6) to 
amend the definition of oleomargarine contained in the act en
titled "An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation 
of oleomargarine," approved August 2, 1886, as amended, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the previous question is or
dered. The question, therefore, is on agreeing to the amend
ments. Is a separate vote demanded on any amendment? If 
not, the Chair will put them en gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, and was read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the 

bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. LAGuARDIA) thei'e were-ayes 245, noes 74. 

So the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one of his 
secretaries. 

PROHIBITION REORGANIZATION 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Rules, I call up House Resolution 142, a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up a 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
House Resolution 142 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be in 
order to move that the Honse resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of H. R. 
8574, a bill tO- transfer to ihe Attorney General certain functions in the 
administration of the national prohibition act, to create a Bureau of 
Prohibition in the Department of Justice, and for other purposes. That 
after general debate, which shall be confined to the bill and shall con
tinue not to exceed four hours, to be equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and ranking minority member of the Committee on Ex
penditures in the Executive Departments, the bill shall be read for 
amendment under the 5-minute ru1e. At the conclusion of the reading 
of the bill for amendment the committee shall rise and report the bill to 
the House with such amendments as may have been adopted, and the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and the 
amendments thereto to final passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 142 provides for 
the consideration of H. R. 8574, which is the first of the pieces of 
general legislation sent to the House by the President of the 
United States which have for their ·purpose the more efficient 
enforcement of the prohibition act.. 

This resolution allows four hours of general debate, which I 
think will be ample time in which to discuss all the provisions 
of the bill. 

The main object of the bill is to transfer the enforcement ma
chinery in the Bureau of Prohibition from the Treasury Depart
ment to the Department of Justice. That is the only real, 
definite object of the bill. Of course, the Government's activi
ties in connection with the general prohibition act are largely 
confined to the detection of crime, the preparation of the evi
dence, and the trial of the cases. Under the present provisions 
the authority is now divided. The Treasury Department has 
to do with the detection of the crimes and the preparation of 
the cases, but the real trial is carried on and supervised by 
the Department of Justice. So there is a divided authority, 
and not a concentrated authority, so far as the general carrying 
out of the act is concerned. ·This bill provides for a Department 
of Prohibition in the Department of Justice, with a Director of 
Prohibition to be appointed by the Attorney General, and also 
the various lawyers. The clelical force and the general force 
that at the present time is in the Treasury Department in con
nection with the enforcement of this law will be transferred to 
the Department of Justice, and that force will remain under the 
civil service as at present. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Does that include the com

missioner, too? 
Mr. SNELL. It does not include the commissioner or the 

lawyers themselves. All of the duties, rights, and powers that 
at the present time are now in the Treasury Department· will 
be transferred to the Department of Justice, the only exception 
being the permlt division, which will remain in the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAM :E. HULL. Does this include the :field agents? 
Mr. SNELL. All of them. The pern:iit section will still re-

main in the Treasury Department, but it will have dual super
vision. 

The Secretary of the Treasury will be obliged to furnish to 
the Department of Justice the na·mes of all the people who at 
the present time have permits for industrial alcohol. As a 
matter of fact, as to 90 or 95 per cent of all these people, there 
is no question a.s to whether they should have the permit or 
not, but when it comes down to the last 5 or 10 per cent, where 
there is some question, it will be ~bsolutely necessary to have 
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the approval of both the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Attorney General. To this extent there is dual authority under 
the proposed act, but otherwise the whole thing is transferred 
to the Department of Justice, and it is expected this will make 
for a more efficient enforcement of the entire act. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield right there? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
1\lr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman know whether the 

proposal with respect to industrial alcohol and its so-called dual 
control was on the recommendation of the sponsors of the bill or 
the adminis tration or wherever it came from? 

Mr. SNELL. I can not tell the gentleman who brought that 
up, but I know it is agreeable to both departments at the 
present time. 

I simply want to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that this bill in no way changes substantive law. The only 
proposition before the House at this time is the transfer of this 
enforcement machinery. The general wet and dry proposition 
is · not here at all. It has nothing whatever to do with the 
matter, and the only question is whether you want to transfer 
this enforcement machinery from the Department of the Treas
ury to the Department of Justice. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman yield? / 
Mr. SNELL. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. GREEN. I wonder if the gentleman is advised as to why 

they left the permit section under the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. SNELL. I just answered that. 
Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. BURTNESS. In view of the gentleman's statement I am 

wondering by what method they expect to enforce the rule if 
the general prohibition question is not involved. I refer to 
the provision in the rule which confines general debate to 
the bill. 

Mr. SNELL. Of course, I expect the Members will wander 
somewhat into the general proposition of prohibition, but as a 
matter of fact the general question of prohibition is not in
volved here. 

Mr. BURTNESS. I was wondering whether the Sergeant 
at Arms was to be called upon to enforce that provision of the 
rule. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LINTHICU~I. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. I shall not oppose this bill, but I would 

like to ask the gentleman what reasons were given for this 
transfer from the Treasury Department to the Department of 
Justice, if the gentleman has them in mind? 

Mr. SNELL. The principal reason was to concentrate au
thority at one place so there would be no question of shifting 
responsibility or saying that this man did not prepare the case 
right or that some man did not get the evidence right or that 
they did not try the case right. The whole authority under this 
bill will be concentrated in the Attorney General, and the 
enforcement of the act will be up to him. 

l\fr. LINTHICUM. Does not the gentleman think that it is a 
rather dangerous policy generally to have the department that is 
going to try these people to also have all the machinery for 

. running them down and determining in advance whether they 
are guilty or not? 

Mr. SNELL. The present gentleman does not think so. He 
thinks that is just what ought to be done. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. The gentleman thinks it is a good thing 
to transfer it and that this is a good bill? 

Mr. SNELL. I think it is or I would not present it here. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. I am not sure about that. 
1\lr. SNELL. I did not say that so far as the gentleman is 

concerned but so far as I am concerned. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is not the purpose of this change to bring 

about better conditions because the present system is unsatis
factory so far as enforcement is concerned? 

Mr. SNELL. I did not quite say that. I said in my judg
ment this woutd make for better enforcement of the act, and 
that is as far as I am going in admitting anything at the pres
ent time. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. ~he gentleman admits a great deaL 
l\lr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. -
Mr. WILLIAl\:I E. HULL. I have had a number of telegrams 

from wholesale druggists objecting to this bill on account of 
the permit system involved. If the Attorney General should 
oppose a permit, is that final or can the Treasury Department 
issue a permit under such circumstances? 

Mr. SNELL. It is absolutely necessary to have the approval 
of both the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney General 
in order to get a permit. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. If they should not agree, what 
would happen to the wholesale druggist? 

Mr. SNELL. Under the provisions of the bill there would 
be no permit issued. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. They have the right of appeal, of 

course, to a court of equity. 
Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
l\fr. WILLIAM E. HULL. The wholesale drug trade have 

evidently objected to this bill on the ground they thought they 
would probably be jeopardized more or less in securing the 
necessary alcohol to run their business and that is the reason 
I am asking these questions, and from the gentleman who will 
gponsor the bill I would like to know how a man in the whole
sale drug business would get alcohol if the Attorney General 
s~ould o~ject to it, ~l~hough he is a legitimate wholesale drug
gist and Is now obtammg alcohol through a permit of the Treas
ury Department. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The relief he would have is exactly the 
same relief he has now in case of an adverse decision by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. Under the existing law he has the 
right of appeal to a court of equity and under this bill he will 
have that same right. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. The information I would like to 
get from the gentleman, if I can, is this : If a man is in the 
wholesale drug business and uses alcohol for his different pro
prietary medicines and one of the inspectors from the Attorney 
General's office should go in and find some irregularity as to 
some small matter in connection with a certain proprietary 
medicine and should report that to the Attorney General would 
that give the Attorney General full authority to stop the' whole
sale druggist from buying his alcohol for other purposes? That 
is what I am trying to get at. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. As a matter of practice. this is about 
what will be the result: The Secretary of the Treasury and 
Attorney General will set aside, say, 75 per cent, of all per
mittees whose applications will be passed upon by the Secretary 
of the Treasury without being referred to the Attorney Gen
eral. Only those that have come under suspicion will be trans
mitted to the desk of the Attorney General. As to these his 
consent is required. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That is not in the bill; in other 
words, there is nothing in the bill that says that there will be 
75 per cent. 

Mr. SNELL. Oh, no; nothing in the bill. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Why not put it in the bill? 
Mr. SNELL. Because it is not necessary. 
Mr. COLTON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. SNELL. I yield. 
Mr. COLTON. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois, 

the company which is refused a permit will have exactly the 
same rights after · this bill becomes a law that it now has. It 
the Treasury Department refuses to give him a permit he may 
appeal to the court, and this does not deprive him of that right. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. The only difference is you are 
putting the permission in the hands of the prosecuting agency, 
whereas now it is in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. SNELL. The bill has the unanimous approval of the 
Rules Committee; it is a unanimous report. 

I now yield 10 minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Pou]. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, it is true, as the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules bas said, that this resolu
tion comes with a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Rules. There is no division so far as the consideration of the 
rule is concerned. As bas been stated, this proposed legislation 
transfers to the Department of Justice the enforcement of the 
prohibition law. I suppose that all concede that any change 
would make for better enforcement. So far as the minority of 
the Committee on Rules is concerned, there was no division as 
to the vote upon the rule itself. I reserve the remainder of my 
time, and yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CELLE&]. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I 
am opposed to this bill because it gives the entire control over 
the legitimate uses of medicinal spirits, wines, and liquors to 
both the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attorney General. 
I am of that school in this House which believes that prohibition 
has failed and will ever fail, no matter what we attempt to do. 

I conceive that this bill is merely a sop to the drys. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has been the target for a great deal 
of their abuse, and he has been set ~side and made a scapegoat 
for all the ills of prohibition. 
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Now, here is brought forward a bill that will take away from Mitchell takes hold he is going to make it far more difficult for 

him most of his prohibition powers. But lacking the courage these men to conduct their business. For that reason they have 
to take all of them away, and in order to satisfy some of the poured forth letters into the offices of Members of the House, 
friends of the Treasury Department, you leave him with a modi- most of them in opposition to this transfer, and that is why I 
cum of power. Those prohibition-enforcement powers of which oppose this rule. I hope the rule will not prevail; but if it does, 
you strip the Secretary of the Treasury were originally lodged I hope the bill will be defeated. 
with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. He was sacrificed Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle-
by the drys upon the altar of prohibition. He was bitterly as- man from Arkansas. 
sailed as is Mr. Mellon now. He was made the scapegoat then. Mr. RAGON. Mr. Speaker, I take this time in order to see if 
To satisfy the drys, always looking for an excuse for failure of 1 I -can get some clarification of the application of the present bill 
prohibition, he was sacrificed. His powers were given to the to the permits for alcohol to wholesale drug houses. I was not 
Treasury Department. Now, the process is repeated. The farce present while the colloquy was going on between the gentleman 
of finding a victim is again before us. This time Mr. Mellon is from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL] and the chairman of the 
the victim. After a while I suppose another transfer will be committee a moment ago. For instance, I have received a letter 
made and another victim found. Next time, I suppose, they will from the McKesson-Lincoln Co., wholesale druggists in Little 
transfer these powers to the Bureau of Indian Affairs. _ Rock, Ark. As I understand it, when this drug company makes 

Why did you not go all the way and leave to the Attorney application for a permit for the use of alcohol, then by the opera
General all the powers with reference to alcohol, wines, and tion of the proposed law, or by some rule, that application has to 
liquors? You were afraid to do that. lie before the Treasury Department for .a period of 10 days. Is 

I am opposed, nevertheless, to your leaving with the Attorney that correct? 
General's office, as at present constituted, these powers, partly Mr. SNELL. It may lie before the Department of Justice 
in view of what Mr. Mitchell has recently said. Mr. Mitchell for 10 days after it bas been accepted by the Treasury De
has had the temerity to say only a week ago that he was not partment, but it is not obligatory. 
going to tolerate in his office or have under him, as the United Mr. RAGON. Then it has to lie first for 10 days before the 
States attorneys, marshals, clerks, or bailiffs, a man or woman, Treasury Department, and for 10 days before the Department 
for that matter, who did not see eye for eye on the principle of of Justice? 
prohibition; that is, any individual who has any views in any Mr. SNELL. Only in special cases where there is some ques
way contrary to the approval of the abstract principle of pro- tion of doubt. There is no desire on the part of anyone to inter
hibition, and the enforcement of the eighteenth amendment and fere with legitimate drug manufacturers, but the people who 
Volstead Act, off would go his or her head. No one under are not entirely legitimate in their use of alcohol are going to 
Mitchell can ever think the way he wants. He loses his job if have perhaps more trouble than they have had before, and 
he does not believe in prohibition. Mitchell would regiment they ought to have. The honest-to-God manufacturer is not 
the minds of all his employees. Free speech and right to peti- going to have any difficulty in getting his alcohol. 
tion against a wrong mean nothing to him. That right does Mr. RAGON. Let me read this letter: 
not belong to anyone in the Department of Justice. . 

That smacks of fanaticism. I may not believe in the income 
tax; I may not fancy the antitrust law, the Sherman Act; I 
may have voted against the oleomargarine act; I may have 
voted against the fence bill which we passed yesterday, and 
there may be m.any men in the House who feel the same way 
on thes~ measures, and yet I and these men might still become 
good officials of the Government. A man is a spineless jelly
fish who would remain in the Department of Justice after what 
Mitchell has said, and still be opposed to prohibition. There 
must be many such in the department. None have resigned. 
None have complained even. 

Any man who goes to that extreme can not be trusted with 
the proper and legitimate functions of enforcement of the Vol
stead Act. I do not want to trust to that type of individual 
the granting or withholding permits to large industrial-alcohol 
concerns, large drug houses, manufactu'ring chemists, rayon pro
ducers, manufacturers of explosives, and dyes and paints, and 
other legitimate merchants and producers. They fear Mitchell 
like the plague. 

What is -to prevent Mitchell from saying to a manufacturing 
chemist, " Unless you believe in prohibition you will not get a 
permit." That is just as logical-just as foolish-as requiting 
all his employees to believe in prohibition. That is why I am 
opposed to this bill. I have received numerous telegrams from 
large drug houses in the country who have never been accused 
of any violations and upon whose business escutcheons there 
are no blots, \Vho have conducted themselves and their establish
ments in a scrupulously honest manner and in the most law
abiding fashion. We have to safeguard tbe:i:r rights. In view 
of his known attitude on prohibition, fanatical as it is, they 
fear to have the Attorney General have the power to say yes or 
no upon a basic permit application or upon the question of the 
quantity of alcohol they may be permitted to take out of the 
warehouses. 

This permit system is a very intricate system, and I am of 
opinion that very few Members of the House have ever taken 
the h·ouble to go through all of the ramifications involved in 
these permit . The regulations relative thereto cover hundreds 
of pages. Upon these regulations rests the whole structure of 
the industrial-alcohol, medicinal-spirit, and sacramental-wine 
busine-ss. A rabid dry shall now tinker with these regulations 
and, pe'rhaps, seriously interfere with a legal business. 

:Many of you gentlemen must have in your districts a large 
number of drug houses and concerns that use industrial alcohol, 
because alcohol is used in thousands of cases in a legitimate way, 
and you ought to take it upon yourselves to see how difficult it is 
for a man to get a basic permit, and then to get a permit to 
withdraw the various alcohols, wines, and liquors legitimately to 
be used from the different warehouses. There is difficulty ·enough 
surrounding that operation; but when ~ man of the type of Mr. 

LITTLE ROCK, ARK., FebrtHM'1J S, 19SO. 
Ron. HEARTSILL RAGON, M. C., 

Washdngton, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm : Referring to your kind telegram just received. The 

Williamson bill as we understand it places prohibition enforcement in 
the Treasury Department and the Department of Justice. And any 
application for permit to purchase or application of any nature is 
referred by the Treasury Department to the Department of Justice and 
must be withheld 10 days before approval. 

.At the present time it takes us 10 days to get an order through for 
alcohol to be used in the manufacture of tinctures, and an additional 
delay of 10 days would work a real hardship as we would be unable 
to manufacture spirits of camphor or paregoric, for instance, on account 
of being without alcohol. 

We favor enforcement under the Department of Justice and are not 
concerned with the police arrangement, but are concerned with o~derly 
business procedure and favor the permis.sive authority in the Treasury 
Department as at present in order to avoid any further delay to 
approval of permits. This delay and handling of permits by both 
departments will be a real handi<'ap without any additional safeguard, 
and we can not make our opposition too emphatic. 

Trusting that we have made our position clear, and that you will use 
your influence against this, we are 

Yours very truly, 
McKEssoN-LINCOLN Co., 
0. M. SRYGLEY. 

Mr. SNELL. As a matter of fact, if there is any emergency 
the Department of Justice can put the permit through in a~ 
hour after it gets there. 

Mr. RAGON. I am in favor of making the transfer as 
proposed by this bill, as far as that is concerned, and this drug 
company are as strong prohibitionists I suppose as anyone, but 
it does seem to me that in the case of wholesale druggists we 
should expedite if possible the actions by which they may pro
cure this alcohol rather than delay. 

Mr. SNELL. You take the real genuine wholesale druggists 
about whom there never has been any suspicion that they are 
using the alcohol they get for illegal purposes, the- probability 
is that their permit will go through without even the approval 
of the Department of Justice; but this is an effort to reach the 
people about whom there is some doubt. The charge has been. 
made on this floor time and time again that more alcohol gets 
out into illegal consumption by the people from the industrial 
alcohol sources than in any other way, and that that is one 
of the principal sources of supply being used throughout the 
country for illegal purposes. It is intended to close up this 
avenue and make it as hard as possible to get alcohol for those 
people who have abused the privilege. 

Mr. RAGON. We hear these charges, and the gentleman 
believes about as many of them as I do. - I do not think any 
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such charge as that could be laid generally to the wholesale 
druggists. 

Mr. SNELL. I am not laying it to any special class, but 
those charges are general, and I think I can say that I believe 
a good deal of alcohol ls getting out in that way. I have no 
specific cases in mind, but generally I believe it is true. 

Mr. RAGON. If this will permit them to get it as quickly 
as they get it now. well and good; but if it makes for further 
delay, then a serious question is raised in my mind. 

l\Ir. SNELL. It does not operate for delay for the man who 
has legitimate use for it. 

Mr. CRISP. I it not the intention that about 25 per cent 
of the applications for alcohol permits will have to have the 
approval of both the Secretary of the Treasury and the Attor
ney General, that being about the amount about whose legiti
mate use of alcohol there is some question 1 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 
Mr. CRISP. And is it not also the fact that a legitimate 

wholesale drug house dealing with alcohol in a legitimate way 
alw&ys has a record of its stock on hand and they know the 
usual consumption, and if the stock is running low it can make 
application for ~ permit in sufficient time to get the alcohol, 
even if the application does lie 10 days at the Treasury De
partment and 10 additional days at the Department of Justice? 

Mr. HUDSON. The gentleman from Georgia intimates that 
it may be 10 days in each department. The bill does not 
require that; it is only 10 days. 

Mr. CRISP. I have not studied the bill, but I have made 
my remarks based on the colloquy here ; but even assembling it 
does take more than 10 days, it is not going to interfere with 
a legitimate drug house, because it will make its application in 
sufficient time. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the resolution. 

The previous questioiJ. was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. 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. 8574. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota 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. 8574. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HooPER] 

will kindly take the chair. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 8574, with Mr. HooPER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 8574, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8574) to transfer to the Attorney General certain func

tions in the administration of the national prohibition act, to create 
a bureau for prohibition in the Department of Justice, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
.sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota is 

recognized for two hours, under the rule that was adopted. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. l\fr. Chairman and ladies and gentlemen 

of the committee, the most difficult problem that confronts the 
Chief Executive of the Nation to-day is the enforcement of 
prohibition. Important States have repealed their enforcement 
statutes and refuse to cooperate in the efforts made by the 
Federal Government to secure obedience to the eighteenth 
amendment. A considerable body of men of position and in
fluence are openly preaching the doctrine of nullification. 
Nullification is closely akin to rebellion, and rebellion means 
war. 

Nothing is to be gained by the weasel doctrine that those who 
like their brew can brew it at home. That preachment is a 
clear evasion of the whole purpose and intent of the Constitu
tion and the national prohibition act. Its advocates have either 
neglected to read th~ law or failed to grasp its meaning. The 
very purpose of prohibition not only was to stop the manufac-

ture and sale of intoxicants but to prohibit their use the 
moment that stocks in private homes became exhausted. In a 
word, the eighteenth amendment was intended to make the 
Nation bone dry, so far as that can be realized with respect to 
anything prohibited. 

To make it such is the task that faces the President. It 
confronts every official charged with law enforcement. To aid 
in its realization is the duty of every law-abiding citizen. 

No law has ever been enacted placing a restraint upon the 
conduct of human beings that all men have approved. Its very 
source lies in inhibition. It is the first concomitant of civiliza
tion. So fundamental is ordered obedience to duly enacted 
laws that no government can long survive large-scale violations 
of enactments in which a considerable majority of the people 
show a deep personal interest. Continued and extensive viola~ 
tions of such a law inevitably lead to violence and destruction 
of life and property. It follows that government must use 
every means at its disposal to secure observance of whatever 
laws are placed upon its books or run the chance that all laws 
will come to be regarded with contempt. When contempt for all 
law becomes general, government is at an end. Chaos and 
anarchy follow. 

Because this is so, it becomes our duty as legislators to so 
organize and consolidate our enforcement structure as to give 
it the maximum of efficiency. The bill now under consideration 
seeks to contribute to that end. 

The existing organization for the enforcement of prohibition 
is an anomaly in that it divides the enforc-ement machinery 
that has been built up for the enforcement of a law to wpich 
there is widespread resistance. No objection can be raised to 
leaving the detection of crime that may occur in a department 
of the Government to the department head where violations 
are few and particularly where their detection 1·equires techni
cal knowledge of a specialized type. Delinquencies of postmas
ters are best discovered by expert inspector accountants, and 
detection of failure to comply wit4 a chemical formula would 
better be left to the expert chemists and laboratories in the 
administrative division having to do with the issuance of per
mits for the use of medicinal and industrial alcohol; but detec
tion of diversion, illegal stills, manufacture of alcoholic concoc
tions for beverage purposes, and possession, transportation, or 
sale of intoxicants is quite beyond the purpose and scope of the 
Treasury Department, which is primarily a fiscal agency. 

On the other hand, the Department of Justice should not be 
so loaded down with purely administrative matters that it will 
not be ~!ble to properly function as a law-enforcing agency. 
This is, and should remain, its primary function. In re01·gani~ 
ing Government activities with a view to greater efficiency we 
should not be controlled or swayed by our dislike of the per
sonnel that may be in charge at any particular time. Such 
an attitude will lead us into an endless morass of incon
gruities that will be destructive of sound legislation and good 
government. 

In drafting the bill providing for the transfer of the enforce
ment division of the Bureau of Prohibition to the Department 
of Justice we have endeavored to carry out the principles to 
which I have just called attention. 

I wish now, as briefly as possible, to call your attention to 
the provisions of the bill in order to give you as clear an under
standing as possible of what the bill will do should it become law. 

Primarily it transfers the enforcement activities of the Bu
reau of Prohibition, now in the Treasury Department, to the 
Department of Justice. The personnel of the present Bureau 
of Prohibition will be transferred without change in classifica
tion or pay and will remain in the civil service as now. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. BLACK. Would that apply to prohibition agents? Shall 

those now in the service be permitted to continue? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. I can see no objection to their continu

ing-and that is the intention. The only ones taken out from 
the civil service are the attorneys who may be transferred from 
the enforcement bureau to the Department of Justice. Such 
other attorneys as may be needed will be appointed by the At
torney General without regard to the civil-service regulations. 

The reason why we exempted the attorneys from the civil
service regulations was because it was thought to be inadvisable 
and unwise to have two classes of attorneys in the same service. 
At the present time no attorneys in the Department of Justice 
are within the civil service. All of them are selected without 
reference to the civil-service rules. 

The Attorney General in appearing before the committee took 
the position that he could organize a better force and secure 
men better equipped for the special work they will have to do in 
the Department of Justice if he were given a free hand in their 
selection, and we deferred to his judgment in this respect. 
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All the attorneys, however, will be classified and paid under 

the provisions of the civil service classification act of 1923. The 
director of the new bureau and his assistant are also appointed 
outside of the classified service. 

All records and files now in the Bureau of the Treasury will 
be transferred to the Department of Justice, and will be used 
for the same purposes that they are now used for in the Bureau 
of Prohibition in the Treasury Department. All duties and 
responsibilities now conferred upon the Secretary of the Treas
ury with reference to the enforcement of the prohibition act will 
be transferred to the Attorney General. 

We are leaving the matter of granting permits for the use of 
industrial alcohol in the Treasury. It has been there for many 
years, and the committee thought it best to leave it there. We 
did not think it wise to load down the Attorney General with a 
lot of administrative and technical details that would require a 
great deal of his time and which would interfere with the 
enforcement of the prohibition law. This provision has been 
criticized more than any other. The contention is that we are 
providing for divided responsibility and therefore weakening the 
purposes of the bill. I do not believe this criticism is well 
founded. I think we will get better results by leaving the per
mit system where it is, in the Treasury Department. We lodge 
with the Attorney General all the powers, functions, and duties 
that the Secretary of the Treasury now has with respect to 
prohibition enforcement in addition to those he already possesses 
as the general enforcement officer of the Government. He can 
appoint his own attorneys, select his own agents, and organize 
his own units throughout the country as he sees fit, and in my 
judgment there will be no room for the Attorney General to 
escape responsibility for enforcement. 

Mr. BLACK. Under the law will it be possible for the At
torney General to use this prohibition force in the enforcement 
of other statutes over which he has jurisdiction? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I think not. 
Mr. BLACK. This bill does not change any substantive law. 

We are leaving the law as we find it, and all that we are doing 
is to transfer the jurisdiction from the Treasury Department 
over to the Department of Justice. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Will you explain the reason for providing 

that the granting of industrial alcohol permits shall be left with 
the Trea ury Department? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. That is the only point where I think 
the bill can be considered as inconsistent, but the Attorney 
General is charged with the responsibility for enforcement, and 
we felt that he therefore should have some voice in the matter 
of passing upon applications for permits to persons who are 
known to have been violators of the law in the past or who 
may do so in the future. 

The question was raised, when the rule was being considered, 
as to whether joint control in the matter of granting permits 
would not result in throwing undue obstacles in the way of 
wholesale druggists and others who are actively engaged in 
the use of industrial and commercial alcohol. 

Upon that point permit me to state that I do not think there 
will be the slightest difficulty. The regulations will dassify 
those permittees who in the past have given trouble with respect 
to alcohol diversion. When the applications of these permittees 
come in they will be sent over to the Department of Justice. 
The Attorney General will then have the right to offer objec
tions. But as to anywhere from 75 to 90 per cent of the per
mittees about whom no question has been raised as to their com
pliance with the law the Treasury Department will act alone and 
their permits will issue exactly as they are being issued now. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. WILLIAl\lSON. Yes. 
Mr. ARNOLD. With further reference to the question I asked 

a while ago, perhaps I did not understand the gentleman, and 
it may be due to density on rny part. Why leave any authority 
in the Secretary of the Treasury· whatever in regard to these 
industrial alcohol permits? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Because, in the judgment of the com
mittee, the matter of granting alcoholic permits has nothing to 
do with the enforcement duties of the Department of Justice. 
This is not the only bill which the committee has before it deal
ing with reorganization. We have Jaid down a principle which 
I think we should follow, namely, that in effecting Government 
reorganization we should place in each department those things 
which logically belong there and which are related to the major 
functions of the department. These should be left there not
withstanding the fact that at the particular time we have a 
matter under consideration the department head may not be 
just to our liking or may not be conducting his activities to suit 

us. In other words, we should not depart from the principle in 
order to meet a particular exigency. We are leaving the permit 
system in the Treasury Department because it is an administra
tive agency, while the Department of Justice is purely a law
enforcing agency. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. In your statement you say that 

probably 75 per cent of the permittees will have no trouble, 
because they have gone along in a legitimate way. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I think more than that. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I understand, but here is a whole

sale druggist with an indisputable reputation. He has been 
doing business for the last 50 years and has been using on the 
average 10 or 15 barrels of alcohol a week, and a case of this 
kind might arise. He makes compounds containing a certain 
percentage of alcohol. An agent at $1,800 a year comes around 
and finds one of these compounds on the shelf of a retail drug
gist. He sends it in, has it analyzed, and it is found there 
is more alcohol in it, according to his analysis, than is per
missible. Here is a druggist doing a business, we will say, of 
$50,'()()() a week, and under such circumstances he is shut off 
immediately until it can be decided, and he can have no more 
alcohol until it is decided, whether or not he has violated the 
law. That is what is going to occur, no matter what the 
gentleman says or anybody else says, because anybody in the 
business knows that the minute somebody is checked up the 
kibosh is put on him and he is estopped. I think we ought to 
put in this bill something which would protect that class of 
trade, and you have not got it in this bill, and the question I 
wanted to ask was whether there is not some way by which 
you can protect legitimate trade. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Medicines and formulas are passed upon 
by experts in the Treasury Department, and the manufacturers 
of the medicines or users of formulas are bound to see that 
the preparations they send out come within the law and 
regulations. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Exactly so. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. And if they violate the law they should 

not be too sensitive about an investigation by the Department 
of Justice. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I am talking about a different 
kind of a case entirely, because I know and everybody knows 
that the men who have had charge of this prohibition matter 
in the field are incompetent. Everybody knows that, and there 
is no secret about it. They are only $1,800 men, in the first 
place, and they are not competent, and you will never be able 
to get competent men as long as you pay that amount of salary. 
They go out in the field and take a bottle off the shelf of a 
retail druggist and say it is not permissible under the law, and 
the wholesale druggist in that event can not get any more 
alcohol until the case can be decided. I think that is an 
injustice to the alcohol trade. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. As the gentleman knows, an agent who 
goes to a local druggist and takes off of his shelf a bottle con
taining a preparation made by some wholesale druggist is not 
competent to pass upon whether it complies with a formula. 
He sends it to a Treasury laboratory. We have 19 of these 
in the country. These are in the hands of competent chemists, 
and I do not think an injustice is being done to the wholesale 
druggist. Of course, isolated cases of injustice may result, but 
these are few. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That just shows how much the 
gentleman knows about this thing. I know of a case that came 
up just this week, where a wholesale druggist came here--and 
he was an expert chemist himself-and took up with the de
partment the matter of some ergot which he had made and 
about which some complaints had been entereu against him, and 
upon his showing they had to retract and he was permitted to 
send out again the product which had been compla~ned about. 
I am telling the gentleman right now that you can make more 
disturbance if you want to by passing this law than the gentle
man ever thought of, and that disturbance would result from 
having the Attorney General pass on these permits. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. So far as the Treasury Department is 
concerned, it is the duty of that department to stop these viola
tions. The principle is not changed by giving the Attorney 
General a voice in granting certain permits, nor is it to be 
assumed that his agents will not act quite as fairly as those in 
the Treasury. 

l\fr. WILLIAM E. HULL. However, the situation will be in 
no wise any different. The only difference in that kind of a 
case would be that the Attorney General can say: "Here is a 
man who bas violated the law. When that violator comes in 
for a new permit, that permit must come to my desk, and before 
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it is issued I will have to join with you, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in granting it." If the Secretary fails to join, the 
permittee's only recourse is to go to a court of equity, and that 
is the recourse that he has to-day. There is no material change 
in that. 

1\Ir. O'CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. \VILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. If the facts are as stated 

by the distinguished chairman of the committee, why is it that 
Members of Congress are receiving countless telegrams from 
eminent drug concerns throughout the country, like Merck & 
Co., who are very much opposed to this legislation? They want 
this to remain in the Treasury Department. Is it not a fact you 
are putting this commodity under the police power of the Gov
ernment by this transfer instead of under the Treasury De-
partment? 

1\lr. WILLIAMSON. Of course, there is a good deal in the 
statement the gentleman has just made. There is no doubt 
about that, but so far as legitimate druggists are concerned I 
am thoroughly convinced, after a rather extended study of the 
question, that they will experience no difficulty. They were 
l1eard by our committee, as the gentleman will find from l'ead
ing "the hearings, and I think we satisfied the men who appeared 
before the committee that they would be running no serious risk 
if this bill should go through as amended by the committee. 
This bill is primarily enacted for the purpose of more effectively 
enforcing the prohibition law. There is no dodging that. What 
we are after is to get a better enforcement of the prohibition 
law. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. That is the recommendation 
of the President. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. This is one step we believe it is neces
sary to take in order to allow the Attorney General to use pre
ventive means by excluding permittees who can not be trusted 
with the use of alcohol, because they have been guilty of vio
lating the law in the past. He can deny them permits and to 
that extent guard against violations of the law. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. But you stigmatize the legiti
mate concern. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. We are not stigmatizing the legitimate 
concern. Druggists of good repute will not encounter any diffi· 
culties in securing permits. This bill will aid in weeding out 
the lawless ones and make more secure the business of the 
honest concerns. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
M1·. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Is it not a fact that after a 

representative of the National Druggists' Association testified 
before our committee, our committee recommended an amend
ment which is contained on page 6, subsection (b) of section 6, 
in line 22, reading as follows : " To be issued for more than 90 
days," and is not that to take care of an emergency situation? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Of course; that is true. 
Mr. SCHAFER of ·wisconsin. Undoubtedly, the propaganda 

which has been flooding the Members of Congress was started 
and had been sent out prior to the adoption of this amendment 
after the representatives of the druggists appeared before our 
committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. So far as all temporary permits are 
concerned, that do not run for a period of more than 90 days, 
the Secretary of the Treasury retains the authority to grant 
these permits and the Attorney General can not in any way in
terfere. The reason for this is that in some cases, a hospital, 
for instance, or perhaps a drug company, may need a formula 
to meet a particular emergency and no obstruction should be put 
in their way so as to prevent immediate action upon their ap
plication. That is why temporary permits are left exclusively 
with the Treasury. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BLACK. I wish first to modify the statement of my 

friend from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAM E. HuLL] when he said the 
agents only get $1,800 a year. The gentleman has entirely over
looked all the collateral opportunities involved in the job. [Ap
plause.] 

I want to ask the gentleman, however, this serious question. 
Does the present Attorney General insist upon this check on the 
permit? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The Attorney General insists on the 
provision which allows him to have a voice in the making of 
regulations respecting the granting of permits. 

Now, gentlemen, I do not want to take any more time, as 
there are others who should have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. RAGON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 

1\Ir. RAGON. As I understood the gentleman a while ago, he 
said there would be about 75 per cent of these permits that 
would be passed on by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
remaining 25 per cent would be the joint action of the Treasury 
Department and the Department of Justice. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Of course, that is more or less of an 
estimate. 

Mr. RAGON. Where does the gentleman get those :figures of 
75 per cent and 25 per cent? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Because the Commissioner of Prohibi
tion informs us that as to at least 75 per cent of the present 
permittees, of which there are 155,000 or more, no question has 
ever been raised with respect to any diversion of alcohol or 
other violation of the law. He says the great majority are law
abiding, good people, who give him no trouble. The permits of 
this class will continue to be issued by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the Attorney General in that case will not have 
any voice, because they are segregated from the class that has 
been giving trouble. It is with respect to the class that has 
been giving trouble that the Attorney General wants to have a 
voice in the granting of permits. 

Mr. RAGON. May I call the gentleman's attention to the 
language of the bill. I am just as strongly for enforcement as 
the gentleman, but when it comes to nullifying the benefits of a 
great drug concern that requires alcohol for manufacturing its 
product, I think we ought to seriously consider the matter be
fore we provide here how that may be done. The gentleman 
has stated that they both will only act with respect to 25 per 
cent of the permittees, but your bill in section 7 plainly states 
that whene\er the Attorney General deems it advisable he may 
act with respect to the whole 100 per cent. Now, what assur
ance have we that the Attorney General will not pass some rule 
or regulation with regard to that? You provide that he may do 
these things, and what will prevent him or what will prevent 
that action by both the Department of Justice and the Treasury 
Department in promulgating rules that will cause delays in the 
procurement of alcohol by these men who are legitimate dealers, 
and how do we know they will not promulgate a lot of rules that 
will be a real detriment to the honest drug dealers in this 
country? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Well, of course, there is no way by 
which you can prevent the department feom formulating rules 
that may be objectionable. The rules promulgated by the Secre
tary of the Treasury fill four big pamphlets. There is no rea
son to believe that these regulations will grow in volume. On 
the contrary, there is every reason to believe that the Attorney 
General will help to simplify and clarify them. If the Attor
ney General and the Secretary of the Treasury should not be 
able to agree, the President will doubtless prescribe the regula
tion over which there is disagreement. 

1\Ir. RAGON. By your bill you say that the Attorney General 
may, if he considers it advisable. It looks to me like the 
President or the Secretary, whatever might be their attitude, 
can not prescribe his action in that matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The Attorney General can not make a 
regulation, he can only make regulations jointly with the 
Secretary of the Treasury. If there is disagreement, the matter 
would go to the President. 

Mr. RAGON. The bill says if he thinks it advisable, and 
he may find it advisable. The gentleman from Illinois inquired 
why you are dividing it. The alcohol permits come under the 
Department of the T1·easury; why not leave medicinal alcohol 
in that department, where they now have it? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The only purpose is to enable the At
torney General to prevent its diversion. The permit system 
remains in the Treasury. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. I yield. 
Mr. ELLIS. The subordinates in the Treasury Department 

will be there under the same administration. I am in favor of 
the bill, but I think the only question about it is this question 
of divided authority in an important matter. 

It seems to me that here are two departments of the same 
administration, appointed by the same President, and when you 
talk about distrust of somebody or preventing somebody, you 
are talking about preventing the agency in the Treasury Depart
ment where it belong"'. I am receiving telegrams from drug 
houses, managed by honorable men, in favor of the prohibition 
law. They do not like the regulations, they do not like the dual 
responsibility, they think it ought to be in one place or the 
other. 

I am not at all satisfied with the explanations. The Attorney 
General is given the right to overrule the Treasury Depart
ment. I certai~ do not like the idea that the Attorney Gen-
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eral may take the whole matter out of the hands of the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. But yon have to look at it from a 
practical standpoint. Now what will happen is this: They 
will set apart those permittees about whom no question has 
been raised. These the Attorney General will not bother with. 
That will include ninety-nine out of a hundred of wholesale 
druggists, 90 per cent of retail druggists, and anywhere around 
90 per ~ent of the physicians. You will have a small number 
who have been guilty of diversion, people who have not lived 
up to the regulations on formulas, and as to those the Attorney 
General will say, I want their applications for permits sent to 
my desk so that I can investigate them before the permits are 
issued. 

Mr. ELLIS. Why can not that be said, and why should it not 
be said, about the agency of the Treasury Department just as 
well as the other department? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Because the Attorney General is 
charged with the enforcement of the law, and if, in the first 
instance, he can shut out permittees who are known violators 
of the law, he will not be put to the expense and trouble of 
prosecuting them for violating the law later on. 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. COLTON. The Treasury Department officials, upon whom 

the responsibility of carrying out this proposed law will rest, 
are not objecting at all to this provision, are they? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. No. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. M.r. Chairman, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Let me ask the gentleman this 

question : Is it not true now that if a man be appointed to the 
Attorney Generalship who is, we will say so that we will 
understand it, a crank, and he is insistent on stopping permits, 
he can stop them under this bill? 

'Mr. WILLIAMSON. No; he can not do it, because if the 
Secretary of the Treasury is not also himself a crank he will 
say that he will not stand for that kind of a 1·egulation; and 
unless the President himself is a crank, he will make regula
tions that are fair to everybQdy. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. And the gentleman makes the 
positi'e statement that the Attorney General can not stop a 
man from getting a permit? 

1\fr. WILLIAMSON. Oh, yes; he can stop him. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That is the question. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. He will not interfere, however, except 

as to that class whose applications must come to his desk, as 
provided by regulation. If he rejects the application of any 
permittee, his only recourse is to appeal to the courts. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I want to get it before the House 
that the Attorney General is positive in power and can stop 
the permit. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. As to the class of permittees whose ap
plications must come to his desk. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Can he stop anybody's permit? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. No; because they are controlled by regu

lations. He can stop only those that come to his desk, that come 
within this classification. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. There is nothing in the bill that 
says that. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The joint authority only goes to mak
ing regulations with respect to permits, and these will prescribe 
and fix what applications shall come to his desk. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Take it for granted that I am 
operating a legitimate wholesale drug house. Suppose the At
torney General is suspicious-! will go that far-and he objects 
to my getting any more alcohol. That stops me from getting 
alcohol, does it not? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Here is what they will do--
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. But I am talking about the pro

visions of the bill. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. The bill provides that he shall make 

the necessary investigation to determine whether or not· the 
applicant is a suitable person to be given a permit. If, after 
full investigation, he decides that the permittee is not a suitable 
person to get a permit, then he says "no," that he will not grant 
a permit to him, and that is final as far as the departments are 
concerned. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That is what I mean. In other 
words, he can stop the permit to my house. · 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. If you come within the class that goes 
to his desk ; yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Section 7 of the bill prQvides as 
follows: 

SEC. 7. The Attorney General may, if he considers it advisable, act 
jointly with the Secretary of the Treasury in passing upon any appli
cation for any permit or any renewal or amendment thereof, which may 
be issued under the national prohibition act, and in such cases no permit 
shall be gr-anted, renewed, or amended without their joint approval. 
In the event <>f a refusal of the permit, renewal, or amendment, the 
applicant may have a review of the decision before a court of equity as 
provided in sections 5 and 6, Title II, of the national prohibition act 
(U. S. C., title 27, sees. 14 and 16). 

Suppose they refuse to grant a renewal, does he get any alco-
hol pending the decision of the court? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. No. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Then he can stop the permit. 
Mr. BLACK. The gentleman has been very gracious about 

yielding. He stated in response to my question that the present 
Attorney General insisted on this check. In other words, he 
did not want this enforcement job unless he had a check over 
the permits which are responsible to a large extent for a diver
sion of alcohol. That being so, and your committee agreeing to 
do it, how can any dry insist that any State try to enforce the 
prohibition law, when that State is not given any check over 
the permits? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Most States have their own enforcement 
-acts. 

Mr. BLAOK. But they have nothing to do with the permits. 
1\fr. WILLIAMSON. No. 
Mr. BLACK. That is a national matter. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Of course it is. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by 
printing a statement, which I assume has been prepared by the 
the Bureau of Prohibition, relating to the diversion of industrial 
al"cohol in the thirteenth prohibition district. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
The statement is as follows: 

SUMMABY OF .ACCOMPLISHMENTS IN CONTROLLING THE PRODUCTION, DENA

TURATION, WAREHOUSING, AND USE OF INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL IN THE 

THIRTEENT!I PROHIBITION DISTRICT ll'ROM SEPTEMBER 1, 1925, TO DECEM

REB 31~ 1929 

Prior to the reorganization of the prohibition field forces on Septem
ber 1, 1925, all permits having to do with the production, warehousing, 
and denaturation of alcohol and those to manufacturers for the use of 
specially denatured alcohol were issued by collectors of internal revenue. 
who bad supervision over all permit operations. On that date, however, 
the work of handling the permits of manufacturers using specially de
natured alcohol was transferred to the prohibition administrator but 
collectors of internal revenue retained supervision over the industrial
alcohol plants, bonded warehouses, and denaturing plants until April 1, 
1927, when all work in connection therewith was transferred to the pro
hibition administrator pursuant to an act of Congress. However, be
tween September 1, 1925, and April 1, 1927, the administrator made 
investigations of violations on the part of these plants and submitted to 
the collectors of internal revenue recommendations for the disapproval 
or revocation of permits. 

Since the reorganization on September 1, 1925, there has been a con
sistent effort in this district to eliminate all permittees violating the 
law, and the reduction in the withdrawals of alcohol has been one of 
the outstanding accomplishments dlll"ing this period. Seven industrial
alcohol plants with authorized yearly production of 26,615,000 proof 
gallons have been eliminated by the disapproval, cancellation, and revo
cation of permits. Some of these plants were organized solely for the 
diversion of alcohol, and it requit-ed at least two years of investigation 
and litigation in court to finally close them. 

In the case of the Chicago Grain Products Co. where the action 
of the administrator was sustained by the United States District Court 
and later upheld by the circuit court of appeals, the discretionary 
authority of the administrator in action on permits was clearly de
fined, and this case bas been referred to in many cases of permit liti
gation throughout the country. Another excellent decision was that 
of the Cragin Products Co. These decisions were helpful in the revoca
tion of permits of a large number of smaller concerns. 

Six industrial alcohol bonded warehouses with yearly capacity of 
24,543,000 proof gallons have been eliminated through the disapproval, 
cancellation, or revocation of permits, as well as seven denaturing 
plants with a yearly capacity of 18,036,000 proof gallons of alcohol in 
the same manner. 

The production of alcohol in the district bas been reduced from 
9,789,251.56 proof gallons for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, to 
3,502,844.44 proof gallons for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929. 
Large quantities of aloohol have always been received into warehouses 
in this district from other districts. These receipts were reduced from 
18,414,545.30 proof gallons for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, to • 
12,704,145.56 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929. This makes a 
net reduction <>f alc<>hol produced in the district and received from 
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other districts for deposit in bonded warehouses from 28,203,796.86 it will not be the bill it ought to be unless we can strengthen 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, to 16,206,990 proof gallons it by the amendment I shall offer. I t hink it is universally con
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929 ; in other words, a net r educ- ceded-! know that I am convinced-that one of the greatest 
tion in the production and warehousing of appro:Dmately 12,000,000 sources of liquor to-day is the divers ion of industrial alcohol 
gallons. under the guise of a p ermit, and practica lly all the whisky that 

There has been a reduction in alcohol transferred to denaturing pl_ants you see, that we come in contact with, is synthetic. 
for denaturation from 23,755,712.12 proof gallons !or the fiscal year Mr. LAGUARDIA. That "we" come in coutact with! 
ending June 30, 1927, to 10,690,957.71 proof gallons for the fiscal year Mr. GASQUE. Come in contact with after seizure. Of 
ending June 30, 1929, or approximately a net reduction of 12,000,000 course, we see it nowhere else. 
gallons. This reduction occurred after the work of supervising these l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. By being destroyed? 
plants was taken over by the Prohibition Administrator fi·om collectors Mr. GASQUE. Yes; by being destroyed after seizure. 
of internal revenue on April 1, 1927. r contend, gentlemen, that this authority for granting per-

There has also been a marked reduction in tbe withdrawal of specially mits for industrial alcohol should not be divided. I contend 
denatured alcohol by manufacturers procuring same for use in the that .everything regarding the enforcement of the prohibition 
manufacture of barber supplies and toilet preparations. Diversion of law belongs in the Department of Justice. The Department of 
alcohol from this source was, for a number of years, one of the worst Jus tice will be, under this bill, required to enforce the law. 
problems with which the department bas been confronted. The with- I want to quote to you from a book that was written some 
drawals of these concerns whose permits were revoked, disapproved, or time ago by Mrs. Willebrandt, who, as you know, was in the 
cancelled aggregated 3,841,440 wine gallons annually. Therefore, there Department of Justice for several years and very active along 
has been a net reduction of that quantity in this respect. The number this line. After dwelling at length on the illicit diversion of 
of these permits taken over from the collectors of internal revenue on industrial alcohol, and how easy it was, she went so far to 
September 1, 1925, was 804 ; the number existing December 31, 1929, say that under the Treasury Department to-day she would not 
was 470. In order to accomplish this reduction, constant investigation be going far from the truth if she said that these large con
was required, and, in many instances, litigation in court; but when the sumers of alcohol practically wrote the regulations under which 
administrator was finally sustained in his action by such decisions as the alcohol is withdrawn. 
·the Abraham Cywan case, which bas since become widely known and Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Is it not true that Mrs. 
·referred to, fewer companies appealed from the decision of the ad- Willebrandt was invited to appear before the committee and 
ministrator to court for review of his action in the revocation or dis- she refused to come? 
approval of permits, and for the last two years there bas not been a 1\Ir. GASQUE. I think there was a motion passed by the 
single case taken up for review. committee inviting her to come, or to that effect. 

In addition to the figures recited above, the best evidence to show 1\lr. O'CONNELL of New York. Does not the gentleman 
that the diversion of alcohol withdrawn by permittees bas been prac- think she should have come? 
tically reduced to a. minimum is the fact that out of 9,000 samples l\1L'. GASQUE. Yes; I think she should have come. 
analyzed by chemists of this district during the calendar year 1929, Mr. SCHAFER of 'Visconsin. I call the gentleman's atten-
only 1 per cent showed liquor produced from recovered specially de- tion to the fact that her reply is contained in the printed 
natured alcohol, whereas 81 per cent showed liquor made from moon- hearings. 
shine alcohol and moonshine spirits. Three-fourths of 1 per cent of all l\Ir. GASQUE. She said that one of the reasons why this 
samples analyzed showed pure whisky; 9 per cent consisted of colored law had not been more fully enforced was because of this dual 
spirits whisky flavored, ordinarily known as bootleg liquor ; one-fourth authority, divided between the two departments ; and she said 
of 1 per cent of samples analyzed was Scotch whisky; 2 per cent con- the regulations involve the interpretation of the law, and must 
sisted of good alcohol, and 6 per cent colored and uncolored spirits ultimately stand the test of the courts in cases tried by the law 
produced from good alcohol. officers of the Government ; and that means in simple language 

The result of analyses of these samples shDwed that the majority of that since the Department of Justice, the United States attor
llquor used in this district is made from moonshine alcohol and moon- neys, and special prosecutors must defend the regulations in 
shine spirits instead of from pure grain alcohol or specially denatured court, the Department of Justice should decide on the construe
alcohol diverted from permit or smuggled liquor, as the public is often tion of the law, and state it clearly in the regulations. 
led to believe. Mr. o·coNNOR of Oklahoma. Probably Mrs. Willebrandt 

While every effort bas been made to obtain evidence against those did make the statement imputed to her, but she did not say 
who are violating the law, the fact that there is a legitimate demand that while she was in the department. She was not in the de
and extensive use of alcohol in the trades and industries bas not been partment when she was writing the book or articles. 
lost sight of, and it bas been the policy to give every assistance Mr. GREEN. If she had said that while she was in the de-
possible to the requirements of those who have a legitimate use for partment she would l1ave been fired more quickly. 
alcohol. :Mr. HUDSON. Is there any record anywhere that she was 

On December 31, 1929, there were 22,129 permits in force in this ever· fired from any position? 
district; 15,848 of these were physicians and dentists; 2,090 were Mr. GREEN. I ask you, did she withdraw voluntarily from 
retail druggists; 2,691 were manufacturers or laboratorles withdraw- the department? Do you think Mr. Mellon wished her to re
ing tax-paid alcohol; 31 were cereal-beverage plants; 307 were hos- main there? 
pitals withdrawing tax-paid alcohol; 579 were hospitals withdrawing 1\Ir. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
tax-free alcohol; 477 were manufacturers withdrawing specially dena- Mr. GASQUE. Yes. 
tured alcohol, the remainder being wholesalers and mlscellane.ous per- Mr. CRISP. I understand that Mrs. Willebrandt said that 
mittees of various kinds. the regulations that permit the ~ithdrawal of alcohol were 

Mr. GASQUE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- practically written by those who obtained the permits? 
tee, the Committee on Expenditures held very extensive hearings l\Ir. GASQUE. She said she would not be· going far from 
on this matter. We had the Secretary of the Treasury and telling the truth if she made the statement t}:lat those regula
the Attorney General before us, together with their assistants, tions were prepared almost altogether by those withdrawing 
for almost a week. I think the President of the United States is alcohol. Now we want to get the granting of permits out of 
to be commended for taking this step in attempting to reach their hands and give nobody the chance to pass the buck in the 
some method of enforcement of the prohibition law. The people enforcement of the law. 
of the United Stat <'.' demand it. The people are beginning to l\lr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
feel that there has been a laxity somewhere and that the pro- Mr. GASQUE. Yes. 
hibltion law ehould be given a fair test-and when I say "the Mr. COLE. In quoting Mrs. Willebrandt, is it not incumbent 
people," I mean those who favor the prohibition law and those that you should cite the place where she made that statement? 
who do not. Mr. GASQUE. I said in my statement that it was in a book 

After the hearings and all of the arguments in the case, I written by her. The book is entitled "The Inside of Pro
want to say that I concur with everything in the majority re- hibition." 
port of the committe·e, except in that it does not go far enough. Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I have the book right here, 
I do not believe, when we go out to the country and say to and the language is a great deal stronger than the gentleman 
them that we have made a forward step and that we are going stated. 
to try to enforce the prohibition law, that we should give them Mr. GASQUE. And I think she could have made it even 
a bill which is nothing but a smoke screen and a camouflage to stronger than she did. 
fool them. This bill. if it went a little further, and avoided the Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
dual authority and the opportunity of passing the buck between Mr. GASQUE. Yes. 

· the administrators of the law, would be a good bill; but I do not Mr. ARENTZ. Has the gentleman heard of cases where the 
believe that it will mean anything as reported. Perhaps I Treasury Department has instigated an investigation and has 
ought not to say that I do not think it will mean anything, but 1 not receiv-ed the encouragement of the prohibition officers, and 
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the Attorney General's Department would not cooperate because 
it happened that they did not begin the work? And then the 
Coast -Guard would start -out in a little investigation of theil· 
own, and they would not receive the cooperation of the customs 
officers or of the Treasury Department or the Attorney -Gen
eral's Department. If we continue to have all these different 
departments trying to do the same thing, we will have the whole 
thing bailed up, and we shall accomplish nothing. 

Mr. WILLIAl\I E. HULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GASQUE. Yes. 
1\lr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Does not the gentleman believe 

it would be better in passing this law to give the entire charge 
of issuing permits to the Attorney General? 

Mr. GASQUE. Yes; and I will offer an amendment of that 
kind to the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. And I will vote for it. 
Mr. GASQUE. At one time that was the sentiment of the 

entire committe, but for some reason or other some members 
changed their minds. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. GASQUE. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. If all requests for the with

drawal of alcohol should be made to the Attorney General and 
they are referred to the Treasury Department, would not, then, 
the prim·ary responsibility be on the Attorney General? 

Mr. GASQUE. Yes. My position is that of the majority of 
the committee as well as the minority. If you read their report 
you will see these words : 

Division of authority, duties, and responsibility is _not conducive to 
the best result where a specific end is sought. This is especially true 
where the object in view is law enforcement. Simplicity of procedure, 
unity of ·direction, and definite responsibility for results are greatly in 
the interest of efficiency and certainty. Not until authority and re
sponsibility for the enforcement of prohibition are centered in one head 
can there be a real test of the mooted question, " Can prohibition be 
enforced?" Upon that there now seems to be common agreement by 
both the wets and drys. Such unity and cohesion of purpose is what 
this bill seeks to bring out. 

But they contradict themselves in the very next paragraph. 
They divide the authority for the issuance of the regulations 
as to permits for industrial alcohol by putting it under two 
heads. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GASQUE. Yes. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Does not the language which 

the gentleman bas just quoted from the majority report abso
lutely indicate that the entire committ€e-except the other one 
dissenting member-is in favor of the minority amendment sub
mitted with the minority views? 

Mr. GASQUE. I will say they were at one time. 
Mr. SCHAFER of 'Wisconsin. Does not their majority report 

indicate the fact that they are at the present ' time, when they 
signed their report with that quoted language in it? 

Mr. GASQUE. I presume they are still of that same mind. 
I want to say, gentlemen, that we of the minority are supporting 
this bill provided we get this amendment in it. If this amend
ment is included, I believe this will be one of the most forward 
steps toward the enforcement of the prohibition law that has 
ever been taken, but I am not willing to go before the country 
and say I helped to pass a bill for the enforcement of the law 
when I know that under this bill the two departments which 
are held responsible for this can pass the buck and the public 
can not lay their hands upon either one to hold responsible. I 
want to say that at the proper time I shall offer the following 
amendment in lieu of section 5 (a) : 

SEc. 5 (a). The Attorney General shall prescribe all regulations under 
this act and the national prohibition act, and the form of all applica
tions, bonds, permits, records, and reports under such acts. 

That is all I want to do. I want to make the Attorney Gen
eral the doctor, if you please, and the Treasury Department 
the drug store. The clerical work will be left there as far as 
"issuing the permits is concerned, but we want it done under 
regulations prescribed by the Attorney General, so we will know 
whom to hold responsible if there is any laxity in the enforce
ment and if the same condition exists which now exists with 
reference to the diversion of industrial alcohol. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GASQUE. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN. As a member of that committee, I would like 

to know whether or not in the hearings it was brought out as 
to whether the dry forces of the ·country and the dry organiza-
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tions would favor the permits being issued by the Depart
ment of Justice or the Treasury Department. Was that brought 
out at the hearings? 

Mr. GASQUE. There was no division as to drys and wets 
along this line, but, as I said, that was at one time the almost 
unanimous opinion of the committee. 

Mr. GREEN. I mean the public in general. 
Mr. GASQUE. I do not know about the public. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I think I can answer the ques

tion by stating that the hearings will show that I offered a 
unanimous-consent request, later followed by a motion, which 
was defeated, to invite Dr. Clarence True Wilson and F. Scott 
Bride, of the Anti-Saloon League, to come before the committee 
and give their views on this bill, and since they have seen in 
the press that we were considering the bill and did not appear 
I do not want their organization, or they as individuals, in the 
future to ever say that we need to experiment 5 or 10 years more 
and perhaps transfer enforcement to another department, prob
ably the Agricultural Department, and have veterinary surgeons 
enforce the law. 

Mr. GASQUE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the remainder of my' 
time. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. MoNTET]. [Applause.] · 

l\lr. MONTET. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the 
committee, I am a member of the committee having had this 
bill under consideration, and while I do not subscribe to the 1 

principles of national prohibition, still I have been unable to 
see where the virtues or shortcomings of prohibition play any 
part in the consideration of this legislation. 

Viewing it from the standpoint of one not in sympathy with 
the national prohibition act, my objection to the bill as reported 
by the committee is that it does not go far enough. I realize 
that until national prohibition passes what the national prohi
bitionists call the experimental stage, until it has received all of 
the support Congress is able to give it by virtue of the Consti
tution, and not until then will that side of the question accept 
our view that it can not be enforced ; and in the meanwhile I 
believe we are exerting hopeless effort trying to have the Vol
stead Act or the constitutional amendment repealed. Therefore 1 

I feel that by placing in this bill all of the authority possible 
under the Constitution we are only helping to hasten the day 
when I believe the eighteenth amendment and laws enacted 
thereunder will be repealed; therefore I want to see that those 
espousing this cause are not only given as much authority and 
as much power as they desire but as much power as it is pos
sible for this Congress to grant under the Constitution itself. 

1\Ir. O'CONNELL of New York. ·wm the gentleman yield? 
Mr. M:ONTET. Yes. 
Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. It was operated by one de

partment, but now they must have two more. How many more 
will be needed before we get through? 

Mr. MONTET. In my opinion, this matter has been ope:;.ated 
by two departments right along. We have had 'the Prohib:tion 
Bureau under the Secretary of the Treasury. The Prohibition 
Bureau detected the offenses and the Department of Justice 
prosecuted them. We had dual responsibility and we still have 
dual responsibility under this bill as reported by the majority 
of the committee. You propose withdrawing from the Treasury 
Department one activity-that is, detection-in so far as gen
eral violations of the prohibition law are concerned. However, 
when we come to the question of permits we still have the same 
dual responsibility, and I want to make this prediction right 
here and now·, that if I am still in Congress five years hence 
and this law is enacted as reported by the committee, I will see 
further time requested for this noble experiment by the national 
drys, because of the fact that we do not now place an of the 
authority in one department, and I want to do that now in the 
interest of a repeal of that law. [Applause.] 

Now, what is the position of the members of the committee 
who signed this minority report, a report signed both by drys 
and wets? As I stated before, I readily joined in the minority 
report because I realize that we should place all responsibility 
with reference to all things and matters relating to prohibition 
in and under one department. 

As expressed by the gentleman from South Carolina who 
just preceded me [1\Ir. GASQUE]. I was under the impression at 
one time, after attending every meeting of the committee, that 
the committee would unanimously report the position now as
sumed by the minority report. 

Now, what does the minority report seek to do? All members 
of the committee were in harmony as to all the provisions of 
the bill and the various amendments offered until we came to 
~·ection 5 (a) on page 5. That is where we took different 
routes for different reasons. · As reported by the majority, 
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section 5 gives joint authority to both the Attorney General 
and the Secretary of the Treasury to prescribe all regulations
it is inclusive and not exclusive-all regulations under this act 
and the national prohibition act relating to permits, and so 
forth. 

Now, what does this mean? We have been told that one 
of the troubles with the euforcement of the prohibition laws 
has been due to the fact that two departments have had some 
authority over different phases of the enforcement of the law. 
Now, we are going to give them what, under this bill, .if the 
majority prevails? Grant joint authority in all regulations as 

' to permits and so forth. I have heard time and again on the 
floor of this House and have read generally throughout the press 
of the country stinging criticism of the methods used and pur
sued by the Treasury Department in handling industrial and 
other alcohol I am not prepared to give figures, but I know 
that the criticism of the Treasury Department with reference to 
that phase of the law has been rather general. No one has ever 
accused the Treasury Department of being overburdened with 
aridness on the subject. 

One of the reasons, I believe, that prompted the introduction 
of this bill has been a de ire to place all matters relating to 
prohibition upon the head of the law-enforcement division of this 
country, where it properly belongs. The public, I believe, have
and for me personally I state unqualifiedly I have--every con
fidence in the present Attorney General. I know he is a man 
of ability, a man of integrity, of incorruptible character, and 
of unwearying devotion to the service of his country. I believe 
if we place every phase of the prohibition law, what is permis
sive and what is preventive, under one head, the advocates of 
national prohibition will have to admit that prohibition has had 
its fair try-out. So long as we have this joint authority it will 
bring about friction and confusion. It is only natural that this 
should follow. We are bound to assume that human nature 
prevails in the Treasury anp. in the Department of Justice just 
as it does in all other activities in life. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
has expired. 

Mr. GASQUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five additional minutes 
to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. MONTET. Mr. Chairman, it will bring confusion and 
fr iction. The first time they oppose each other what will be the 
result? Human nature will again assert itself and one depart
ment is going to assume the attitude of laissez faire toward the 
other department-let George do it, as we often say in common 
parlance; and the American people who are watching this propo
sition with ever open eyes want to be able to determine for them
selves not only whether an honest effort is being made to 
enforce this law but they want to be able to lay their fingers 
directly upon the one department charged with the enforcement 
of the law and hold it responsible in the event the law is not 
enforced, and that can not be done under this dual authority. 
We are further asked to authorize the Treasury Department to 
join with the Department of Justice in the preparation of regu
lations which the Treasury Department will never be called 
upon to defend in court because whenever the regulations are 
attacked in court the Department of Justice will have the 
burden of defending them, and if it is going to be burdened 
with that responsibility, I say that it, and it alone, should be 
clothed with the authority to prepare and make them. 

Now, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, if you accept 
the amendment that will be proposed, placing all matters relat
ing to prohibition, permits, and so forth, in the hands of the 
Department of Justice that will not of itself destroy the useful
ness of the Treasury Department in this matter. The Treasury 
Department will still handle all things relating to fiscal mat
ters. It will be a mechanical agency for the Department of 
Justice to carry out the rules and regulations laid down by 
the department which the American people have the right to 
expect to enforce all laws and be held responsible in the event 
laws are not enforced. 

The Treasury Department will still be able to play its part. 
It will still issue permits; it will still collect money that may 
be due under the regulations. But the people of this country 
properly expect the responsibility for the enforcement of the law 
to be centered in one department. In the first place, those who 
believe in national prohibition believe that if one department 
has sole authority for its enforcement, the law can be enforced. 
On the other hand, those who do not believe in national prohi
bition do not believe that the law can be enforced in any event. 

A.nd from the view of one opposed to the national prohibition 
law I do say that if we place this responsibility in the hands of 
one department that only hastens the day when the American 
people will admit the failure of national prohibition and demand 

a r epeal of the law. I say to you, ladies and gentlemen, that 
under our system of Government, there is no place whatever for 
dual authority and dual responsibility. Let it be placed entirely 
in the hands of one department. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield seven minutes to 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUDSON]. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit
tee, the present bill before us has come out as the result of the 
conviction that the enforcement of the eighteenth amendment 
should be placed in the Department of Justice. 

In my first campaign for a seat in this House my platform 
contained a plank expressing my belief that the place for the 
enforcement of prohibition should be in the Department of 
Justice. 

I have not changed my mind from that time to this; I believe 
that is where it belongs, and I have always believed that was 
where it belonged. 

So I am advocating the bill to-day, not because there has 
grown out of the enforcement such a condition that there must 
be a change or a transfer from one department to the other ; 
rather because it is the logical place, the proper place, where it 
should have been put in the beginning. It should have been 
placed there for the more effective, more efficient, and wiser 
administration of the enforcement of the law. 

The gentleman who has just preceded me has stated that he 
wanted all the authorities connected with the enforcement of 
the prohibition law, the rules and regulations pertaining to 
legitimate alcohol in industry, medicine, and so forth, placed 
under the Department of Justice in order that he may see at the 
end of 10 years, when it will be proven by his reasoning that you 
can not enforce the eighteenth amendment, a repeal of the entire 
prohibition law. 

The gentleman is dreaming; his is a false hope ; he will be rest
ing with his forefathers long before there is a repeal of the 
eighteenth amendment. [Applause.] 

Enforcement is to be placed there for only one purpose: It 
is to be placed there for a more efficient enforcement. and is 
the place where it ought to be. 

There has a great deal been said OJ,l the part of those who 
are interested in the matter of industrial-alcohol permits, that 
this bill is going to work a very serious handicap to them. I 
trust it will not do so, and I fully believe it will not. I have 
this to say: I believe the legitimate users of industrial alcohol 
in this country as a whole are a unit for the enforcement of 
the eighteenth amendment. They have been preaching from 
their conventions and tnrough their officers consistently and 
constantly for the enforcement of the law and have given defi
nite aid to the stabilizing and making efficient the eighteenth 
amendment. It can not be charged tbat the legitimate users 
of industria,! alcohol are against the eighteenth amendment, or 
that through them, as a whole, there has been a diversion of 
industrial alcohol. 

They represent large investments of capital, valuable formu
las, and extensive trade connections, which they can not-will 
not-jeopardize by connivance with law evasion or violations. 
Of course, there have been some scoundrels, some black sheep, 
but they are pretty well weeded out. 

I say that I do believe that to-day 98 per cent of all the 
industrial alcohol distilled and used under the formula system 
is used legitimately-that there is not over 2 or 3 per cent 
that finds its way into bootleg alcohol. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. The gentleman disagrees with 
Mrs. Willebrandt? 

Mr. HUDSON. I do not disagree with Mrs. Willebrandt. 
There were serious diversions and serious conditions, but I am 
contending that to-day at this present hour 98 per cent of the 
industrial alco~ol is being used honestly in proper channels and 
not over 2 or 3 per cent is ~ing diverted. 

You know and I know to-day that outside of perhaps one or 
two eastern cities no industrial alcohol of any quantity is finding 
its way into bootleg channels. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Oh, but in Chicago, my dear 
fl'iend--

Mr. HUDSON. I do not yield to the gentleman. He must 
get his own time. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HUDSON. No; I can not yield, as I have only seven 
minutes. 

To-day the bootleg liquor is being made from corn sugar and 
is not being gotten by bootleggers through diversion as it was 
before. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to insert in my remarks an editorial 
from Industrial and Engineering Chemistry, a magazine, dated 
Feb1·uary 1, 1930, which is written by its editor, Mr. Harrison 
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Howe, who perhaps knows more about this situation in respect 
to the legitimate use of industrial alcohol than any other man 
in the United States. In that editorial be says: 

1.:\'DUSTRY, THE BROAD TARGET 

The ever-active discussion of law enforcement centering about the 
eighteenth amendment is again approaching one of the peaks in its 
varying curve. These peaks come at intervals, very much as other 
phenomena such as stock-market r eactions and tariff revisions. We see 
no prospect of avoiding them, but we propose that the extremists of both 
factions be made to understand that they should cease to use legitimate 
industry as their broad target. It is easy to find, and attacks upon 
"the interests" are always popular in some quarters, but it is about 
time that all factions realize their dependence upon the several indus
tries against which their broadsides are directed, and face some of the 
actual facts. 

Approximately 110,000,000 wine gallons of industrial alcohol were 
produced in 1929, but if this production should cease we doubt if the 
absence of that vast quantity of important raw material would make a 
noticeable impression upon the enforcement problem. Only industry 
and those who depend upon its products would suffer and no one would 
benefit. It can be shown that from 97 to 98 per cent of the industrial 
alcohol goes into the bands of gilt-edged industries and, if the list of 
those using 50,000 or more gallons annually could be published, it 
would be a blue-book roster of American industry. More than that, the 
quantity of alcohol being withdrawn from the remaining 2 or 3 per cent 
not covered by the above assertion is going to permittees who are secur
ing this alcohol under the direction of the courts, following revocation 
proceedings. 

We all know that tremendous quantities of industrial alcohol are used 
for antifreeze purposes, yet in the year and a half since the latest for
mula for completely denaturing this alcohol was authorized there have 
been no reported criminal manipulations. 

From whence, then, comes this alcohol of which we bear so much? 
Does it come from the industries that produce large quantities on a 
regular manufacturing schedule, or does it come from the less easily 
discovered producers who work with everything from homemade con
trivances to well-designed and expensive plants? We believe that the 
diversion does not occur in important amounts in the case of the chemi
cal alcohol, but is produced from other sources, of which one is corn 
sugar. It is well known that the distillers of industrial alcohol do not 
use corn sugar. But consider these figures. The production of corn 
sugar of all grades in 1921 was about 152,000,000 pounds. In 1929 
this had gt·own to nearly 1,000,000,000 pounds, or, to be more accurate, 
approximately 970,000,000 pounds. What has happened to some of this 
corn sugar? During the past year 14,000,000 pounds of the 70 to 80 per 
cent glucose known as "yellow chip" were seized in one section of 
the country along with various kinds of stills and obviously repre
sented merely the daily or current sppply. A famous bootlegger in one 
city, who got off with a merely nominal fine, was shown to have han
dled in three months 79 carloads of corn sugar, each containing 500 
sacks of 100 pounds. A single seizure in Sioux City yielded 80,000 
pounds of corn sugar, while the Oakland Sugar House gang in Detroit 
is known to have accounted for 50 cars a month of this same raw mate
rial. The daily press of Cleveland, Ohio, a year ago contained many 
references to the control a certain gang exercised in bootlegging activi
ties through the command they hold of the corn-sugar situation. 

During 1929 in the section east of the Missouri and north of the Ohio 
Rivers, 3,430 column stills were seized. Some of the plants were large 
and elaborate. By the usc of ammonium salts, fermentation was has
tened so that from raw material to finished product required but 24 
hours. The capacity of these stills simply dwarfs below comparison 
that of the 400 "cleaning" or "cooking" plants seized all over the 
countt·y in the same year. It is these latter stills that work on diverted 
industrial alcohol, so dena.tured as to make manipulation difficult, costly, 
and continually less attractiye. 

All of these facts and figures are impressive. Without doubt for every 
gallon of legitimate distilled industrial alcohol which, through criminal 
action, finds its way into bootlegging channels, not less than 10 gallons 
from other sources, such as the fermentation of corn sugar, go with it. 
It would appear that the Corn Belt, through the income from grain sold 
for the production of corn sugar, is deriving more relief than is likely to 
result from tariff legislation and is innocently supplying the base mate
rial for a commodity which, with a great majority of the country, it 
voted should be devoted to industry and debarred from beverages. 

Is it not time that we should stop punishing the man whose name and 
address are known, whose cash is invested in legitimate industry, whose 
premises are policed and regulated, and whose product is supervised offi
cially from weighing in the raw material to its ultimate use in some 
unrelated finished product? His very efficiency is checked on the ba~is 
of the best practice which would require him to produce a definite quan
tity of alcohol from a given weight of molasses. The research laboratory 
of one of our best known industries, needing alcohol for strictly scientific 
investigations, found it necessary to have the secretary of state of 
the Commonwealth in which it is located officially certify that it was a 
true l'e&istered corporation of the State, though it ·is as well known as 

any in the country, and the director of the laboratory was requested to 
sign documents of a nature which required special authorization-from its 
board of directors. Yes; where the target is broad there is a great 
cannonade, but the sources more difficult to locate, more skilled in the 
technicalities of tbe law which afford protection, commanding greater 
political influence, and otherwise fortified against molestation, contiuue 
to use ever-increasing quantities of raw materials and to swell the supply. 

The chemical industry, which must not be continually annoyed and 
hampered, for its own protection must move for better cooperation by 
city and State authorities with Federal agencies. It must insist upon 
better policing and courts which, through keeping their dockets free 
from overcongestion, can deal adequately with the major offenders. 
Industry, though innocent, will always be threatened as long as present 
conditions remain. 

In other words, to-day the problem has not so much to do 
with industrial alcohol and its diversion as it bas to do with the 
better condition of the various agencies that handle enforcement. 
Other bills recommended by the crime commission and by the 
President will follow this measure and, when enacted into" law 
will make for adequate enforcement. I do not believe that tb~ 
users of industrial alcohol should be penalized. I believe we 
should leave, as this bill does, the permitllivision in the Treas
ury Department. At the proper time I shall offer an amendment 
to section 5 carrying out further my thought in that respect. 

The C~AIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. The gentleman from Michigan asks tmanlmous 
consent to insert a certain editorial with his remarks. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GASQUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. IGOEl]. 
Mr. IGOE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend 

my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. IGOE. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee I 

voted in the committee to report out this bill but since that 
time the Attorney General bas made a public statement that if 
this transfer is made into his department he will not employ 
anybody in charge of the operation of the law unless that 
person is a total abstainer, and I do not believe in such class 
legislation. I do not believe the head of any department should 
choose the men who are to work for him under any such rule. 
It was said that many of the men who are in the prohibition 
department, in the course of their duties, have been used by 
the Government as snoopers and have been allowed money with 
which to go into cabarets in order to buy evidence for the use 
of. that department. I wonder how the Attorney General is 
gomg to work out that proposition, in view of the fact that 
they are asking for money for that purpose. No matter what 
department you place this Prohibition Bureau in I do not be
lieve that you will be able to enforce the prohibition law, and 
no matter what department you place it in it will simply esult 
in the _contamination of that department and in a few years 
they Will be back here asking you to put it in the War Depert
ment. or _some other department. I do not think it is possible 
at this time to make any change that can possibly go to help 
enforce this prohibition law. 

The gentleman who preceded me, the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. HunsoN], said that 98 per cent of the industrial alco
hol in the country is being used for legitimate purposes. This 
morning in our committee we looked at a report from the 
thirteenth district, the report made by Commissioner Doran. 
It showed something like 24,000,000 gallons being diverted from 
legitimate uses. The chairman of our committee just informed 
me that in that one district alone it showed 3 per cent diversion. 
I can not conceive bow the gentleman from Michigan can stand 
on the floor and say that only 2 per cent diversion occurs in the 
entire United States. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And that 3 per cent is based on what they 
actually detected, or wanted to detect. 

Mr. IGOE. That is true. That is all they would report to us. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is quite different from what is actu

ally going on. 
1\fr. IGOE. We do not know what is going on. That is all 

they report to us. 
It bas often been repeated that "prohibition has had 10 

years of noble experimentation." To this statement exception 
must be taken for if we turn back the pages of biblical history 
we will find the first noble experiment dates back to the crea
tion of m'an. God made man and promised him eternal life, 
providing be did not eat of the fruit of "the tree of life." 
Later, God, in His infinite wisdom, created a helpmate for man 
in the form of a woman. There is no evidence that God ever 
read the prohibitive law to Eve and we might excuse her for 
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violating it on the ground of fgnorance, were it not for the fact 
that she repeated it to the serpent in the Garden o:t Eden, show
ing conclusively th~t Adam must have warned her of the penalty 
of death if she partook of the fruit of " the tree of life." Let 
us try to visualize the picture of the serpent explaining to Eve 
that the very best fruit in the world was this forbidden fruit 
and who knows but what he picked the apple and handing it 
to Eve, sai<l, "Eat and you shall not die." Can you realize the 
thrill of this first woman crushing the juice of that first apple as 
she violated the first. prohibition law, and tempting Adam when 
she placed the core of the apple in his mouth? That was the 
beginning, but it is far from the end of the failure of prohibition. 

To-day we have the parallel of our Prohibition Department 
placing rank poison in alcohol under the prohibition law and 
informing the citizens of this great country that if they drink 
of it they shall die. \Ve have millions of bootleggers advising 
the public that their wise chemists have taken the poison out, 
and the majority of the people, have explicit trust in the 
bootlegger, buy and drink his product. 

Prohibitionists have declared that the defeat of Alfred E. 
Smith on the Democratic ticket was a direct blow to the wets. 
But the fact is there were more Republicans than Democrats, 
a religious issue had been raised and there was not an actual 
wet-and-dry campaign, but an expression of opinion. Governor 
Smith, as a man, sounded his unbiased and unafraid views, 
just as many others have done since that time. What we all 
need is more courage to speak our own convictions. If the 
issue is to be decided wholly on either noise or oratory, it is not 
an issue worth fighting for or against. 

During the years in which this dry experiment has been in 
progress, people who like to drink have found out where to get 
it, and that satisfies them. It is easier to remain apparently 
respectable and secretly wet than it is to be openly wet. Prohi
bition does not prohibit because the principle of it is funda
mentally wrong. Had prohibition prohibited and shut off all 
supply, then there might have been a revolution. Prohibition did 
not prohibit, therefore, those who drink secretly are satisfied to 
"yes " its advocates and let it go at that. The average citizen 
will say, " Why stir up a fight when we are getting ours and we 
can get it any time we want it? " Until the individual learns to 
talk sanely and soundly on the side of personal liberty, the few 
rights we have remaining will be jeopardized, to say nothing 
about failing to regain those that are lost. All just laws . are 
made to discourage sinful acts. Any law that is in itself 
sinful is an unjust law and can not be enforced. Because some 
people allow themselves to abuse the right of freedom, and it is 
indeed a very small percentage, it is not a sufficient reason that 
the liberty of all should be denied for the shortcomings of the 
few. This is the fundamental principle that has always caused 
sumptuary laws to be a failure. China tried prohibition for 
centuries. They beheaded their citizens for the possession of 
intoxicating liquors. Even the infliction of such extreme penalty 
failed to prohibit the use of intoxicants and now enlightened 
China is educating her people to drink beer. 

In 1739 England tried prohibition but found it impossible to 
enforce a nonenforceable law. 

Five years ago the Anti-Saloon League was promising its 
faithful contributors in the United States that "it would make 
the world dry by 1930." It was pointed out that the gTeat Rus
sian Republic bad prohibition, that Turkey, Norway, Finland, 
the United States, and most all of Canada was dry. This pre
diction by the Anti-Saloon Leaguers, as usual, was all wrong. 
Instead of the world being dry as promised, we find that all 
tbat is left of the vast territory claimed is Finland, the little 
Province of Prince Edward Isl~nd in Canada, consisting of about 
100,000 people, and our own horrible example. What has been 
the outcome of prohibition in the United States up to the pres
ent time? Jails and prisons are filled to bursting, more arrests 
and convictions than ever before, more police needed, a heavier 
crime cost than at any time in the past century or more, and 
less revenue to the Government. Prohibition bas not only not 
made the country better, but it has made the country worse. 
Homicides, infractions of the law, Government agents being 
seriously accused of fraud, looting, stealing, drunkenness, rape, 
and murder, all under the guise of prohibition enforcement. 
The administration, supported by the Anti-Saloon League in its 
endeavor to work itself out Qf the quandary, now proposes to 
transfer the administrative features of the prohibition act from 
one Government agency to another. Will that solve the problem 
that confronts us? The experiment will be carried on for 
another 10 years under the new agency, and then a proposal 
will be made to transfer its jurisdiction to another department, 
tor it will be found that the mere transferring of the adminis
trative features of a nonenforceable law and a law that does 
not have the will of the majority ()f the pe~e behind it, w_i!h 

a view to forcing the people to obey it, will not meet with 
success. 

The Anti-Saloon League now demands $50,000,000 in the next 
five years, the same as they did two yea~s ago, to educate the 
people. The propaganda started at that time with a news
paper blast that an individual had contributed a half million 
dollars to the prohibitionists' fund. This individual has never 
denied that such a contribution was made. There was a loud 
cry about the use of " tainted " money by the prohibitionists. 
The newspaper accounts told us that the prohibitionists decided 
that " the Lord sent it, and even if the devil did deliver it it 
should be accepted." A statement filed under the Federal ~or
rupt practices act indicates that the total receipts of the Anti
Saloon League for that particular year were less than $87,000, 
out of which the individual referred to above was credited with 

· contributing $10,000. Their sworn report for the year 1929 
shows total contributions in the amount of only $11,927.47. It 
is not for me to determine the correctness of this statement, 
but if it should be found to be false I do not believe the people 
would want to trust those with so little regard for the truth to 
raise $50,000,000 to be spent under their auspices to dispense 
educational propaganda throughout the country. 

This should especially be true when we are convinced that 
their predecessors for the past 50 years have succeeded in put
ting falsehoods in the school textbooks about the evil effect of 
alcohol on the system and largely through these falsehoods, 
that were believed to be the truth by a great majority of our 
present manhood and womanhood, they were able to cause such 
a prejudice against alcoholic beverages that it was a militant 
arm to aid in passing the prohibition laws in our several States 
and finally forcing it on the country as a national calamity. 

To show just how far this organization can go along the lines 
of educating the public, we need only to refer to the first para
graph of the autobiography of the late Wayne B. Wheeler: 

Wayne B. Wheeler controlled six Congresses, dictated to two Presi
dents of the United States, directed legislation in most of the States of 
the Union, picked the candidates for the most important elective offices, 
held the balance of power in both Republican and Democratic Parties, 
distributed more patronage than any other dozen men, supervised a 
Federal bureau from outside without official authority, and was recog
nized by friend and foe alike as the most masterful and powerful single 
individual in the United States. 

And on through the book we find instance after instance where 
he named the heads of departments for appointments and espe
cially how he controlled the naming of Federal judges. And 
all of the above was accomplished with an educational fund of 
only about $67,000,000, spread over a period of some 30 years. 
It is noted that the framers of the original prohibition law took 
particular precautions to exclude the farmer, and as a result of 
their efforts Farmers' Bulletin No. 1075, a publication distrib
uted by the United States Department of Agriculture, was pre
pared and distributed to thousands of persons residing in the 
United States. On pages 18 and 19 of this Government publica
tion, which is entitled " Unfermented Grape Juice, How to Make 
It in the Home," we find on page 18 information is disseminated 
on bow to prepare the grapes in order to get the proper fer
mentation and then on page 19 is told bow to take the in
gredients or bodies out so the juice will not be intoxicating. 
This incident is related to show just what control the framers 
of this particular bill had even over the Government agencies. 

I do not want to give you the thought that all drys can not be 
trusted. I know many sincere, honest folk who would not mis
represent any subject under any condition, and that they have 
the interest of this country at heart just as much as I. These 
people are real temperance people and took the part they did 
in passing the prohibition law in the firm belief that it would 
benefit the country at large. They have their same type in 
Canada who gladly helped to change conditions there just as 
soon as they saw the terrible conditions arising under prohibi
tion. The same temperate people have brought about the 
change in Norway, Russia, Turkey, and succeeded in securing 
a real temperance law under governmental control in Sweden. 
Some say "that the women of this country will prevent any 
change in the law."· This is an indictment on the intelligence 
of the women of the United States that is not true. There is 
no other country in the world that has a more loyal set of 
women than in this great country or ours, or a more intelligent 
group that want true temperance. The large number of women, 
and more especially those who have been formerly active work
ers in the Woman's Christian Temperance Union and who are 
now advocating a change in the law, speaks for itself. Show 
the women a real temperance substitute that will change this 
orgy of crime that we are passing through without returning 
to the saloon system and they will be the strongest supporters 
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of it. When all is said and done, our women are of a higher 
moral standard than our men and look to the welfare of their 
home and children with greater interest. Furthermore, they 
have a better chance to see the evil effects of the illicit traffic 
in liquor on the young than do the men because of the more 
hours spent with their children. 

As proof that the entire country is having a change of heart 
about prohibition we need only to examine the changed attitude 
of the press. It has been said, "That when the eighteenth 
amendment and Volstead Act were passed that about 95 per 
cent of all the papers and magazines of the entire country were 
either for it or would say nothing against it." This attitude 
continued, we might say, for the first six years of prohibition, 
with the leading editors of the country still hoping that prohibi
tion would succeed. Then one after the other gave up hope and 
began to demand a change, until now about 95 per cent of the 
press of the country, including the leading magazines, are advo
cating some form of modification. Many of the staunch friends 
of temperance and former workers for prohibition are now tell
ing the story as they see it and the effect it is going to have on 
the minds of the people. 

Neither can we lose sight of the fact that many ministers of 
all denominations arP. earnestly seeking some way out of our 
desperate situation. While there are still a few ministers like 
Bishop Cannon who will not listen to reason on the subject, yet 
the great majority of them are sincerely hoping something will 
be done to change the present conditions, and are either openly 
advocating some particular change or keeping silent. 

While there are a few physicians grateful to their Govern
ment for the yearly subsidy allowed under the prohibition law 
on their prescriptions, practically all of the leading physicians 
in all States are disgusted with prohibition. 

It is very evident, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that every deep
thinking man and woman of this great country are demanding 
a modification of the prohibition law, and I look forward to the 
day when we shall see the unrest that is now prevalent in our 
country due primarily to this outrageous law entirely eliminated 
through the enactment of suitable legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired~ 

l\Ir. GASQUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this is the fourth effort 
that has come before the House for the reorganization of the 
personnel charged with the enforcement of prohibition. This 
change is recommended and sponsored by people who believe in 
and want prohibition, and who now assure us that with this 
transfer and the changes in the law this bill provides that 
prohibition will be enforced. They seek another opportunity 
to once more try the experiment. With the transfer of the 
prohibition enforcement bureau to the Department of Justice 
we grant to the sponsors of and the believers in prohibition 
everything that they have asked for. It will result in convert
ing the la,w department of the Government into a bureau of 
prohibition, but that responsibility rests with the sponsors of 
this bill. After the tr~nsfer to the Department of Justice, if 
there is any serious attempt to really enforce the law, the next 
step will be, and I warn the House now, a visit to the Com
mittee on Appropriations and a demand for $50,000,000 or $75,-
000,000 more to commence to organize the skeleton organiza
tion which later will have to be built up to~ personnel of nearly 
100,000 men, costing in the neighborhood of $100,000,000 a year. 

Gentlemen, that is no exaggeration. I need only refer to the 
progressive increase in appropriations for prohibition to con
vince anyone that a prophecy of an annual expenditure of 
$250,000,000 for prohibition within. a very few years is no wild 
guess. In 1920 Congress appropnated $3,750,000 for enforce
ment. That was the first year. There was no additional appro
priations for any other department or bureau for prohibition 
purposes. For the fiscal year 1931 Congress will appropriate 
for prohibition enforcement, including Coast Guard 1:!-nd Depart
ment of Justice, over $44,998,000. Gentlemen, these are not 
estimates; they are actual figures taken from the appropriations. 

Therefore we are to expect enormous increases and enor
mous expe.Q..ditures for prohibition enforcement. 

That responsibility also rests with the sponsors of prohibition. 
I am going to vote for the bill, with notice that we will care
fully observe the workings of the Department of Justice and its 
success in the enforcement of prohibition law, enacted con
trary to the will of the majority of the people of this country. 
And, Mr. Chairman, when I say " the majority of the people 
of this country" I use that term advisedly, because I mean not 
the majority who claim that they are for prohibition but the 
majority of the people demanding and consuming alcoholic 
beverages and creating the demand for the supply of millions 
of gallons of liquor. 

A great deal bas been said to-day about the transfer of the 
jurisdiction over industrial alcohol. It would seem to me that 
now that you are making this transfer it is timely to transfer 
all of the jurisdiction in reference to the enforcement of the law 
to the Department of Justice, because this bill vests with the 
Attorney General the enforcement of that law. 

All through the bill the Attorney General is not given alto
gether the duty to enforce the law, but the responsibility is his. 
It would therefore seem that the proper thing to do is to trims
fer everything pertaining to alcohol to the Department of 
Justice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. May I have one minute more? 
Mr. GASQUE. I yield to the gentleman one minute more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-

nized for one minute more. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let it not be said that Members of this 

House who are against prohibition will interfere or hamper the 
passage of this bill. I for one, at least, with the majority of 
those who are convinced at this time that the experiment has 
failed, will vote for the bill, but we do so with notice that we 
shall carefully observe the operations and activities of the De
partment of Justice, and after all that, if the law is not en~ 
forced, we expect that you will then be willing to admit that 
prohibition can not be enforced and will then concede the 
necessity of its modification. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CLA.NaY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan fMr. 
CLANOY] is recognized. 

Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, I give 
notice now that on to-morrow or at the proper time I am going 
to present amendments to this bill, if not already made before 
I get the opportunity, providing for the complete control of 
industrial alcohol, the permits for such, and regulations, in the 
Treasury Department. 

This bill provides for dual control in the Justice and Treasury 
Departments, and to that I am opposed. I stand with big busi
ness using industrial alcohol in a legitimate way throughout the 
country against inquisitions and snooping by the Justice Depart
ment in innocent and beneficial business. 

One of the best things that can be said of this bill to-day is 
that it is a trial balloon, which is now being sent up for business, 
using industrial alcohol to look at and study. Industry did not 
get fair warning so that it could realize the probable effects of 
this drastic change and present its case before the House com
mittee. 

This I get from an editorial in the American Chemical Society 
magazine of this month, February, 1930, which makes bitter 
complaint against the switch to the Justice Department, and 
argues for the Treasury Department control. Neither myself 
nor anybody for whom I speak would want to complain that the 
treatment of Representative WILLIAMSON, of South Dakota, and 
chairman of the committee handling this Williamson bill, has 
been anything but fair and courteous and highly considerate. 

He deserves no censure and has been the instrument of forces 
rushing the bill hastily through the House. 

Now, I hope and am confident that the business world using 
industrial alcohol will be allowed to study closely the probable 
effects of this dual control, and will register their full strength 
against extreme measures. I refer now to the drug, oil, paint, 
varnish, toilet preparations, automobile, and other industries 
using industrial alcohol in enormous amounts. 

This question is so lively that Dr. James 1\f. Doran, Commis
sioner of the Prohibition Bureau, endangered his standing with 
the powerful drys by attacking extremists and radicals in this 
field before the Anti-Saloon League national convention in De
troit a few weeks ago. He warned that legitimate business is 
thoroughly disgusted with the snooping methods directed 
against them and of the great danger to industry, science, 
hospitals, research, and so forth, in unbridled and fanatical 
restrictive measures. 

Now, I am not confident that we f1iends of legitimate busi
ness can amend this bill here in the House so as to retain 
control in the Treasury Department, but at least we can make 
the record and warn the country. Then we can hope that the 
Senate will thoroughly analyze the bill, have full hearings, and 
remedy any vicious features, especially the dual control with 
the Justice Department coming in. 

I tried to have this bill amended, while it was in the commit
tee last week, to protect innocent sellers of automobiles and 
trucks. The credit companies and auto sellers lose hundreds of 
thousands of dollars each ,Year through the Government seizing 
many cars carrying contraband liquor. They not only seize 
autos carrying liquor for commercial purposes, such as by boot-
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leggers and rum runners, but they connscate the auto of the 
householder or of the normally good citizen who is carrying a 
bottle for individual use and not to sell. 

The innocent auto sellers, who sell the car on time and take 
a small down payment, suffer a heavy loss under present law, 
and that is what the great automotive organizations wanted cor
rected, bnt the committee was under orders to allow absolutely 
no amendments, and so I lost my fight to correct this grievous 
wrong. But that battle is not totally lost, and if the Senate 
does not amend this bill in that respect, the contest will be 
carried to other quarters. . 

The bone drys have always suspected the Treasury Depart
ment largely because Andrew Mellon-never a dry fanatic-is at 
the head of it. The report that Mr. Mellon will stay some time 
in the Treasury Department is undoubtedly true, but I believe 
he is about 75 years old, and may retire of his own motion any 
time. 

Then the drys may get a man as arid as my distinguished 
colleague from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] in his place, and then 
the Treasury Department will smell very sweet to the drys. 

I have no criticism to make at present of Mr. Mitchell, the 
Attorney General in charge of the Justice Department. He did 
a fine thing when he issued an order against Federal agents 
tapping the telephone wires of citizens. I protested very vio
lently against that terrible, un-American practice. Dry fanatics 
had even tapped the wire in the home of the biggest Federal 
official in Michigan, the collector of customs. They had scores 
of private telephone wires in Detroit tapped and agents of low 
character, potential blackmailers, were listening to the most inti
mate conversations. 

I introduced a bill in Congress against the practice. I was 
afraid some extreme dry like Mrs. Mabel Walker Willebrandt 
might have the private phone of Herbert Hoover in the White 
House tapped. But Mr. Mitchell abolished the dastardly prac
tice, because of the storm of protests, without express legis
lation of Congress on the subject. 

My colleague from Michigan [Mr. HuosoN], who spoke just 
before me, said he hoped the drug companies and other manu
facturers and users interested in industrial alcohol will not be 
injured or hampered unduly by this new legislation. But I 
understood from his speech-and I may be wrong-that he 
stands for the dual control of the Justice and Treasury Depart
ments, and that is what the drug companies and many others in 
the alcohol business more or less oppose very emphatically. I 
will prove that absolutely. 

Detroit happens to be the center of the drug industry of the 
world. The companies there are absolutely opposed to this bill 
as it now stands, with regard to dual control. They emphati
cally want all the control retained in the Treasury Department 
and want no undue interference from the Justice Department. 

They have finally achieved, after much suffering, an under
standing with the Treasury Department, which, after all, is a 
business department. They will understand the chemists, 
doctors, and business men. These alcohol users do not want the 
snoops, Hawkshaws, detectives, patrolmen, and lawyers of the 
Justice Department prying into their legitimate business, which 
they have run to the satisfaction of all honest men for many 
years. 

These business men are not criminals and do not want to be 
treated as such. The Department of Justice is organized pri
marily to deal with crime, and they have the criminal-hunting 
and criminal-punishing instinct. Of that the drug and other 
alcohol interests are absolutely convinced. 

Parke, Davis & Co., established in my district in Detroit, and 
which is the largest drug company in· the world, is opposed 
100 per cent to the Justice Department snooping into their 
business. This company for decades- has enjoyed the highest 
reputation for honor and honesty, ethics and morality, fair play 
and square dealing, as have the other protesting companies, 
which I shall now quote. 

They are the gilt-edge business men, and their names rank 
high in the blue book of industry. 

Parke, Davis & Co. wired me as follows: 
No legitimate user of alcohol should be required to operate under the 

supervision of two Government departments. You are respectfully urged 
to oppose this bill to the end that it may be so amended as to give the 
Treasury Department, which is a business department, unrestricted 
control of the permit system under the national prohibition act. 

Frederick Stearns & Co., which is one of the very largest drug 
companies in the world, even more emphatically says: 

We protest particularly against the transfer of the permissive fea
tures of the act to a department which can not possibly have arry ade
quate ltnowledge of or sympathy with ~equirements of industry for 

alcohol as an indispensable basic commodity. Under no conditions 
should the permissive features of the act be transferred from the efficient 
and experienced personnel of the Treasury Department, which is func
tioning in a highly satisfactory manner. 

I have another similar telegram from McKesson, Farrand, 
Williams Co. Also, one from the Digestive Ferments Co., in 
which it is stated : 

We believe that the permit system should be left unrestricted in the 
hands of the Treasury Department, which is the business department. 
Please do what you can to prevent the passage of the above-mentioned 
bill. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CLANCY. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. Does the gentleman think that such legitimate 

users of alcohol as Parke, Davis & Co., when they really find 
out it is not the intention of this legislation to put any more 
obstacles in their way, would object to the transfer? 

Mr. CLANCY. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that Parke, Davis & Co. have been dealing with the Government 
and Congress for at least 50 years, and they do not pay any 
attention to the off-hand promises given on the :floor in such 
legislation as this. They do not want to be hampered unjustly, 
and believe this bill will do just that. 

Mr. SNELL. Of course, if that is their position, it is entirely 
different than I suspected it would be. 

Mr. CLANCY. I now quote a portion_ of remarks of J. M. 
Doran, Commissioner of Prohibition, before the annual con
vention of the Anti-Saloon League, Detroit, Mich., January 17, 
1930: 

What about industrial alcohol and the ~rmit system? One hundred 
million gallons of alcohol was produced and used last year. Exhaustive 
inquiries and careful examination of all figures and data available show 
a diversion. of not to exceed two and three-quarter million gallons, less 
than 3 per cent of the entire production and less than one-fifth of the 
diversion of three years ago. 

Our administrators and special .agents are doing wonderful work in 
still further reducing this diversion, and important cases have been de
veloped with the aid of various United States attorneys during the past 
six months. For every gallon of industrial alchol diverted there were 
at least 7 or 8 gallons of high-proof alcohol produced illicitly from corn 
.sugar and put on the bootleg market in the form of alcohol, gin, and 
allege import whisky. The corn-sugar racket now surpasses all others 
in the field of operation of the bootlegger. 

If under the lash of extremists and politicians, harsh and restrictive 
measures .are adopted toward scientific and industrial groups before the 
facts are discerned we will witness a terrific blow to scientific and com
mercial progress in the United States. An honest business or profes
sional man concerned with his normal activities will succumb long before 
the crook is reached. 

Regulations can not be made 100 per cent preventive or self-executing 
If that were possible an unethical professional man or a crooked lawyer 
would never have been licensed to practice medicine or be admitted to 
the bar. None of these assaults on the permissive system will appre
hend a single additional gangster or smuggler, or try a single additional 
case in a United States or State court. 

The crippling of our scientific and educational institutions, our medical 
arts, and our commercial organizations dependent on the efficient and 
rapid movement and procurement of essential alcohol supplies is too big 
a price to pay for extreme national prohibition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. GASQUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ScHAFER]. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman and members 
of the committee, I support this bill and support the minority 
report for the reasons set out very clearly in that report. The 
people of the country know and the -Members of this House 
know that I am opposed to the sumptuary prohibition laws. 

The failure of prohibition is inherent in its principle, and is 
not due to faulty methods of enforcement. So long as the 
American people refuse to recognize the act of drinking as an 
evidence of moral guilt, prohibition will be a failure. 

The eighteenth amendment has changed the Constitution 
from a charter of rights and liberties to a criminal statute book. 
How can people respect a Constitution which make the act of 
temperance a crime? What is fundamentally wrong with our 
prohibition laws is the fact that they are in conflict with the 
laws of nature. Prohibition is wrong in principle and a failure 
as a remedy for the evils of intemperance. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us is neither a prohibition nor an 
antiprohibition piece of legislation. It is legislation to de-
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termine the method of enforcing a law which is now in
corporated in the Federal statutes. If I could by one stroke 
of the pen remove the Volstead Act from the statutes, I would 
do so immediately and without hesitation. 

If this bill is enacted, with the amendment incorporated 
therein as embodied in the minority report, we "'ill give Federal 
prohibition an opportunity to be tried out to its full capacity. 
After the bill is thus enacted and we find the same deplorable 
condition existing as we have had in the past 10 years-and I 
know it will be almost as deplorable, if not just as deplorable
then I say it will be time for those who believe in law and order 
and respect for government and respect for law to come forward 
and assist in modifying the sumptuary prohibition laws. 

Give the noble experiment of our colleague, Congressman 
DYER, a 10-year trial. [Applause.] :Modify the Volstead law 
to permit the manufacture and sale of good, healthful, nutritious, 
nonintoxicating beverages containing 2.75 per cent of alcohol by 
weight for consumption in homes and places other than the place 
of sale. Give this noble experiment a trial, and you will find 
that you will greatly aid in removing the curse of the excessive 
intemperate use of distilled alcoholic beverages, which swept this 
Nation subsequent and prior to Federal prohibition. 

Now, with reference to the opposition to this bill raised by 
the flood of telegrams coming from druggists, permit me to state 
that a representative of the National Association of Retail 
Druggists appeared before our committee and brought forward 
his opposition. Following the presentation of his case, the com
mittee and the Assistant Attorney General, who is to have charge 
of prohibition enforcement under this consolidation bill, care
fully considered the arguments he advanced, and we incorpo
rated in our recommendations amendments which will take care 
of and protect the druggists. 

I believe that many of the letters and telegrams which Mem
bers of this House have received were sent by the druggists 
before they had knowledge that the committee had adopted such 
amendments. 

I urge you to support the views of the minority and give the 
Attorney General, the law-enforcing branch of the Government, 
complete authority to enforce this prohibition monstrosity. 

I want to tell the honest, law-abiding business institutions 
who use industrial alcohol, including the drug stores, that they 
have nothing to fear if this bill is passed with the minority 
amendment incorporated therein. Of course, in a few instances 
it will inconvenience some of them, no doubt, but we must 
expect that under prohibition. Mr. Speaker, under the existing 
prohibition laws a great many of the American people are in
convenienced. Millions of our people who are firm believers in 
temperance are denied a healthful glass of 2.75 per cent non
intoxicating beer and wine in order to protect, as we are told, 
the small minority of intemperate drunkards. So if we do 
inconvenience a few by enacting this bill we are not incon
veniencing nearly as great a percentage as we did when we 
passed the prohibition laws and denied a man the right of having 
a bottle of 2.75 per cent beer, while at the same time we are 
allowing a fellow man to go to one of these drug stores that 
is opposing this provision and purchase a bottle of Virginia 
Dare, Peruna, or some other similar beverage containing a 
great deal more alcohol than a bottle of 2.75 per cent beer. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? · 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I must hasten along and dis

cuss other provisions of the bill. I will yield to the gentleman 
a little later, if I have the time. 

I want to call the attention of the Members to some of the 
other committee amendments. 

First, to the amendment contained in lines 2, 3, 4, and 5 
on page 3. This amendment directs the Attorney General to 
remove from the prohibition force all prohibition officers and 
employees who he finds have heretofore or shall hereafter 
violate any penal provisions of the Federal prohibition law. 

Some may say he has that authority. But, friends of law en
forcement, be you wet or be you dry, this amendment will 
strengthen the hands of the Attorney General and will prevent 
law-violating prohibition agents from being kept on the pay 
roll and transferred to some other part of the country, as has 
happened in the past. The amendment will greatly assist the 
Attorney General to turn aside pleas from some politicians who 
desire law-violating prohibition agents kept on the Government 
pay roll. 

While I do not agree with the opinion of the Attorney General 
in so far as requiring that a prohibition-enforcement officer shall 
give up his constitutional rights and guaranties in so far as 
advocating a change of existing law is concerned, I want to 
say, as a sincere opponent of prohibition, that I _want hi,Il! to 

remove from the force all of the drunken, crooked, grafting 
prohibition agents, whether or not they have political friends 
who sit in the seats of the mighty. [Applause.] 

There is another very vital portion of this bill covered by a 
committee amendment. 

As the bill was originally introduced, it created a bureau of 
narcotics and industrial alcohol. The committee has unani
mously recommended an amendment changing the designation of 
this bureau to the bureau of industrial alcohol. · .. 

In this connection I wish to say that the bureau of narcotics 
should not be absorbed in the industrial alcohol bureau, and 
this Congress at an early date should enact into law the bill 
introduced by that distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. POR'I'ER] and create a separate bureau to enforce the nar
cotic laws. I believe this committee amendment will meet with 
the favor of a great majority of the Members of the House. 

Much has been said about industrial alcohol, and as far as I 
am concerned, although I do not agree with her views favoring 
prohibition in so far as obtaining facts with reference to the 
diversion of industrial alcohol is concerned, I would take the 
word of the former Assistant Attorney General, Mrs. Mabel 
Walker Willebrandt, in preference to that of the present Pro
hibition Commissioner, Doctor Doran. [Applause.] 

In a syndicated article appearing in the Milwaukee .Journal 
of Saturday, August 10, 1929, chapter 6, Mrs. Willebrandt states: 

In my honest judgment, the greatest single source of liquor supply 
to-day is alcohol diverted illegally from concerns bearing the stamp 
of respectability in the · form of a Government permit. 

She further states in this article : 
In my legal opinion, the regulations issued by the Treasury Depart

ment could be so drawn as to drive these "cover houses" practically 
out of business. To do it would, however, mean standing firm against 
a tremendous lot of pounding from the organized drive of·thousands of 
permittees with heavy political influence. I know this because repeat
edly my office has recommended legal changes in the regulations. 

These are the words of Mrs. Willebrandt. 
Now, those of you, be you wet or dry, who sincerely favor 

the enforcement of the prohibition laws while they are on the 
statute books, take heed of the statement of Mrs. Willebrandt 
which I have just quoted. If you want to leave the avenue 
open and clear for hordes of permittees to exercise political 
pressure and continue this illegal diversion, then oppose the 
amendment which has been submitted tQ the House by a respec
table-sized minority of the Expenditures Committee. 

If you sincerely believe in law enforcement, support that 
minority amendment. 

Mrs. Willebrandt wrote a book entitled "The Inside of 
Prohibition." This book was copyrighted in 1929; pages 54 and 
55 state: 

In October, 1928, in Baltimore, Col. A. W. W. Woodcock, an able 
United Sta tes attorney, successfully prosecuted an alcohol case which is 
quite typical of the kinds of fraud of diversion which very often are 
not detected or stopped. This was an " inside deal." An election official 
of the State of Maryland bribed chemists in charge of the denaturing 
process and others who operated the pumps which carried the pure 
alcohol to tanks. He spent altogether in bribes $6,000. The partici
pants loaded a car with pure alcohol and billed it as "pyro ".:_a de
natured alcohol used in automobile radiators. The election official being 
notified of the car's initials and number diverted it and sold the contents 
in the bootleg trade. He succeeded in getting about 10 cars out that 
way in a year. A simple calculation shows bow much money he made 
in these transactions which were discovered. One carload of pure al
cohol would make 64,000 quarts of synthetic whisky. At $4 a quart 
the 10 cars reached a bootleg value of $2,560,000. Even if obliged 
to bribe a few city police and deduct the price of bottling and delivery, 
the conspirators made a small fortune on an initial outlay in the form 
of a bribe of only $6,000. 

This is only one example. A report just came to the Commit
tee on Expenditures covering the administration of industrial 
alcohol in the thirteenth district, with headquarters at Chicago, 
and contains evidence clearly indicating wholesale, illegal di
versions of alcohol in the past. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon
sin has again expired. 

Mr. GASQUE. I yield the gentleman two additional minutes. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. -r will hasten along. I want to 

incorporate in my remarks Table 44, page 63, of the report of the 
Commissioner of Prohibition for 1929. The figures contained 
in the report will indicate the startling increase in leakage and 
evaporation on withdrawals of distilled spirits, other than al
cohol produced at industrial alcohol plants, from bonded ware
bQuses under prohibition : 
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TABLE 44.-Production., ta.x-paid withdrawals, leakage allowed, ea:po-rta

tionl and balances in waPehOIJ8eB of distUZed spirits other than alcohol 
proauced at tndustriaZ alcohol plants, yeMs ended June 80, 1919-1929 1 

(Statement in tax gallons) 

Fiscal year Produced Tftx ... ,. I Leakage Withdrawn Remaining in 
withdrawals allowed for export warehouses 

1919 ________ 100, 778, 540. 6 83, 681, 026. 5 13, 200, 141. 7 16, 863, 372. 2 73, 618, 496. 0 
192Q ________ 82, 33L 686. 8 23, 890, 404. 7 2. 553, 287. 9 34, 319, 336. 9 54, 290, 484. 9 
1921_ _______ 2, 827, 674. 1 9, 681, 199. 0 2, 364,071.4 256,261.9 42.900,957.3 
1922 ________ 2, 257, 195.4 2, 760, 926. 6 858,306.6 206,901.5 39, 789, 976. 9 
1923 ________ 2, 222, 783. 9 1, 819, 148. 0 1. 201,497. 0 454,565. 5 36, 418, 962. 5 
1924 ________ 1, 631. 803. 4 1, 856, 562. 8 1, 394, 4GO. 6 348,233.3 33, 164, 296. 6 
1925 ______ __ 1, 332, 713. 7 1, 972, 058. 3 1, 190,331.2 163,467.5 29, 839, 805. 1 

1926_ ------- 1, 538. 274. 5 1, 948, 827. 5 1. 256, 780. 0 233,353.3 26,553,999.5 
1927-------- 1, 148. 880. 1 1, 715,075.9 1, 152, 159. 5 176,179.8 23, 518, 961. 9 
1928 ________ 1, 364, 865. 8 1. 613, 534. 6 1. 446, 521. 9 140,674. 5 20, 554, 540. 4 
1929 ________ 2, 421, 706. 1 1, 616, 923. 5 1. 303, 495. 4 319,523.2 17,271,589.2 

1 The above figures include brandy. 

Mr. Chairman, if we enact the pending bill with the minority 
amendment incorporated therein, the Attorney General will be 
able to reduce this excessive leakage and evaporation which we 
know does not result entirely from natural causes. We will, 
no doubt, find that much of this leakage and evaporation is 
outright diversion to bootleg channels. 

How can any Member of this House who honestly believes in 
law enforcement, be he classed in favor of or against prohibi
tion oppose the minority committee amendment? How can any 
Me~ber consistently oppose this amendment on the ground ad
vanced by our colleague from Michigan in the name of indus
trial-alcohol use1·s? 

Mr. Chairman, when this great Government begins to operate 
under this law, if we write in this minority amendment, the 
honest law-abiding industrial-alcohol users will find that we 
have t:endered them a great service in cleaning out these wild
cat permittees, whose only purpose is to divert industrial alco
hol to bootleg channels. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is more essential from a law-enforcement 
standpoint to effectively enforce the prohibition law against 
these great bootleg monopolies than to continually pester and 
harass law-abiding druggists and ,physicians and a poor indi
vidual who possesses or tr8Jlsports a bottle of light beer or a 
gill of liquor. [Applause.] · 

Mr. MONTET. Will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 

has expired. 
Mr. GASQUE. I yield the gentleman half a minute more. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I yield. 
Mr. MONTET. Does not the gentleman think that this diver

ston that took place in Chicago was due more to the demands 
of nature than to the acts of nature? · 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. It was due to the demands of 
nature, assisted by human minds and hands for selfish purposes. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com
mittee do now rise. 

Tile motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. HooPER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8574) 
to transfer to the Attorney General certain functions in the 
administration of the national prohibition act and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

RELIEF OF THE STATE OF ALABAMA 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re
refer Senate bill 2093, for the relief of the State of Alabama, 
for damage to and destruction of roads and bridges by floods 
in 1929, from the Appropriations Committee to the Committee 
on Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent to rerefer Senate bill 2093 from the Committee 
on Appropriations to the Committee on Roads. Is there ob
jection? 

There was no objection. 

INTERN.ATIONAL .ASSOCIATION OF RO.AD CONGRESSES (H. DOC. NO. 284) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read, and 
with the accompanying papers referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered printed : 
'l.' o the Oongress of the United States: 

I commend to the favorable consideration of the Congress the 
inclosed report fl'Om the Acting Secretary of State, to the end 
that legislation may be enacted to authorize an appropriation of 

$30,000 for the expense of the sixth session of the Permanent 
International Association of Road Congresses, to be held in 
Washington, D. C., October, 1930. 

HERBERT HooVER, 
THE WHITE HoUSE, February 6, 1930. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and 
found truly enrolled a bill and joint resolutions of the House 
of the following titles, which were thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H. R. 5191. An act to authorize the State of Nebraska to make 
additional use of Niobrara Island ; 

H. J. Res. 232. Joint resolution to amend the joint resolution 
entitled "Joint resolution to provide for eradication of pink 
bollworm and authorizing an appropliation therefor," approved 
May 21, 1928 ; 

H. J. Res. 240. Joint resolution making an appropriation to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet an emergency caused 
by an outbreak of the pink bollworm in the State of Arizona ; 

H. J. Res. 241. Joint resolution making an additional appro
priation for the fiscal yea,r 1930 for the cooperative construc
tipn of the rural post roads ; and 

H. J. Res. 242. Joint resolution making an appropriation to 
carry out the provisions of the act entitled "An act to enable 
the mothers and wiaows of the deceased soldiers, sailors, and 
marines of the American forces now interred in the cemeteries 
of Europe to make a pilgrimage to these cemeteries," approved 
March 2, 1929. 

BILLS AND JOL.~T RESOLUTIONS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported ·that that committee did on this day 
present to the President, for his approval, bills and joint reso
lutions of the House of the following titles : 

H. R. 5191. An act to authorize the State of Nebraska to make 
addi tiona! use of Niobrara Island ; 

H. R. 6621. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the water between 
the mainland at or near Cedar Point and Dauphin Island, Ala.; 

H. R. 7642. An act to extend the time for completing the con
struction of the approaches of the municipal bridge across the 
1\:fiseissippi River at St. Louis, Mo.; 

H. J. Res.170. Joint re ·olution providing for a study and 
review of the policies of the United States in Haiti ; 

H. J. Res. 240. Joint resolution making an appropriation to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet an emergency caused 
by an outbreak of the pink bollworm in the State of Arizona; 

H. J. Res. 241. Joint resolution making an additional appro· 
priation for the fiscal year 1930 for the cooperative construction 
of rural post roads ; and 

H: J. Res. 242. Joint resolution making an appropriation to 
cal'ry out the provisions of the act entitled "An act to enable 
the mothers and widows of the deceased soldiers, sailors, and 
marines of the American forces now interred in the cemeteries 
of Europe to make a pilgrimage to these cemeteries," approved 
March 2, 1929. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 
51 minutes p. m.) the H ouse adjourned to meet to-morrow, Fri
day, February 7, 1930, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled for Friday, February 7, 1930, as re
ported to the :floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITIEE ON APPROPRI.ATIONS 

(10.30·a. m. and 2 p.m.) 
Navy Department appropriation bill. 

(2 p.m.) 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS .AND MEANS 

(10 a.m.) 
To amend the World War adjusted compensation act, as 

amended, by extending the time within which applications for 
benefits thereunder may be filed (H. R. 9102). 

COMMITTEE ON THEl JUDIO:r:ARY-SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 2 

(11 a.m.} 
To provide for the procedure in the trial of certain criminal 

cases by the district courts of the United States (H. R. 1809). \ 

~ 
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For the relief of the congested conditions in the Federal courts 

of the United States and conferring jurisdiction on United 
States commissioners to hear pleas of guilty on information pre
viously filed by the United States district attorney or his deputy 
and assess punishment as provided for by law. and pro"'iding for 
an appeal by any person aggrieved (H. R. 3139) . 

To authorize United States commissioners to hear all com
plaints of misdemeanor violations of the I a w (H. R. 8579). 

To confer upon commissioners of the United States district 
courts jurisdiction to try and determine misdemeanors, as de
fined by section 335 of the United States Penal Code adopted 
March 4, 1909 (H. R. 8756). 

To amend the national prohibition act (H. R. 8913). 
To provide for summary prosecution of slight or ca ual viola

tions of the national prohibition act (H. R. 8914). 
COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETERANS' LEGISLATION 

(10 a. m.) 
To amend the World War veterans' act, 1924, as amended 

. (H. R. 8133). 
COMJ.UTTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

(10 a. m.) 
To suppress unfair and fraudulent practices in the marketing 

of perishable agricultural commollities in interstate and foreign 
commerce (H. R. 5663). 

COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS 

(10 a. m.) 
To promote the better protection and highest public use of 

the lands of the United States and adjacent Lands and waters 
in northern Minnesota for the protection of forest products. the 
development and extension of recreational use·, the preser
vation of wild life, and other purposes not inconsistent there
with ; and to protect more effectively the streams and lakes 
dedicated to public use under the terms and spil'it of clause 2 
of the Webster-Ashburton treaty of 1842 between Great Britain 
and the United States; and looking toward the joint develop
ment of indispensable international recreational and economic 
a.~sets (H. R. 6981). 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, ETC. 
314. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a communication from the 

President of the United States, transmitting supplemental esti
mate of appropriation for the Department of State for the fiscal 
year 1930, to remain available until June 30, 1931, amounting to 
$50,000 (H. Doc. No. 283) was taken from the Speaker's table, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS OF COl\HIITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. PORTER: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 14. 

Joint resolution to provide for the annual contribution of the 
United States toward the support of the Central Bureau of the 
International Map of the World on the Millionth Scale; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 623). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the ~tate of the Union. 

Mr. PORTER: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. R. 1970. 
A b :u authorizing the payment of an indemnity to the British 
Go"'ernment on account of the death of Samuel Richardson, a 
British subject, alleged to have been killed at Consuelo, Do
minican Republic, by United States marines; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 624). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DYER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 14. A bill 
to make the Star-Spangled Banner the national anthem of the 
United States of America; with amendment (Rept. No. 627). 
Referred to the House Calender. 

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 5411. A 
bill to provide for the appointment of an additional district 
judge for the district of Minnesota; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 628). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. BUTLER: Committee on Claims. H. R. 1159. A bill for 

the relief of the Delaware & Hudson Co., of New York City; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 625). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BUTLER: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6119. A bill for 
the relief of the Gray Artesian Well Co. ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 626). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Hou·e. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 

discharged from the considel'ation of the bill (H. R. 5863) for 
the relief of Arnold C. Riley, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 9586) to l)l'ovide for regulating 

traffic in certain clinical thermometers, and for other purposes.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce . 

B~· Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 9587) to provide for the method 
of measurement of vessels using the Panama Canal; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By 1\Ir. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 9588) to amend the act en
titled "An act to regulate interstate transportation of black 
bass, and for other purposes," approved May 20, 1926; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer~. 

By Mr. LARSEN: A bill (H. R. 9589) to amend the agricul
tural mal'keting act so as to provide for the making of loans 
for reforestation, naval stores, and peaches; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By 1\lr. PARKS: A bill (H. R. 9590) to provide for the ap
pointment of one additional district judge for the eastern and 
western di::;tricts of Arkansas; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 9591) to establish load lines 
for American vessels in the coa twise trade, the trade on the 
Great Lakes, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
l\Ierchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9592) to amend section 407 of the mer
chant marine act. 1928; to the Committee on the Me1·chant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By 1\Ir. BELL: A bill (H. R. 9593) authorizing the purchase 
of a site for a post-office building at Lawrenceville, Ga.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9594) authorizing the purchase of a site 
for a post-office building at Buford, Ga. ; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9595) authorizing the purchase of a site 
for a post-office building at Commerce. Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9596) authorizing the purchase of a site 
for a post-office building at Winder, Ga. ; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9597) authorizing the purchase of a site 
for a post-office building at Jefferson, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By 1\Ir. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 9598) to amend the naturali
zation laws, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Immi
gration and Naturalization. 

By 1\Ir. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 9599) to authorize the Sec
retary of Agriculture to carry out his 10-year cooperative pro
gram for the eradication, suppression, or bringing under control 
of predatory and other wild animals injurious to agriculture, 
horticulture, forestry, animal husbandry, wild game, and other 
interests. and for the suppression of rabies and tularemia in 
predatory or other "ild animals, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 9600) to providle for the com
memorat-ion of the Battle of Pea Ridge, Ark. ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAH.Al\1: A. bill (H. R. 9601) to provide for the ap
pointment of an additional circuit judge for the third judicial 
circuit; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ZJHLl\'IAN: A bill (H. R. 9602) to amend the act of 
Congress approved March 16, 1926, establishing a board of 
public welfare in and for the District of Columbia, to determine 
its functions, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By l\lr. MARTIN: Joint resolution (H. J'. Res. 243) authoriz
ing an appropriation to defray one-half of the expenses of a 
joint investigation by the United States and Canada of the 
probable effects of proposed developments to generate electric 
power from the movement of the tides in Passamaquoddy and 
Cobscook Bays ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and 
referred as follows : 

By Mr. BLOOM: Memorial of the Legislatur.e of the Sta.te 
of New York, memorializing Congress to speedily enact l.ef?IS
lation which will prevent the Federal courts from acqmrmg 
jurisdiction in local public-utility rates until the highest court 
in the State has passed upon them; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Memolial of the Legisla
ture of the State of New York memorializing Congress to 
speedily enact legislation which will preve~t th~. Federal courts 
from acquiring jurisdiction in local pubhc-utlhty rates cases 
until the highest court in the State has passed upon them ; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 9603) grantin_g an increase ?f 

pension to Mary Ellen Smith; to the Committee on Invahd 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9604) gra~ting a pension 
to Uzetta A. Ingram; to the Committee on Invalid PensiOns .. 

By Mr. CARTER of Wyoming: A bill (H. R. 9605) authoriz
ing the President to reappoint Victor E. Biehn, formerly :first 
lieutenant, United States Army, to the active list of the Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. . . 

By Mr. CHASE: A bill (H. R. 9606) grantmg an mcrea~e 
of pension to Nancy Hale; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. EVANS of California: A bill (H. R_. 9607) for-. the 
relief of Helen Patricia Sullivan; to the Comm1tt~e on Cla~s. 

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 9608) for the relief of LoUlse 
Odenwalder Regan ; to the Committee on Military Affair_s. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. !l· 9609) ~~r the rel:ef of 
Llewellyn B. Griffith; to the Q9mmittee on Military Affai.rs. 

By Mr. HOOPER: A bill (H. R. 9610) granting a penswn to 
Dor~ Gibson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions .. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H: R. 9611) gr_antmg a pen
sion to James E. Tiner; to the Comnnttee on PensiOns. 

By Mr. HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 9612) for the relief of 
Claude E. Dove: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 9613) granting an increase of 
pension to Hannah Lemon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. KIEFNER: A bill (H. R. 9614) granting an increa~e 
of pension to Nancy A. Higdon ; to the Committee on Invahd 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9615) granting a pension to Caroline Sur
rell · to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 9616) authorizing _the 
appointment of Charles W. Albright as a warrant officer, Umted 
States Army; to the Committee on Military ~ffairs .. 

By Mr. LETTS: A bill (H. R. 9617) grantmg an mcrease of 
pension to Mary A. Stolcolp ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 9618) granting an increase of 
pension to Martha A. Epperly; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 9619) granting a pension to James T. 
Harri~; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 9620) granting an increase of pension to 
Marth~ J. McKee; to the Committee on Invalid _Pensio~s. 

By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H. R. 9.621) grantmg. an mc:ease of 
pension to Jane Grim; to the Committee on Invalid PensiOns. 

Also a bill (H. R. 9622) granting an increase of pension to 
Matild~ Grimm; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRITT: A bill (H. R. 9623) granting a pension to 
Anna Margaret Vogts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9624) g_ranting 
an increase of pension to Mary Ann Kelly; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOBBS: A bill (H. R. 9625) granting a pension to 
Minnie E. Searle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. !l· 9626) grantin~ an increase ?f 
pension to Susannah C. Whitmll'e; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 962~) granting all: increa~e of 
pension to Effie Harkins; to the Committee on Invalid PensiOns. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
4162. By Mr. BOYLAN: Letter from the National Civil Serv· 

ice Reform League, New York City, N. Y., favoling an amend
ment to House bill 8574, providing for the transfer of the 
Prohibition Bureau to the Department of Justice, so as to in
clude in the competitive service the position of Assistant Di· 
rector of Prohibition and the positions of attorneys employed in 
that unit; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

4163. Also, letter from the Camp Fire Club of America, favor
ing national-park standards ; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

4164. Also, letter from Citizens Medical Reference Bureau, 
New York City, opposing House bills 3143 and 8807; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

4165. Also, letter from the Women's League for the Protection 
of Riverside Park, New York City, favoring the "Bald eagle 
protection bill " ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

4166. By 1\lr. BRUMM : Petition of Rufus A. Copenhaver 
and other citizens of New Ringgold, Schuylkill County, Pa., 
urging immediate action on the pending bill to provide an in
crease of pension for Spanish-American War veterans; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

4167. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of John T. Harris and 73 
other citizens of Oglesby, Ill., asking for early consideration 
and passage of Hom:e bill 2562, providing for increased rates 
of pension to men who served in the Spanish-American War; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

4168. By Mr. BURTNESS : Petition of 65 citizens of Grafton, 
N.Dak., for the speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill 
476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pen
sion to veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

4169. By Mr. CARTER of California: Petition signed by John 
P. Ferle, John May, and 34 others of Oakland, Calif., urging the 
passage of House bill 2562 granting increased pension to veter· 
ans of the Spanish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4170. Also, petition signed by J. L. Darms, P. A. Backschirs, 
M. M. Steel, and 20 others of Alameda County, Calif., urging 
the passage of House bill 2562, granting increased pension to 
veterans of the Spanish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4171. Also, petition signed by Herbert Beckwith, Frederick S. 
Harrison, and 77 others of Oakland, Calif., urging the passage 
of House bill 2562 granting increased pension to veterans of the 
Spanish War ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4172. Also, petition signed by George Stacey, F. J. Barbee, and 
75 others of Oakland, Calif., urging the passage of House bill 
2562 granting increased pension to veterans of the Spanish War; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

4173. Also, petition signed by C. G. Larson, Minnie Hutter, 
and 23 others of Oakland, Calif., urging the passage of House 
bill 2562 granting an increased pension to veterans of the Span· 
ish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4174. Also, petition signed by W. E. Witter, F. P. Prothero, 
and 60 others of Oakland, Calif., urging the passage of House 
bill 2562 increasing the pension of veterans of the Spanish War; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

4175. By Mr. CARTER of Wyoming: Petitions of citizens of 
the State of Wyoming asking that Congress do justice to the 
veterans who fought against Spain in 1898 or during the Philip
pine insurrection and Chinese rebellion during the years 1899 
to 1902 by granting them an increase of pension, as provided 
for in House bill 2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4176. Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Wyoming re
questing Congress to increase the pensions of veterans and 
widows of veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

4177. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of Women's 
Patriotic Conference on National Defense, urging Congress to 
enact legislation to limit and control immigration from countries 
of the Western Hemisphere; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

4178. By Mr. CRADDOCK: Petition of M. J. Bennett, and 
others of Mead County, Ky., urging that legislation providing 
increased pension for Spanish-American War veterans be favor. 
ably considered by this Congress; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4179. Also petition of John F. Hix, Hardinsburg, Breckin
ridge County, Ky., urging that Congress favorably consider legis
lation increasing pensions to Spanish-American 'Var veterans; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

4180.-By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition of L?<ige No. 8, Shipm~s· 
ters' Association, signed by Capt. J. D. Baird, secretary, Marme 
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City, Mich., protesting against the enactment of the La Follette I of the pension bill proposed by the National Tribune granting 
bill, S. 306; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- an increase of pension to Civil War veterans and widows of 
merce. veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4181. Also, petition signed by C. W. Robson and 39 other resi- 4203. Also, petition of citizens of Lewisville, Ark., for tariff on 
dents of Memphis and Richmond, Mich., urging favorable action coconut oil, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
on legislation to give increased pension to Spanish-American War 4201. By Mr. PEAVEY: Petition of citizens of Shell Lake, 
veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. Wis., urging passage of the Spanish War veterans' bill for in-

4182. By l\lr. DALLINGER: Petition of the executive commit- crease of pension; to the Committee on Pensions. 
tee of the Flavoring Extract Manufacturers' Association adopted 4205. ~Y Mr. QUAYLE: Petition of Dr. Lillian Delger Powers, 
at its regular quarterly meeting in New York City, January 31, Red Sqmrrel Farm, White Plains, N. Y., urging the passage of 
1930, relative to House bill 8574, being a bill to transfer to the the •· bald eagle protection bill " ; to the Committee on Agricul
Attorney General certain functions in the administration of the ture. 
national prohibition act, to create a bureau of prohibition in the 4206. Also, petition of Women's Committee for Repeal of the 
Department of Justice, and for other purposes; to the Committee Eighteenth Amendment, of New York City, to cons~lt the people 
on the Judiciary. upon the question of retaining or repealing the eighteenth 

4183. By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of Liscum Wheeler amendment to the Constitution; to the Committee on the 
Camp 33, Sons of Veterans, Utica,, N. Y., favoring increased pen- Judiciary. 
sions for veterans of the Spanish-American War as provided in 4207. By Mr. RAMSEYER: Petition of citizens of Newton 
Senate bill 476; to the Committee on Pensions. Iowa, urging favorable action on Senate bill 476 and House bili 

4184. By Mr. EATON of Colorado: Petition signed by 29 2562 prc;rviding for increased rates of pension to the men who 
voters of Denver, Colo., petitioning for passage of Senate bill serve~ m the m:med forces of the United States during the 
476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. Spamsh War perwd; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4185. Also, petition signed by 43 voters of Denver, Colo., 4208. By Mr. ROBINSON : Petition signed by Mrs. B. T. 
urging passage of Hou e bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. ~owbray, of Waterloo, Iowa, and 20 of the members of the 

4186. By Mr. ELLIS : Petition of Sol Katz and 62 other in- Silver Cross Circle of the Kings Daughters .and Sons of Water
dorsers, seeking consideration and passage of House bill 2562 l?o, Iowa, ~rgin? the passage of legi~lation for Federal, supervi
and Senate bill 476, for the relief of Spanish-American War s~on of motiOn pictures; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. eigll Commerce. · 

4187. By Mr. EVANS of California: Petition of Genevieve 4209. By ~r. S~LVIG : Petition of Fairfax-Andover Club, 
Church Lutz and 49 others, urging increase of pensions of Crookston •. Mmn., Signed by John Perry, indorsing request for 
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. ~ore ~ospital beds for :reterans' hospitals in Minnesota; also 

4188. By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of citizens of Lake Burien, mdors~ng the conservation program for Minnesota; to the 
Wash., urging enactment of legislation for the further relief of Committee on World War Veterans• Legislation. 
Spanish War veterans· to the Committee on Pen ionc;:. 4210. By Mr. SINCLAIR: P tition of 29 citizens of Columbus 

4189. By Mr. HARDY: Petition signed by J. w. "Furguson N.Dak.: and vicinity, in f~vor of ~egislation to incr~ase pension~ 
and a number of people of Pueblo, Colo., urging the passage of o~ veterans of the war With Spam ; to the Committee on Pen-
legislation to increase the pensions of Spanish War veterans; swns. . . 
to the Committee on Pensions. 4211. By Mr. SWICK: Pebtwn of C. A. Norrington and 75 

4190. By Mr. HUDDLESTON: Petition of numerous residents r~sidents of Butler, Pa., urging favorable consideration of House 
of Jefferson County, Ala., in behalf of more liberal pensions bill ~62 and Senate bill 476, providing for increased rates of 
for Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. penswD: to men wh~ serve~ in the armed forces of the United 

4191. By Mr. HUDSO~ : Petition of citizens of Livingston States m the war with Spam ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
County, Mich., urging favorable action on legi lation bringing .4212. B~ Mr. S~ING: Petiti?n of 71 of the citizens of San 
greater benefits to the veterans of the Civil War and wido~ ~~e~o, Cali~., favormg Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, pro
of veterans; to the Committee on I nvalid Pensions. Yidmg for mcreased rates of pension to the men who served 

4192. -By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Resolution of Texas State m the a!med forces of t~e United States during the Spanish 
Bottlers' Association, opposing increase in the tariff on sugar; War penod; to t~~ Committee ?~ Pensions. 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. . 4213. ~Is?, pebtw_n of 116 c1hzens of the eleventh congres-

4193. By Mr. KENDALL of Kentucky: Petition of the citi- swnal district submitted by E. A. Pettet, of Yucaipa, Calif., in 
zens of the town of Raceland, Greenup County, Ky., urging that s~pport of Se~ate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the Corn-
immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote House bill 2562 m1ttee on PensiOns. . . 
and Sena,te bill 476; to the Committee on Pensions. 4;214. B! 1\Ir. THOMPSON:. PetitiOn of citizens of Montpelier, 

4194. By Mr. KINCHELOE : Petition signed by citizens of OhiO, urgmg passage of the bill to increase pensions of Spanish 
Daviess County, urging legislation to increase rates of pension War veterans, H. R. 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 
for Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 421?. By Mr. VINCEN! of M~chigan: Petition of residents 

4195. By Mr. KORELL: Petition of residents of Portland of ~hiawassee County, M1ch., u~gmg more liberal pension legis
Oreg, favoring passage of legislation to increase pen ions of th~ la~wn for vete~·ans of the Spamsh-American War; to the Com
men who served in the armed forces of the United States dur- m1ttee on PensiOns. 
ing the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 4216. ~Y 1\Ir. WALKER: ~etition of 100 citizens of Berea 

4196. By Mr. LAMPERT: Petition signed by citizens of Fond and Madison. County, Ky:, urgmg the passage of Senate bill 476 
du Lnt•, Wis., requesting immediate and favorable consideration and House bill 2562, legislation for the relief of Spanish War 
of House bill 2562, providing for increased pensions for vet- veterans and dependents ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
erans who served during the TI""ar with Spain· to the Commit- 4217. By Mr. WATSON: Petition signed by residents of Bucks 
tee on Pensions. ' County, Pa., urging more adequate relief for the veterans of 

4197. By Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: Petition of J. A. the Spanish-American War; to ~h.e Committee on Pensions. 
Mannard, 118 Florida Avenue, Portsmouth, Va., and others, ~18. By Mr. W!ANT: P~hhon of J~cobs Creek Council, 
urging action on Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562 and speedy Jumor <?rder of Umted Amer ican Mechamcs, Jacobs Creek, Pa., 
passage of same; to the Committee on Pensions. advocatmg p~ssage of legislation placing Mexican immigration 

4198. By Mr. LEAVITT: Petition of David Arms and other on ~uota basis; making Th.e Star-Spangled Banner the official 
citizens of Hinsdale, Mont., favoring increased rates of pen- ~at~ona~ ant:?em, and opposmg repeal. of national origins clause 
sions for veterans of the Spanish-American War, widows of m Imm~gra!ion laws; to the Committee on Immigration and 
veterans, and their orphans; to the Committee on Pensions. NaturalizatiOn. 

4199. By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of citizens of the tenth 4219. By Mr. YATES : Petition of E. C. Hallbeck, 4832 Lake 
congressional district of New Jersey in support of House bill Park Avenue, Chicago, Ill., urging passage of House bills 1815 
2562; to the Committee on Pensions. (Dale-Lehlbach bill), 6603 ( 44-hour week for postal employees, 

4200. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of Oscar Clark and other citi- also 4-hour Saturdays), and 6797 increasing salaries of postal 
zens of Davenport, Iowa, urging the passage of pension le2is- employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
lation in behalf of the Spanish-American War veterans ·

0 
to 4220. Also, petition of George F. Batty, postmaster, Greenfield 

the Committee on Pensions. ' Ill., urging passage of House bill 5686, placing position of third~ 
4201. By Mr. LOZIER: Petition of numerous citizens of Linn class postmaster under the civil service; to the Committee on 

County, Mo., urging the enactment of Senate bill 476 and House the Civil Service. 
bill 2~62 providing for increased rates of pensions for Spanish- 4221. Also, petition of Thornton 0. Smallwood, Olga Small-
American War veterans; to t~e. Commi!t~e on Pensions. wood, Emma Oldberg, 7808 Union Avenue, Chicago, Ill., urging , 

4~02. By Mr. PARKS : P~tlbon of Citizens of Prescott, Ark., support of House bill 7994, " bald eagle protection bill " ; to the 
urgmg Congress of the Umted States for the early enactment Co~ttee on Agriculture. 
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4222. Also, petition of John Dobie, 1517 Holmes Avenue, 

Springfield, Ill., urging passage of " bald eagle protection bill " ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

4223. Also, petition of James Broockman, 5538 South Laflin 
Street, and other citizens of Chicago; James M. Flynn, adjutant, 
and members of John A. Logan, Jr., Camp No. 17, United Spanish 
War Veterans, Danville, Ill.; Mrs. A. E. Hansen, 617 Avenue 
E South, Galesburg, Ill.; and Mr. William H. McKinty, Douglas, 
Til., urging passage of House bill 2562, increasing pensions of 
Spanish-American War veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4224. Also, petition of William H. Hasemeyer and other citi
zens of Essex, Ill.; A. W. Potter, Galesburg, Ill.; Joseph A. 
Belot, 2715 Ward Street, Chicago, Ill.; F. A. Rossetter, Maude 
L. Rossetter, and Kate Long, Peoria, Ill.; and Carpenters' 
Union, No. 241, Moline, Ill., urging passage of House bill 2562 
granting increase of pensions to Spanish-American War vet
erans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4225. Also, petition of Thomas J. Asher, 6528 Lakewood Ave
nue, and other citizens of Chicago, Ill. ; Theodore Long and 
other citizens of Galesburg, Ill. ; Nellie Lacy, 6052 Champlain 
A venue, and other citizens of Chicago, Ill. ; urging passage of 

' House bill 2562 granting increase of pensions to Spanish
American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

: 4226. Also, petition of John M. Whitehead, 846 Kellogg Street, 
Galesburg, Ill.; E .. I. Hyde, 2647 Maypole Avenue, and other 

1 citizens of Chicago ; Lynn J. Browning, formerly f!:ergeant Com
' pany K, Third Battalion, Second Regiment, United States Vol

unteer Engineers, 1898, Clifford C. MacLean, 3340 Fulton Street, 
and other residents of Illinois ; urging passage of House bill 
2562 increasing pensions of Spanish-American War veterans; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

4227. Also, petition of W. C. Hallgren, 340 West Fifty-ninth 
Place, Chicago, Ill., urging the passage of House bill 2562, to 
increase the pensions of veterans of the war between the 
United States and Spain ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4228. Also, petition of William A. Johnson, 152 West Maria 
Street, Galesburg, Ill., urging passage of House bill 2562, pro
posing increased rates of pensions to Spanish War veterans; to 

' the Committee on Pensions. 
' 4229. Also, petition of F. W. Peters, 1908 South Lombard Ave
nue, Berwyn, Ill., urging passage of House bill 2562 and Sen
ate bill 476, proposing increased rates for veterans of the war 
with Spain ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4230. Also, petition of J. H. Knewtson, 669 Maple Avenue, 
Galesburg, Ill., requesting the early enactment of House bill 
2562 and Senate bill 476, for the relief of veterans of the Span
ish War, Philippine insurrection, and Boxer relief expedition; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

4231. Also, petition of Warren Williams, Rural Free Delivery 
No.5, Galesburg, Ill., urging passage of House bill 2562, for the 
relief of veterans of the war with Spain ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

4232. Also, petition of Sophie C. Righords, 1152 West Elliott 
Avenue, Springfield, Ill., and 75 other citizens of Springfield, 
Ill., urging the passage of legislation for the relief of Spanish 
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4233. Also, petition of Chester A. Sidener, 1145 West Colhon 
Avenue, Springfield, Ill., requesting the passage by Congress of 
House bill 2562, for the relief of the soldiers of the Spanish
American War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4234. Also, petition of F. Brandt, 2012 Cortland Street, and 
other citizens of Chicago, Ill.; E. H. D. Couch, adjutant, 
Department of Illinois, United Spanish War Veterans, Peoria, 
Ill. ; and W. E. Hamerstrom, 864 North Kellogg Street, Gales-

. burg, Ill., urging passage of House bill 2{;62, granting increase 
of pensions to Spanif:h-American War veterans; to the Commit
tee on Pensions. 

4235. Also, petition of Henry S. Cowder, 62{;0 South Albany 
Avenue, and other citizens of Chicago, Ill., and Bertram E. 
Green, secretary Green Sales Co., 252 South, urging passage of 
House bill 2562, granting increase of pensions to Spanish
American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4236. Also, petition of Hugh G. Morris, 5705 Prairie Avenue, · 
and other citizens of Chicago, Ill.; Walter I. Craft, 7405 Kim
bark Avenue, Chicago, Ill.; Harry F. Zoll, 210 West Seventieth 
Street, and other citizens of Chicago; and J. A. Jacobs, route 3, 
Galesburg, Ill., urging passage of House bill 25G2, granting 
increase of pensions to Spanish-American War veterans; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

4237. Also, petition of Martha Rose, 8530 Oglesby ·A venue, 
Chicago, Ill., urging the passage of legislation to increase the 
pensions of veterans of the Civil War and the widows of vet
erans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

4238. Also, petition of E. G. Hendert, 922 North Grove 
A venue, Oak Park, Ill., and other residents of Oak Park, Ill., 
urging passage of legislation for an increase of pensions for 

soldiers who served in the war with Spain ; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

4239. Also, petition of Joseph N. Spillman, Knoxville, Ill., 
urging Congress to pass House bill 2562, to increase the relief 
of soldiers who served in the Spanish-American War; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

4240. Also, petition of T. R. Kniton, 441 South Academy 
Street, Galesburg, Ill., requesting the early passage by Congress 
of House bill 2562, for the relief of soldiers who served in the 
war with Spain ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

4241. Also, petition of H. C. :Miller, 515 North Stone Street, 
Decatur, Ill., and 35 other citizens of Decatur, Ill., urging 
speedy consideration and passage of the Robinson-Capper school 
bill now before the United States Congress; to the Committee 
on Education. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, February 7, 1930 

(Legisl-ative day of Monday, JanuaMJ 6, 1930) 

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

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER 
The Chief Clerk read the following communication : 

To the Senate: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, D. 0., Febntar-y '1, 1930. 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. SrMEON 
D. FEss, a Senator from the State of Ohio, to perform the duties of the 
Chair this legislative day. 

GEORGE H. MOSES, 

President pro tempore. 

Mr. FESS took the chair as Presiding Officer. 
CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen Fletcher Keyes Shortridge 
Ashurst George La Follette Simmons 
Baird Gillett McCulloch Smith 
Barkley Glass McKellar Smoot 
Bingham Goff McMaster Steiwer 
Black Goldsborough McNary Stephens 
Blaine Gould Metcalf Sullivan 
Blease Greene Norbeck Swanson 
Borah Grundy Norris Thomas, Idaho 
Bratton Hale Nye Thomas, Okla. 
Brock Harris Oddie Townsend 
Broussard Harrison 0.-erman Trammell 
Capper Hatfield Patterson Tydings 
Copeland Hebert Phipps Vandenberg 
Couzens H eflin Pine Walcott 
Cutting Howell Ransdell Wal h, Mass. 
Dale Johnson Robinson, Ind. Walsh, Mont. 
Deneen Jones Robsion., Ky. Waterman 
Dill Kean Schall Watson 
Fess Kendrick Sheppard Wheeler 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. HASTINGS] is detained 
from the Senate on account of illness in his family. I ask that 
this announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. NYE. I desire to announce the unavoidable absence of 
my colleague [Mr. FRAZIER] . 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. SwANSON], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CARAWAY], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. SrncK], and the Sen
ator from New York [Mr. WAGNER] are detained from the Sen
ate on official business. 

l also desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator 
from Arkansas [:Mr. RoBINSON] and the Senator from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. REED], who are delegates from the United States 
to the Naval Arms Conference meeting in London, England. 
Let this announcement stand for the day. 

I also wish to announce that the senior Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. PITTMAN] and the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
HAYDEN] are necessarily absent from the Senate attending a 
conference in the West relating to the diversion of the waters 
of the Colorado River. I wish this announcement to stand for 
the day. 

I also desire to announce that the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
KING] is necessarily detained from the Senate by illness. I 
will let this announcement stand for the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty Senators have an
swered to their names. There ~s a quorum present. 

\ 
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