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The Chaplain, Rev. Z€Barney T. Phillips, D.D., offered the
following prayer:

Gracious art Thou, O Lord, and full of compassion to the
children of men: Wherefore do Thou blot out our trans-
gressions and remember no more our iniquities. Manifest
Thyself to us; show us the way in which we should walk,
and lift our hearts above our failure and bewilderment,
our ignorance and sin, unto Thy perfection.

O Thou ever-living, ever-present Christ, well-beloved of
Thy Father, open our eyes that we may see Thee as Thou
art; help us so to know Thee that we may love Thee, so to
love Thee that we may grow more like Thee, so to follow
Thee that through us others may kmnow Thee and find in
Thee their hope and joy.

Master of all good workmen, sanctify to each one of us
this fellowship of kindred aims, that when the evening
comes each mordant note shall have died away and the
benediction of Thy pierced hands shall bring peace and
perfect harmony to our troubled world. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On motion of Mr. RoeinsoN of Arkansas, and by unani-
mous consent, the reading of the Journal for the calendar
days of Friday, January 19, and Monday, January 22, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had
passed without amendment the bhill (S. 2284) relating to
confracts and agreements under the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Act.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Adams Costigan Johnson Robinson, Ark.
Ashurst Couzens Kean Robinson, Ind.
Austin Cutting Keyes Russell
Bachman Davis Bchall
Balley Dickinson La Follette Bheppard
Bankhead Dieterich Lewis Shipstead
Barbour Dill Logan Bmith
Barkley Dufly Lonergan Steiwer
Black Erickson McAdoo Stephens
Bone Fess Me Thomas, Utah
Borah Fletcher MeGill Thompson
Brown Frazier McKellar Townsend
Bulkley George McNary
Bulow Gilbson Murphy Tydings
Byrd Glass Neely Vandenberg
Byrnes Goldsborough Norris Van Nuys
Capper Gore Nye Wagner
Caraway Hale O'Mahoney Walcott
Carey Harrison Overton ‘Walsh
Clark Hastings Patterson Wheeler
Connally Hatch Pittman White
Coolldge Hatfield Pope
Copeland Hayden Reynolds

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce that the senior Senator

from Rhode Island [Mr. Megrcarr], the junior Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. HeeerT], the Senator from South Dakota
[Mr. NoreBeck], and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
REeED] are necessarily absent from the Senate.
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Mr. LEWIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. TroMas] is necessarily detained from the
Senate by illness. I ask that this announcement may stand
for the day.

I desire to announce further that the Senator from Louisi-
ana [Mr. Lonc] is necessarily detained. I also ask that this
announcement may stand for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators have answered
to their names. A guorum is present.

MONTHLY REPORT OF FEDERAL EMERGENCY RELIEF ADMINISTRATION

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter
from the secretary of the Federal Emergency Relief Admin-
istration transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of the
Federal Emergency Relief Administrator covering the period
of November 1 to November 30, 1933, which, with the accom-
panying report, was ordered to lie on the table.

REPORT OF THE FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter
from the Chairman of the Federal Power Commission trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the thirteenth annual report of
the Commission for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1933, also
a statement showing the names, titles, and compensafions of
the members and employees of the Commission as of June
30, 1933, which, with the accompanying documents, was re-~
ferred to the Committee on Commerce.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow-
ing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of
South Carolina, which was referred to the Committee on
Commerce:

A concurrent resolution memorializing the Federal Government,
through the Federal Public Works Administration, to undertake
the development of the Santee Cooper River hydroelectric and
navigation project, and urging its relation to the national plan
of recovery now under way
Whereas it has been determined by competent authority that

the project known as the Santee Cooper River hydroelectric and

navigation project is feasible, both from an engineering and eco-
nomic standpoint; and

Whereas it is believed that this project Is of no less practical
value when the relative costs are considered than the project
known as the Tennessee Valley Authority; and

Whereas it is thought that the development of this project at
this time affords the Federal Government a useful and worthy
means of contributing to economic recovery in that—

(a) It is estimated that this development will afford 7,000 per-
sons useful employment over a period of 3 years.

(b) It will subject to the useful needs of man the waters of
a mighty stream that now “runs wanton to the sea.”

(¢) It will provide power, heat, and light for a vast number
of citizens of this State and Nation at a minimum rate of
by reason of the natural advantages of the project due to the
constancy and volume of the stream and the topography of the
country through which it runs.

(d) It will be the means of bringing industry in this State,
thereby affording opportunities for work in normal periéds of
natural life for a large number of our people.

(e) It will afford untold advantages of navig-atton glving our
people a competitive water rate from the seaboard to the inte-
rior: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concur-
ring), That the Federal Government, through the Federal Public
Works Administration, be urged to undertake this development
of the project known as the Santee Cooper River hydroelectric
and navigation project, preferably as a Federal project, that its
wonderful advantages and possibilities be given due consideration,
and that especial attention be called at this time to the Federal
Government to the manner in which this opportunity of devel-
opment may become related to and contribute to the determined
efforts of our great President to bring about national recovery and
to set up an order of economy that will give each and every
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citizen an opportunity to achieve contentment and happiness;
and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to each
United States Senator and Member of Congress from this State,
and to the clerks of the respective branches of the Congress.

IN THE HOUSE 0F REPRESENTATIVES,
Columbia, S.C., January 22, 1934.
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy
of a resolution adopted by the house of representatives and con-
curred in by the senate.

[sEaL] J. WiLson Giesrs,

Clerk of the House,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the
petition of Pilchuck Tribe, No. 42, Improved Order of Red
Men, of Everett, Wash., praying that certain forest areas
suitable for recreational purposes be withdrawn from sale
until a survey is completed of such areas, which was referred
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by
N.R.A. Lodge, No. 91, American Federation of Government
Employees, favoring the immediate restoration of the 15-per-
cent pay cut of Federal employees, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations.

He also laid before the Senate the petition of Mr. and Mrs.
Mader, of Carrick, Pa., praying for the adoption of the silver
monetary standard, which was referred to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

He also laid before the Senate a letter in the nature of a
petition from Mme. Anita de R. Koster, of New York City,
N.Y., praying for the passage of the bill (H.R. 6976) to pro-
tect the currency system of the United States, to provide for
the better use of the monetary gold stock of the United
States, and for other purposes, which was referred to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of the Amal-
gamated Labor League, of Norfolk, Va., favoring the passage
of legislation providing governmental insurance against un-
employment and adequate compensation of those adversely
affected thereby, which was referred to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a petition of sundry citizens
of Los Angeles, Calif., favoring the passage of soldiers’ bonus
legislation, such bonus to be paid by bonded scrip, non-
interest bearing, backed by the United States, to be used as
money which can be called by the Government within 13
years, ete., which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also laid before the Senate a letter from A. J. Alger,
president of the New Age Fellowship, of San Francisco, Calif.,
submitting a plan looking toward national economic recovery,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the
regional conference of the National Woman’s Party of the
Middle Atlantic States at Harrisburg, Pa., favoring the adop-
tion of an amendment to the Constitution providing equal
rights for men and women, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

He also laid before the Senate papers in the nature of
petitions of citizens of North and South Carolina, praying
for the passage of legislation providing old-age pensions,
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas presented a letter from
George H. Williams, of St. Louis, Mo., suggesting the adop-
tion of a standing order providing for the sending of two
copies of the daily ConcressioNAL Recorp to former Mem-
bers of the Senate, which was referred to the Committee on
Printing.

Mr. CAPPER presenfed a petition of sundry citizens of
Bremen, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called
“ Frazier farm refinancing bill ”, which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bremen,
Kans., praying for the passage of legislation requiring
packers to buy hogs through open competitive terminal
markets, which was referred to the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry.

Mr. ADAMS presented the following joint memorial of the
Legislature of the State of Colorado, which was referred to
the Committee on Banking and Currency:
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House Joint Memorial No. 4

Approving the creation and establishment of an additional Federal
land-bank district comprising the States of New Mexico, Colo-
rado, and Wyoming (by Representatives Twining and McDonald)

Whereas the State of Colorado is now included in the ninth
Fegeral land-bank district with headquarters at Wichita, Kans.:
an

Whereas there has been continued dissatisfaction with the
administration of the affairs of the sald Federal land bank at
Wichita, insofar as it concerns the granting of loans to citizens of
Colorado; and

Whereas saild bank has failed to function properly during the
emergency, and its personnel is made up of men unfamiliar with
the problems of Irrigation, ranching, and farming peculiar to the
Rocky Mountain region; and

Whereas a reorganization of said bank has recently been made
which in no way remedies the situation; and

Whereas the Honorable RoserT D. Carzy, Senator from the State
of Wycming, has introduced a bill info the Congress for the crea-
tion and establishment of an additional Federal land-bank dis-
trict comprising the States of New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming,
the sald bill being sponsored by the Honorable Arva B. Apams and
the Honorable BronNson CuTTING, Senator from New Mexico: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the house of representatives of ihe twenty-ninth
general assembly (the senate concurring herein), That it expresses
its hearty approval of the said Carey bill and respectfully requests
and urges its passage, in order that the existing unsatisfactory
conditions with respect to the interests of Colorado may be over-
come; and be it further

Resolved, That coples of this memorial be forwarded to the
Members of the Senate and House of Representatives of the Con-
gress of the United States from this State, with the request that
they give it their support and approval; and that copies hereof be
sent to Senafors CasEy and CUTTING.

W. H. TWINING,

Speaker of the House of Representatives.
Rat H. Tatsor,

President of the Senate.

REPORT OF THE BANKING AND CURRENCY COMMITTEE—UNITED
STATES MONETARY SYSTEM

Mr., FLETCHER, from the Committee on Banking and

Currency, to which was referred the bill (H.R. 6976) to pro-

tect the currency system of the United States, to provide for

the better use of the monetary gold stock of the United

States, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments
and submitted a report (No. 201) therecn.

BILLS INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. McKELLAR:

A bill (S. 2452) authorizing the President of the United
States to appoint Sgt. Alvin C. York as a major in the
United States Army and then place him on the retired list;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 2453) for the relief of Drew N. Keever; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. PATTERSON:

A bill (S, 2454) for the relief of Arthur W. Adams; and

A bill (S, 2455) to increase the efficiency of the Medical
Corps of the Regular Army; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

A bill (S. 2456) granting a pension to Virginia J. Potter;
and

A bill (8. 2457) granting a pension to E. Jane Spencer; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DICKINSON:

A bill (8. 2458) for the relief of Howard D. Peckham; fo
the Committee on Claims,

A bill (S. 2459) for the relief of John C. Harker; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ASHURST (by request):

A bill (8. 2460) to limit the operation of statutes of
limitations in certain cases; and

A bill (S. 2461) to amend an act entitled “An act to give
the Supreme Court of the United Siates authority to pre-
scribe rules of practice and procedure with respect to pro-
ceedings in criminal cases after verdict ”; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. POPE:

A bill (S. 2462) relating to loans by the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation in connection with agricultural-
improvement projects; to the Committee on Agriculture and

Forestry.
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A bill (S. 2463) to amend subsection J of section 4 of the
act of December 5, 1924 (43 Stat. 701-704) ; and

.A bill (8. 2464) for the relief of the owners of lots in the
unflooded portion of the old town site at American Falls,
Idaho; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

By Mr. KING:

A bill (S. 2465) to amend the act of March 4, 1933 (relat-
ing to the regulation of banking in the District of Colum-
bia) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. EEAN:

A bill (S. 2466) to lease a portion of the Fort Hancock
Military Reservation to the State of New Jersey; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, FLETCHER:

A bill (8. 2467) for the relief of Ammon McClellan; to the
Committee on Claims.

A bill (S. 2468) granting a pension to Ida Miller; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. TOWNSEND:

A bill (S. 2469) granting a pension to Gertrude T. Black;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. DILL:

A bill (S. 2470) for the relief of Erik Nylin; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. McADOO: L

A bill (S. 2471) to authorize the Reconstruction Finan
Corporation to adjust interest rates and maturities on obli-
gations arising under subsection (a) of section 201 of Emer-
geney Relief and Construction Act of 1932 held by it, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

By Mr. LOGAN:

A bill (S. 2472) extending the classified civil service to
include special-delivery messengers; to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads.

FIELD SERVICE POSITIONS OF HOME OWNERS' LOAN CORPORATION

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of Senate Resolutions
132, 133, 134, 135, and 136, which are Iying on the table.
These are the resolutions which were submitied to the Sena-
tor from Arkansas [Mr. RosiNson] some days ago and have
reference to the number of persons employed in various
governmental aetivities.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrison in the chair).
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I suggest that the Senator
proceed separately with the resolutions.

Mr. DICKINSON. Yes; they will have fo be taken up
separately.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas.
Senator now desire to consider?

Mr. DICKINSON. Senate Resolution 132.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is the resclution call-
ing on the Home Owners’ Loan Corporation for information
with reference to the number of persons employed in the
field service in each salary grade, segregated by States,
together with the names and addresses of all persons receiv-
ing in excess of $2,000 in each State?

Mr. DICKINSON. Yes.

. Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection to the
consideration of the resolution.

There being no objection, the resolution (S.Res. 132) sub-
mitted by Mr. Dickinson on the 12th instant was read,
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Home Owners' Loan Corporation send to
the Secretary of the Senate the following information, to wit:
Number of all persons employed in the fleld service in each

salary grade, segregated by States, fogether with the names and
addresses of all persons receiving in excess of $2,000 in each State.

FIELD SERVICE POSITIONS OF CIVIL WORKS ADMINISTRATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next resolution for
which the Senator from Iowa asks consideration will be read.

The resolution (S.Res. 133) submitted by Mr. DICKINSON
on the 12th instant was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Civil Works Administration send toc the
Becretary of the BSenate the followilng Iinformation, to wit:

What resolution does the
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Number of all persons employed in the fleld service in each
salary grade, segregated by States, together with the names and
addresses of all persons receiving in excess of $2,000 in each State.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. -As I understand, this reso-
lution calls for information analogous to that embraced in
Senate Resolution 132 which had reference to the Home
Owners’ Loan Corporation, while the pending resolution has
to do with the Civil Works Administration.

Mr. DICKINSON. That is correct.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

FIELD SERVICE POSITIONS OF AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT
ADMINISTRATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks
unanimous consent for the consideration of another resoclu-
tion, which will be read.

The resolution (S. Res. 134) submitted by Mr. DickINsSON
on the 12th instant was read, eonsidered by unanimous con-
sent, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Agricultural Adfustment Administration send
to the Secretary of the Senate the following information, to wit:
Number of all persons employed in the field service in each salary

grade, segregated by States, together with the names and addresses
of all persons receiving in excess of $2,000 in each State.

FIELD SERVICE POSITIONS OF FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next resolution which
the Senator from Iowa asks to have considered will be read.

The resolution (S.Res. 135) submitted by Mr. DickinsoN
on the 12th instant was read, considered by unanimous con-
sent, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Farm Credit Administration send to the Sec-
retary of the Senate the following information, to wit: Number
of all persons employed in the fleld service In each salary grade,
segregated by States, together with the names and addresses of
all persons receiving In excess of $2,000 in each State.

FIELD-SERVICE FOSITIONS OF FUBLIC WORKS ADMINISTRATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last resolution which
the Senator from Iowa desires considered will be read.

The resolution (S.Res. 136) submitted by Mr. DickiNsoN
on the 12th instant was read, considered by unanimous con-
sent, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Public Works Administration send to the Sec-
retary of the Senate the following information, to wit: Number of
all persons employed in the field service in each salary grade,
segregated by States, together with the names and addresses of all
persons receiving in excess of $2,000 in each State.

“A NEW MONETARY PROGRAM FOR THE NATION “"—ARTICLE BY
MERZ

Mr. COSTIGAN. Mr. President, out of order, I ask unan-
imous consent to insert in the REcorp an instructive article
by the prominent journalist, Charles Merz, on A New Mone-
tary Program for the Nation, The article appeared in the
New York Times of January 21, 1934.

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

[From the New York Times, Jan, 21, 1934}

A New MoneTARY PROGRAM FOR THE NaTION—THE FIivE Main PoIiNTs
OF THE ROOSEVELT PLAN, THE PURPOSES BEHIND THE TO
CoONGRESS. AND THE DEBATE THEY HAVE AROUSED

; By Charles Merz

The dramatic events of the last week have shaped a new mone-
tary program for the United States, It is embodied in a bill
drawn under the President’'s direction and now pending before
Congress. At five important points this measure proposes to
change the existing situation:

1. It would fix the limits for devaluation of the American dollar
at from 50 to 60 cents in terms of its present gold value.

2. Within these limits it would authorize the President to
manage the dollar by making such changes in its value as he
finds necessary in order to stabilize domestic prices or to protect
American foreign trade.

3. It would impound in the Treasury the vast stocks of gold now
held by the Federal Reserve banks and assure to the Government
whatever profit may result from an increase in the dollar value
of this metal.

4. It would use part of this profit to create a stabilization
fund of $2,000,000,000 which could be used by the Treasury for
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the purchase of gold, foreign currencles, and the securities of the
United States Government itself.

5. It would provide ultimately for the return of the United
States to a new and modified gold standard.

The present article is devoted to a discussion of these five
points, to the debate they have aroused, and to their line of
descent from the chief policies hitherto advocated by the Roosevell
administration.

I. DEVALUATION

If we begin with devaluation, let us first note that it does not
involve any change in the appearance or relationship of the dif-
ferent coins and bills with which we are famliliar. Whether the
dollar is worth 50 cents or 60 cents or something in between, it
will continue to represent 10 dimes, 20 nickels, 100 pennies.
Physically it will be precisely the same dollar we now have in our
pockets.

What will be changed, in case of devaluation, is the legal weight
of the dollar in ferms of gold. This weight is now set at 23.22
grains of fine gold. As long ago as last May Congress gave the
President power to reduce this figure by as much as 50 percent.
The new factor introduced last week is the proposal that the
weight be fixed at no more than 60 percent in case of devaluation.
Existing law gives the President his choice of any figure between
50 percent and 100 percent. The plan now before Congress would
limit this choice to the narrower range of from 50 percent to 60.

Purpose of reduction

What is the purpose of reducing the gold content of the dollar
to either 50 or 60 percent, when the public is at present forbidden
to possess gold and when, as we shall note, the President actually
proposes to stop co it in future? The administration is
acting on the bellef that by reducing the theoretical gold content
of the dollar it can increase prices of goods the dollar buys.
Wheat is exchanged for dollars and dollars for wheat. If the
dollar grows cheaper through reduction of its intrinsic value meas-
ured in gold or in foreign currencies, then (it is argued) more
of the cheaper dollars will be needed to buy the same quantity of
wheat and the price of wheat will rise.

There is considerable agreement, even on the part of those who
are skeptical of the theory in its broader applications, that this
is likely to happen in the case of certain commodities of par-
ticular importance to foreign trade. Thus, Dr. O. M. W. Sprague,
formerly financial adviser to the Treasury, and more recently a
critic of the plan for devaluation, agreed (in one of his articles
published in the Times) that prices of goods exported or imported
in large quantities are “directly responsive to changes in the
value of the dollar as measured in foreign currencies.” As the
dollar falls in terms of British pounds, increasing the relative value
of the latter, the price of cotton shipped to England tends to rise.

The trend of prices

That this has actually happened in the case of a number of
commodities is suggested by the chart at the top of the page.
The black line indicates daily fluctuations in the price of gold,
measured in terms of dollars, during the last 83 months. The
dotted line shows daily variations in Moody's index of the average
price of 15 staple commodities: cotton, wheat, corn, wool, hogs,
hides, sugar, coffee, cocoa, silk, rubber, copper, silver, steel scrap,
and lead.

Most of these commodities are important either as exports or as
imports. The index is therefore highly sensitive to dollar fluctua-
tions. The chart shows the result. With considerable regularity
the two lines follow the same course. When the price of gold
rises—in other words, when the dollar falls in terms of gold—the
average price of these commodities also rises. It falls with a
decline in the price of gold; that is, with a gain in the value of
the dollar.

Many critics of the legislation pending before Congress argue
that here the matter ends. They do not believe that depreciation
of the dollar has had, or is likely to have In future, a decisive
influence in determining the prices of other commodities than
those which are important in foreign trade.

An apparent discrepancy

They point out that while the dollar has fallen about 33 percent
since the suspension of the gold standard by the United States
last April the average of a long list of 784 commodities computed
weekly by the Bureau of Labor Statistics has risen by less than 18
percent. They believe, moreover, that much of this rise is due to
other influences than dollar depreciation. They call for a currency
that will be stable in terms of gold and much closer to its present
legal parity than 50 or 60 percent.

On the other side, and apparently In a majority in Congress, are
the advocates of devaluation. They believe that England’s depar-
ture from the gold standard checked the decline of prices in that
country more than a year before the same result was achieved in
the United States. They foresee a continuing rise of prices as the
reduction in the gold value of the American dollar gradually makes
its full influence felt, They believe that this rise will include, less
directly, but inevitably, prices of other commeodities than those
exchanged in foreign trade. And they believe that such a rise is
necessary in order to improve farm purchasing power, enahle goods
to be sold at a larger profit, and make possible the payment of
domestic debts more nearly at the price level at which they were
incurred.

II. MANAGEMENT

In the proposal to fix the gold content of the dollar somewhere

between 50 and 60 percent of its present weight, the precise figure
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would be determined by the President. Why is he given this
discretion?

Two reasons are offered by the authors of the plan. First, the
President believes that because of world uncertainties it 1s
not desirable in the public interest that an exact value be now
fixed. There are negotiations to be undertaken with foreign
nations necessarily concerned with the effect which the value of
our currency may have on their own foreign trade. There are large
elements of uncertainty in our domestic price structure. The
President is not yet prepared to recommend a precise figure, and
urges Congress to give him a margin of 10 points within which to
turn around. Y

The second reason for this proposed grant of discretionary power
inside the 10-point limit is that Mr. Roosevelt retains his faith in
the wisdom of a managed currency, In various statements on
monetary policy made since he entered office, he has said that he
seeks * the kind of dollar which a generation hence will have the
same purchasing and debt-paying power as the dollar value we
hope to attain in the near future.” In other words, having once
achieved a satisfactory price level, he would attempt to maintain
it—avoiding violent fluctuations either toward higher or toward
lower levels, with consequent booms or depressions.

It is plainly with this goal in view that the plan now before
Congress proposes to give the President power (within the limits
of a 50- to 60-percent value) to alter the gold content of the dollar
from {ime to time * * * whenever and as the expressed
objects of this section in his judgment may require. The signifi-
cance of these words becomes apparent when it is noted that the
first of the expressed objects is to stabilize domestic prices.

The process visualized

Under. this grant of power the President could attempt to
stabilize domestic prices by altering from time to time the gold
content of the dollar—always within the 10-point margin speci-
fled. If prices began to fall he could endeavor to check the decline
by reducing the number of grains in the theoretical gold dollar,
thereby making it less desirable in terms of wheat and cotton,
and thereby (at least in theory) rallying the prices of these and
other commodities. If, on the other hand, commodity prices
threatened to rise too rapidly, he could reverse this process.

The difference between a 50-cent dollar and a 60-cent dollar may
seemn comparatively slight, but is actually a difference of 20 per-
cent. This is a much larger figure than appears in the variation
of commodity prices during more normal times than those we have
witnessed recently. In the 7 years intervening between midsum-
mer of 1822, when the first post-war deflation was completed, and
midsummer of 1929, on the eve of the stock-market panic, the
lowest monthly average of commodity prices ever computed by
the Bureau of Labor Statistics was 94.1 in June 1927, and the
highest was 104.5 in March 1923, and again in November 1925.

There is a spread of only 11 percent between these top and
bottom figures. This is considerably less than the 20-pefv:nt
variation in the gold content of the dollar which the plan before
Congress leaves within the discretion of the President. y

By giving him explicit power to vary the welght of the dollar
from time to time the plan gives him for the first time explicit
authority (which he may or may not use) to experiment with a
currency so managed as to achieve stability in terms of com-
modities.

III. IMPOUNDING GOLD

In the President’s judgment it iIs necessary, in order to maintain
a proper relationship between currency and prices, for the Govern-
ment to be the sole custodian and owner of the base or reserve
of precious metals underlying its currency. This leads us to the
third point in the program now before Congress, namely, the
impounding within the Treasury of the Nation's entire stock of
monetary gold.

At the present time this stock, amounting in round numbers
to $4,323,000,000, is distributed as follows. There is in the Treasury
$446,000,000; the Federal Reserve banks hold $3,566,000,000; there
is in circulation $311,000,000.

The Treasury's gold consists chiefly of coin and bullion held in
trust or in reserve against gold certificates, United States notes,
and Treasury notes of 1880. The Federal Reserve banks' gold is
pledged (to the extent of about two thirds of the total sum)
against notes issued by the Reserve BSystem. The $311,000,000
technically classified as “ in circulation ” includes not cnly what-
ever amounts of gold are now in h but also whatever
amounts have been lost, destroyed, or sent abroad without knowl-
edge of public authorities over a long period of years. The figure
of $311,000,000 is simply the arithmetical difference between the
total amount of gold known to have been coined in this country
or imported and the total amount either sent abroad through
regular channels or at present in the hands of the Treasury and
the Federal Reserve System.

Transfer to the Treasury

The proposal now made, in the plan before Congress, is to trans-
fer to the United States the ownershlp and possession of the very
large amount of gold held by the Reserve banks. There is a dif-
ference of opinion concerning the ethics of this actlon. If is
described by some Members of Congress as theft by the Govern-
ment of something which does not belong to it. Many other
Members defend the plan, Insisting that the Nation's gold belongs
more properly to the public as a whole than to the Reserve banks
and that nothing is now proposed which would alter the assets
of these banks in relation to their liabilities. It Is significant
that Governor Black of the Federal Reserve Board has expressed
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the opinion that any enhancement of the value of the gold “ aris-
ing solely through such monetary policy of the Government
should inure to the Go t.”

The actual mechanics of taking over the gold would be as fol-
lows:

It would gradually be transferred physically to the Treasury's
vaults in Washington, to the mints in San Francisco, Denver, and
Philadelphia, and to the assay office in New York and elsewhere.
(Part of it is already in these institutions, held there in safe-
keeping for the Federal Reserve banks.)

As the gold was transferred, payments for it would be made
with gold certificates issued by the Treasury. But these certifi-
cates would not continue to he precisely what they are today—
essentially warehouse receipts for the metal. Once the Fed-
eral Reserve banks had surrendered their gold, they could reclaim
only such amounts of it (on presentation of their certificates)
as were judged by the Secretary of the Treasury to be neces-
sary to maintain the equal purchasing power of every kind of
currency of the United States.

Position of the Reserve System

The transaction would not alter the position of the Reserve
System. For the gold it turns in, it would receive certificates se-
cured at all times, dollar for dollar, by gold in the Treasury.
These certificates could be used as a backing for its own notes,
and nefther its liabilities nor its assets would be altered. Nor
would its present power to issue additional notes be curtalled.
The bill before Congress specifically amends existing law, in order
to authorize the reserve banks to maintain reserves against their
notes in gold certificates rather than in gold.

At the end of the process the reserve banks would have the
certificates; the Government would have the gold. It is evident
that, in case of devaluation, the Government would reap a profit
from {ts ownership of the metal. For the dollar value of gold
would be increased by a reduction in the amount of gold theo-
retically contained in each dollar unit. The plan before Congress
expressly reserves this profit to the Government—at the same
time casting upon the Government any potential loss which might
subsequently be incurred through any decision to increase the
gold content of the dollar,

With the gold now held by the reserve banks added to its own
stock, the Treasury would have about £4,000,000,000. Devaluation
to a 60-cent dollar would yield, in round numbers, a profit of
$2,667,000,000. On the basis of a 50-cent dollar the profit would
be §4,000,000,000.

IV, STABILIZATION

Out of this potential profit—to be realized when devaluation
at a precise figure is formally proclaimed by the President—comes
the fourth important change proposed last week: The creation of
a stabilization fund amounting to $2,000,000,000.

The manner in which this fund would be managed is described
in the pending measure. It would be used, within the discretion
of the Secretary of the Treasury, for the purchase or sale, at home
or abroad, of gold and foreign exchange, and such other instru-
ments of credit or security as he may deem necessary * * *
for the purpose of stabilizing the exchange value of the dollar at
whatever figure might be decided upon by the President as the
proper point for devaluation.

This purpose is similar to that which Great Britain seeks to
accomplish through the manipulation of an equalization fund
amounting, at present rates of exchange, to about $1,750,000,000.
Great Britain has not formally devalued the pound; but there is a
range within which the British Government desires to keep it, well
below par, for the benefit of British foreign trade and the support
of domestic prices.

Whenever the pound threatens to rise above the desired range,
the managers of the equalization fund sell pounds for gold or
foreign money, in order to depress the value of British currency in
terms of forelgn exchange. Whenever the pound threatens to fall
below the desired range, the managers of the fund reverse this
process.

Government securities

The bill proposing to establish our own fund is broadly enough
drawn to suthorize purchases not only of gold and of foreign
currencies, but also of bonds of the United States Government.
Such purchases may be made if they are regarded by the Secretary
of the Treasury as essential to the stabilization of the dollar.

The President has estimated that within the next 6 months the
Government will need to borrow $10,000,000,000, of which $6,000,-
000,000 is needed to cover new expenditures and $4,000,000,000
to redeem ma obligations. Borrowing on this scale may
tend to depress the value of Government bonds. Under the pro-
posed plan, the Treasury would have power to support the market
for its own securities, provided devaluation occurred at an early
enough date to bring the stabilization fund into existence
while the Government was still borrowing heavily.

Either a profit or a loss might result, of course, from the
operation of the fund, depending upon the appreciation or de-
preciation of such securities and foreign exchange as the Treas-
ury might purchase. The plan before Congress calls for an annual
audit of the fund and a report to be submitted to the President.

V. NEW GOLD STANDARD

Finally, while a large part of the potential profit of devalua-
tion would be utilized in the first instance in this manner, what
would become of the actual gold taken over by the Treasury?

The plan provides that it shall be withdrawn from circulation
and, together with all other gold owned by the United States,
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shall be formed into bars of such weights and degrees of fine-
ness as the Secretary of the Treasury may direct. There would
be no more eagles, double eagles, and half eagles. No gold
shall hereafter be coined, and no gold coin shall hereafter be
paid out or delivered by the United States.

The Nation’s currency would continue to have the backing of
an actual metallic reserve. But the gold standard now envisaged
as an ultimate goal of the Roosevelt administration would differ
in one important respect from the gold standard in effect
before 1833. .

It was one of the characteristics of this earller standard, per-
haps the only completely free gold standard in the world, that it
imposed no restrictions internally or externally on the mowement
of gold. Such a system could be maintained only if the coun-
try's stock of gold were adequate to meet the demand. It was
entirely adequate in normal times. But a stock valued at 4
billions could not possibly be stretched to cover 6 billions of
paper currency and 43 billions of bank deposits, if all of the
owners of paper currency and all of the owners of bank deposits
suddenly wanted gold at once.

The ezxperience of 1933

It was a panicky effort to convert credit into cash that brought
on the banking crisis of last February, before the Roosevelt ad-
ministration entered office, and this experience is responsible for
the changes now proposed. Henceforth, if the present plan is
enacted into law, the Nation's currency would have gold behind
it but would not be convertible into gold. Gold coin would cease
to be used as a medium of exchange within the United States
(comparatively little use was made of it for this p before
1933); but gold in the form of bars could, with the approval of
the President and the Secretary of the Treasury, be used by the
E:lderal Reserve banks for the purpose of settling international

ances.

It is interesting to note that in recommending this procedure
the Roosevelt administration is pursuing a policy widely endorsed
by financial opinion in other countries. Proof of the fact is to be
found in the following resolution, unanimously adopted by one
of the subcommissions of the World Economic Conference last
summer:

‘Under modern conditions monetary gold is required, not for
internal circulation, but as a reserve against central bank liabili-
ties and primarily to meet external demands for payments caused
by some d uilibrium on foreign account. It is consequently
undesirable to put gold coins or gold certificates into internal
circulation.”

International angles

It thus happens that a measure recommended by Mr. Roosevelt
primarily because of national considerations is at the same time
& measure which has received international support, because it
promises greater economy in the use of gold, and thereby, in effect,
an increase of the supply.

There are several passages in the message in which Mr. Roosevelt
recommended his program to Congress showing at other points an
interest in the international aspects of monetary control. The
President expressed his “hope that, despite present world con-
fusion, events are leading to some future form of general agree-
ment.” He emphasized for the first time since last May, the
desirability of “ some greater degree of stability of forelgn exchange
rates in the interests of our people.” He spoke of the possibility
of “a future agreement among the nations of the world for a
redistribution of the world stock of monetary gold.”

Such statements as these reveal a desire to avold & war of
currency depreciation and to seek instead, as rapidly as circum-
stances permit, the establishment of a new and perhaps greatly
modified international gold standard.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning business is closed. -
ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent,
after the conclusion of morning business and the remarks of
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fessl, of which he gave notice
yesterday, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
unobjected bills on the calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection?

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator from Arkansas if he
expects to have an executive session today?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do expect, following the
order for which I am now asking, that the Senate will pro-
ceed to the consideration of executive business.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask my leader,
Would it be possible for me to work in a speech on the
St. Lawrence Waterway Treaty?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; I apprehend that the
call of the calendar for unobjected bills will take a com-
paratively brief time; and, following that, it is my intention
to move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
executive business, in order that the treaty may be laid
before the Senate.

Mr. COPELAND. Then, may I tell Senators that I hope
to speak for not more than an hour on the subject, and I
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should like to have an audience for the first 10 minutes.
After that I am willing to have Senators consult their
pleasure.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. We shall try to grant the
request of the Senator from New York.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered. :

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—AFPPROVAL OF A BILL

Messages in writing from the President of the United
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one
of his secretaries, who also announced that on January 20,
1934, the President approved and signed the act (S. 2125)
to continue the functions of the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation, to provide additional funds for the Corpora-
tion, and for other purposes.

ST. LAWRENCE WATERWAY MAPS

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr, President, on behalf of the Foreign
Relations Committee I have had three maps prepared for
the use of the Senate in the discussion of the St. Lawrence
Treaty. I am simply inviting attention to them.

The first map, entitled “ Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Sea-
way ”, shows the area tributary to the seaway as determined
by the engineers and by the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, where joint rates meet, and so forth.

The second, or center map, entitled “Improvements to
be made in connecting the channels of the Great Lakes and
the St. Lawrence River under treaty pending before United
States Senate ”, is an enlargement of the map which was
submitted by the board of engineers of the Army as an
accompanying document to the President’s message. I have
simply had it enlarged so it may be studied more easily.

The third map is a new map, not found in any of the
reports. It has been prepared by the engineers at my re-
quest as Chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee. It
shows the Mississippi water system. It also shows the de-
velopment of the water system so as to increase the supply
of water at low water on the Mississippi River, giving the
figures at each junction and the amount of increase of
water in the river. There will later be submitted a report
from the board of engineers as to the amount of water
necessary for the Mississippi River project.

LOANS BY FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, yesterday in
the discussions in the Senate some mention was made of the
progress of loans being made by the Farm Credit Administra-
tion, including loans made by the Federal land banks. I
desire to have printed in the REcorp a memorandum which
has been submitted by the Farm Credit Administration
showing the rate at which loans are now being made, the
~ number of loans closed between May 1 and December 31 of
last year, the amount and number of loans approved as of
January 17, 1934, the total loans closed and approved of
January 20, 1934, the amount under that item being
$092,490,523.

May I add that the loans closed between May 1, 1933, and
December 1, 1933, aggregated about $210,000,000, of which
$140,000,000 were land-bank loans and $70,000,000 were Com-
missioner’s loans. Loans are being disposed of or closed at
the rate of from $5,000,000 to $6,000,000 a day.

This information emphasizes the importance of the bill
that was passed yesterday.

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

BRIEF STATEMENT OF MORTGAGE LOANS BY FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

Number of applications received May 1, 1933, to January 17, 1934,
528,549 for $2,189,000,000.

Loans closed from May 1, 1933, to January 20, 1934, $290,401,800,

Present rate of closing from five to six million dollars a day, or
one hundred to one hundred and twenty-five million dollars per
month.

Loans closed May 1, 1833, to December 31, 1933, about $210,000,-
000, of which $140,000,000 were land-bank loans and $70,000,000
Commissioner's loans.

Loans approved but not closed as of January 17, 1834, 303,507,
amounting to $702,088,623, of which $413,555,784 represented Fed-
eral land-bank loans and $288,532,839 represented Commissioner's
loans.
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Total loans closed and approved up to Jan 20, 1934, amount
to $992,490,523, r i

About 90 percent of proceeds of loans were used by farmers for
refinancing indebtedness. Of this amount more than one third
was used to reflnance mortgages and short-term notes held by
commerclal banks. About $70,000,000 loaned to farmers for this
purpose. The remainder used to refinance debts due insurance
companies, merchants, joint-stock land banks, miscellaneous
creditors, and to pay taxes. Some scale-down of indebtedness
effected in 17.3 percent of Commissioner’s loans and 3.3 percent of
land-bank loans. Average scale-down of debt by Commissioner's
loans, where scale-down occurred, was 23 percent.

In addition to any saving in principal, farmers refinanced will
save about 25 percent of previous annual interest payments. Sav-
ing to land-bank borrowers by reduction in interest rate on mort-
gages outstanding about $11,000,000 per year for next 5 years.
Saving in interest on new loans closed to January 1, 1934, about
$2,700,000 a year,

Applications still being received at rate of 12,000 to 14,000 per
week. Banks current on appraisals. Considerable delay in effect-
ing scale-downs where necessary to complete loan. Very important
to speed passage of bill as much as possible to avoid interruption
of refinancing program.

GOLD VALUATION OF THE DOLLAR

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I am going to embrace the
opportunity of answering a great portion of the mail that
has come to my office during the last 2 or 3 days by the
method of addressing the answers through the columns of
the ConcrEssioNan Recorp. That is due to the physical im-
possibility of atfending to even a slight portion of the very
heavy mail that has come in within the last 4 or 5 days,
since the devaluation-of-the-dollar issue has been before
the country.

As I read these letters, I think they are probably stimu-
lated by the request that has been made over the air that
Senators and Representatives should be addressed on the
subject. The mail yesterday and today is comparable only
with that which my office received when we were in the
agitation for the cash bonus. At that time as many as 1,031
pieces of mail reached the desk in one of the five mails
that are delivered every day. The mail yesterday and to-
day has not been quite so enormous, but it expresses a sen-
timent and an intensity of feeling that is quite unlike that
of the correspondence on the cash bonus.

Take it at random:

Please allow me to ask you to glve your undivided support to
the demand for the revaluation of the gold dollar and the re-
monetization of silver.

That is the general request.
requests; they are like this:

As witnessed by our signatures below, we demand—please un-
derstand, demand—that you, as our duly appointed representa-
tive, representing this district, not the international bankers,
central bankers, foreign interests, etc., favor the Reverend Charles
E. Coughlin’s unshackled commodity dollar.

That is signed by probably 50 different people.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WaITE in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from
Tllinois?

Mr. FESS. I do.

Mr. LEWIS. Before the able Senator goes further, will
he allow me to take advantage of the statement he has made
to Insert in the Concressionar Recorp the fact that the
volume of mail to which the able Senator has alluded as
oppressing him is very similar in amount to that which like-
wise comes to active Senators on this side, and equally
accounts for our utter inability to reply?

Mr. FESS. I thank the Senator, because I assumed that
that was true of every Member of the Senate.

Mr. LOGAN, Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, FESS. I do.

Mr. LOGAN. I ask what suggestion the Senator from
Ohio may have to relieve this congested condition in our
offices. I think I can speak for every Senator on this side of
the Chamber when I say that he cannot read his mail; he
cannot answer it; he cannot give attention even to the tele-
grams that come in. His office force is wholly insufficient to
handle the routine matters that come into his office.

Some of the letters are not
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In addition to what the distinguished Senator from Ohio
has, we have those who desire offices. There are several
Democrats who would like to have offices these days.
[Laughter.] We have all that in addition to what the
distinguished Senator from Ohio has to contend with, I
imagine, because I do not think he would fry fo get many
offices for Democrats.

Mr, FESS. If would not be any use.

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to hear some constructive
suggestion as to what can be done. We work day and
night, and cannot do one tenth of the things we are
expected to do.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I cannot give any suggestion
of relief. The only thing I can say is that not desiring to
ignore the correspondence, as no Senator would like to do,
I am taking this method—which might be regarded as an
imposition on the Senate—of answering the mail.

The congestion in Senators’ offices on matters of office-
seeking is not so serious as the congestion on matters of
legislation. I have not very much sympathy for Demo-
cratic Senators who are burdened on that score, but I do
have the sympathy that I have for myself, for every Senator
who desires to answer all his correspondence. It is simply
an impossibility.

I brought to the Senate Chamber these packages of mail
that came to my office yesterday afternoon and this morn-
ing. They are simply enormous. Not all the letters are
couched in the same language. They are not all one-sided,
either. Some of the letters protest against devaluation of
the dollar; but the vast mass of the correspondence urges,
in rather unthinking terms, that support should be given
to these propositions. Some of fhe letters even ask us
totally to abdicate all responsibility of expressing judg-
ment and vote as rubber stamps because the President has
asked that such and such a thing be done.

Mr. President, I have never subscribed to that theory of
legislation. While I do not want to ignore this vast mail,
I am not going to run away from any threats that are being
made, nor am I going to show disrespect for, or ignore,
requests. I do not mean by that statement that I am going
to do what is wanted of me, but I will state why I cannot
do what is desired.

Mr. President, if I had had no experience of any sort in
the discussion of the money question, I might be somewhat
disturbed by this enormous volume of mail; but, bad as it is,
it does not hold a candle to the excitement of 1896, when
the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16
to 1 was announced as a cure-all for the economic ills from
which we were suffering at that time.

When that theory was first announced, it swept the
country just as the suggestion of the devaluation of the
dollar is sweeping a certain class of thinkers in the coun-
try today; but it was more intense. It was the source of
greater aggregations in the way of meetings and of greater
demands. It was the occasion for a much finer type of
oratory than we have had at this time anywhere, either in
committees or on the floor of either Chamber.

It was on that occasion that, having been a teacher of
finance in a university, I accepfed challenges in debate
ranging from college and university professors to Governors
of the Western States. When I speak on the effort to bring
about a fiat issue—whether it be by artificial decree of the
Government in fixing a ratio or by the issuance of irredeem-
able certificates, it is fiat just the same—my judgment is
not an impulse. It is not sudden. It is the result of study
and open expression upon every occasion.

I was in Congress in 1913, when the Federal Reserve Act
was passed. I was one of 37 Republicans in the House of
Representatives who supported it, not only by my vote but
by my voice. I offered an amendment to the Federal Re-
serve Act which was the only amendment of the 200 and
more offered by Republicans that was accepted. That
amendment was in these words:

After the word " repealed ", strike out the period and add the
following: “ Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed
to repeal the parity provision of the act of March 14, 1900.”
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And then I quote that act in the amendment:

An act to define and fix the standard of value and maintain
the parity of all forms of money issued or colned by the United
States, to refund the public debt, and for other purposes.

That is the amendment that was offered in the House of
Representatives by a Republican, and the only one that was
accepted by the Democrats; and it was to preserve the gold
standard in the Federal Reserve Act. It is true that the
distinguished Chairman of the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee in the House, who is now the greatly honored senior
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], said he did not believe
that that language was necessary in order to maintain the
gold standard; that he rather thought the Federal Reserve
Act did not operate to repeal the act of March 14, 1900,
which placed the Nation on a gold basis; but he saw no par-
ticular harm in it. The amendment came to a vote, and
after a discussion which lasted until 11 o’clock that night
the vote was 299 for it and 68 against it.

When the bill came from the House to the Senate in-
cluding that amendment, there was a change in the wording,
but the change was not substantial. If still retained the
gold standard in more specific terms than the bill had
before the amendment was offered. So when the people of
Ohio are propagandizing me to vote to devalue the dollar
or to vote for the issuance of greenbacks, I do not hesitate
to say that I cannot do it., That is not because it is a.
momentary opinion. It is my judgment that this is a great
blunder, economic, governmental, and in every other way,
except that if the devaluation were limited to debt-paying
there might be some basis for that contention. However,
in the last analysis it will not be beneficial even to the debt
payer.

Mr. President, the proposal to devalue the dollar is only
another form of repudiation to the degree to which the
devaluation takes place. If we are to enter on the policy
of devaluing the dollar, of course, I think everybody must
agree that if it can be honorably done, the Government
should take whatever profit is to be derived by that process.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does the Senator mean by
that declaration to assert that once a monetary standard
is fixed, it can never be changed so as to regulate monetary
units as of less value than exist at the time the change is
made? -

Mr. FESS. No; I do not mean anything of the sort.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Then what does the Sena-
tor mean?

Mr. FESS. I mean that if there is an obligation to pay
a debt, and that obligation is represented by so many ounces
of gold or grains of gold, it cannot be discharged by the pay-
ment of a reduced number of ounces or grains of gold. If
the number is reduced, and the difference is represented by
an issue of certificates, that part of it is fiat, and that much
of the debt is repudiated.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Then, so far as the power
of Congress to coin money and regulate the value thereof
is concerned, it is inoperative and ineffective insofar as
obligations existing at the time of the exercise of the power
are concerned?

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I am not speaking of what
Congress can do or what it cannot do. I have not entered
upon the constitutionality of this sort of legislation. I am
speaking of whether it is honest to undertake to scale down
obligations by changing the medium by which the debt is
paid without the consent of those to whom the obligations
are due.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for one more question?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If it is dishonest to exercise
the power to coin money and to regulate the value thereof, a
power vested in the Congress, then, under the Senator’s view-
point, that provision in the Constitution is inoperative unless
the Congress chooses to do something dishonest. Is it not
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rather the better viewpoint that all contracts are entered
into with a fair understanding of the existence of this power,
and of the likelihood of its exercise, if, in the public in-
terest, it becomes necessary to exercise it?

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, a code of ethics which would
permit the Government to take advantage of a contract but
would not permit an individual to do so is something to
which I do not subscribe. Of course the Government can
coin money, and regulate the value thereof. The Govern-
ment can fix the standard of weights and measures. The
Government can say that instead of 60 pounds of wheat
making a bushel, 30 pounds shall constitute a bushel. The
Government can say that instead of 3 feet being a yard, 18
inches is a yard. But I say such a thing would be a dis-
honest proposal if we should undertake to apply it to con-
tracts already mads; and the Senator himself must admit
that.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr, FESS, I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does not the Senator come
back to the proposition advanced in my previous question,
namely, that, in his opinion, once a standard of measure-
ment or of value is fixed it cannot be changed honestly with
respect to existing conditions or obligations? Is not that
the effect of the Senator's contention, and does he not
recognize that?

Mr. FESS. It is the effect, unless we are willing to admit
that the Government can take property without considera-
tion, can cancel an obligation without payment.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do not regard the exercise
of the power to coin money and to fix the value thereof as
a taking of private property.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I cannot understand the atti-
tude of my friend from Arkansas.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. May I say that if is equally
difficult for me to comprehend the afttitude of my friend
from Ohio? [Laughter.]

Mr. FESS. I am not responsible for the inabilily of my
friend to understand plain, ordinary logic.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Nor am I responsible for
the inability of my friend from Ohio to understand plain
logic. [Laughter.]

Mr. FESS. Plain logic ecan prove that the Senator can-
not go out the door, and the Senator would rely upon plain
logic in the face of the fact that he can go out of the door.
I can prove to the Senator that he cannot pay his debts——

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator will have no
difficulty in proving that. I admit it. [Laughter.]

Mr, FESS. Mr. President, let us get back to the funda-
mentals. Here is a proposal to take $4,000,000,000 of gold
and, by a Government decree, make if eight billion over-
night without adding a single red penny to the wealth of
the country, and with the difference, which is purely fiat,
pay the obligations of the Government. Yet men say that
is not dishonest, that that is not taking value without con-
sideration. That is precisely what this proposal is. As I
stated before, if we proceed to bring about devaluation, then,
of course, if there is any way to do it, whatever profit comes
out of it should go to the Federal Government.

Mr. President, citizens have written me at different times
asking where there is any justification for doubling the
value of the gold now in the possession of the Federal Reserve
banks. I stated that there was no justification for it and
that it should not be done. But if it is done, we do not
cushion the guilt in any way by taking the profif from those
in whose possession the gold was, increased in value by our
own decree. That is not honest.

The only contention I can see for this proposal is that
the Government is in a bad state in regard to its obligations
and needs money, and if it can create by fiat $4,000,000,000,
by a decree of this sort, it will have that much money to
apply upon its indebtedness if it is not applied in some other
form. Even if it does that, that is only temporary, it is
only a partial payment, and we will still have fo struggle
against the dangers of a break-down of our national credit.
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In reading the President’s message and giving it the most
careful analysis of which I was capable, and then reading
the bill which was presented by the chairman of the com-
mittee, obviously prepared at the White House to carry into
effect the message, I find that the proposal is to limit the
devaluation to from 50 to 60 cents on the dollar. The ques-~
tion is not as to the degree to which it should be limited:
it is whether there should be devaluation without recom-
pense to those whose property is being taken and at the
cost of every citizen who is selling services.

If we devalue to the extent of 50 to 60 cents, the only
question I can see in that, aside from what I regard as
dishonest, is the degree to which the valuation should go.
The devaluation will have a range of 20 percent; and if
stability is necessary, if the purpose of devaluation is to
stabilize, with a variation of 20 percent there can be no
stabilization. The man who is engaged in business, who is
making a contract to be executed, say, 6 months or a year
hence, wants to know what money will be worth when that
contract is to be executed; and if he cannot know what it is
to be worth, he is not going to risk any investment. The
Damoclean sword of uncertainly as to the value of money
is suspended over business today, is preventing expansion in
business, and is a deterrent, if not an absolute obstacle,
against substantial recovery.

There is talk about stabilization, but when there is the
suggestion of a variation of 20 percent in costs, there can
be no stabilization at all, for if a man feels that he is risk-
ing a loss of 20 percent in cost, he is not going to launch
into business.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LocaNy in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from
Michigan?

Mr. FESS. 1 yield.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I interrupt the Senator for the
purpose of asking a question. We are confronted, are we
not, by two alternatives? Under the action of Congress last
spring, which I joined the Senator from Ohio in opposing,
the President already has an opportunity to swing the lack
of stabilization through 50 points.

Mr. FESS. Yes.

Mr. VANDENBERG. The pending proposal brings the
President back to 10 points. Might it be said, then, that
this proposal is at least a first step back toward some degree
of stabilization?

Mr. FESS. Yes.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, may I ask if the able Senators
from Michigan and Ohio will kindly extend their confiden-
tial communications to this side of the Chamber, so that we
may get the benefit of the wisdom they are imparting?

Mr. FESS. Mr, President, for the information of the Sen-
ator from Illinois, I will say that the Senator from Michigan
asked whether stabilization within a range of 10 points
would not be more acceptable, or would not be a step closer
to what we want than a variation of 50 points, such as we
now find to be possible. My reply to him was that it would
be more acceptable.

The only contention I desire to make is that a 20 percent
range is not stabilization. It is no assurance to any business
risk; and it must be recognized that there is no progress in
business outside of venturesomeness. The very element that
makes for expansion in business is that of venture, the run-
ning of a risk. The element essential to a revival of busi-
ness is more or less that of venture. No new business is
launched that does not involve the element of venture,

If we now add to the venturesome element, which involves
uncertainty as to what the result will be, the other element
of unstable currency, so that the contractor obligated under a
contract does not know what will be the worth of his money
when it either is to be paid by him or received by him, he
is not going to engage in a new enterprise. So stabilization
within a 20-percent range is a step in the right direction,
but it is not real stabilization. If it could lead to something
definite, fixed, we all would welcome such stabilization.

Replying further to the Senator from Michigan, he has in
mind, I am sure, the same conviction entertained by me as
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to the present trend. I do not like if, but it is better than
nothing. I do not want, however, to be put on the alterna-
tive side and be compelled to say I have got to accept this
or else I have got to accept something worse. That is not
sound procedure. The same idea is in the mind of the
Senator from Michigan—I have not talked to him, but I
think so—in regard to the Governmeni taking over the
profit. If the action proposed is to be taken, of course the
Government ought to retain the profit, if it can be done
legally and justifiably, rather than to allow the profit to
go into the hands of those who are benefited by the decree
of the Government. But I do not want to be put in a posi-
tion, especially when there is neither rhyme nor reason for
the act, of saying, “ We are either going to have to commit
an act of theft or else we are going to have to face great
dangers in the future.” That is not a sound principle on
which to predicate any action.

The primal error was the original abandonment of the
gold standard, which was done without rhyme or reason,
and never up to this good hour has there been any explana-
tion of why it was done. The error having been committed,
there now are Senators on both sides of the aisle who will
feel that devaluation probably is the best next step. So
many who do not want to have such errors committed will
find themselves in a compromising position, not wanting to
vote for something they do not approve, and yet afraid not
to cure in part a condition that now exists. I wish to say
once for all that I do not qualify in the class that has to be
strong armed by the statement, “ If you do not do this, you
are going to get something worse.”

The limits of devaluation may be discussed from another
standpoint, but before I come to that, Mr. President, I desire
for a moment to consider the effect of this proposal on the
present Federal Reserve System. As I previously stated,
when a young man reading Twenty Years in Congress, by
James G. Blaine, and the works of other writers on various
subjects political in character, I was impressed, long before
I ever thought of service in the Congress of the United
States, by the argument that our nafional banking system
-must be revised; that under the then existing system it could
only exist on the basis of a debt, as the currency was issued
upon Government bonds, and the time would come when
that system would have to be changed. When I entered
Congress the revision of the banking system was one of the
first subjects of major discussion, and, naturally, I was deeply
interested in it. I do not want to see the system that has
since been created broken down.

The step proposed, Mr. President, if I understand it cor-
rectly, is a direct assault on the very foundation of the Fed-
eral Reserve System. The Federal Reserve System was
created in response to a wide general demand that currency
be issued to correspond to the needs of frade. It was felt
that as trade in certain seasons greafly expanded there
ought not to be a fixed monetary system whereby the cur-
rency in circulation could not be increased; that there ought
to be a system whereby if there should be demand for new
currency, new currency could be safely issued, and if that
demand should pass away then currency issued beyond the
needs could be retired. It seemed that the Federal Reserve
System, if properly operated, would do that very thing, and
we thought the danger of financial crises had become a
thing of the past; that the Federal Reserve System would
be sufficient to respond to any needs of economic demand,
and we therefore would avoid the cycle of periods of great
prosperity being followed by years of severe depression.

The World War severely tested the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem, and yet, although there was an enormous overexpan-
sion of credit which at times made it appear we were close
to the abyss, we got through without any serious result to
the System.

Then came the war-time inflation of business, with busi-
ness being done on installments; when we followed the rec-
ommendation of a very popular writer that every man should
not only have one automobile but should have two; when
we lived on an artificial price scale that people were fool-
ish enough to believe could be made permanent. This was
continued until money flowed from the rural sections into
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the center of activity, as represented by the stock exchange,
until the collapse was inevitable, although the symptoms of
that danger had been foreseen and warnings had been is-
sued by those high in the Government of the United States
that danger was ahead. At that time the Federal Reserve
System was again tested to such a degree of severity that
some people even suggested that it had broken down. 1
hardly think that the statement that it has broken down is
correct, although it is true that it could not handle such an
artificial situation as had been created as the result of war
inflation.

Now, Mr. President, an effort is being made to solve the
problem that has come as an aftermath of the World War
and to remedy the evils of the depression that is the direct
result of the employment of unsound economic principles,
not only of business but of banking by resorting to more
unsound proposals and further suspension of fundamental
principles.

We are now in the backwash of that war, and while it is
true that the death of 10,000,000 of the flower of the world’s
manhood and the destruction of $100,000,000,000 of values
and the mortgaging of much of the future, as the result of
conducting the war, had a bad effect, the present occupant
of the chair [Mr. BarLey in the chair] now knows that no ele-
ment in this backwash is so dangerous in its result as aban-
donment of sound principles of business. That is the calam-
ity from which we are suffering today; and in this sea of
mortgages, difficult to pay, it is now suggested that those
mortgages should be paid by fiat money in a certain form,
and that we should enter upon a new system of credit, the
result of which no living man can foresee.

Mr. Young said yesterday, as I read his statement in the
newspapers, that the expansion of credit by the act now
proposed may reach from $30,000,000,000 to $40,000,000,000;
Mr. Burgess stated that it may reach from $20,000,000,000
to $30,000,000,000; Professor Warren stated that those fig-
ures are too high, but that it may reach $7,000,000,000 and
it may reach $17,000,000,000.

The field of variation, the realm of uncertainty in the

‘mind of the authors of this proposal is 140 percent: he comes

only that near being certain. It may be $7,000,000,000 and
it may be $17,000,000,000—a variation of only $10,000,-
000,000, one and a half times the minimum, or a variation
of nearly 150 percent.

Why does Professor Warren say that? Because he cannot
know, as no other man can know, what the expansion of
credit may be. Why does Owen D. Young say it will be from
$30,000,000,000 to $40,000,000,000? It is because of the back-
ground of Mr. Young and his business experience. As will
be recalled, he was the leading figure in the Dawes Com-
mission, created to adjust the basis of Germany’s payment of
reparations, and later the head of the Commission which re-
vised those figures, known as the “ Young Commission.”
While Mr. Young cannot authoritatively state what the
effect will be, I am more inclined fo take the view of a man
whose theory is reinforced by experience than the theory
of someone who is in his cloister all the time.

I do not want to say anything unkind of my profession,
but I cannot help but think of the famous statement of
Brander Matthews, a distinguished professor of a great uni-
versity. When he was asked why it was that so few college
men ever became successes in business, he said, “I do not
know, unless it be because they are so ignorant.,” [Laughter.]
A hard statement to make; yet it is true that, while one can
be absolutely certain in a theoretical way, his theory may
never come within sight of the results attained in actual

‘practice. And here we are launching upon a field of un-

determined credit expansion which, if it is to reach the poinf
which Mr., Young says it is likely to reach, then high prices
instead of low prices will be the thing everybody will be com-
plaining of.

There is another thing that is of very serious concern.
The very breath of the Federal Reserve System is the au-
thority for issuance of notes. To make those notes of cur-
rent debt-paying legal-tender service there must be 40 per-
cent of gold as a reserve upon which the value is based. If
the remaining 60 percent can be maintained in gilt-edge
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securities, 40 percent will be all that is necessary in gold;
but if, for any reason, it is impossible to have the 60 percent
in acceptable securities, industrials and others, then the
gold backing has to be increased in that degree. Naturally,
when business is prosperous the gold reserve will be at the
minimum of 40 percent, but when business gets to the low
stage which it reached in 1931 after the breakdown in
central Europe, the gold reserve must be increased because
the value of industrials decreases. We reached a point, as
the distinguished Senator occupying the chair will reecall,
where instead of having 40-percent gold reserve we had 80.
That was not because the gold was necessary except to
satisfy the law when such securities were not available.

Then it was that we enacted an emergency measure and
permiitted the deposit of Government bonds instead of gold,
and in that way released nearly a billion dollars of gold.
But, Mr. President, a Federal Reserve note is worth a hun-
dred cents, no matter where it is used in this or any other
country, because it says on its face that it is redeemable in
gold or lawful money. The only thing that makes it cur-
rent is the redemption clause.

During the Civil War when we were in dire need of cur-
rency we issued greenbacks to the amount of $60,000,000,
but we did not call them greenbacks, because we made them
redeemable in gold on demand. That issue of $60,000,000
never declined cne cent, because at any moment it could be
redeemed in gold.

Mr, LEWIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bamey in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from
Illinois?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. LEWIS. I should like the able Senator to give me
his definition of lawful money. The Reserve note is pay-
able in gold or lawful money. What does my able friend
say is the meaning of “lawful money ” when it is not gold?

Mr, FESS. Any money that is redeemable in gold under
the act of 1900.

Mr. LEWIS. Does the able Senator feel, when the law
says “gold or lawful money”, that the words *“lawful
money ” are not intended to mean money other than gold?

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, we have gold coins, silver
coins, subsidiary coins in metals; we also have gold certifi-
cates, silver certificates—neither one of which is gold; and,
in addition, we have national-bank notes, Federal Reserve
notes, Sherman notes of 1890—a few of them—and Federal
Reserve bank notes, which are not gold, but every dollar
of which, under the act of March 14, 1900, is redeemable in
gold. That makes them lawful money, and when it is said
that they are redeemable in gold or lawful money, it means
gold or money in existence which is redeemable in gold,
and the Senator knows that to be so.

Mr. LEWIS. No; I cannot permit the Senator’s expres-
sion to go unchallenged that I knew a thing and indicated
something else.

Mr. FESS. Well, I will take it back.

Mr. LEWIS. The Senator ought to withdraw much of
his speech, upon the same theory of the error he has fallen
into.

Mr. FESS. No; I shall not withdraw anything at the
suggestion of my friend except when I may refer to some-
thing he may have said.

Mr. LEWIS. I confess there is a great deal in what the
Senator says as to the construction of the act of 1890.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield further to the Senator from Illinois?

Mr. FESS. I will if the Senator has a question to ask
but not for a lecture.

Mr. President, what does the bill which I am now dis-
cussing propose to do as it affects the issuance of Federal
Reserve notes? Are they going to be issued on a gold base,
as is now required under the law? No. Gold ceases to be a
commodity; gold ceases to be monetary gold; gold might as
well be thrown to the bottom of the sea; it is to have no
use; it is to be taken out of the currents of trade and im-
pounded. One cannot demand it, and, therefore, Federal
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Reserve notes have no redemption feature, and it is just the
same as if gold were placed where it cannot be obtained.

What is the Government proposing as to the Federal Re-
serve notes heretofore issued, redeemable in gold and sup-
ported 40 percent by gold, and to the extent of the remain-
ing 60 percent by securities? It is to take the gold coin
and convert it into bullion, which is all right; to impound
it in the Treasury, and then, for the profits which the
Government has made out of seized gold, gold certificates,
irredeemable, are to be issued in payment thereof, and upon
this irredeemable certificate Federal Reserve notes are to
be based and issued.

The secrip called a certificate is not money, because it
cannot be redeemed except upon the option of the Secretary
of the Treasury. A redemption based on the option of the
Secretary of the Treasury, and not on the option of the
one holding the scrip, is no redemption at all, as everybody
knows. If for any reason the holder of that scrip could
induce the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem it in gold,
it would have to be in bullion and at a rate that nobody
knows except the Secretary of the Treasury, because he is
given the power to fix the amount that will be paid for
the serip.

Mr. President, I challenge anybody to say that that is
not the very foundation stone of the Federal Reserve Act:
and yet it is to be uprooted, root and branch. What is to
become of the Federal Reserve notes? Are they anything
but a promise? That is all. If a promise is the only thing
to be considered of value, then let us start to issue green-
backs and do it to the extent that we can pay the running
expenses of the Government and stop the burden of taxa-
tion. If we can create value to pay debts by issuing scrip
irredeemable, then let the Government go to the limit.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
Ohio yield to the Senator from Delaware?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr, HASTINGS. I should like to inquire whether the
Senator’s conclusion is that the new currency is the kind
of currency that has nothing back of it except the credit’
of the Government?

Mr. FESS. That is correct. That is all. The scrip upon
which the Federal Reserve note is hereafter to be issued is
a certificate which has back of it so much bullion, but the
holder of it cannot demand bullion, let alone coin. He
may ask for it and if the Secretary of the Treasury wants
to give it to him he can do so. If he does not want to do
so he will not do it and cannot be compelled to do it. If
he does give it he will fix the amount he will pay,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. KING. I was interested in the statement of the
Senator that bonds issued by the Government are a promise
to pay, redeemable in whatever is the basic or primary
money. Is there anything per se or fundamental back of
the bonds of the Government, which aggregate today $25,-
000,000,000 or more, other than the credit of the country?

Mr. FESS. No. If the Senator wants to put United
States bonds in the same category as legal tender, then his
question is pertinent; but when he assumes that because a
bond has nothing back of it except the credit of the Gov-
ernment and that therefore it should be treated as the cur-
rency of the country, I say that the two things are so
widely different that I cannot see the analogy at all.

Mr. KING. Perhaps the observation just made by the
Senator is entirely accurate. Nevertheless, if the Govern-
ment of the United States has sufficient integrity and unim-
paired financial strength and power as that its bonds, total-
ing billions of deollars, are current and purchased by the
people, that people are willing to surrender their money for
the purpose of purchasing the bonds, may we not assume
that the Government, acting certainly with a modicum of
wisdom anyway—even though the Democrats are in power—
will be interested in preserving the credit of the country, so
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that nothing will be issued, whether we call it irredeemable
or not, that does not have back of it the honor, the integrity,
and the unimpaired credit of this great Republic?

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing fo con-
cede all the Senator said as to the purposes of the Gov-
ernment. I am perfectly willing to concede that the Gov-
ernment will not of its own volition wish fo repudiate its
obligations. I have stated, and I state now, that I have
never seen any utterance from the President that would
indicate that he is for inflation, in the general sense of the
term, of printing greenbacks or printing irredeemable
money. But I stated previously, and I repeat that now, it
is not a question of what the President’s views toward in-
flation may be or are. The question is, What will be the
eventuation of the policy of the President now as o gold?
It is not what he wants to do. It is what he will feel com-
pelled to do when the crisis is reached.

I did not want to enter this field of discussion, but I can-
not feel at ease over the wild expenditures—wild in the sense
of amount, because I do not mean in the form of expendi-
ture. I cannot feel at ease when wondering how we are
going to meet an obligation that is $3,000,000 an hour,
$30,000,000 a day, counting 10 hours a day, 6 days a week,
in violation of the N.R.A., every working day in the year, at
the rate of $3,000,000 an hour. How are we going to meet it
if it continues? That is what is already demanded of us,
to say nothing about the rate of expenditure that is now
going on. If the rate now in vogue keeps up it will be
$15,000,000,000 a year instead of $10,000,000,000. I am as-
suming that rate will not keep up, but that we will require
$10,000,000,000 stated in the President’'s Budgef message.

I fear this is only a matter of relief at the expense of
recovery, and, if my fears shall be realized, then next
year we will have the same thing on our hands. Then what
about the credit of the Government? I say to my friend
from Utah that I do not charge him or his administration
or anyone in authority—except now and then we will see
a fugitive college professor probably who is favoring it—
with wanting to repudiate. I do not charge that. I think
they do not want to do that. My concern is, What will
the policy compel them to do, and is there anyone here
who can be entirely enthusiastic that the credit of the Na-
tion is to be 100 percent all the time under these circum-
stances? What will be the effect on the credit of the
Government when we want to sell our bonds?

I do not want to say anything that would in any way
complicate the problem of the administration in its need
for $10,000,000,000 that must be raised very soon. I am
not so much concerned about the bond market, but I am
concerned about the circulating media with gold ceasing
to be both the media and the measure of value and the
substitution of a variable quantity that ranges 20 percent
and perhaps more. If anyone can get any encouragement
out of such promises as that, they possess more credulity
than I possess.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an
inquiry?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
Ohio yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. KING. I hope I do not misunderstand the implica-
tions of the Senator. I do not quite follow him, if he means
that the policy of the valuation of gold per se increases
the expenses of the Government that will be an inducement
to the party in power or to my friends upon the other side
of the Chamber to be more extravagant or inordinate in
supporting appropriations than if we adhered to the gold
standard. Yet, if I have followed the Senafor, his position
is that, if we devalue the dollar, we are bound to spend
more money next year, perhaps $15,000,000,000 instead of
$10,000,000,000. I did not quite follow the Senator.

Mr. FESS. No, Mr. President; I did not mean to state
what the Senator is stating. If I made any statement from
which it could be inferred that the devaluation of the dollar
is going to require us to be more extravagant, I did not
mean that. I do mean, however, though I have not said it,
that the devaluation of the dollar is a first step toward the
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payment of cbligations with money that is not of the stand-
ard. That I mean, although I have not said it, and that
may open the door for further issues of that sort, though
not because anybody wants to do it; but what I meant
was this:

I think the Senator agrees with me that the program of
expenditure that he and I are supporting, because it is a
matter of humanity to do it, involves a lot of waste and
extravagance that ought to be corrected; but that, of course,
always happens in cases like this and in cases of war. I do
not see the end of that program unless we stop it, and just
how to stop it when once started is a very difficult problem
for us all.

Mr. President, there is another phase of devaluation that
is less important economically or governmentally, and more
important socially and politically than anything that has
been said; and that is that if the theory of the devaluators
is carried out it will increase the prices of commodities.
That point is in dispute. My good friend the Senator from
Montana [Mr. WrEeLEr], who is urging that we give recog-
nition to silver at a fixed ratio, thinks devaluation of the
dollar will not increase the price level. Nobody can be cer-
tain about it. Theoretically, it will. Practically, it remains
to be seen. I should think anybody would concede that if
we make 50 cents a dollar, when we go out to purchase goods
with that dollar which is worth only 50 cents, we will have
to pay a higher price for the things that are purchased.
It is the old problem in arithmetic. If the divisor is de-
creased and the dividend left as it is, the quotient increases,
or vice versa.

I think it is logical to believe that with the devaluation of
the dollar there will be an increase in the price level. If
there is not, then the whole theory upon which the proposal
is based falls; for that is the one ostentatious and logical
representation of those who are demanding it.

I think that is expressed in Professor Rogers’ statement
that devaluation will be beneficial to the farmer, and it will
be beneficial to the debt payer. The farmer sells commodi-
ties. The price of his commodities will be increased. I
think that is probably true. The debtor pays his debt in
a dollar worth 50 cenfs. It is assumed that the commodity
for which he had heretofore received a dollar he will now
receive $2 for, and therefore, instead of his having $1 to
pay on the debt he will have $2 to pay on the debt, which
will make his debt paying easier. Of course, theoretically
that may be true but, practically, the man who is in debt
can pay only in the money that he has, and if he has not
a commodity to sell for the money with which to pay his
debt he will not in the long run benefit as a debt payer.

The dangerous thing here is that if this theory is correct,
the man who now has a dollar worth 50 cents will find his
purchasing power halved when he goes into the market.
This procedure of decreasing the value of the dollar in
order to pay debts and enchance the price of commodities
may benefit some classes, but it is going to be a terrific
injury to the vast majority of our people, because the great
majority of Americans are rendering service in gainful occu-
pations. They do not sell commodities; they sell services.
Every man who works for wages will have a reflection of
devaluation in the reduced purchasing power of his wages
to the extent of the devaluation. Every man who works for
a salary will have the same experience.

Go down to one of the department stores in this city.
It is owned, we may say, by 15 men. They get a devaluation
of the dollar in order to increase the price of their com-
modities. They employ 200 people. They increase the price
of their commodities, and therefore 15 men benefit; but they
increase it at the cost of the 200 people who do not sell
commodities, but who sell services for wages and salaries.
That represents vastly more than 50 percent of Americans,
something like 78 percent; and it is proposed by this means,
in the interest of increasing prices of commodities, to injure
the 78 percent of people who do not sell commodities, but
who sell services—something like 49,000,000 of our people.

Mr. President, that is the serious thing here. Not only
that, there are over $17,000,000,000 of savings in the savings
banks of America. That money has been deposited by the
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finest type of American citizenship—the person who is fru-
gal, who is industrious, who at the end of a week has budg-
eted his expenses and put by a little for a rainy day. That
amounts to nearly $20,000,000,000 today. What is to be
done with that vast amount of savings? If the theory of
the devaluation of the dollar to 50 cents is carried out, the
savings of those people will be cut to that degree.

What else? There are 60,000,000 of our citizens who have
taken out life insurance. There is scarcely a family in
America that does not have some form or other of life in-
surance. The total of those life-insurance policies is over
$100,000,000,000. Those are the people who look forward
to old age, to a rainy day. What is it proposed to do with
the $100,000,000,000? How will the 60,000,000 people be
affected? The value of their policies will be cut in direct
proportion to the increase of the price of goods or the de-
valuation of the dollar. The holders of those insurance
policies outnumber 4 to 1 the debtors of America; and yet,
on behalf of the person who is unfortunate in his inability
to meet his obligations, we are proposing to reduce the sav-
ings of this group of American citizens!

Mr. President, I think the social element of this proposal
is most serious. I do not know what is to be the outcome
of a policy that is to say to the American citizen, *“ Do not
save. You are foolish. There is no rainy day. Uncle Sam
will take care of you when you get old. The Government
will support you when you are out of work. You are foolish
to save. Why do you not spend? ”

There is not a virtue in the world so unpopular as na-
tional frugality., There is not a vice so popular as the
spending of money. Nobody likes the tight-fisted. Every-
body admires the open-handed. The popular fellow is he
who showers his path with money; but what is to be the end
in its effects upon our civilization?

Mr. President, when we forget this frugal, industrious
class that is the very backbone of America, I think it is a
serious thing. I will go as far as anybody to relieve the
debtor through scaling down the obligation, reducing the
interest, and giving him more time, if it is done in the inter-
est of the public.

I am against foreclosures, and the needless taking over
of property for debts. I will join anyone in attempting to
relieve that situation. But I can never be led to do any
injury irreparable to the best class of American citizens,
people who are the very backbone of the United States, in
order to do a thing that is of doubtful wisdom. That is the
feature of this matter which disturbs me.

I asked a friend of mine in New York to give me a state-
ment of his expense account. I knew the salary he was
getting; he is one of the low paid men in one of the big
corporations in New York. He replied:

My rent is 50 a month. I could get it cheaper in the suburbs,
but it would cost me $10 in the way of commutation to get there.
I am paying $15 a month on furniture purchased when I first
married, $37 for food, §8 for insurance, §7 for light and gas, 86
for laundry, §4 for clothes, $2 toward unemployment rellef, and
I aim always to lay aside about $4 a month in savings. It sums

up $133, My salary is $140 a month. That gives me $7 for inci-
‘dentals, such as illness, pressing clothes, halir-cuts, and so forth.

Suppose we increase the cost of living by cutting the dol-
lar in two; how much will that young man have left to pay
on his debts? That case can be duplicated by a million
cases of people paying small sums periodically in order that
they may have a home sometime. Now, the proposal is to
increase prices, by manipulation of the money, to such a
point that a person like that either could not pay anything,
or would have to reduce his standard of living below the
American standard. That is not wise, it is indefensible
upon any basis whatever.

Mr. President, these are the reasons I give to my constitu-
ents in Ohio as to why I cannot support such an indefen-
sible program as is undertaken to be written here on the
monetary question. I repeat, if devaluation must come, the
profit, of course, should go to the Government, if that can
be accomplished legally and honestly.

I also repeat, nothing is so important as to stabilize; but
stabilization should be accomplished by an undoing of what
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has already been done, and we should not now claim that
because we have destroyed the elements of stabilization by
going off the gold standard we cannot do anything more
than what is proposed here. That is a poor excuse. Sta-
bilization is the most important thing to be accomplished,
but this proposal will not bring it about.

Mr. President, I have a very warm friend in Toledo who
has written me upon this subject, not knowing just what
was the proper position to take, and he asked me to give him
my reaction. My address today is not an answer to him,
but I have an answer, which I desire to have incorporated in
the Recorp for his benefit,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

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

JANUARY 18, 1034,

My Dear Mr, CranpErn: I have your letter inquiring as to my
reaction on the proposed devaluation of the dollar. I can give it
succinctly.

The abandonment of the gold standard and a substitution of
the rubber dollar was the most severe stroke against the revival
of Industry that could have been taken, It created an uncer-
tainty that prevented any business or industry from entering into
a contract that would be executed 6 months hence or at any time
in the future for the reason that one could not tell what the
value of the dollar would be at that time. It would necessitate
writing into the contract the terms upon which it was to be
executed—that is, on the basis of the value of the dollar at the
time the contract was made—which, of course would be regarded
{llegal by the group now in control. Hence the refusal of any
industry to take any risk, either in enlargement or continuing
production to fill a future contract. That difficulty accounts for
the refusal of business to revive under the uncsrtainty of the
value of the dollar.

While the Government made the gravest blunder in abandon-
ing the gold standard, and thus creating this uncertainty, any
movement to stabilize the dollar will be an improvement, as it is
the sine qua non of recovery.

The proper course would have been fo have avoided entering
into such a maze of uncertainty by abandoning the gold standard;
but, since that has been done, the proper course would be to
resume the gold standard; but there has been a creation of such
prejudice, much of which is due to a lack of understanding,
against that movement that the next best step, if it could be
taken, would be to resume payments on a gold basis at some fixed
value.

Stabilization being essential to revive industry, it is argued, the
only thing that is left that may be done under the present state
of the public mind—that state being purely political—would be
to devalue the gold dollar. I am opposed to it, first, because it
is conflscation, on the one hand, and repudiation, on the other,

It is confiscation in that it is taking from the owner without
his permission an article at $20.67 an ounce, for which the Gov-
ernment is offering to pay for foreign gold $34.45. The Govern-
ment proposes by its own dictum to declare this gold, for which
it pays $20.67 an ounce, to be worth in debt paying almost double
that value, thereby creating by its fiat a profit of that amount with
which it proposes to pay its own obligations as well as authorize
all debts, public and private, to be defrayed by the devalued
dollar.

In other words, the Government proposes the payment of debt
by fiat paper in the form of bullion certificates, irredeemable,
thus creating that much debt paying without increasing the
wealth of the couniry by a single dollar. The proposal results
in a confiscation by taking values without due process of law, and
repudiation by debt paying through fiat certificates.

I am also opposed to it on the ground that in accordance with
the theory of the program, the price of commodities is to be in-
creased, which, in the final analysis will reduce in that degree the
purchasing power of the dollar, which must fall most heavily on
the vast majority of our people who are selling services instead
of commodities. This is because salaries and wages do not go up
with the cost of commodities, the result of the inflation of the
dollar,

If we devalue the dollar, say, 50 percent, it means a 50-percent
loss to labor, not because the nominal wage is reduced in dollars,
but because the purchasing power of the dollar, which must be
measured in the cost of living, will be reduced to the degree that
the dollar is devalued.

Its chief hurtful effects will be reflected upon the break-down
of the real wages of labor and what is known as the white-col-
lared workers, and can be of nominal value only to the owner of
commodities for sale and to the debtor, but in the last analysis, it
will not be of real value to them. Its hurtful effects will extend
totsubstantially all the people who are engaged in gainful occu-
pations.

If a clerk in a store or a wage earner on the street is able to
llve on what he receives, and have a little left beyond the cost
of living with which to pay on a home, he will under this scheme
be compelled to extend all his wages for living expenses with
nothing to be paid on a debt, or else reduce his standard of living
to such a point that it will be in direct opposition to the stand-
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ard which has become the envy of all of the people of other
nations,

Then again, In all this there Is a direct assault upon the
foundation principle of the Federal Reserve Bysiem, which is
permitted upon & gold basis with & 40-percent reserve to issue
Federal Reserve notes to meet the trade demands. In this pro-
posal we are eliminating the only feature, the redemption clause,
that holds these Federal Reserve notes at par by substituting for
the gold reserve written in the law bullion certificates. These
certificates of themselves are worth nothing except the confidence
that the holder might have In the Government's credit, which
is a mere promise of the Government on identically the same
basis as the greenbacks, since these certificates are irredeemable
either on demand or in gold, the two necessary items to maintain
the par value of currency.

Another most serious fact 1s that it is confiscation to the degree
of the devaluation on all holders of insurance policies and owners
of savings-bank accounts, which run beyond hundreds of billions
of dellars and operate on more than 50,000,000 people, probably
four times the debt represented by the morfgages that this pro-
posal looks fo scaling down. If will have a blighting effect upon
all that large on of our population which, through indus-
try and frugal habits, have laid aside something for the rainy
day, which is represented not only by these insurance policies but
by the nearly $20,000,000,000 in the various savings banks. To the
degree that the price level is thus increased by the break-down of
purchasing power through the devaluation of gold will be reduced
these sums laid aside by this industrious class of our population,
and in the final analysis it will operate upon the debtor as it
does upon the creditor.

The Federal Reserve System loses its gold, for which is sub-
stituted the bullion certificate, irredeemable. This bullion certifi-
cate instead of gold becomes the basis of the issuance of Federal
Reserve notes. This item destroys the very foundation on which
the Federal Reserve System is built, and instead of basing the
issuance of its notes to be used as currency upon a gold reserve
required to be deposited in the Treasury, they will be issued on
2 basis of a certificate representing so much bullion deposited in
the Treasury, which under the law ceases to have any value, be-
cause it is no longer a commodity for which there is an exchange

rice.

It is true that there is an effort to meet this irredeemable fea-
ture by writing into the proposal that within certain limits gold
may be bought and sold, but that feature does not give value to
the bullion upon which circulation can be safely based.

A gold certificate today is worth the 820 written on its face,
because there is $20 worth of gold in the Treasury that up to the
abandonment of the gold standard could at any time be demanded
in payment of the certificate. That redemption feature, on de-
mand, kept that certificate at 100 cents on the dollar. The same
thing is true in the silver certificate, which by the act of 1900 was
based on the gold standard, and the same thing is true of all the
types of money we have had in use, except subsidiary coin—
whether it be Federal Reserve note, Federal Reserve bank note,
national bank note, Sherman note, silver or gold certificate. They
were all redeemable in gold, which was the factor that made them
pass throughout the world for 100 cents on every business counter
in any corner of the globe.

I will, therefore, have to oppose such a procedure on the basis
of common ordinary honesty in my desire to maintain the integrity
of the Nation, and especially on behalf of the millions of wage
earners and white-collared workers, including the debt payer, who
is going to be reduced In his purchasing power to the extent of
any increase in the cost of living due to this devaluation.

It i1s an amazing proposal wholly on the basis of the redistribu-
tion of wealth by the use of such a method of carrying on this
enormous Government-spending program, which, if continued
throughout the year, will reach $15,000,000,000, which, if unmodi-
fied, must lead to printing-press currency. When that step is
taken we will be on the path that Germany took after the World
War to the inestimable cost of all our citizens, with especially
hurtful consequences to that class who had planned ahead of them
for the future.

I am simply amazed over the lack of appreciation on the part of
the average cltizen to estimate these consequences. Mr. Bryan in
his wildest dreams never approached anything equal to what is
proposed here to be done.

Yours very truly,

Mr. FLoYp
Toledo, Ohio.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, one word in conclusion. Nearly
all of the letters to which I have referred evidently have
come in response to a request made that Representatives
and Senators be written to and asked to support the Presi-
dent in his policy. Let me say once for all, I will support
President Roosevelt devotedly in everything in which I think
he is right. I supported him on 6 of his 10 major recom-
mendations in the special session, in some cases with a good
deal of doubt as to the result.

I could not support turning over the agricultural industry
to a Cabinet officer, and I would not do so now. I could not
support a suspension of the antitrust laws and a substitu-
tion of a gentlemen’s agreement for them, and attempt to
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regiment all industry and place the direction of it in Wash-
ington, D.C.

I could not support what I should regard as the most inde-
fensible of proposals, the changing of the terms of a contract
with the people of the United States by taking out a clause
of the contract without the permission of the holder of the
confract.

It does not suffice to say, “ There are bloody bonds”, as
many of these letters say. Bloody bonds. Never was
there such a campaign of bond selling since the morning
stars sang together as that inaugurated by an able Secretary
of the Treasury, now a distinguished Senator in this body.
I responded to that campaign and did as other Representa-
tives did, for I was then a Member of the House. I went to
my home from Washington, at my own expense, which was
the least a man could do, in order to help sell those bonds.
We asked people to buy until it hurt, and I know that people
bought when they had to sacrifice the absolute necessaries
of life in order to do so.

It does not do to say these are bloody bonds. That is
only thoughtless passion, without the exercise of any judg-
ment whatever., There can be no excuse for changing a
contract which had been entered into 30 days before. I
could not stand for that.

I cannot stand for anything I regard as unfair or dis-
honest, even though it is done by the United States. A code
of ethics denounced in the transactions of men is not holy
when exercised by the Government simply because the
Government is doing it.

I supported the President with considerable intensity on
the fioor in the consideration of the Economy Act, a measure
most unpopular in Ohio but one which was necessary as I
saw it. Some wrongs were worked into that measure which
ought to be corrected, and I shall use my influence to have
them corrected, but I should vote against a repeal of the act
itself.

In the future, as in the past, I will chart my course to
suppart the President in everything in which I think he is
right. When the President chose to take men off the dole
and put them on a pay roll, I thought that was a wise course,
and I so stated. The only difficulty about it is that we do not
know where it will ultimately lead, and we must all realize
the danger. I say here and now that in things in which I
regard the President as correct, he will have no more loyal
supporter than I am; but in matters in which I think he is
wrong, I will not hesitate to say so here or anywhere else.

The very fact that men are asking us to give the Presi-
dent support without thinking or without study makes it
necessary to analyze and criticize everything that is pro-
posed, and I propose to follow that course.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILL SIGNED
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had
affixed his signature to the enrolled bill (S. 2284) relating to
contracts and agreements under the Agricultural Adjustment
Act, and it was subsequently signed by the Vice President.

THE TARIFF

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I rise to make only a
brief address and, finally, to ask that certain documents
which I will present be incorporated as a part, of my remarks.

The transformation from America’s former method of
progress, which has been the pride of her public men of the
past during 150 years of development, surpassing other na-
tions in economic and social progress, is to continue under
the new monetary program as projected by the administra-
tion; it is typical of all its present policies.

The changes wrought by the “ new deal ” as it applies to
the farmer and to big business, resulting in the elimination of
the individual man and the small industrial group, under-
writing and tolerating a monopoly at the expense of the
consumer, are in keeping with the observations heretofore
made by me. We have now new and strange transforma-
tions conceived by the “ brain trust” and sent to the Con-
gress as a part of the unfinished program to be finally made
an integral part of the new deal. I have been wondering
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Mr. President, what surprise is yet in store before this
transformation is completed to the satisfaction of those
responsible for the new deal. Are we now to have an
enabling act conceived by these economic visionaries to
authorize the Chief Executive of this Nation to undertake
that Herculean task of lifting the face of nature?

If I understand the President’s program aright, he con-
templates making over the industrial structure of our Nation.
The old America is in financial ruins we hear, and a new
one is now being erected in modern Nehemiah fashion. In-
dustrial recovery, handicapped by the uncertainties of busi-
ness and finance, made so by regulation in the way of Gov-
ernment interference, now faces renewed perils in the pro-
posal to classify all industry, agriculture included, in six
groups, in accordance with the presumed economic im-
portance of each branch of industry in the United States.
Agriculture and mining, which some Members of this body
may consider safe under the recovery program, face the
possibility of tariff reductions under this plan if the formula
now set forth by the administration is to be followed.

The details of this new tariff program, I find, have been
set forth in considerable detail in articles which I have
clipped from the New York Journal of Commerce. I do not
know the writer of these articles, but I presume from a
reading of them that he has buft little interest in the sub-
ject of tariff other than from a news point of view. The
stories merely set forth the facts, which are illuminating,
and the articles are so informative that I shall later ask
that they be made a part of my remarks and incorporated
in the REecorp.

Mr. President, abandonment or sharp reduction of tariff
protection for industries which have not shown themselves
as well suited in American environment is contemplated
as part of the program for the supposed rebuilding of a for-

eign trade, which foreign trade, according to the findings of.

the United States Tariff Commission, at its peak provided
employment for less than 600,000 workers, this at a time
when from ten to twelve millions of our people, formerly
employed in domestic trade, are dependent upon either pri-
vate or public aid. .This reminds me of the old adage,
“ Penny-wise and pound-foolish.”

The abandonment of certain industries now may prove
as disastrous in the future as did the lack of encouragement
and protection given to other industries, notably the chemi-
cal industry, in this country before the World War, which
conflict demonstrated their vital necessity both in time of
peace and war.

A complex plan for the classification of all domestic in-
dustries to determine the economic importance of each to
the United States on which to base a long-range commis-
sion policy has been worked ouf, it is claimed, by those
directly in charge of governmental affairs.

From the best information I can gather, no industrial
leaders, representing either the employers or the employees,
have been consulted regarding this plan by the wise men of
this period, who, in most instances, have little if any prac-
tical knowledge of the subjects upon which they are passing
judgment. Nor do they seem to be concerned if certain
industries face a complete loss of their invested capital.

George N. Peek, former Agricultural Adjustment Ad-
ministrator, recently ousted from the Department of Agri-
culture because of his inability to subscribe to the theories
of the theorists in control, has been selected by the President
to draw plans and specifications for the creation of a new
foreign-trade administration to create markets in foreign
countries for our agricultural products. Every avenue of
trade abroad is to be explored in this campaign and in
this country, and every individual industry is to be finger-
printed and dealt with under charts developed by the theo-
rists in control.

The practical experience, however, will be, Mr. President,
if we are to judge the future by the past, that the home
trade is the only trade upon which the farmer can depend
for a market for his products.

President Roosevelt, it is understood, plans to ask the
Congress to enact legislation giving to him alone the power
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to set rates which may mean life or death for American in-
dustry—to manipulate tariff rates just as now he proposes
to manage the currency of our country.

The president of the Pottery Workers Union of America
informed me today that the pottery workers of this coun-
try are producing less than 50 percent of the pottery and
china consumed by the American people yearly, due to cheap
foreign competition which should be eliminated by an ade-
quate tariff so that these workers would have at least 93
percent of the home market.

Our Nation has been sorely distressed, industrially and
economically. If history correctly records the periodical
depressions of the past some were as great or even greater
in a distressful way to the generation of people who lived
in those days. However, they did not theorize or carry on
experimentations; they progressed out of such depressed
periods through and by their own resourcefulness without
interfering with any basic laws or by experimenting such as
is the practice at the present time. This is sufficient to
convince many of us that too much paternalism is a hin-
drance at this hour instead of an assistance. I do not feel,
however, that the experiments now being made and those
in contemplation will result in a greater degree of busi-
ness improvement after they have been applied. The ad-
ministration admits that the plans are nothing more nor
less than continued experimentation. But when will this
experimentation end?

I understand that the recently appointed Secretary of the
Treasury has stated that the new program will give the
administration a breathing spell—will lessen the tension
until other steps are taken. I am wondering if the next
step would be the early issue of non-interest-bearing bonds
with which to redeem the outstanding obligations of the
Government. I shall not be surprised if our financial ex-
perts tell us that we cannot raise sufficient revenue by taxa-
tion to meet the fiscal requirements of the Government.

The administration can hardly expect to increase returns
from individual and corporate taxation if they continue to
drive out of business such industries as do not qualify for
continued existence under the plans of the theorists now in
charge of the administration’s mechanics.

Many of these industries are compelled to compete with
the Government, financed with their own money, and in
some instances it precludes them from doing business

Naturally those who believe in the theory of international
free trade and have had no practical experience in the man-
agement or operation of industries cannot be expected to
advocate or recommend tariff rates which will make it pos-
sible for American industry to furnish employment to Amer-
ican labor at wages which will permit American workers to
retain the standards of living which are higher than those
in operation in other parts of the world.

It is possible that some Members of the Senate may be
interested in preserving or in maintaining the right of Amer-
ican industries to continue to operate in America; they may
have overlooked the information contained in the articles to
which I referred as printed in the New York Journal of
Commerce during the past few weeks. For that reason, Mr.
President, I ask that these articles be printed as a part of
my remarks and inserted at this point in the Recorn. I also
desire to have printed in the Recorp, as a part of my re-
marks, & copy of a radio address on this subject recently
delivered by the Honorable Matthew Woll, vice president of
the American Federation of Labor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from West Virginia?

There being no objection, the matters referred to were
ordered to be printed in the Recdérp, as follows:

RoOOSEVELT To SEEK WIDE TREATY PowrRs oN REcIPrOCAL TRADE—IS

Sa1p To WANT CONGRESS TO FOREGO RATIFICATION OF PACTS, TARIFF

CHANGES—TARIFF Law MacHINERY Is HELD CUMBERSOME—PRO-

POSAL BELIEVED TO CONTEMPLATE PLAN To RAISE AND CUT RATES TO
ForcE NATIONS INTO LINE

By Clarence L. Linz

WasmincToN, December 10.—Congress will be asked to provide
legislation granting authority to the President to make such
changes in existing tariff rates as he may deem necessary as an
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inducement to foreign governments to enter into reciprocal trade
agreements with the United States, it was learned here tonight.

Consideration will be given to this proposal as an incident to
the liquor tax and tariff legislation that will be given a public
hearing jointly by the House Ways and Means and Senate Finance
Committees tomorrow.

It is understood that draft legislation already has been prepared
by the administration. If this is adopted, the President would be
permitied to make rate changes without resort to the present
rather cumbersome machinery of the flexible provision of the
Hawley-Smoot tariff law which has as its yardstick differences in
costs of production at home and abroad. At the same time, under
present plans, the approval of Congress to the rate adjustments
and even the proposed reciprocal trade pacts themselves would
not be required.

) LONG STUDY IS MADE

For more than a year, the activity dating back to before Presi-
dent Roopsevelt entered the White House, Democratic leaders have
been studying the matter. It is asserted that now, when it has
been found that the offer of an exchange with foreign govern-
ments for entry into our newly created liquor market is not a
sufficient inducement to obtain for us broadened markets for our
products abroad, this legislation is needed more than ever.

Means whereby the legislation in question can be enacted into
law with minimum of opposition have been engaging the atten-
tion of administration leaders, it is understood. Fear is expressed
by some that it might be couched in language giving the impres-
sion that the authority to be conferred on the President would be
limited to the liquor market when in fact it would permit rate
manipulation generally.

It is realized by the administration that downward revision of
the tariff law is virtually impossible and any move in that direction
would lead to further inequities occasioned by logrolling within
Congress., It also is realized that resort to the flexible tariff provi-
sion of the law would be difficult of speedy success,

RESISTANCE ABROAD DEVELOPS

While foreign governments have shown marked Iinterest in
securing larger liquor quotas, they are not inclined to sell out
their markets to get them. If is pointed out, for instance, that
whereas our annual imports of distilled spirits hardly exceeded
4,000,000 gallons in peak years, domestic production has been as
high as 93,000,000 gallons (1917). In wines the maximum of im-
portations was 10,500,000 gallons in 1910, which is about 33 percent
greater than normal, whereas domestic production runs up to about
60,000,000 gallons. The picture in respect of beer imports is even a
sorrier one.

What the administration advisers will ask Congress for, it is sald,
will be legislation patterned after the flexible-tariff provision free-
ing the President of the necessity of securing congressional ap-
proval of such tariff bargaining as he may undertake in the future.

It has been represented to the President by Members of Congress
in the quite recent past that it perhaps would not be dificult to
secure passage of legislation permitting negotiation of trade agree-
ments if the administration will have incorporated in that legisia-
tion a proviso that bargaining pacts be subject to ratification by
Congress.

ATTITUDE OF SENATORS

It is reported in informed circles that many Senators would
approve reciprocal trade treaties giving the United States conces-
slons abroad on agricultural products in return for tarif reduc-
tions in the chemical and metal schedules of our law in particular.
However, it may be that rate reductions in the agricultural sched-
ule may come also, it is rumored.

Administration leaders, admitting the futility of seeking a gen-
eral revision of the tariff, have let it be known to representatives
of foreign governments in Washington that in seeking reciprocal
trade agreements, loopholes would have to be found whereby our
tariffl wall may be plerced or vaulted. Apparently the State De-
partment has been successful in getting a foothold to negotiate
trade agreements with Colombia and Brazil, although at a stand-
still with Argentina because of the complexities of the problems
presented by the latter.

On the other side of the question there are some 60 or more
industries that have made inquiries as to the possibilities of
securing relief from import competition which they clalm they
cannot meet.

JOHNSON MAKES REPORT

About a dozen of these have been reported to the President by
General Johnson. As a result, the President yesterday ordered
the Tariff Commission to make an investigation with respect to
imports of wood-cased lead pencils. This is the first action taken
by the Chief Executive under section 3 (e) of the National Indus-
trial Recovery Act, governing imports which become competitive
to domestic products manufactured under codes or the terms of
the President’s reemployment agreement.

Before 1933 lead-pencil imports were chiefly from Germany, but
this year there has been a large increase in shipments from
Japan since, whereas less than 1,000 gross came from that coun-
try in 1929, the first 9 months this year the total reached 75,000

gross.
As a prelude to a definite move for this proposed legislation,
Senator Costican, Democrat, of Coloradq, former member of the

« Tarif Commission, induced the Senate to direct the latter to

undertake the work of analyzing the composition of the import
and export trade of the United States with each of the foreign
countries with which we have important commercial relations.

LEXVIIT—T3
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. NUMEER OF REPORTS MADE

The Commission has made a number of reports under the
direction of the Senate, and these will be considered incident to
the study that will be made of the testimony presented in the
joint tax and tariff (liquor) he be g tomorrow.

A list of tariff and other trade restrictions since January 1,
1922, by countries, a discussion of alternative sources of each,
an analysis of the invisible items entering into the balance of
trade with these countries, and other significant economic and
competitive facts affecting our trade have been furnished.

The Commission also has furnished information under the
following categories:

1. Tariff classifications, including grades and styles and articles
in basket clauses of the law, with respect to which there were
substantial imports from abroad in 1919 and/or 1929, but which
have substantially lessened or ceased, and the cause thereof,

2. Articles of which imports in either 1827, 1929, or 1931 have
represented less than 5 percent of the domestic production of
similar articles.

FIFTY-PERCENT AD VALOREM RATES

3. Articles on which tariff rates exceed 50 percent ad valorem
and the quantities and values imported, and the domestic pro-
duction in the years named.

4. Dutiable articles, the imports of which have increased in
quantity or value since 1929.

5. Statistics showing quantity and value decreases of United
States exports.

6. Extent of the exportation of American capifal to build fac-
tories abroad.

7. Value and quantity of imports which are more or less non-
competitive with domestic production and in which foreign coun-
tries possess advantages in production, including seasonal advan-
tages, or as to which the foreign product has some unusual appeal
to purchasers in the United States, particularly in the case of
Canada, Spain, Belgium, Italy, Czechoslovakia, Mexico, Argentina,
Russia, China, and Japan.

8. Ways and means for tariff bargaining as may appear relevant
for most advantageously promoting expanded trade between the
United States and foreign countries.

Peex Pran To ExrortT SurPrus Farm CroPs UP TO PRESIDENT—
Favors SETTING UP FOREIGN TRADE ADMINISTRATION TO CARRY OUT
ProGramM—MAy Form ANOTHER UNIT 70 UNDERWRITE DrEALsS—
ExgcuTive CouNciL ALso CoNsIDERS MOVE FOR ROOSEVELT TO ASK
Wine POWERS TO ACT ON TARIFF

By Clarence L, Linz

WasHINGTON, December 26.—A broad outline of policy for the
development of new agricultural export markets was today placed
before President Roosevelt by George N. Peek, former Agricultural
Adjustment Administrator.

The report carries the results of the studies made by Mr. Peek
and his associates at the direction of the President and contem-
plates, it is said, the setting up of a foreign-trade administration,
which Mr. Peek will head, and possibly a corporation which would
underwrite, in whole or in part, the sale of American agricultural
products abroad.

SUGGESTS TARIFF POWERS

Coincident with this activity the President's executive council is
understood fo be working on a plan whereby Congress would give
broad tariff powers to the President to enable him to carry out
features of the Peek program.

The new forelgn trade consultant declined to go into details of
his proposals, following his talk with the President today, explain-
ing that he is to return later in the week to go over the matter
more fully.

For some weeks now representatives of the State, Commerce,
and Agriculture Departments and of the Tariff Commission have
been discussing the character of proposed legislation making pos-
sible the negotiating of reciprocal trade agreements with foreign
nations, based on tariff-rate reductions, without requiring ratifi-
cation by Congress.

While not overenthusiastic about the proposal, it {s understood
that the President has told its sponsors to go ahead and work it
out to see what it looks like after it is reduced to writing. It is
said to be the President's political instinct that Congress should
be asked for nothing in the way of tariff revision beyond some
obviously necessary changes in rates on wines, beer, and liquors.

The President is declared to realize that, unless it develops he
is in complete control of the Congress, it might be a fatal mistake
to set it to the task of making material changes in the tariff
law. The same matter was before him last spring and all was in
readiness to spring the plan on the Senate and House when the
President is said to have sensed the possibility of a defeat of the
legislation.

URGED TO ASK AUTHORITY

But the tempting possibilities of reciprocal trade agreements,
made particularly manifest in the parceling out of liquor quotas,
are being so attractively laid before him that the so-called * lib-
erals " among his advisers are pressing Mr. Roosevelt to resort to
this proposed departure from present tarifl policies and ask Con-
gress to divest itself of tariff rate-making powers, within certain
specified 1imits, surrendering them to the Chief Executive.

The argument is that if it is useful to the Government to use
the trading possibilities offered by our newly created liquor mar-
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kets it certainly would be beneficial to the country to make per-
manent a system for bargaining for tariff benefits. The quota
system, although much wused in Europe recently, and is now
applied to our liquor imports, is new to American foreign trade.

The President, since his inauguration, has leaned to the bar-
gaining tariff principle, but his political astuteness kept him from
pressing the matter strongly at the special session last spring and
s0 far has kept him from reaching a determination as to what
powers. and in what manner, he would ask Congress in the form
of appropriate legislation.

In order to effectuate the necessary administrative control to
facilitate the negotiation of trade agreements, it is revealed in
informed quarters, the sponsors of the plan propose that the Presi-
dent be empowered to prescribe more detailed classifications within
any present tariff classification and to lower the applicable rates
of duty within certain specified limits, presumably 50 percent.
There 18 talk also of providing for the licensing of all importations
of any general or detailed classification and for the allocation of
American markets therefor on an allotment system.

FINDINGS SUGGESTED

For legal reasons, it s explained, the exercise of these powers
should be made conditional upon the President making certain
findings of fact. The proponents of the plan suggest that these
findings be—{A) that such action is necessary to bring about sat-
isfactory trade agreements, and (B) that such agreements ade-
quately compensate the United States for any concessions granted
in the domestic market.

The plan goes further than has been indicated in the gossip
here, it is averred. It is declared by the tariff planners that if
American export trade is to be restored to anything like its former
proportions, the United States must enlarge its import markets and
to do so must lower existing tariff barriers.

This leads directly to the setting up of a Government authority,
possibly even the new Peek organization, which would survey the
whole field of foreign and domestic commerce and arrive at con-
clusions as to the economic value of varicus industries. Some, it
is pointed out, imevitably would be found, operating now under
the protective tariff, to be uneconomic and should be sacrificed in
order that a foreign country, producing similar goods at a lower
price, might find a market for them here in order that such a
country might be able to buy more of standard American products.

It is learned that the Tariff Commission has placed in the hands
of Mr. Peek and his assoclates information showing not only our
trade with foreign countries but the trade of the latter with each
other, indicating markets abroad that might be opened or ex-
panded for our goods and means for assisting them iIn getting
their merchandise into our markets. This confidential document
is said to be " one of the finest pieces of work” ever done by the
Commission.

CITES NATIONAL PLANNING

“ Standard American products " are denominated as agricultural
products. It is pointed out that in respect to the latter there
already has been undertaken a system of national planning with
the attempt at avoidance of overproduction by acreage controls.
Under the codes formulated by industries and the National
Recovery Administration, there is the framework for national
planning for the products of factories and mills,

Here is the start of allocation of all production among the dif-
ferent units of industry and agriculture. Therefore, it is argued,
that If there is in fact to be national planning on so broad a scale,
it is but natural that autherity over import duties should be
vested in the Government.

Because they consider tariff-making an essential part of the gen-
eral scheme of as they have worked it out, these liberals
among the President’s advisers are pressing the latter to approach
Congress on the question of granting him authority to manipu-
late tariff rates when, In his discretion, this appears desirable.
They contend that this would be no greater menace to industry,
if menace it could be called, than the authority vested in the
President under the National Industrial Recovery Act to dominate
all Industry. They add that if the program is to be carried out
according to the general plans for economic recovery this new
power is necessary.

TarrFr Poricy HERE Now FACES CHANGE TO Am UNITED STATES
ExrorTs—MAY DroP oR SHARPLY CURTAIL PROTECTION IN LINE
wiTHE NEw UxnrreEp STATES EcoNoMmic PoLicY—TRADES BEING Cras-
SIFIED TO DECIDE NEED OF DUTY—PURPOSE IS TO DETERMINE INDUS-
TRIES UNSUITED TO AMERICAN PROGRAM UNDER THE “ NEW DEAL

By Clarence L. Linz

WasHNGTON, January l.—Abandonment or sharp reduction of
tariff protection for industries “ which have not shown themselves
as well suited to American economic environment" is contem-
plated as a part of a program for the rebuilding of our foreign
trade now being considered by the Executive Commercial Policy
Committee of the Roosevelt administration.

A complex plan for the classification of all domestic industries
to determine the economic importance of each to the United
States, on which to base a long-range commercial policy, has been
worked out by Committee experts, it was revealed here today.

This plan is belleved to be the groundwork for the contemplated
proposals to Congress which President Roosevelt last week made
known he would present. It is an elaboration of the program
which was to have been urged upon the National Legislature last

spring.
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PUEPOSE OF PROGRAM

The primary purpose of the program appears to be the selection
of those industries that legitimately may. be " sacrificed" in the,
best interests of all, the President being authorized by Congress
to be the judge. Leaders in House and Senate, it is learned, are
awaiting the decision of the administration as to a new tariff
policy before proceeding with the formulation of contemplated
reciprocal trade legislation.

The experts of the Executive Commercial Policy Committee, of
which Acting Secretary of State Phillips is chairman, have, in
their memorandum, attempted to sketch a new line of principle
to serve as the basis of a long-term policy. They assume that a
bill is to be introduced in Congress to give the Chief Executive
the power to modify existing duties upward or downward within
limits, and to otherwise regulate imports, and the report is fur-
ther intended to suggest the policy basis on which Congress and
the country may be approached for the grant of power. In other
words, it is a rough plan for the beneficial exercise of Executive

power.

If the long-term commercial policy is to be established, it is
contended, it will be essential that the Executive be vested with
some measure of authority, not only to modify rates but to employ
such other measures as may be deemed suitable for regulating
import movement of goods.

POSITION OF CONGRESS CITED

The Executive alone, it Is asserted, could develop a plan which
represents the national outlook and which continucusly demands
necessary technical information. Tariff-making by Congress, it is
pointed out, inevitably results in conflict and bargaining between
local interests with no clear conception of the situation created
for export industries. '

Congress must pass on both the plan and the general policy and
upon its execution, but cannot be expected to legislate details of
a long-range plan, it is explained.

Each branch of the primary industries of the country (including,
in the term all agricultural and extractive industries) would be
graded as a means of defining their place in the commercial policy
scheme. Each industry would, after the fullest possible study, be
placed in one of perhaps six broad or classes. These grades
would be based upon a “complex basis", indicating the utllity
of the industry to the country and its proper place in the scheme
of commercial policy.

Among the features of the industry suggested to be considered
in grading, the following, it is sald, will have a natural place:
(a) economic suitability to the United States as measured pri-
marily by past efficlency; (b) possible contribution to national
defense; (c) wage levels and other indications of general social
utility; (d) the number of people employed and size of vested
interest represented; (e) geographical distribution; (f) alterna-
tive sources of foreign supply; and (g) mutual dependence for
proper operation of each industry on others.

EUGGESTS GRADE FPLAN

The report tentatively suggests that grades be developed some-
what as follows: Grade A would Increase the normal export
industries req substantial foreign markets If the economic
relationships within the United States are to be brought into
easy balance without large interlor movements of operation em-
bracing such products as exportable agricultural supplies (cot-
ton, wheat, hog products, and apples) and those mass-production
manufactures which have set the pace in raising wages and in-
creasing per capita production of the country (automobiles, agri-
cultural machinery, electrical apparatus, etc.). Some of the com-
modities in this grade might continue to carry protection; for
others it would be wholly unnecessary.

Grade B industries might be those slightly less marked than
those in grade A for general effectiveness, in industries
which, on the whole, have shown the power to ain themselves
against forelgn competition without assistance, which employ
large numbers of workers and which turn out satisfactory prod-
ucts at reasonable prices. In this category would be various lines
in the chemical and metal industries, much of our iron and
steel production, staple textile industries, shoe industries, etc., the
report suggests. Industries in this category, however, would be
protected at this time of emergency from any marked increase
in foreign competition.

INDUSTRIES IN GRADE C

Grade C would include industries that do not qualify under
the preceding classifications on the ground of general effective-
ness, but which are deemed In part or in whole essential to na-
tional defense—chemical industries, shipbuilding and, perbaps,
certain minerals. But in some instances in respect of these com-
modities and services instead of tariff protection it is suggested in
theb{eport some form of subsidy arrangement might prove pref-
erable,

Towards commodities in this grade, decision would have to be
reached as to the minimum protection to sustain the
minimum deemed necessary for national defense, it is suggested
by the experts. It might be found in the case of certain of these
commodities advisable to supersede ordi tariff arrangements
by market allocation arrangements under which minimum do-
mestic production would be assured without cloging the market
to foreign production and thereby maintaining unnecessarily high
prices, they explained.
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In connection with the whole grading process, but more par-
ticularly with the industries in this grade, it Is admitted, account
would have to be taken of the most available geographical sources
of supply.

TRADES CONSIDERED UNSUITED

Grade D would cover a large variety of industries which have
not shown themselves well suited to American economic environ-
ment. They might be assured of a certaln maximum measure of
protection but, beyond that, would be required to sustain them-
selves against foreign competition. This grade might be divided
in two subgrades according as to whether the particular branch
of the industry was an important factor in maintaining other
branches, whether suited, or according to the numbers em-
ployed, ete.

In this intermediate grade D would come a great number of
minor industries, and, as an example, textile specialties requiring
too much changing of pattern and design to be successful in the
United States are named. It is suggested also that there are
certain types of glove manufacture and certain branches of agri-
culture, such as hides, falling in this category.

Grade E would include, under the plan, industries that have
some foothold in this country but which, on the whole, are a
burden because they possess so weak an economic basis or be-
cause they have exhausted their basis. It is averred that these
industries at the present time often have the highest rates of
duty and “ despite that fact are only struggling along.”

ITEMS ARE LISTED

“ Manganese, chromium, quicksilver, laces, and other typical
hand-labor industries and certain agricultural products, such as
pineapples ", are listed by Committee experts as evidences of what
they have in mind.

“If it were not for long tradition through which the sugar
industry has established so strong a place for itself,” they added,
that industry would probably be put in this classification. In
these grades would probably come minor or luxury branches of
industry requiring large amounts of hand labor and employing
only small numbers of workers; for example, certain types of
the “higher class woolens and certain types of wine and spirits
production.”

Grade F would embrace the commodities for the production
of which the country is wholly unsuited and which are primarily
at present on the free list—coffee, tea, tin, rubber, and bananas.

“Care should be taken, the report concludes, " against the
expectation that the plan could be fulfilled in detail. Likewise
care would have to be taken to make it perfectly clear that no
immaediate tariff adjustment was in contemplation.”

LeapERs WiLL UrcE PRESIDENT TO Foreco ASKING TARIFF PowER—
SenaToRs FEAR CONSEQUENCES FOR HOME STATE PropucTs UNDER
SvcH ProceaM—Lowne LisT oF ArTICLES WouLp BE Hit BY Pran—
RePUBLICANS SEE DEMOCRATS FACED WITH STRONG PROTESTS ESPE-
CIALLY ON ALL Farm Goobps

By Clarence L. Linz

WasHINGTON, January 14.—Fearful of t.he possible loss of the pro-
tection against foreign imports now accorded the commoditles
of their respective States, Members of the Senate were said tonight
about to urge upon President Roosevelt that he refrain from ask-
ing Congress to grant him the broad tariff powers he favors.

This became known when it was indicated by the President that
he awaited the return to Washington of Secretary of State Hull
to go into the matter; that the report contemplating planned
economy for the United States with the classification of all com-
modities into groups ostensibly for the survival of the fittest,
and the Peek report proposing to create the foreign-trade admin-
istration, are already on the President's desk, and that the Sen-
ate Democratic policy and the Democratic steering committee
recently held meet‘lnga at the Capitol at which these matters
were

ARTICLES ARE LISTED

Long-staple cotton, olive oil, citrus fruits, winter vegetables,
copper, asbestos, caseln, cattle, and hides, among a multitude of
things, were listed by the Senators as hardly entitled to the tariff
protection made possible by the Hawley-Smoot tariff law, if the
rules proposed by the commercial policy committee of the admin-
istration are to prevail.

The long-staple cotton duty of 7 cents per pound is a sort of
fetish in Mississippl where, it is said, Senator Pat Harrison, chair-
man of the Senate Finance Committee for perhaps the first time
in 15 years, is experiencing political difficulties.

From the standpoint of California, tariff reduction on olive oil,
oranges, lemons, citric acid, and even agar-agar is anathema to
Senator McApoo of that State, and he so indicated the fact, aided
by the opposition also voiced by Senator Hamrisow, in the meet-
ings of the policy and steering committees.

Senator FLETcHER is jealous of the protection afforded the lead-
ing commodities (from a tariff, if not an economic standpoint)
gfbrlorida, including pineapples, citrus fruits, and winter vege-

ables.
ATTITUDE ON COFPPER

The copper bloc in the Senate was elated when it secured tariff
protection in the revenue bill for that commodity, having falled
to get it In the tariff bill. They have felt that in its present
position the copper duty would not be subject to reduction under
the flexible-tariff clause, but under the administration’s protective-
tariff policy there 1s no such guaranty.
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The home State Interest of Senator Asmumsr, of Arizona, in
copper and asbestos, has heretofore been manifested. Senator
WHEeELER, of Montana, has a similar Interest in the red metal,
and he is joined by Senator Key Prrrmaw, of Nevada, President
pro tempore of the Senate.

The 75-percent duty on hit-and-miss rag rugs is looked upon as
an ald to Georgia, and Senator GeorGE, of that State, it Is asserted,
would not liké to see it disturbed. This Senator also found it
difficult not to accept the present high rates of duty on rayon.

Senator AsHURST does not like the idea of the possible invasion
of winter vegetables from Mexico. The chance of a reciprocal trade
agreement with that country that would open our doors to these
has been under consideration by certain railroad officials who have
in view increasing the refrigerator-car service of their roads in
such event.

POSITION OF OTHER SENATORS

Senator Typings, of Maryland, also is interested in the tomato
tariff—and in rayon duties. Senators CoNNALLY and SHEPPARD, of
Texas, doubtless would recelve the protest of their constituencies
if cattle duties were to be disturbed.

The Senators named are members of the Democratic committee.
The personnel of the all-powerful Democratic steering committee
includes SBenators JosepH T. RoBINsoN, Arkansas, FLETCHER, Flor-
ida; AsHURsST, Arizona; SHerParD, Texas; Kinc, Utah; MCEELLAR,
Tennessee; GEORGE, Georgia, Coreranp, New York,; WHEELER, Mon-
tana; Typines, Maryland, with Lewis, Illinois, and BrAck, Alabama,
ex officio. Senator Georce alone of the group was absent from the
meeting when about 45 minutes was devoted to the tariff matter.

The Democratic policy committee, which spent about the same
amount of time on the same subject, it is said, consists of SBenators
RoBINSON, Arkansas; HARRISON, ppi; PrrrmanN, Nevada;
Gurass, Virginia; Warsg, Massachusetts; DiLr, Washington; Barx-
LEY, Kentucky; WaGnNER, New York; Cormu.m Texas; BULKLEY,
Ohio; ByrnEs, South Carolina; GORE, Ok.lshomn; and McApoo,
California.

CONGRESS VIEWS OUTLINED

The feeling in Congress generally has been that agricultural
rates under the new deal are sacrosanct and not to be disturbed.
Now there is the feeling, for instance, that the influence held in
some quarters responsible for saving the plate-glass duty from a
reduction in the face of a Tarif Commission report said to justify
a cut is capable of forcing a showdown on certain favored farmer
rates.

It is only a step backward through automobiles, it is pointed out,
through tires and brake linings, to textiles (tire fabrics) and long-
staple cotton. Automobile manufacturers do not seek justification
for tariff protection for their product. They are interested In
finding markets abroad for automobiles and subscribe to the
theory that one cannot sell in a country from which this Nation
will not buy. On the other hand, in face of a 7-cent per pound
duty, the Tariff Commission lists long-staple cotton in the group
of “ dutiable articles more or less noncompetitive and with respect
to which foreign countries possess advantages.”

Like the automobile manufacturers, President Roosevelt and his
advisers are desirous of opening up foreign markets, but for agri-
cultural products. Thus far a great deal of resistance has devel-
oped abroad to such program. Italy, it is asserted, is as much or
more interested in mcreasing her United States marketa for olive
oil as in selling more women's wool felt hats and hat bodies here,
now at the subject of tariff discussion.

REPUBLICANS LESS CONCERNED

Republican Senators, in lobby conferences that have been
going following the airing of the administration's proposed new
tariff program, declare that their Democrat colleagues have more
to fear than they have. Republicans point out that in the draft-
ing of the Hawley-Smoot law the Democrats in some instances
were able to get tariffi protection for their home State products
without showing their own interest, and in other cases by joining
in logrolling proceedings such as brought about the tariff on
lumber and copper among other commodities.

Now they will have to do their own fighting because the cnus
is on their party.

The Peek report proposes the setting up of the foreign-trade
administration, to which would be delegated some of the foreign-
trade functions now possessed by the State and Commerce De-
partments in particular, and possibly also those of Agriculture.
It could not be ascertained what part thé Tarif Commission
would play, but assuredly it will be prominently in the picture.

The Commission already has furnished very voluminous reports,
on some of which, it is sald, the planned-economy program Wwas
predicated. For instance, in this scheme the right of tariff
protection would be questioned in the case of commodities not
deemed particularly well suited to the economic environment of
the United States.

REPORTS REFERRED TO

One of these reports tells also of dutiable articles of which im-
ports have represented less than 5 percent of the domestic pro-
duction; tariff classifications with respect to which imports have
substantially lessened or have ceased; articles on which the tariff
rates exceed 50 percent ad valorem; separate lists showing agri-
cultural products carrying tariff rates in excess of 50 percent, the
equivalent ad valorem of present rafes based on average prices
from 1920 to 1929 and, among other things, the extent of exports
of capital from the United States employed in production abroad.

The discussions which prompted this story were not to be inter-
preted as exclusively defending the present existing and heretofore
adopted tariff policies of the Government but rather to point out
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the obstacles to the imauguration of a new and revolutionary

. In foreign circles in Washington It is asserted that even with
the limitations that are placed upon the Rocsevelt administration,
the so-called “ exhaustive explorations " of commercial advantages
discussed in official quarters are more exhaustive of foreign than
of domestic possibilities.

REACTION IN COLOMBIA

In Latin America, it is reported here, the reciprocal trade agree-
ment that was signed on December 15 by Acting Secrefary of
State Phillips and Dr. Fabrio Lozano Torrjos, on behalf of Colom-
bia, is being ridiculed. EI Spectator, of Bogota, contained a car-
toon by Arango of a man crucified attacked by buzzards, ap-
parently intending to show American domination.

“In Colombia ", a report to Washington asserted, “the treaty
had the worst reception imaginable, judged by the statements
made by the press of all parties.

“The big complaint is against the development of Colomblan
national industries having been promoted under shelter of high
tariff on imports which now, to satisfy the United States, Is to
be lowered, much to the detriment of those claiming to have made
strong investments to establish new industries.”

The treaty has not yet been made public, but it is sald that on
our part the United States covenants not to impose tariff duties
on coffee and platinum, it being expected, of course, that there
are other concessions, although probably of like character.

ROOSEVELT CONFERS WITH HULL ON PoLICY OF RECIFROCAL TRADE—
Cuea Is Samn 1o HavE Figurep 1IN TALE wWITH ProMPT MOVE SEEN
oN SucAaR DUuTY—REDUCTION OoN Raws UP To 55 CeEnts Is UNDER
BTUDY—FROCESSING TaAX A1Lso PrOBAELE—TARIFF Boarp LisTs
CremIcaLs, DYES FOR REDUCTION IN RATES

By Clarence L. Linz

WASHINGTON, January 21.—A picture of affairs in Latin America
was presented to President Roosevelt late this afternoon by Secre-
tary of State Cordell Hull, who returned to Washington today
from his tour of South America and attendance at the Montevideo
Economic Conference.

Invited to take tea with the President, the White House visitor
is understood to have related Iin detall during a conference of
about an hour and a half those things which are of particular
interest to the United States developed by and revealed to the
State Department head in his travels.

CUBAN SITUATION DISCUSSED

In this discussion, it is said, the Cuban situation loomed big.
Mr. Hull returned to Washington about 5 days ahead of his
schedule, it being presumed that this was occasioned by the Cuban
situation and the desire of the President to initiate his proposed
new tariff policles so as to be able to do something more or less
spectacular evidencing our friendship for our neighbors on this
hemisphere.

It was Indicated late last week that the President was preparing
to discuss with the Latin American Governments the matter
of recognition for Cuba. It also was made manifest that we would
take steps to give our approval fo the new Government in Cuba
within a week or 10 days. To accomplish both of these desires the
President sought from the head of his Cabinet data concerning
intimate viewpoints and political repercussions in the countries
to the south of us.

It has been made known that just as soon as the Cubans set
up a goverment strong enough to give evidences of some degree
of permanency, the United States would want to take some for-
ward steps toward aiding the island Republic with its economic
problems. To that end renewed study has been given to the re-
port of the Tarif Commission which, it is said, would justify a
rate of reduction on Cuban raws of up to 55 cents per 100 pounds.

PROCESSING TAX SEEN

While it is probable that such reduction would be followed by
the application of a processing tax of perhaps one half cent per
pound upon all sugars, it is figured Cuban producers would benefit
at least one fourth cent per pound on their exports to the United
States based on a quota of 2,000,000 tons annually; this of itself
would mean an added income to the Cubans of at least $10,000,000.

The main concern here at this particular moment is how to deal
with South American countries. Brazil has been slow to accept
proposals for a reciprocal trade agreement, perhaps deterred from
speedy actlon by the sentiment in South America against such
agreements, it having been said in the press of Colombia that the
pact with that country threw open its markets to United States
industrial products while offering little of real value in return.

It could not be learned whether the President discussed with
Mr. Hull the matter of the enactment of the Johnson bill which
would deny this market to new securities offered by defaulting
nations. This was given consideration by the President last
Wednesday and again on Thursday when Senate leaders visited the
White House.

EFFECT ON SOUTH AMERICA

Buch legislation would have a very definite effect upon South
American countries.

The Peek plan, proposing coordination of all Government activi-
ties having to do with foreign trade and the creation of a foreign-
trade administration, and the proposal of the Commercial Policy
Committee for the classification of all industries of the United
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States into six major groups for tariff and reciprocal trade agree-
ment purposes are on the President's desk awalting to be taken
up with Secretary Hull.

It was reported in Washington tonight that the State Depart-
ment would oppose any elaborate plan for the coordination of
activities such as was presented by George N. Peek, former Agri-
cultural Adjustment Administrator, in a chart given the President.

For instance, if carried out literally, this program would bring
into the proposed foreign trade administration the Tariff Commis-
sion, consular and commercial attaché activities of the Depart-
ment of State, and foreign-trade functions of the Commerce and
Agricultural Departments.

Such program would be far too ambitious to please other Gov-
ernment agencies. When whittled down to proper dimensions, it
was asserted here tonight, the Peek organization would parallel
the Agricultural Adjustment Administration or the National
Recovery Administration,

PEEK STATUS STRESSED

That would leave intact the permanent agencies of the Govern-
ment and leave the Peek organization an emergency agency.

Possibility is foreseen of setting up as a subsidiary of this a
financing corporation which would receive monetary aid from the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation to assist in the promotion
of Russian trade., Other governments, it is pointed out, have
provided aid to exporters to the extent of from one third to two
thirds of the amount of sales to the Soviet. The Roosevelt ad-
ministration has been giving some consideration to such plan,
although nothing definite has been arrived at.

In the event of providing financing for sales to Russia, the
terms of credit naturally would have to be worked out. It is
said that the maximum allowance would be 4 years, in the case
of capital goods, while on such things as cotton and commodities
going immediately into production and sale the terms would
range from a comparatively few months to the maximum of 4
years.

INTEREST IN LONG-RANGE PLAN

The proposal to group all Industries under a national planning
scheme has evoked a great deal of interest throughout the coun-
try, judging from the volume of letters received in Washington.

Experts working on Tariff Commission reports are developing
units of industries that might well be spared without menacing
the economic stability of the Nation. One group, it is indicated,
has been giving attention to the chemical schedule finding any
number of commodities which might suffer a slight loss of pro-
tection without menacing the industry, In fact, it 1s admitted
that some branches of capital industries would find it extremely
difficult to justify duties contained in the Hawley-Smoot Tariff Act.

Reference has been made to coal-tar products. Decreased im-
ports in 1832 were attributed by the Tarif Commission to transfer
of production to foreign-owned plants in the United States, pro-
duction at these plants having increased substantially in recent
years. There were practically no imports of low-priced dyes (sul-
phur, black, and indigo).

" DYES ARE LISTED

It is stated that a separation could well be made in the para-
graph of the law covering dyes, so that a rate lower than that
prescribed might be provided for types of dyes which we do not
manufacture in quantities sufficient to meet domestic require-
ments. It will be argued that high-priced dyes should not be
made to bear the burden of resisting rates merely to bolster the
domestic industry by inducing use of products in substitution of
the imported ones.

Whiting has been selected among others as a commodity which,
perhaps, does not warrant present protection.

The United States has imported as high as 80,000,000 pounds in
1 year, The chalk is imported and ground in the United States,
and it is asserted this business could be left to Belgium, France,
or the United Kingdom. .

Manganese compounds and salts are referred to as products
which might well be imported, if it is decided against fostering
manganese production in the United States. Antimony oxide,
antimony sulphides, and salts and compounds are listed as good
subjects for admission from abroad if China or the United Eing-
dom is given entry into American markets,

The duty on menthol is so high, it is argued, as to discourage
imports. It is charged that this duty has been made too high
in the interest of hardwood distillation, the commodity now being
produced synthetically. With a tariff of 18 cents per gallon, im-
ports of synthetic methanol, which began in 1925 and reached a
peak of 1,710,470 gallons in 1927, dropped almost to nothing in
1932.

BUTYL TARIFF HIGH

Similarly, the tariff on butyl acetate is so high that none comes
in, although formerly considerable guantities were imported and
there was rather a notable case of dumping of the product.
Interest has been shown in the possibility of reducing the tariff
on all solvents and solvent materials which are used in the paint
and varnish and automobile industry. It is pointed out that in
1933 there was a shortage in production of acetic acid and im-
ports from Canada were n . Imports were the highest on
record and were atiributed to the pick-up in the automobile
industry.

Reports of the Tariff Commission, it is said, show many oppor=
tunities for tariff reductions to afford a market for foreign prod-
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ucts. Warning is given, however, that for some of these, great
care must be taken, because even a slight reduction might bring
disastrous results in the home market.

Secretary of State Hull is not particularly concerned with such
individual items just now, it is indicated, but is more interested
in setting up a new foreign-trade policy for the Government.
However, the knowledge that such a program is under considera-
tion is concerning affected Interests, who are attempting to figure
out where they would stand under the operation of the Hull-Peek
program.

ProTECT EMPLOYMENT OFPORTUNITIES FOR AMERICA'S WORKERS

(Radio address delivered by Matthew Woll, president America's
Wage Earners' Protective Conference and vice president Ameri-
can Federation of Labor, Tuesday, Dec. 19, 1933)

To the worker, employment is of supreme importance. The right
to “life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness " loses much of its
significance to the worker where he is denied the right to work.
For regular employment means both security and self-support.
It means a stable citizenship. Wage earners and small-salaried
employees are indeed grateful for the many efforts being made to
provide employment for the millions of those unemployed.

There are those who hold that it is impossible to restore eco-
nomic equilibrium to the United States while the rest of the world
is either in the throes of internal disruption or upon the verge of
bankruptcy and that, therefore, economic as well as political iso-
lation is more and more an anachronism. It is they who are most
vociferous in their declamations that the cure for the present
depression and for unemployment is the development of the
export market.

Our attention is constantly directed to the estimated loss of
$2,000,000,000 a year due to our reduced foreign trade. Varying
and conflicting statements are prescribed as to the number of
workers that would be reemployed, if exports were encouraged.

But what are the facts?

In 1929 the Ways and Means Committee of the Congress issued
a report showing that there were some 45,000,000 American work-
ers gainfully employed interested in or aflected by tariff legisla-
tion. This report also made it very clear that there were but
some 600,000 industrial workers actually employed, in peak times,
in producing manufactured goods for export.

The United States Tariff Commission, in a report recently sent
to the United States Senate, states. I quote:

“The number of factory workers engaged in producing articles
for export fell from about 658,000 in 1929 (the peak year) to
364,000 in 1831, a decrease in round numbers of 300,000.”

After referring to the total number of persons engaged in indus-
trial and agricultural production for export employed in 1929, who
were unemployed in 1931, the Tariff Commission further states. I
quote:

“The aggregate decrease in employment resulting from the
reduction in all exports (both agricultural and manufacturing)
between 1929 and 1931 was, therefore, in the neighborhood of

In other words, the Tariff Commission's investigation indicated
in effect that if our exports were increased to the amount having
prevailed before 1929, but 500,000 would be reemployed in both
industry and agriculture. This represents less than 4 percent
of our industrial workers who have been unemployed. Wage
earners of America may, therefore, be rightly alarmed at the
urgency of the proposal made to increase our exports when it is
self-apparent that increased exports must necessarily be ac-
companied by an increase of imports and, therefore, a consequent
and perhaps greater loss of domestic employment due to an en-
hanced foreign competition in our home market.

In hundreds of thousands of instances the question of tariff
rates means employment or unemployment to American indus-
trial workers. Ralse tariff rates in certain commodities and you
make possible continued employment and the maintenance of
proper standards of living and conditions of life. Lower rates and
the reverse happens. For these reasons great uneasiness pre-
vails amongst hundreds of thousands of our industrial workers
who are unable to understand the undue stress which is being laid
upon the value of export trade. :

Workers are also aware of the fact that our manufactured
goods for export are produced mainly in mechanized mass-produc-
tion factories, operated by concerns known for their indifference
or hostility to labor and where labor costs are relatively small.
The report of the Tariff Commission evidences that of the 294,000
industrial workers employed in 1829 in production of manu-
factured goods for export who were unemployed in 1931, 175,000,
or 48 percent, were formerly employed in the production of metals,
machinery, and automobiles. I need not dwell on the type of
working conditions or the wages paid to these workers. The
employers in the class just referred to are conspicuous for their
evasion, If not denial, of the right of workers to organize and to
::;rg;l; Acollectlvely—industrial relations made mandatory under

e A,

The exigencies of the Recovery Act have focused more and
more attention upon the proposal of arriving at reciprocal agree-
ments whereby detalled and selected concessions are made in
return for similar ones. These agreements are sought through
bilateral treaty negotiations rather than multilateral arrange-
ments. To date only one such treaty has been signed. Colombia
has agreed to certain concessions on American goods in return
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for our promise to retain coffee and bananas on the free list.
While this treaty has been signed, it must, of course, receive the
required legislative ratification before it goes into effect.

This policy of reaching reciprocal sgreements is one which may
not be inconsistent with the Recovery Act. By a studied selec-
tion, a number of commodities can be found which are not pro-
duced in important quantities in the United States and which
are regularly supplied in considerable quantities by foreign coun-
tries, BSimilarly, we ship certain articles to other countries with-
out competing with important domestic industries within their
borders. In this field, though greatly limited, trade may be fos-
tgraed without injury to domestic industries of the contracting
states.

However, labor is apprehensive and greatly disturbed lest au-
thorization be given to agents of the Federal Government to enter
into reciprocal trade treaties with foreign governments and, as an
incentive to foreign nations, reduce or enable the reduction of our
present tariff duties by 50 percent without further action either
on the part of Congress or the Tariff Commission.

Such unrestricted legislative authorization would prove ex-
tremely dangerous. Then, too, a complicating factor lies in the
so-called “ most-favored-nation clause™ in a number of e
treaties. On this subject, however, Secretary of State Hull made
an important pronouncement at the Pan American Conference
at Montevideo only a few days ago. For years the United States
has maintained that the most-favored-nation clause automatically
conceded to all countries which had this clause in a treaty with
a given country the same concession which the latter country
gave to another. Secretary Hull has now accepted what may be
called the European view, which is that the other countries re-
ceive the concession only on condition that they make the same
reciprocal concession for which the favor was granted.

In venturing into and applying the method or process of trade
treaties with foreign governments it is essential that workers
should have an opportunity to be heard. It is equally important
that participation of labor, as at present made possible and avail-
able through an appeal to Congress and through direct representa-
tion on the Tariff Commission, should in no way be lessened, but
be increased.

All evidence available leads to the conclusion that the Presi-
dent regards the recovery program as coming first; that tariff
concessions must not be made at the expense of domestic re-
covery; and that he still looks upon domestic affairs as coming
first, as expressed In his inaugural address. It is equally evident
that he intends to steer our domestic economy upon a solid basis
before dipping his oar too deeply into foreign waters.

Labor realizes that unfortunate delays are encountered in the
present method of adjusting tariff rates through the Tariff Com-
mission with the approval of the President. However, we believe
much of the unnecessary delay is due entirely to restrictive rules
and requirements of law which could and should be corrected so
as to permit the rendering of decisions in a shorter space of time.

One of the causes for delay on the part of the Tarlf Commis-
sion is the necessity, under the present rules, to make investiga-
tions in foreign countries. Several foreign nations resent our
investigators’ seeking information. In other cases, owing to the
limited appropriations at the disposal of the Tariff Commission,
conditions have so changed by the time the investigation is con-
cluded and a decision is to be rendered that the industry in ques-
tion has been irreparably injured.

This is not sald in criticism of the personnel or the work of
the Tariff Commission. Indeed, situations referred to are due
solely to a procedure made mandatory by law. Many workers be-
lieve that great good would come by freeing the Tariff Commis-
sion of restrictive rules now in force. Certainly that method
should be tried before any other procedure is followed and which
may result in great apprehension, confusion, and doubt.

America’'s workers are also aware of the fact that our present
tariff policy confers the greatest benefits upon those countries,
especially the Asiatics, where labor conditions are the most
repressive and intolerable.

American labor favors a tariff policy wherein imports will be
valued on the basis of the value of the imported article in the
United States—a policy better known as the “American valua-
tion "—and not upon the depreciated as well as manipulated
values of foreign countries. ”

Many foreign countries have monopolized industries. More are
doing so. Soviet Russia has mox;glpolmed all industry and agri-
culture. Its Government is the sole producer and distributor of
all things. Japan and other nations have monopolized the match
industries of their countries. They prevent the entry into their
countries of matches made in America. Japan also holds the
world-wide monopoly on natural camphor. Germany holds a mo-
?opoly on many chemiecals. These are but a few of many illustra-

lons.

Indeed, the tendency toward state or national control of imports
as well as exports is rapidly increasing and to such an
extent that the question may well be raised as to whether or not
reciprocal trade treaties do encourage and strengthen foreign car-
tels and trusts and as against our national attempt to prevent
monopolization at home.

As against all these agencies for increased export trade, re-
ciprocal trade treaties, and other devices urged to that end,
America’s wage earners raise the more important issue of enlarging
our domestic purchasing power and of increasing and protecting
our home markets.
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Government statistics clearly indicate that more than 93 percent
of the products of American labor and American agriculture are
consumed in America. While this is an average figure of all com-
modities and includes such important commodities as cotton,
which is widely exported, it does indicate how great a domestic
market we have in our own free-trade area. This great American
consumption of American goods is largely due to the high stand-
ards of life and work which prevail in our country, and have been
established in the main through the untiring efforts of American
organized labor. Our present problem is rather that of extending
this home consuming power in view of the constant losses which
our producers of cotton, wheat, lumber, and other products have
suffered and will increasingly suffer in the world markets by
reason of a constantly growing competition from other nations.

There is little hope of recovery of our lost foreign trade, whether
or not there is a change of political and governmental attitudes
which have been or hereafter may be assumed on questions of
foreign debts, tariff duties, allotment of domestic content, patent
laws, and other devices used to regulate international as well as
domestic trade and commerce.

Regardless of how we balance advantages and disadvantages, the
fact remains that the foreign market is not so desirable as the
home market, either for capital or for labor. Goods exported must
be sold at world prices in competition with goods produced by
poorly paid, pauper, or even forced labor—and the certain result of
large exports is always that labor of the chief exporting countries,
such as England and Germany, is forced to accept lower wages in
order to be able to compete effectively in the foreign market. In
other words, the predominance of the foreign over the home market
totally destroys the benefits of the protection of labor. What the
Nation needs, and is beginning to know it needs, is not great
economic dependence upon the foreign market but exactly the
opposite—greater economic independence.

Tariff legislation is of vital importance to American workers.
Again, the proper interpretation and the enforcement of tariff
legislation are also of vital importance to our industrial workers.

After several years of continued agitation, American labor was
successful, during the last few years, in having inserted in the
appropriation bills a requirement that Government moneys be
used in purchasing materials the products of America.

Only recently our attention was called to the fact that one
Government bureaucrat insists upon using Government moneys,
appropriated for relief of the unemployed, fo purchase asphalt
produced in South America, where labor receives but a pittance for
working T0 or 80 hours per week, because the cost of this South
American asphalt per unit is a little cheaper. Thus, instead of the
money being spent as Congress intended, we find hundreds of our
engineers, our refinery workers, and our oil-field workers denied an
opportunity of employment.

To spread employment among these American asphalt workers,
the code authority has just recently found it necessary to issue
an order reducing the working hours—these workers are pald by
the hour—from 48 hours to 36 hours for a period of 3 months.
Naturally, the weekly earnings of the American workers suffer a
reduction of 25 percent.

In closing, I might well suggest that when we spend our money
for American products we retain the products and the money in
our own land, thus contributing to the relief of the mﬂliom of
our own who are unable to secure employment.

STUDIES OF THE GREAT LAKES-ST. :.Awm) CE SEAWAY (S.DOC. NO.
116, PT. 3
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NeeLY in the chair) laid
before the Senate a message from the President of the
United States, which was read, as follows:

To the Senale:

I transmit herewith for the information of the- Senate a
report on land and water transportation. The report in-
cludes an analysis of Interstate Commerce Commission data
furnished by the Interdepartmental Board on the Great
Lakes-St. Lawrence project.

FraNELIN D. ROOSEVELT.

THE WHITE HOUSE, January 23, 1934. "

Mr, PITTMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the mes-
sage of the President and the report, with illustrations, may
be printed as a Senate document for the information of the
Senate and that the message and report thereafter may lie
on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection the mes-
sage and the accompanying report, with the illustrations,
will be printed and lie on the table.

THE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance with the
order previously entered, the calendar, under rule VIII, is
in order.

Mr. KING.
quorum.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Adams Costigan Johnson Robinson, Ark.
Ashurst Couzens Eean Robinson, Ind,
Austin Cutting Keyes Russell
Bachman Davis King Bchall

Balley Dickinson La Follette Bheppard
Bankhead Dieterich Lewls Shipstead
Barbour Dill Logan Bmith
Barkley Duffy Lonergan Btelwer
Black Erickson McAdoo SBtephens
Bone Fess McCarran Thomas, Utah
Borah Fletcher McGill Thompson
Brown Frazier McEellar Townsend
Bulkley George McNary Trammell
Bulow Gibson Murphy Tydings

Byrd Glass Neely Vandenberg
Byrnes Goldsborough Norris Van Nuys
Capper Gore Nye Wagner
Caraway Hale O'Mahoney * Walcott
Carey Harrison Overton Walsh

Clark Hastings Patterson Wheeler
Coolidge Hatch Pittman White
Connally Hatfield Pope

Copeland Hayden Reynolds

Mr. FESS. I again wish to announce that the senior
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. MeTcaLr], the junior Sena-
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. Heserrl, the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. Noreeck], and the Senator from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. REep] are necessarily detained from the
Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ninety Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.

SUPERVISION OF FOREIGN COMMERCIAL TRANSACTIONS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the agreement pre-
viously entered, the Calendar of Unobjected Bills is in order.
The clerk will state the first bill on the calendar.

The bill (S. 882) to provide for the more effective super-
vision of foreign commercial transactions, and for other
purposes, was announced as first in order on the calendar.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, that bill is pending upon
a motion to reconsider entered by the Senator from Arkan-
sas [Mr, Roeinson]. I agreed with him this morning that
the bill should go over temporarily—that is, go over from
this particular call of the calendar. There would be no dif-
ficulty, in my opinion, for the Senator from Arkansas and
myself to agree upon the measure, but I was advised this
morning that certain Departments of the Government that
are now dealing with the measure desire a brief delay in
order that they may reach their conclusions. I want to
serve notice, however, that at the earliest opportunity, at
the convenience of the Senator from Arkansas, I shall ask
the Senate to proceed with the motion to reconsider and
determine its policy in reference to this particular bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 506) conferring upon the President the power
to reduce subsidies, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. WHITE. I ask that the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (H.J.Res. 93) to prohibit the exper-
tation of arms or munitions of war from the United States
under certain conditions was announced as next in order.

Mr. JOHNSON. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The bill (S. 1403) to authorize the merger of the George-
town Gaslight Co. with and into Washington Gas Light Co.,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 752) to amend section 24 of the Judicial Code,
as amended, with respect to the jurisdiction of the district
courts of the United States over suits relating to orders of
State administrative boards was announced as next in order.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. Avstin]l, who opposes this bill, is at present en-
gaged in one of the Senate investigations. He asked me to
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consent that this bill go over, and I do so at his request
and with the idea in mind that at the next calling of the
calendar or in the interim, upon motion, the bill may be
taken up.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

HARRY H. HORTON

The bill (S. 308) to authorize the award of a decoration
for distinguished service to Harry H. Horton was read, con-
sidered, ordered fo be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows: .

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized to
cause the recommendation for the award of a decoration to Harry
H. Horton, formerly private, first-class, Medical Detachment, One
Hundred and Forty-eighth Regiment Field Artillery, American
Expeditionary Forces, for distinguished conduct in the vicinity of
Malancourt, near Montfaucon, France, on or about October 132,
1918, to be considered by the proper boards or authorities, and
such award made to sald Horton as his sald conduct merits.

THE CLASSIFIED CIVIL SERVICE

The bill (S. 583) relating to the classified civil service was
announced as next in order.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah give
a brief explanation of the bill?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, this measure is designed to
correct a situation which, I think, to some Senators—cer-
tainly to myself—was rather objectionable. By Executive
order there were blanketed into the civil service in the
various departments, without examination by the Cocmmis-
sion, a large number of individuals. This measure is to
rescind that order so that those who were blanketed in will
have to take an examination in order to retain their posi-
tions, just like other persons who now come into the civil
service,

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I think I am in sympathy with
what the Senator wants to accomplish, but I should like to
know a little more about the basis of the bill and its
history.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Utah yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. KING. 1 yield.

Mr, McKELLAR. I will say that this bill is to aid and
build up the civil service rather than to detract from it. I
say that for this reason, that those who were blanketed into
the civil service were not required to take examinations,
whereas in the future such blanketing will not take place,
but employees must undergo a civil-service examination in
all cases,

Mr. FESS. Will the Senator allow the bill to go over? I
think probably I will ‘agree to have it considered after I
shall have had an opportunity to look into it a little further.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

MIGRATORY BIRD SANCIUARIES, ETC.

The bill (S. 1658) to supplement and support the Migra-
tory Bird Conservation Act by providing funds for the acqui-
sition of areas. for use as migratory-bird sanctuaries, refuges,
and breeding grounds, for developing and administering such
areas, for the protection of certain migratory birds, for the
enforcement of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and regula-
tions thereunder, and for other purposes, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. I ask that the bill go over.

Mr, WALCOTT. Mr. President, may I request the Sen-
ator from Utah to withhold his cobjection until I make a
brief statement?

Mr. KING. I withhold the objection temporarily,

Mr, WALCOTT. Mr. President, I will explain briefly the
purpose of this bill. There is no question about the very
serious diminution in the number of our migratory water-
fowl. Several years ago the Norbeck-Andresen bill was
passed authorizing $8,000,000 to be expended for sanctuaries
and refuges for migratory waterfowl, which constitute a
great natural resource of the country. We have never been
able ‘to get more than a very small portion of that money;
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in all, only about $1,200,000 over some 6 or 8 years has been
appropriated by the Congress. That is a very trifling sum
for what is needed.

There are now available surveys according to which we
would be enabled to buy at very low prices per acre marsh-
lands, waste lands that are worth nothing for any other
purpose, for the breeding, the rearing, and conservation of
waterfowl by the million. The diminution in the number
of waterfowl today is chiefly the result of the draining of
their natural feeding areas, marshlands. In many in-
stances the draining has been brought about by reclama-
tion projects of the Federal Government, on many of which
the people who have settled have lost everything they had.

If we can restore these areas, rewater them, and buy the
marsh areas and swamp lands, lands that are not used for
agricultural purposes, we can restore a very valuable food
supply for the people of the United States, a tremendously
valuable resource that ought to be self-sustaining and yield
a tremendous dividend, not only in the form of food but in
the creation of great recreational possibilities.

I am exceedingly anxious that the Senate give considera-
tion to this measure. It seems to me of great importance,
and I wish very much, indeed, that the bill could be con-
sidered at this time.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con-
necticut yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. WALCOTT. 1 yield.

Mr. DILL. This is the same hill, in another guise, over
which the Senate fought for many weeks some years ago.
Its authors have changed this measure so that instead of a
Federal license one must procure a stamp from the post
office, but the net result will be to put Federal game wardens
in every State of the Union where migratory-bird sanctu-
aries are located. To that feature some of us are extremely
opposed.

There are other features of this bill that need very care-
ful consideration. It must be amended, in my judgment, if
it is going to serve the sportsmen of this country in the
way it is intended to serve them.

I wish to say to the Senator that it seems to me out of
the question to take this bill up by unanimous consent. If
it is taken up at some time so that amendmenis may be
worked out and properly presented, that would be a different
question; but certainly, I think, three fourths of our people,
indeed three fourths of those who are for this bill, have not
any conception of the fact that it is going to bring Federal
game wardens into the Stafes all over the Nation, a thing
to which our people generally are much opposed.

Mr. WALCOTT. Mr. President, I may say that that is a
very small factor in the bill, There are only 24 game war-
dens for the entire United States now attached fo the Geo-
logical Survey. Such a small portion is reserved for that
purpose that I would be willing to see that provision stricken
out. .

Mr. DILL. If the bill is passed, provision should be made
that whatever money is to be used for the wardens should
be turned over to the Stafes and used for State game war-
dens in carrying out the enforcement under Federal super-
vision. The plan of having Federal game wardens in addi-
tion to the State and county game wardens is going to cause
a tremendous lot of trouble and I think defeat whatever good
there might be in the bill.

Mr, KING. Let the bill go over,

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say that in my
opinion the hill under consideration is quite different from
the bill that was so energetically attacked in the Senate a
number of years ago. In the first place, the bill then under
consideration, which was offensive to a great many of us in
the Senate, attempted to deal with nonmigratory game as
well as migratory game. It will be remembered that Sen-
ators said the farm boys would have to get Federal licenses
to shoot rabbits. But the pending measure is limited exclu-
sively to licenses to shoot migratory hirds.

Be that as it may, whether it was proper for the United
States Government to take charge of migratory birds, it did
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take charge of them and the Supreme Court held the act fo
be constitutional, and so we have charge of them. We have
a treaty with Canada which has been made for the purpose
of trying to protect ducks and birds of that kind from extinc-
tion. There is no doubt we will obtain a treaty with Mexico
along the same lines for the purpose of trying to preserve
migratory birds and waterfowl.

The special Commission on the Conservation of Wild Life
Resources had hearings and invited every game organization
in the United States to be present. We invited all the
game commissioners of the United States to be present, and
practically all of them attended. There is no question that
the natural sanctuaries for migratory birds in this country
are practically gone. The marshes have been drained.
Reclamation has destroyed many marshes. The encroach-
ment of agriculture and of industry and of cities and popu-
lation has practically destroyed the feeding and resting
places of ducks passing from their northern summer homes
to their winter homes in the southern part of the country.

We cannot get an appropriation from the Federal Gov-
ernment in sufficient amount to provide resting places,
sanctuaries, and feéding grounds for these migratory birds.
We have tried it, but Congress will not appropriate. There
is but one way we can do it, and that is to raise the money
directly. If anyone can think of a better way than to require
the man who wants to shoot ducks and geese to buy a stamp
for $1 and attach it to his State license, we have never
heard of it. All this money is to be used for the purpose
of acquiring and maintaining resting places, feeding and
breeding grounds, and bird sanctuaries. Whether we should
have it under the care of the State game wardens or under
the care of the Biological Survey or under the care of special
wardens is a matter that is quite immaterial to the main
purpose of obtaining feeding and breeding grounds and
sanctuaries. 1

I think this is a matter of vast importance. I know it is
not desired to debate the measure now; but I think it well,
as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. WarLcorT] has called
attention to the fact, that the bill is certainly worthy of
consideration.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I want to express my com-
plete concurrence in what the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. Warcorr] and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrr-
mAN] have said on this subject and about this proposed leg-
islation. I think no one could be more restless under the
invasion of States by Federal authority than I am. I should
hate to see a swarm of Federal officials invading in increas-
ing numbers my own State. I could not stand examination
upon the detailed terms of this bill; but I know its great
purpose, and with that I am in sympathy. It may have
defects, but I submit to the Senator from Washington that
these may be corrected. Injustices in the operation of the
legislation, hardships which may result or defects which
may appear, may all hereafter be cured; but we cannot
bring back th€ migratory birds that have disappeared and
that will continue to disappear through the months of delay
in providing them with feeding and breeding and resting
grounds,

No one who has been interested in the subject of our
migratory-bird life can but be impressed with the disap-
pearance of these migratory fowl. They have gone until
but a small fraction of those that once flew the air and
rested upon our streams and our lakes and our bays can now
be seen. I should very much like to take a real forward
step in this field of conservation.

I appeal to the Senator from Washington to let the bill
be considered; and then as its deficiencies appear, let us
remedy them, but in the meantime let us move to save the
bird life of America.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I have, as other Senators have,
a love of bird life, and I want to see something done in the
matter of preserving it. However, I am so opposed to what
may be done under the bill as it is written that I would not
under any circumstances consent to its passage at this time
if I could help it.
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There is another thing about the bill that must be
amended. There is nothing in the bill to prevent regula-
tions permitting the use of these sanctuaries for shooting
purposes. That is what was in the back of the minds of
officials of the Department of Agriculture when the other
bill was before the Senate. There are a number of amend-
:pl:;;a& which should be incorporated in the bill before it is

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On objection, the bill will
be passed over,

TURTLE MOUNTAIN CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF NORTH DAKOTA

The bill (S. 326) referring the claims of the Turtle Moun-
tain Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians of North Dakota to
the Court of Claims for adjudication and settlement was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That jurisdiction be, and hereby is, conferred
upon the Court of Claims, with right of appeal to the Supreme
Court of the United States by either party, notwithstanding the
lapse of time, statutes of limitations, walver, release, settlement
heretofore made or dlrected by any act of Congress, to hear, ad-
judicate, and render judgment according to right and justice and
as upon a full and fair arbitration, on any and all claims not
heretofore determined and adjudicated on their merits by the
Court of Claims or the Supreme Court of the United States, aris-
ing under any treaty, ratified or unratified, act of Congress, agree-
ment or understanding, verbal or written, Executive order, or
treaty with any other tribes or nations of Indians by the author-
ized agents or representatives of the United States relating to,
affecting, or violating the land occupancy or other rights of the
Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians of North
Dakota, including the band of Chief or Thomas Little Shell, and
other isolated Bands of Chippewas of North Dakota and Montana.

SEc. 2. Any and all claims against the United States within the
purview of this act shall be forever barred unless suit be insti-
tuted or petition or petitions filed as herein provided in the Court
of Claims within 5 years from the date of the approval of this
act, and such suit shall make the Turtle Mountain Band or Bands
of Chippewa Indians of North Dakota party or parties plaintiff
and the United States of America party defendant. The claim or
claims of the band or bands aforementioned may be presented
separately or jointly by petition, subject, however, to amend-
ment. The petition or petitions shall be verified by the respective
attorney or attorneys employed to prosecute such claim or claims
under contract with the Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of
Chippewa Indians, approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
and the Secretary of the Interior, as provided by law, Official
letters, papers, documents, reports and records, or affidavits on
file in the Interior Department, or certified copies thereof, may be
used In evidence; and the De nts of the Government shall
furnish to the attorney or attorneys of said Turtle Mountain Band
or Bands such treaties, agreements, papers, reports, correspondence,
aflidavits, or records as may be needed by the attorney or attorneys
of said band or bands of Indians.

Bec. 3. That if any claim or claims be submitted to said court
it shall determine the rights of the parties thereto, notwith-
standing lapse of time, statutes of limitation, waiver, or release,
and any payment which may have been made by the United
States upon any clalm so submitted shall not be pleaded as an
estoppel, but may be pleaded as a set-off in any suit; and the
United States shall be allowed credit subsequent to the date of
any law, treaty, or agreement under which the claims arise for
any sum or sums heretofore paid or expended for the benefit of
sald Indlans.

Sec. 4. That If the Court of Claims shall determine that the
United States, under the provisions of any agreement or under-
standing, verbal or written, Executive order, law, or treaty re-
ferred to In section 1 hereof, has unlawfully appropriated or
disposed of any property belonging to the said Turtle Mountain
Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians, or its or their members,
or to which the sald Indians had the right of title by occu-
pancy; or if the said court shall determine that the United
States, under the provisions of any such agreement, Executive
order, law, or treaty, herein referred to, under mistake of fact
or duress obtained title to or the cession of any land from the
said Indians for an inadequate consideration; or if the court
shall determine that the United States obtained cesslons of land
from said band or bands of Indians without obtaining the consent
of a majority of the male adult members thereof; or If the court
shall determine that the United States, to the loss of said
Indians, appropriated to its own use or to the use of any other
Indian tribe or band, or permitted white settlers to occupy and
acquire title under the public land laws of the United States,
to any lands in North Dakota, the title and occupancy of which
by long possession by the said Indians had been acknowledged
by other tribes and by officials of the United States; or if a por-
tion of the land so claimed by the said band or bands was taken
from them by an Executive order for the benefit of any other
band or tribe of Indians, without compensation to the said
Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians, the damages
shall be confined to the reasonable money value thereof at the
time of such appropriation: Provided, That if the Court of Claims
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shall determine that the United States, by reason of any delay
on the part of its agents or authorized representatives, in sub-
mitting for ratification any agreement with the sald Turtle
Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians, for the purchase
or cession of any land so occupled and possessed by them, or
that the Congress of the United States, contrary to the under-
standing of or oral promise made to said Indians, unduly de-
layed the ratification of any such agreement whereby any such
lands were ceded to the United States, to the detriment and
loss of the sald Indians, then the said court is hereby authorized
to award and enter judgment, as justice and equity may demand,
for damages due to such delay at 4 percent per annum of the
stipulated or agreed amount set out in any such agreement
ceding such lands to the United States, and to compute such
interest from the date the said agreement was signed or executed
by the said Indians; and with reference to all claims which may
be the subject matter of the suits herein authorized, the decree
of the court shall be jn full settlement of all damages, if any,
committed by the Government of the United States and shall
annul and cancel all claim, righf, and title of the said Turtle
Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians in and to such
money or other property.

8ec. 5. Upon the final determination of such sult or suits the
Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to fix and determine a
reasonable fee, not to exceed 10 percent of the recovery in each
instance, together with all necessary and proper expenses incurred
in preparation and prosecution of the suit, to be pald to the re-
spective attorneys employed by the sald band or bands of Indians,
and the same shall be included in the decree and shall be pald
out of any sum or sums found to be due said band or bands of
Indians. The court shall have jurisdiction and is hereby further
authorized to determine what amount of the recovery, if any, shall
be awarded to the respective bands who bring suit hereunder,

Sec. 6. The Court of Claims shall have full authority by proper
orders and process to bring in and make parties to such suit any
other tribe or band of Indians deemed by it necessary or proper
to final determination of the matters in controversy. A copy of
the petition shall in such case be served upon the Attorney General
of the United States, and he, or some attorney from the Depart-
ment of Justice to be designated by him, is hereby directed to
appear and defend the interests of the United States in such case,

SEc. 7. The proceeds of all amounts, if any, recovered for said
band or bands of Indians less, fees and expenses, shall be deposited
in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Indians
decreed by said court to be entitled thereto, and shall draw in-
terest at the rate of 4 percent per annum from the date of the
judgment or decree: Provided, That actual costs necessary to be
incurred by the Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa In-
dians as required by the rules of the court in the prosecution of
this suit shall be paid out of the funds of sald Indians in the
Treasury of the United States, upon proper vouchers, to be ex-
amined and approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 1975) to provide for loans to farmers for crop
production and harvesting during the year 1934, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KEING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. SMITH subsequently said: Mr. President, may I be
permitted to say that the reason why the bill we have just
passed over was permitted to go over without a statement
from me is that I understand that the Senator from Ar-
kansas [Mr. RoeiNsoN] has requested that there be a con-
ference in reference thereto. I do not want the impression
to go out that I sat here and allowed what I consider to be
the most important bill affecting agricultural interests to
go over upon a mere objection.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I am prompted fo make an
observation in view of the objection which was made. I
understood that the matter was in conference, and that
during the discussion a day or two ago there was an under-
standing that there should be a conference and a considera-
tion of the measure, and that no definife agreement had
been reached, but would be within a short time. Therefore,
I objected to the consideration of the bill today, in view of
the understanding heretofore reached.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been
made, the bill will be passed over,

The bill (S. 163) for the relief of Capt. Guy M. Kinman
was announced as next in order.

Mr, KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

ANTON W. FISCHER
The bill (S. 1651) for the relief of the estate of Anton W.

Fischer was announced as next in order.
Mr, KING. Let that go over.
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Mr, SCHALL. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold
the objection until the report of the committee is read?

Mr. EING. I have no objection to withholding it.

Mr. SCHALL. May the clerk read the report of the com-
mittee? I am sure there is no objection to this bill.

Mr, LEWIS. Mr. President, may I address a parlia-
mentary inquiry to the Chair for information?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state the
parliamentary inquiry,

Mr. LEWIS. I assumed to have an arrangement this
morning with Senators on opposite sides, interested in the
matter of the treaty, that we would proceed today with the
arguments touching the St. Lawrence Treaty, my desire
being that the eminent Senator from New York [Mr. CorE-
ranDp] should take the floor, and that the able senior Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLLETTE] opposing, would follow. I
have understood that that was to begin at 2 o’clock. May I
ask what has transpired that inferferes with that under-
standing as to an executive session?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that
the arrangement was to consider unobjected bills on the
calendar as soon as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEess]
concluded his address.

Mr. LEWIS. Preceding entrance upon the discussion of
the treaty?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. That is the Chair’s
information.

Mr. LEWIS. If such is the amendatory understanding,
of course, I accede to that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minne-
sota [Mr, SceEaLL] has asked that the report on this bill
be read.

Mr, KING. Mr, President, may I inquire of the Senator
from Minnesota if he is sufficiently familiar with the facts
to detail them briefly, in order that we may determine the
merits of the claim?

Mr. SCHALL. Yes, Mr, President. This is an overtax of
an estate in Winona to the amount of a few hundred dollars.

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Minne-
sota yield?

Mr. SCHALL. I yield.

Mr. LOGAN. Having made the report in this case, I will
state to the Senator from Utah that this man Fischer was
compelled to pay nine-hundred-and-odd dollars in taxes.
Afterward it was found that he had overpaid some $423.
He had made claim for a refund. The Treasury Depart-
ment held that he was entitled to a refund of $147 only,
because the rest was barred by limitation. Recently the
Court of Claims, in a decision, held that in a similar case
the refund was not barred by limitation; so this man is
clearly entitled to the money, and there is not anybody to
dispute the fact.

Mr, KING. I withdraw the objection.

Mr. SCHALL. I thank the Senator.

Mr. KING. Let me ask the Senator from Kentucky
whether this was merely a mistake of facts, or was it a
mistake of law?

Mr. LOGAN. A mistake of facts. In making the calcu-
lation this man was overcharged in his tax. The same De-
partment corrected the overcharge afterward and admit-
ted the mistake, but said that they could not refund more
than a part of the amount paid, because the rest was barred
by limitation. Afterward the Court of Claims held that it
was not barred by limitation; so this bill is to refund the
balance of $275.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which was read, ordered to be engrossed for
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to refund, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the estate of Anton
W. Fischer, late of Owatonna, Minn,, the sum of $27598, under
existing rules and regulations, sald amount having been illegally

collected from sald estate, as stated by letter of the Commis-
sloner of Internal Revenue dated February 7, 1823.
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BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 172) for the relief of the First Camden Na-
tional Bank & Trust Co. of Camden, N.J., was announced
as next in order.

Mr. KING. I object to that bill. Let it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hill will be passed over.

CHICAGO, NORTH SHORE & MILWAUKEE RAILROAD CO.

The bill (S. 1069) authorizing adjustment of the claim of
the Chicago, North Shore & Milwaukee Railroad Co. was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States is hereby authorized and directed to adjust and settle the
claim of the Chicago, North Shore & Milwaukee Railroad Co. for
reimbursement for materials furnished and labor supplied in
repairing Chicago and Eastern Illinois gondola car no. 93962 that
was accidentally damaged on July 24, 1928, while spotted on Gov-
ernment tracks at Fort Sheridan, Ill, and to allow not exceeding
$120.39 in full and final settlement of sald claim. There is
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of £120.39, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, for payment of said claim.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 1504) for the relief of Walter J. Bryson Pav-
ing Co. was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I should like an explanation of that bill, Mr.
President. Let is go over. I make the objection upon the
ground that Mr, McCarl states that he finds no merit in the
claim.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hill will be passed over.

BENJAMIN BRAZNELL

The bill (S. 1426) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin
Braznell was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to reopen and allow
the claim of the Braddock Trust Co., executor of the estate of
Eenjamin Braznell, late of Pittsburgh, Pa., and refund the sum of
§2,323.47, the balance of taxes illegally collected, under existing
laws and decisions.

B. & 0. MANUFACTURING CO.

The bill (8. 1782) for the relief of the B. & O. Manufac-
turing Co. was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle and
adjust the claim of the B. & O. Manufacturing Co. under contract
no. 12429, dated May 28, 1929, for extra expense in recutting mate-
rial for trousers delivered to said company by the Navy Depart-
ment, and to allow not to exceed $1,597.52 in full and final settle-
ment of said claim. There is hereby appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$1,597.52, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay said

claim,
WARREN J. CLEAR

The bill (S. 406) for the relief of Warren J. Clear was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Warren J. Clear,
captain, United States Infantry, the sum of $737 in reimbursement
for the loss by earthquake and fire of personal property in Tokyo,
Japan, on or about September 1, 1923, while he was serving as an
attaché, American Embassy, Tokyo, Japan.

‘WILLIE B. CLEVERLY

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 407) for
the relief of Willie B. Cleverly, which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page
1, line 6, after the words * sum of ”, to strike out “ $160 ” and
insert “ 124.23 ", so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Willle B. Cleverly
the sum of $124.23 in full compensation for money expended by
him in doctor’'s and hospital bills growing out of an injury which
he received while in the performance of his duties as temporary
surfman at the Point Allerton Station of the United States Coast
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Guard on January 13, 1924, at which time the said Cleverly was
filling a vacancy in the personnel at that station.

The amendment was agreed fo.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 1683) for the relief of the Standard Dredging
Co. was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hill will be passed over.
DEPARTMENT OF FORESTS AND WATERS, COMMONWEALTH OF
PENNSYLVANIA

The bill (8. 1115) to authorize the Department of Agricul-
ture to issue a duplicate check in favor of Department of
Forests and Waters, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the
original check having been lost, was considered, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That notwithstanding the provisions of sec-
tion 3646, as amended, of the Revised Statutes of the United
States, the disbursing clerk of the Department of Agriculture is
authorized and directed to issue, without the requirement of an
indemnity bond, a duplicate of original check no. 2675700, drawn
November 19, 1981, in favor of Department of Forests and Waters,

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, for $345, the original check hav-
ing been lost.

JOHN T. LENNON AND GEORGE T. FLORA

The bill (8. 1074) authorizing adjustment of the claims
of John T. Lennon and George T. Flora was considered,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Comptroller General of the United
States is hereby authorized and directed to allow John T. Lennon
and George T. Flora $25 each in full and final settlement of their
claims for blood furnished May 4 and May 11, 1928, respectively,
for transfusion to Harvey J. Shoppe, a patient in a Government
hospital. There is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of §50 for the pay-
ment of such claim

LEBANON EQUITY EXCHANGE, OF LEBANON, NEER.

The bill (S. 750) for the relief of the Lebanon Equity Ex-
change, of Lebanon, Nebr., was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to receive, consider,
and determine, in accordance with law but without regard to any
statute of limitations, any claim filed not later than 6 months
after the passage of this act by the Lebanon Equity Exchange,
Lebanon, Nebr., for the refund of Federal income and profits
taxes collected from the said Lebanon Equity Exchange for the
year 1920 in excess of the amount properly due: Provided, That in
the settlement of sald claim tkere shall be no allowance of
interest.

FRANCIS B. EENNEDY

The bill (8. 1079) authorizing adjustment of the claim of
Francis B. Kennedy was considered, ordered fo be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to settle and
adjust the claim of Francis B. Eennedy, narcotic agent, as reim-
bursement for money (private funds) of which he was robbed
while investigating charges against Frank De Mayo and others at
Kansas City, Mo., May 28, 1928, and to allow in full and final
settlement of sald claim in the sum of not to exceed $350. There
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $350, or so much thereof as
may be necessary, to pay said claim.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S, 256) for the relief of Milburn Enapp was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I should like an explanation of that bill.
Let it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. STEIWER subsequently said: Mr. President, I was
temporarily absent from the Chamber at the time Senate
bill 256 was passed over. I think there is no objection to it.
If there is any objection, I should like to obtain unanimous
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consent to return to the bill in order to ascertain what is
the nature of the objection, if any.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
request made by the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. KING. I object. I shall be glad to talk with the
Senator from Oregon about the bill, and I think there will
be no difficulty concerning it at the next call of the calendar.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I should
also like to look into the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been passed
over. .

The bill (S. 1680) for the relief of the estate of George
B. Spearin was announced as next in order.

Mr, KING. I should like an explanation of that bill, Mr.
President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill was infroduced by
the Senator from New York [Mr. CoPELAND].

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, in preparing for a speech
I am about to make, I have not kept track of the calendar.
If the bill may go over without prejudice, I shall be glad to
make the explanation later.

Mr. KING. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over
without prejudice.

FARMERS' GRAIN CO., OF OMAHA, NEER.

The bill (S. 751) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas-
ury of the United States to refund to the Farmers’ Grain
Co., of Omaha, Nebr., income taxes illegally paid to the
United States Treasurer was considered, ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized to refund, from moneys not otherwise
appropriated, the sum of $2,18636 to the Farmers' Grain Co,
of Omaha, Nebr,, this sum being pald illegally and through error

by said company as income taxes to the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue, and covered into the United States Treasury.

ELIZABETH B. EDDY

The bill (S. 1219) to carry into effect the finding of the
Court of Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy was con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the legal representa-
tive of the estate of Elizabeth B. Eddy, widow of Charles G. Eddy,
of New York, N.Y., the sum of £602.92, and the sald sum is hereby

appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, for the purposes of this act.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 1076) authorizing adjustment of the claim of
the Franklin Surety Co. was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I should like an explanation of that bill, Mr.
President. Let it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

BEATRICE I, MANGES

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 376) for the
relief of Beatrice I. Manges, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with amendments, on page 1,
line 5, after the words “sum of ”, to strike out * $5,000"
and insert “$1,000, and $50 per month in an amount not
to exceed $2,500", and in line 7, after the word * Ohio”,
to strike out “as damages” and insert *in full settlement
of all claims against the Government ”, so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Tresaury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of £1,000,
and $50 per month in an amount not to exceed 82,500, to Beatrice
I. Manges, of Cleveland, Ohlo, in full settlement of all claims
against the Government for injuries received November 7, 1918,
when a United States Army truck collided with an automobile of
which she was an occupant.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.
C. M. WILLIAMSON AND OTHERS

The bill (S. 2) for the relief of C. M. Williamson; Mrs.
Tura Liljenquist, administratrix of C. E. Liljenquist, de-
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ceased; Lottie Redman; and H. N. Smith was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will ask my friend from Idaho
[Mr. Pore] to make an explanation of that bill, as to why
there was any liability upon the part of the Government.

Mr. POPE. Mr. President, in 1910 the Government agreed
to construct an irrigation project on the Fort Hall Indian
Reservation and entered into contracts with the settlers. In
the case of these claimants the contracts were carried out
by them; the payments were made to the Government of
some $22 an acre; but the Government failed entirely to
comply with its part of the contract and furnish water to
these claimants. :

For a number of years water was furnished by the claim-
ants themselves. Their laterals were dug, and they fur-
nished the water to their own lands. Later on the Govern-
ment, recognizing that breach of contract, constructed a
siphon and furnished water for some of the settlers in that
locality; and before that time—the time of the original
construction—other settlers in the immediate locality were
furnished water. The money was not returned which was
paid by these settlers, and damages were incurred by reason
of a direct breach of confract by the Government. That
was recognized, and for two sessions of Congress the bill has
been approved by the committees of the Senate.

The bill was passed by the Senate in the Seventy-first
Congress and was also passed by the Senate in the Seventy-
second Congress. It was approved by the House committee
in the Seventy-second Congress, but did not receive con-
sideration by the House. So we feel that the settlers are
entitled to this relief.

Let me say further that the committee, in making its re-
port, said that it had no doubt the full amount which was
first asked, $13,000, would be awarded to the claimants in
court privately, but that it had reduced the amount to
$8,000 for the reason that an interest claim was included,
and for the further reason that some pumps had been sold
for $1,000. That is the reason why the reduction is made
to $8,000.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I should like to make two sug-
gestions which I think are pertinent to this measure,

First, if there is any liability, ought not that liability to
be a charge against the funds of the Reclamation Service?
As I understand the Senator, the project is one which comes
under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Reclamation.

Mr. POPE. No; it is within an Indian reservation, under
the direct control of the Government, and the contract was
made by the Secretary directly with the settlers by virtue
of the Government’s control over Indian reservations.

Mr, KING. The Senator knows that on the Indian reser-
vations there are a number of what might be denominated
reclamation projects which were constructed in some in-
stances by or under the direction of the Bureau of Recla-
mation. I was wondering whether this would fall within
that category.

Mr. POPE. No; I think it would not. I was not familiar
with the claim before the bill was introduced, but it does
not fall within the reclamation law, as I understand it.
There was an agreement made by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior directly with these settlers under the law relating to
Indian reservations.

Mr. KING. Was it by an act of God—that is, the failure
of nature to give enough of a snow supply to furnish water
in the spring for irrigation purposes—or was it by reason of
some default on the part of the Government?

Mr. POPE. It was by reason of a default on the part of
the Government in two respects. In the first place, they
represented fo the settlers that this land was irrigable land,
and that under the project to be constructed the water
would be furnished to them, and they entered into a written
contract to that effect. The settlers relied upon that, paid
their money, kept up their payments, paid their assess-
ments during all that period of time when they were not
furnished water, and the Government reccgnized them.
The Department of the Interior has approved this claim as
being proper.
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Mr. KING:. Mr. President, I shall not object to the bill,
but I want to make this observation, that I fear this will be
an entering wedge to a large number of claims which will
be presented, because we know that the Bureau of Indian
Affairs, under past administrations, entered upon a large
number of so-called “irrigation or reclamation projects”
right in the teeth of physical evidence that they would fail,
and right in the teeth of recommendations adverse to the
projects made by competent engineers. The waste and ex-
travagance and the folly of the Indian Bureau in many of
these irrigation projects calls for the severest condemnation.

I know that many of the white seitlers were induced to
enter upon these lands under false representations, and I
know that the Bureau of Indian Affairs failed to make good
the representations which were made which induced a large
number of people to settle upon the lands. However, it is a
past transaction; but this is not the end of these claims
which will be presented to the Government, I fear.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, to C. M. Willlamson; Mrs. Tura
Liljenquist, administratrix of C. E. Liljenquist, deceased; Lottie
Redman; and H. N. Smith, In accordance with their respective
interests, the sum of £8,824.10. Such sum represents the amount
expended by them in installing a pumping plant and making

connections to brlng water to their land, on the Fort

Hall Indian Reservation, and the amount paid by them to the
Idaho Power Co. during the years 1920 to 1927, inclusive, for

power to operate sald pumping plant,
PUBLIC SERVICE COORDINATED TRANSPORT OF NEWARK, N.J.

The bill (S. 1084) authorizing the adjustment of the claim
of the Public Service Coordinated Transport of Newark,
N.J., was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I would like to have an explanation of that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North
Caroling [Mr. BarLey], who introduced the bill, is not in the
Chamber at the present time.

Mr. KING. I ask that it go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

UNION SHIPPING & TRADING CO., LTD.

The bill (S. 1192) for the relief of the Union Shipping &
Trading Co., Ltd., was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I would like to have an explanation of that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New
York [Mr. Wacner], who introduced the hill, is not in the
Chamber at the present moment.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

PENNSYLVANIA R.R. CO.

The bill (S. 1082) authorizing adjustment of the claim of
the Pennsylvania R.R. Co., was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

POTOMAC ELECTRIC POWER CO., OF WASHINGTON, D.C.

The bill (S. 1083) authorizing adjustment of the claim of
the Potomac Electric Power Co., of Washington, D.C., was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Compiroller General of the United
Btates is hereby authorized and directed to adjust and settle the
claim of the Potomac Electric Power Co. for the balance necessary
to reimburse it for the amount actually expended by sald com-
pany in making electrical service connections from its mains to
the control room on the east bascule draw span of the Arlington

Memorial Bridge and to allow said company a balance of not to
exceed $2,157.25 in full and final settlement of sald claim. There
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,157.25, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, for payment of said claim.

WILLIAM T. STILES
The bill (8. 1087) authorizing adjustment of the claim
of William T, Stiles was considered, ordered to be engrossed
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for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States is hereby authorized and directed to settle and adjust the
claim of Willam T. Stiles for blood furnished October 11, 1928,
for transfusion to Charles E. Williams, a patient in a Government
hospital, and to allow in full and final settlement of said claim
an amount not in excess of §25. There is hereby appropriated,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $25 for the payment of such claim.

FAIRMONT CREAMERY CO., OF OMAHA, NEBR.

The bill (S. 749) for the relief of the Fairmont Cream-
ery Co., of Omaha, Nebr., was announced as next in order,

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

ELIZABETH BOLGER

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 785) for the
relief of Elizabeth Bolger, which had been reported from
the -Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1,
line 4, to strike out “$5,000” and to insert in lieu thereof
“$1,000 ”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby
authorized and directed to pay Elizabeth Bolger the sum of $1,000

in full settlement of all claims against the Government on account
of personal injuries sustained as the result of the carelessness of

-the driver of Navy automobile no. 637, on April 5, 1919, in

Brooklyn, N.Y.

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

ANTHONY J. LYNN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1429) for
the relief of Anthony J. Lynn, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1,
line 6, to strike out “a sum equal to” and to insert in lieu
thereof the words “ the sum of $254.40, said sum represent-
ing ”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is
authorized and directed to pay to Anthony J. Lynn, formerly a
private, Company G, Thirty-first Regiment United States In-
fantry, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $254.40, said sum representing the whole
amount of pay and allowances of which he was deprived by rea-
son of proceedings against him in 1919 on false charges of burglary
and the sentence of courtmartial rendered in such proceedings.

Mr. EING. I would like to have an explanation of that.

Mr., LOGAN. Mr. President, the explanation is very
simple. The claimant here was a soldier in the Siberian
Expedition in Russia. He was charged with robbery and
burglary, was convicted, and sentenced to a Federal prison
for 15 years, which sentence, I believe, was afterward
reduced fto 10 years.

Later the woman and her son who had testified against
the man appeared before the proper Army authorities and
admitted that they had sworn falsely. He was then granted
a pardon, restored fo the Army, and this is a bill to pay him
his regular compensation from the time he was arrested until
he was restored fo the Army, $254.40.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

WOODHOUSE CHAIN WORKS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 177) for the
relief of Woodhouse Chain Works, which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with amendments, on page 1,
line 6, to strike out “ $1,841.75 ” and to insert in lieu thereof
“$352.93 ”; and on line 9, after the word “ Department ”, to
strike out the comma and the words down to and including
the word “ Germany ”, in line 3, page 2, so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Woodhouse Chain
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Works the sum of $352.93 in full settlement for extra work for
which the Government agreed to pay under supplemental coniract
to contract no. 448 with the Navy Department.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

EKORBER REALTY, INC.

The bill (8. 1221)authorizing adjustment of the claim of
Korber Realty, Inc., was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust and
settle the claim of Korber Realty, Inc., under lease no. VBr-806,
dated April 28, 1831, on account of failure to restore to former
condition quarters occupied during the period ended June 30, 1932,
by the Albuguerque office of the Veterans’ Administration, and to
allow not to exceed $500 in full and final settlement of said claim.
There is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, for payment of the claim.

SCHUTTE & KOERTING CO.

The bill (S. 1085) authorizing adjustment of the claim
of Schutte & Koerting Co. was considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust
and settle the claim of Schutte & Koerting Co., under contract
NOs-2018, dated December 27, 1926, for certain experimental work
in the manufacture of valves for submarines, and to allow not to
exceed £7,337.10 in full and final settlement of said claim. There
is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of §7,337.10, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, for payment of said claim.

‘WALTER THOMAS FOREMAN

The bill (8. 1075) for the relief of Walter Thomas Fore-
man, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

LITTLE ROCK COLLEGE, LITTLE ROCK, ARK.

The bill (S. 1347) for the relief of Little Rock College,
Little Rock, Ark., was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is here-
by, authorized and directed to reopen and allow credit in the
property accounts of the Little Rock College, Little Rock, Ark.,
in the sum of $1,451.41, representing certain articles of ordnance,
quartermaster, and engineer property for which the sald Little
Rock College is held liable on reports or surveys, as follows: Nos.
7, 8, 11, and 12, approved January 13, 1926, and no. 10, approved
January 5, 1926.

M'KIMMON & M'KEE, INC.

The bill (8. 1081) for the relief of McKimmon & McKee,
Inc., was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of the Treasury is au-
thorized and directed to pay to McEKimmon & McKee, Inc.,
successor to the Raleigh Insurance & Realty Co., of Raleigh, N.C.,
out of any money in the not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $71.59 in full satisfaction of all claims for pa; t of
premiums on policles of fire insurance written in 1918 by such
Raleigh Insurance & Realty Co., covering certain pgoods of the
value of 05,000, more or less, while In the process of being
laundered for the United States Army by the Model Laundry, of
Raleigh, N.C.

JAMES R. YOUNG

The bill (S. 1089) for the relief of James R. Young was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows: ]

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay to James R. Young, successor to the Union
Trust Co., of Raleigh, N.C., our of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $226.25 in full satisfaction of
all claims for payment of premiums on policles of fire insurance
written in 1918 by such Union Trust Co., covering certain goods of
the value of 245,000, more or less, while in the process of being
laundered for the United States Army by the Model Laundry, of
Raleigh, N.C.
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GREAT AMERICAN INDEMNITY CO, OF NEW YORK

The bill (S. 356) for the relief of the Great American
Indemnity Co. of New York was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

E. WALTER EDWARDS

The bill (S. 1073) for the relief of E. Waltor Edwards was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. WHITE subsequently said: Mr. President, may I call
the attention of the Senator from Utah to Order of Business
211, Senate bill 1073, for the relief of E. Walter Edwards?
I understood the Senator asked that the bill go over.

Mr. KING. I did.

Mr. WHITE. I merely desire to call attention to the fact
that this measure is identical in fact and in principle with
two other bills which we have just passed.

Mr. KING. I withdraw my objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Treasury Is
authorized and directed to pay to E. Walter Edwards, successor
to C. B, Edwards & Bro. of Raleigh, N.C., out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwlse appropriated, the sum of $106.30, in
full satisfaction of all claims for payment of premium on a policy
of fire insurance written in 1918 by C. B. Edwards and Bro.,
covering certain goods of the value of $127,000, more or less,

while in the process of being laundered for the United States
Army by the Model Laundry of Raleigh, N.C.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Arkansas whether the further call of the calendar cannot
be suspended, so that Senators who have prepared ad-
dresses and have maps on the wall of the Senate may now
proceed?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand that the Sen-
ate has about completed the call of the calendar under its
order, and I think we had better proceed to the end of the
calendar.

Mr. LEWIS. Very well.

MARY AGNES RODEN

The Senate proceeded fo consider the bill (S. 375) to re-
imburse the estate of Mary Agnes Roden, which had been
reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend-
ment, on page 1, line 5, to strike out * $5,515.48" and to
insert in lieu thereof “ $5,000 ”, so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000 to
Sophie T. Walsh, administratrix of the estate of her deceased
sister, Mary Agnes Roden, in full settlement of all claims against
the Government of the United States for injuries received by said
Mary Agnes Roden on December 11, 1926, when a United States
mail truck collided with her at Lexington Avenue and Thirty-
fourth Street, New York City.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

NANNIE SWEARINGEN

The Senate proceeded fo consider the bill (S. 1496) for the
relief of Nannie Swearingen, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1,
line 6, to strike out “ $5,000” and to insert in lieu thereof
“ $50 per month in an amount not to exceed $5,000 ", so as
to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated and in full settlement against
the Government, the sum of 850 per month in an amount not to
exceed $5,000 to Nannle Swearingen to compensate her for the
death of her husband, who was struck by a Government-owned
postal motor vehicle on November 28, 1926,

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

PATRICK HENRY WALSH

The bill (S. 170) for the relief of Patrick Henry Walsh was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay to Patrick Henry Walsh, of Weehawken,
N.J., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $3,000 in full satisfaction of all claims against the
United States for damages on account of injuries resulting from
being struck by & United States mail truck at Jersey City, N.J., on
December 19, 1924,

AUXILIARY BARK ‘‘ QUEVILLY "

A bill (S. 1934) conferring jurisdiction upon certain courts
of the United States to hear and determine the claim by
the owner of the 4-masted auxiliary bark Quevilly against
the United States, and for other purposes, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I notice that the alleged negli-
gence in this case, if there was any, cccurred nearly 20 yvears
ago. Let the bill go over.

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over,

STEAMSHIP “ W. I. RADCLIFFE ”

The bill (S. 1935) to amend the act of March 2, 1929,
conferring jurisdiction upon certain courts of the United
States to hear and determine the claim by the owner of
the steamship W. I. Radcliffe against the United States, and
for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I reserve the right to object.
I ask for an explanation.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, this is a bill to authorize the
owners of the steamship mentioned to go into court and
undertake o establish their claim for injuries to the vessel.
I think I am right in saying that a similar bill passed the
Senate in the last session, but a mistake was made in the
name of the ownership of the vessel, and this bill is intro-
duced for the purpose of correctly stating the names of the
owners of the vessel.

Mr. KING. When is it alleged that this collision oc-
curred so as to warrant any judgment against the United
States? I think it was away back in the time of the World
War. There ought to be some statute of limitations. Some
of these claims are hoary with age. Let it go over.

Mr. WHITE. Of course, if there is a statute of limitations,
it will be pleaded in court.

Mr. KING. 1 do not want to revive it anyway.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under objection of the Sen-
ator from Utah, the bill will be passed over.

DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE, NEW JERSEY

The bill (S. 2029) was considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the time for completing the construc-
tion of the bridge authorized by act of Congress approved August
24, 1912, to be built by the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. and the
Pennsylvania & Newark Rallroad Co. across the Delaware River
near the city of Trenton, N.J., which has heretofore been extended
by Congress to August 24, 1034, is hereby extended for a further
period of 3 years from the last-named date: Prowvided, That it
shall not be lawful to complete or commence the completion of
said bridge until plans thereof shall agaln be submitted to and
approved by the Chief of Engineers and by the Secretary of War.

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is

hereby expressly reserved.
TOLL BRIDGES IN THE STATE OF OREGON

The bill (S. 1985) relating to the amortization of the con-
struction cost of certain toll bridges in the State of Oregon
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the act entitled “An act
granting the consent of Congress to the State of Oregon to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the Umpqua
River at or near Reedsport, Douglas County, Oreg.”, approved
June 13, 1933, the act entitled "An act granting the consent of
Congress to the State of Oregon to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a toll bridge across Yaquina Bay at or near Newport, Lincoln
County, Oreg.”, approved June 13, 1933, the act entitled “An act
granting the consent of Congress to the State of Oregon to con-
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struct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across Coos Bay at or
near North Bend, Coos County, Oreg.”, approved June 13, 1933, the
act entitled “An act granting the consent of Congress to the State
of Oregon to construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge across
the Siuslaw River at or near Florence, Lane County, Oreg.”,
approved June 13, 1933, and the act entitled “An act granting the
consent of Congress to the State of Oregon to construct, maintain,
and operate a toll bridge across Alsea Bay at or near ‘Waldport,
Lincoln County, Oreg.”, approved June 15, 1833, as requires the
amortization of the cost of the bridges and approaches therein
authorized within a period of not to exceed 15 years from the
completion thereof, is hereby repealed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That completes the calendar.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had dis-
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
6670) to provide for the establishment of a corporation to
aid in the refinancing of farm debts, and for other purposes,
requested a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. JoNes, Mr.
FuLMER, Mr. Doxey, Mr, Hopg, and Mr. KINzER were ap-
pointed managers on the part of the House at the conference.

REFINANCING OF FARM DEBTS

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the
action of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6670) to provide
for the establishment of a corporation to aid in the refi-
nancing of farm debts, and for other purposes, and request-
ing a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses thereon. :

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I move that the Senate in-
sist upon its amendments, agree to the conference requested
by the House, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ap-
pointed Mr. FLETCHER, Mr. GrLass, Mr. WAGNER, Mr. GoLds-
BOROUGH, and Mr. Townsenp conferees on the part of the
Senate.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I move that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of executive business for the
consideration of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence Deep Water-
way Treaty.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to
the consideration of executive business.

GREAT LAKES-ST. LAWRENCE DEEP WATERWAY TREATY

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the
consideration of the treaty between the United States and
the Dominion of Canada for the completion of the Great
Lakes-St. Lawrence deep waterway, signed July 18, 1932.

Mr. COPELAND obtained the floor.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President——

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. WALSH. I recognize the importance of the subject,
and would suggest the desirability of a call of the roll for
the purpose of bringing Senators into the Chamber. I am
unable for the time being to remain, however; and with the
permission of the Senator from New York I should like to
request that following his remarks an editorial published in
the Baltimore Sun of January 22, 1934, and a letter dealing
with the St. Lawrence waterway from H. M. Stratton,
President, Donahue-Stratton Co., Milwaukee, Wis., ad-
dressed to me, be printed in the Recorp in connection with
the debate.

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

(The editorial and letter appear in the Recorp at the con-
clusion of Mr. CopELAND’S remarks.)

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I thank the Senator for
suggesting a call of the Senate, but I think that is unneces-
sary. I know how busy the Senators are and how heavy
the mail of their offices is, and I do not wish to call into the
Chamber any Senators who are worthily occupied away from
here. :
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I wish to speak about the controverted question of the
St. Lawrence waterway as calmly as possible. I recognize
that there are two sides to the question, and certainly every
Senator has a right to take any position which his judgment
causes him to assume.

I have long ‘been an opponent of the proposed waterway,
and, of course, what I shall have to say will be in opposition
to the treaty.

If any argument in favor of the St, Lawrence deep water-
way caused me momentarily to question the convictions I
reached 25 years ago, I should take anocther glance at the
map. That would give proof sufficient to me that no Ameri-
can should favor the project:

Even though Senators have other duties, I ask them to
remain in the Chamber long enough to enable me to point
out on the map of a portion of North America some of the
things which enter into the consideration of this question,

We have here an excellent map of the United States and
a part of Canada. I want Senators to see that after Lake
Ontario discharges its waters into the St. Lawrence the river
touches only 166 miles of our country.

I was born in the Great Lakes region. I spent the first 40
yvears of my life there. I have known many Canadians and
loved them. Certainly there is no feeling of harshness or
unfriendliness that could lead me to take the position that
I do.

The waters of Lake Ontario are projected into the St.
Lowrence River, and almost immediately we come to the
Thousand Islands. These were described by a Canadian
poet, who said:

‘When the angels took Eden on high,
Some flowers fell from the garden divine;

Dropping into the great river,
They became the Thousand Islands.

So here they are in all their beauty.

Just below the Thousand Islands we come to the inter-
national section of the waterway; and this is, in my section
of the country, the hotly debated part of the whole project.

After 166 miles forming the boundary between the United
States and Canada, where New York has equal riparian
rights with Ontario, or the United States equal rights with
Canada, the St. Lawrence River appears to desire to run
away from Yankeeland. I wish Senators to see on the map
that no part of the St. Lawrence River is within our bound-
aries, no part of it is within our country, and only for
115 percent of its entire length does it border upon our coun-
iry. Ninety-eight and one-half percent of the St. Lawrence
will be found entirely within the Dominion of Canada. Iam
anxious to have the Senate appreciate that fact. I am
anxious, too, to have Senators observe that the green line
on the map, the boundary of our country, is in no way
whatever related, except in this 114 percent of its length,
to the Bt, Lawrence River. The St. Lawrence is entirely
cutside our territory, except the limited section of the river
touching the State of New York.

Ancther thing T wish Senators to observe is that the St.
Lawrence River, running north and east, gcing away from
the United States all the time, has a length of 1,185 miles
to the Straits of Belle Isle, where the waters of the river
enter the Atlantic Ocean. For only 166 miles of that dis-
tance are the waters of that river in contact with our
country.

I will ask Senators also to observe that the point where the
weters of the St. Lawrence enter the Atlantic Ocean is
1.000 miles east of Lake Ontario and 700 miles north of the
boundary of the United States at the point of the river’s
source. The river goes as far north as Hudson Bay, which
in my youth I thought was close to the North Pole.

I beg Senators to bear these facts in mind when they
consider the expenditure of American money in the develop-
ment of a waterway which is essentially a Canadian water-
way. I have often referred to it as an all-British waterway.

I now wish to speak about distances, and while doing so
will get away from the map.

If one were to go by this waterway from Lake Ontario to
Portland, Maine, or Boston, his craft must sail 1,200 miles.
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By the shortest way, through the Gulf of St. Lawrence and
north of Nova Scotia, it is 1,500 miles to New York Harbor.
Two or three hundred miles additional must be included if
the craft is to reach Philadelphia or Norfolk, while Savan-
nah is more than 2,000 miles away from the Great Lakes.

I need not point out to the Senate that when there is such
a steaming distance as that, with the cost of coal to con-
sider, and the element of time to consider, it makes an
almost impossible waterway so far as the Atlantic seaboard
is concerned.

At this time I am not going to say more about that feature
of the proposal, but perhaps a little later I may do so. I
wish, however, if I may, to show by this map how far we
are going afield -when we talk about building a waterway,
largely with American money, to carry trafic from the
Great Lakes to the sea.

In order that I may get away from the map, I want to
speak about another waterway, the New York Barge Canal.
I am not going to press the matter; I, myself, have no en-
thusiasm for any deep waterway to the sea; but I want to
take advantage of the opportunity of having the map before
us. That will show Senators that proposed route from the
Great Lakes to the Atlantic seaboard would reguire 1,500
miles' travel; this is in contrast to a route through the
barge canal down the Hudson River to New York, a distance
of 325 miles, of which distance 125 miles, the portion on the
Hudson River, has already been deepened at Federal expense
to carry ocean-going vessels. There is at Albany today a
terminal which is being extensively used by vessels from the
other side as well as by our own bottoms going to Albany,
or sailing from Albany by way of the Hudson River. So
we have to contrast a route {from Canada through Canadian
territory, 1,600 miles from New York, with a route which
would be all-American, which would go through our own
territory the short distance of 325 miles.

I may leave the map for a moment, but I hope Senators
will never have obliterated from their memories the picture
on the map, because, to my mind, a glimpse at the map is
conclusive reason why we should be against this proposed
waterway.

Mark the difference, if I may repeat, in distance between
Lake Ontario and the ocean between the two routes. From
Lake Ontario to Albany is 164 miles, and from Albany by
the Hudson River, already dredged to carry ocean freighters,
to the ocean is a distance of 150 miles, or a total of 314
miles. When a cargo is taken to Boston, New York, Phila-
delphia, Norfolk, or Baltimore, the distance is hundreds of
miles less than by the all-British route.

The advocates of the Canadian plan place great emphasis
upon the idea that it is much nearer by way of the St.
Lawrence and the Great Lakes to Liverpool, where wheat
would go, than it is by the all-American canal. It is stated,
for instance, that the distance between Montreal and Liver-
pool is 2,760 miles, but that route is through the Straits of
Belle Isle, north of Newfoundland, between Newfoundland
and Labrador, and it cannot be used even during a con-
siderable portion of the so-called “ open " season; even when
the lower part of the river is open it is impossible to go
through the Straits of Belle Isle, for reasons which I shall
attempt to demonstrate to the Senate,

The distance from Montreal to Liverpool, when the route
taken is to the south of Newfoundland, is 3,007 miles. This
route will have to be taken through a large part even of
the open season. When a vessel goes down the river below
Anticosta Island it must pass through the Gulf of St. Law-
rence south of Newfoundland; it is not possibl* through a
large part of even the open season, if I may repeat, to go
through the Straits of Belle Isle. So the usual distance
from Montreal to Liverpool is 3,007 miles, which is approxi-
mately the same distance as between New York and Liver-
pool, which is 3,166 miles. To put it in a word, the St.
Lawrence route is 159 miles shorter than the all-American
route; that is all. The Straits of Belle Isle are far removed
from the United States and all our ports.

There is no United States port after leaving Massena,
N.Y., where the Mellon aluminum works are located. There



1156

is nothing to appeal to American commerce all the way
from Lake Ontario to the shores of Europe.

Let me call attention to the fact, too, that the time con-
sumed between Duluth and New York City by the St. Law-
rence route would be 12 days, as contrasted with 72 days
over the all-American route.

If the Barge Canal, which Congress has already voted to
take over, should be deepened sufficiently to take ocean ves-
sels, which can now go to Albany, the trip could be taken
in 71 days. A ship sailing out of Lake Ontario would re-
guire to go around through the Gulf of St. Lawrence to
New York 12 days. Through the Barge Canal to Albany
down to New York there would be a saving of 4} days.
Anyone familiar with vessel transportation realizes how
much greater is the expense involved where 12 days of sail-
ing are necessary instead of 7' days,

By the St. Lawrence it would take 4 days longer for a
cargo from Duluth to go to the Panama Canal than by the
New York route; it would take 4 days longer to go to
Seattle, and practically the same time to go to Gibraltar.

Regarding this project, there will always be two schools
of thought. The St. Lawrence route is held in high favor
in the West, but many thinking Americans feel that if the
money of the United States is actually to be expended in
canal building it should be spent wholly within the borders
of our country. The American plan would involve an initial
expenditure of more money; but as I have already pointed
out, it would be hundreds of miles shorter, and consequently
the service rendered by it fo shipping would be very much
greater.

Mr. CLARK. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harce in the chair).
Does the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from
Missouri?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. CLARK. Appreciating the fact that there may be a
variance in any estimates, can the Senator give us an idea
as to the probable difference in cost between the all-Ameri-
can roufe he has just been describing and the proposed St.
Lawrence seaway?

Mr. COPELAND. I would say that, at the outside, the
difference would not exceed $150,000,000.

Mr. CLARK. And that would all be spent in the United
States in the employment of American labor and the pur-
chase of American materials?

Mr, COPELAND. Yes; and would be for the relief of
unemployment in America instead of for the relief of unem-
ployment in Canada.

Mr. President, the American plan would cost a little more
money, but the man is not born who knows how much the
St. Lawrence plan will cost. I wish the Senafe could see,
as I did, a moving picture of the St. Lawrence River in the
springtime at the break-up of the ice. I have the greatest
respect in the world for engineers; to me they are the super-
men, amazing men; I almost stand in awe of what engineers
can do. But when I saw in that picture the great bergs of
ice crashing through the waterway, breaking up ice of lesser
thickness, I wondered how it would ever he possible for
engineers, with all their skill and genius, fo build controlling
works to make possible the effective navigation of the St.
Lawrence River.

As I have previously said, the all-American route would
be very, very much shorter, and consequently navigation
would be that much more expeditious. The all-American
route would be open for a slightly longer season. If Sena-
tors know the climate of Quebec, if they have ever been to
Quebec in attendance upon one of the ice carmivals, they
know how tightly the waterways are tied up during the
winter season.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from North Caroclina?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. REYNOLDS, Is it not true that in view of the weather
in the neighborhood of the proposed canal and the innumer-
able slides that have occurred there from time to time, in the
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opinion of the Senator it would be extremely difficult to
arrive at a figure of cost of the canal within several million
dollars?

Mr, COPELAND, I truly think so.
extremely difficult.

Mr. REYNOLDS. I should like to state for the informa-
tion of the Senator that I have in mind the construction of
the Panama Canal. When our Government{ made purchass
of the Panama Canal, at which time I believe we paid the
French Government $40,000,000 and at which time we paid
for the Panama Railroad an amount approximating $10,000.-
000, it was estimated that completion of the Panama Canal
according to the plans contemplated at that particular time
would cost $139,000,000. Of course, I understand that sev-
eral years thereafter, at which time General Goethals went
there at the instance of the Government, he made an ex-
tremely accurate estimate of the cost of the canal, which was
$375,000,000, and it actually did cost about $3,000,000 less
than that, and he completed it, according to my information
from the War Department, 1 year sooner than its contem-
plated completion.

But I bring to the attention of the Senator at this time
that immediately after or about the same time our Govern-
ment made purchase of the Panama Canal, it was then esti-
mated that the completion would cost only $139,000,000.

Mr. COPELAND. That is correct. The able Senator is
entirely correct in his figures as I understand it.

Mr, PITTMAN. Mr. Presideni——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly.

Mr. PITTMAN. It has been reported by the Army en-
gineers two or three times that the plans upon which the
first estimates were made were not nearly as extensive as
the plans upon which the second estimates were made and
that therefore there was no relation whatever between the
estimate of $139,000,000 and the estimate of $375,000,000,
because our Government between the time of the estimates
had decided, according to the Army engineers, to adcpt a
very much larger and more extensive plan. Be that as it
may, undoubtedly the estimates of the last board of engi-
neers were very accurate.

Mr, REYNOLDS. I quite agree with the Senator that the
last estimates made were entirely accurate, but at the same
time I should like to make inquiry of the able Senator from
New York if it is not true that even after the ratification
it would be possible to make certain changes that would
increase the cost estimated at the present time? I think
that one thing further to be taken into consideration is the
fact that materials to be used may increase in cost. It has
been said that the engineers who have figured on the various
and sundry projects have not missed the point far, but at
the same time we must take into consideration that the price
of materials may change and the price of labor may change.

I beg the Senator's pardon for having interrupted him at
such length.

Mr. COPELAND.

I think it would be

I thank the Senator from North Caro-
lina. He has added value to the argument. I had not in-
tended to discuss at all the question of cost. I am familiar
with certain figures, namely, those with reference to the
Welland Canal, which was originally estimated at $40,000,-
000 and actually cost $128,000,000; the Manchester Ship
Canal, which I have seen and admired, the original estimate
of which was $40,000,000, while its ultimate cost was $80,-
000,000. The original estimate of cost of the Panama Canal
was $140,000,000, and the ultimate cost proved to be
$375,000,000. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrrman] has
suggested, that was because conditions which were met as
the work progressed made those increases necessary, but I
assume we would have to take into consideration that that
might well happen in connection with the canal now under
consideration.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
further?

Mr. COPELAND, Certainly.
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Mr. PITTMAN. I do not like to have the Senator mis-
understand me or, if he does misunderstand me, to uncon-
sciously misinterpret what I said. I did not say it was by
reason of additions to or changes in the plans. I said the
estimate of $139,000,000 was based on one plan and that the
estimate of $375,000,000 was based on an entirely different
plan, a more extensive plan and completed plan. The $375,-
000,000 estimate was an accurate estimate and the actual
cost came within that figure. I do not want it understood
that it was because they kept making additions and changes
that the cost increased.

Mr. COPELAND. Far be it from me to dissent from the
facts. I have but one thought, and that is to attempt to
have Senators see the general proposition as I see if, and
to do that fairly and certainly not by distorting the lan-
guage or expressed thoughts of others. But no man who
ever built anything, I do not care whether it was a house
or a boat or what it might be, has failed to find that it cost
him more than was estimated in the beginning.

I know that in the construction of the Barge Canal
through the State of New York the original estimate was
$62,000,000 and it cost the State $176,000,000. I am not
speaking about the original Erie Canal, but the widening and
deepening of the canal in recent years. If cost nearly three
times as much as the original estimate.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. CLARK. I know the Senator does not desire to
digress to a discussion of the question of cost because it is
not included within the scope of his original address; but I
should like to ask the Senator if he does not think the de-
valuation of the dollar must be taken info consideration in
arriving at the estimate of cost? In order words, the engi-
neers who made the estimates were not taking that into
consideration at all, were they?

Mr. COPELAND. I think it is entirely proper for the
Senator to make the suggestion. Therefore if we do not
raise the original estimates we have to muliiply them by
two in order to meet the devaluated dollar.

I want to make more complete answer to a question asked
a few moments ago by the Senator from Missouri. Other
estimates have been made about the cost of the canal. I
am not going to refer to Mr. Cooper’s estimate. We have
heard a lot about that. The general board of engineers
placed it at $543,000,000; Dr. Moulton at $999,000,000; Mr,
Cooper, since we have mentioned him, at $1,350,000,000. Mr.
E. P. Goodrich, the consulting engineer, whom I happen to
know, a man of great ability and the highest integrity—I
would trust him as I would trust my family doctor and have
confidence in his professional conclusions—has said that the
St. Lawrence waterway will cost $1,054,000,000. As I have
said, however, I had not thought to go into that phase of
the question.

I was speaking about the American canal, which would
involve a little more initial expenditure of money; and I
think an estimate made on that particular enterprise—so
short and with engineering conditions so common in engineer-
ing experience—would be very accurate. It may well be that
the initial cost of the New York canal would be no more than
the cost of the St. Lawrence waterway; but, at any rate,
it would be hundreds of miles shorter. It would be open
for a longer season. As between the canal in New York
State and the St. Lawrence Canal, the difference in the sea-
son would be at least 3 weeks in favor of the former.
I am saying that to the Senator from Washington, because
he asked me the question, and that is the conclusion reached
from such figures as I have been able to find.

For the purpose of the national defense the New York
route would be of greater service to the Nation. The all-
American route coincides with the present lines of railroad
travel and leads to the same ferminals on the seacoast.
Buch a canal development, it is thought, would be less dis-
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turbing to commerce and trade during the part of the year
when either water route would be closed by ice.

A great many surveys have been made by the Federal
Government, the New York State authorities, the Canadian
Government, and recently by an International Joint Com-
mission. The result of these surveys is that we have at our
command a mass of scientific and statistical material.

With this before him it is possible for any citizen to
master the problems involved and to form for himself a
conclusion as to which route is preferable. Both are consid-
ered feasible from an engineering standpeint. There never
has been any question of that on the part of any of the
engineers who have investigated. Each has its particular
advantages. Each has its engineering and scientific back-
ers. It may be said in all truth that a given citizen
may form his own conclusion and, no matter what it may
be, find himself in company with thousands of distinguished
citizens who take a like view. Unfortunately, he will find
himself in opposition to other thousands of equally dis-
tinguished citizens who are just as insistent that the other °
route is preferable.

ICE AND FOG ON THE ET. LAWRENCE

Whichever way is determined upon, the most we can
expect of such a canal is that it shall be serviceable for not
to exceed 8 months of the year. In 50 years the latest the
St. Lawrence was open for navigation was the 14th of
December, Three times only was it open past the 8th of
December. TUsually it closes about the 20th of November.

During the same period the earliest date it ever opened
was the 29th of March. One year it opened on the 3d of
April, Usually it opens about the 20th of April and occa-
sionally as late as the 1st of May. One year it was the 7th
of May. As a matter of fact, then, the St. Lawrence can be
depended on for only a little more than 7 months of the year.

It is not alone, however, the absence of ice in the river
itself that insures safety of navigation between the Great
Lakes and the sea. I speak from actual observation, having
crossed the ocean twice between Montreal and Liverpool.

I well recall a certain Sunday morning in July 1896.
The reason why I remember the month and the year is
that when we got fto Quebec newspapers were brought
out to the boat, and they said that William Jennings Bryan
had been nominated by the Democrats for the Presidency.
I was the only person on the ship who had ever heard of
him before, and that was merely by accident.

The ship I was upon was the first one that season to
attempt the passage of the Straits of Belle Isle. You see,
every ship before July went south of Newfoundland; so
our ship was the first one that year to go through the
Straits of Belle Isle. In spite of the fact that navigation
opened on the 24th of April, there was so much ice and
so much fog in the Gulf of St. Lawrence and off the Straits
of Belle Isle that it had not been deemed safe to take the
northern route until our ship attempted the passage.

Did you ever see a fog in those northern waters? A fog
bank is just as real as a snow bank, and when the bow of
the boat runs into it, it is cut off from view as if it had run
into a huge drift of snow.

Well, finally, after several days of fog and ice, because we
had to feel our way through the Gulf of St. Lawrence, we
reached the Straits of Belle Isle. As we entered the Atlantic,
my steward called me at daybreak. He said there was an
iceberg in sight and that I had better get up and see it,
because another one might not be sighted on the trip. As a
matter of fact, we saw 75 icebergs during that day and the
next.

If you know anything about an iceberg, with nine elev-
enths of its bulk under water, and nobody knows how it
may project under the water from its sides, and you have
fog, you know very well that you are not going to make
any time on your steamship. As a matter of fact, the tem-
perature of the water was being taken every few minutes,
in order to determine whether or not we were approaching
ice, because it was so foggy that we could not see the
icebergs.
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No candid person conversant with the physical conditions
of the lower St. Lawrence, and of that route to the sea,
can fail to acknowledge that through a greater part of the
year there is not uninterrupted passage between Montreal
and the open ocean. I speak of this in no spirit of dis-
paragement, but simply to bring to mind the embarrass-
ments and dangers of this particular route, as compared
with another one equally available which is not burdened
by these objections.

EXPORT TRADE

The most ardent advocates of the St. Lawrence route are
the wheat producers of the Northwest. If the proposed
canal were to be used exclusively for the exportation of
wheat and flour, I should frankly admit that the St. Law-
rence route is superior to the all-American.

If the waterway from the Great Lakes to the sea were
to be used exclusively for the carriage to Liverpool in cargo
lots of automobiles, furniture, or stoves from Detroit or
other western ports, I should say that the St. Lawrence
route is preferable. For any cargo that is to be taken in
bulk from any one port on the Great Lakes directly to Liv-
erpool, I should admit at once the superiority of the St.
Lawrence route.

If there could be profitable operation of a one-way service
between the Great Lakes and Liverpool, the St. Lawrence
would hold first place. Unfortunately for the advocates of
the St. Lawrence route, water traffic cannot succeed on a
one-way basis. Unfortunately for the St. Lawrence route,
water traffic to and from the Great Lakes is not confined
to bulk cargoes or to export trade. A very large percentage,
probably in excess of 75 percent of the traffic between the
Great Lakes and tidewater, is sure to be of package freight
for domestic distribution.

WHEAT EXPORTATION

I was born on a farm. All my early life I spent in a
home dependent on wheat. My nearest relatives today are
farmers, raising more or less wheat for which they get more
or less money—mostly less. My father was in the milling
and grain business. Certainly I cannot be accused of any
lack of interest in the wheat farmer. If I believed the
St. Lawrence waterway would lighten the burden of the
American wheat grower, I would be for it, no matter what
the New York Chamber of Commerce, frequently referred
to in this debate, might think about my stand.

May I say in passing that I had conviction on this subject
long before I lived in New York and doubtless before I
ever knew there was such a body as the New York Chamber
of Commerce. My sense of fairness and personal acquaint-
ance with many members of that great institution, however,
give me a greater degree of respect for the chamber than
apparently held by some Members of the Senate. Certainly
I am not aware that the New York organization has been at
all offensive in the statement regarding the St. Lawrence
project. I speak of this because reference has been made on
repeated occasions to the New York Chamber of Commerce
as if it were the great beast back of this opposition to the
canal. I have not had that particular pressure brought to
bear upon me, but sometimes I am overlooked by New
Yorkers.

For myself, I think it would be better if we settled the issue
upon its merits without undue excitement over what its pro-
ponents or opponents may attempt by use of propaganda.

A discussion of a waterway to the sea would amount to
nothing unless its possible relationship to wheat exportation
were given particular attention. This I shall attempt to
discuss briefly.

The American wheat farmer is confident that the St.
Lawrence Canal will benefit him materially. He has dreams
of cheap freight rates and greater revenue in consequence.

It must be admitted that every dollar saved on freight
charges is a dollar made for the farmer. He will benefit
directly by economies of this sort. This is true of export
trade, as it is of domestic. This I shall concede, of course.

The exigencies of the World War created an unheard-of
demand for American wheat.

For the 4 or 5 years before
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the war the exports from the United States averaged about
100,000,000 bushels annually. In 1915 there was a jump to
335,000,000.

The war interfered with European—particularly Russian—
production, a condition continuing till the end of 1923.
Since that time there has been gradual improvement in
foreign wheat crops. In consequence, by 1925 our exports
fell to 108,000,000 bushels, including flour converted into
terms of bushels of wheat. It was better than this in 1926
and 1927, but has now declined to about 135,000,000.

AMERICAN WHEAT A DECLINING CROP

But this does not tell the whole story. A study of Cana-
dian wheat prospects as against American is most
illuminating.

In 1910 Canada planted 8,000,000 acres with wheat and
exported 56,000,000 bushels. By 1928 she planted 25,000,000
acres and exported 422,000,000 bushels. In 1931 she ex-
ported 50 percent more wheat than the United States. She
is rapidly outstripping us in wheat growing and exportation.
The Dominion has 80,000,000 acres of the best wheat land on
earth ready for wheat when there is a demand for it. She
now has 27,000,000 acres of wheat against our 55,000,000.
In spite of our increase in population, there has been a steady
decline in our acreage of wheat, while at the same time there
has been a trebling of the production of wheat and the num-
ber of acres in wheat in Canada. With cheaper lands and
labor and greater productivity in Canada, we are in real
danger.

Contrast the figures I have given with conditions in the
United States. In 1910 we had 45,000,000 acres in wheat,
jumped to 75,000,000 in the one year, 1919, and have set-
tled back year by year, until at present we have only about
55,000,000 in wheat acreage.

In short, our increase in wheat production is practically
nil, in spite of the great increase in population, while Canada
has trebled her acreage and products in less than 20 years.
That progressive nation will continue to increase her acre-
age and exports of wheat.

To me the logic of the situation is irresistible: Within a
very short time the United States will disappear as a wheat
exporter. Because blood is thicker than water and because
of materially lower prices of production, Great Britain will
prefer to import Canadian wheat and eventually the Liver-
pool market will be lost to us.

My nature is such that I would rather a thousand times
preach the gospel of hope than that of despair. But, after
all, it is sensible to meet issues as they are, and not play the
ostrich by shutting eyes to the truth.

With the increasing production of wheat in Russia, the
Argentine, and Australia, as well as in Canada, how can we
hope to maintain our former position as an exporter of
wheat? Long before the St. Lawrence project could be fin-
ished we would find other uses for our land and for the
wheat we produce. Australia has doubled her production in
10 years, South America is increasing rapidly, and nobody
knows what Russia may produce. The domestic market
must be depended on for the absorption of our wheat crop.

May I say in this connection that we have neglected the
domestic market? Within a few years our domestic con-
sumption of wheat and wheat products has decreazed 120,-
000,000 bushels, and is declining at the rate of six or seven
millions annually.

I regret this, because, as a physician, I am interested in
preserving and bettering the public health. Regardless of
what current statistics may show as to the sickness and
death rates, there can be no doubt that the underfeeding,
or improper feeding, particularly of the children, must re-
sult disastrously. The next generation will suffer for the
deprivations of this period. Nothing could give greater guar-
anty of good health and long life than a material increase
in the consumption of bread and milk.

You may think this statement has little to do with the
St. Lawrence Canal. But, after all, it is closely related to it.
If our people were properly fed, there would be no wheat to
export, and then we would not worry over the treaty.
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In what to me is always a fascinating volume, the “ Year-
book of Agriculture ”, are some interesting plates. I want
Senators to look at these plates, in order to see the shifting
of wheat acreage.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. COPELAND, I yield.

Mr. REYNOLDS. The Senator just spoke of a very in-
teresting part of the subject which he has under discussion
in regard to wheat. I might state to the Senator, for his
information, that I have been informed that Australia alone
is thoroughly capable of growing a sufficient amount of
wheat to supply adequately the needs of every country of
continental Europe. I might state, further, that although
Russia for the past several years has had occasion to import
several million bushels of wheat—in 1930 I think the im-
portations amounted to something like 25 or 30 million
bushels—Russia being in area twice the proportions of the
United States, it has been estimated by reliable people
familiar with the subject that if they were to cultivate all
the land that is peculiarly adapted for the raising of wheat,
that one country alone would be able to supply the needs of
the entire world. I am in hearty accord with the Senator
when he says that the time will come when we will not be
a wheat-growing country, that our lands will be utilized in
other directions.

I can very well see, I might say to the distinguished and
able Senator from the State of New York, that the people
of Canada are vitally interested in seeing this waterway
completed, because Canada at present is the wheat-growing
country of the world, and it is quite natural for us to feel
and to know as a matter of fact, that the Canadian people
are desirous of this waterway being completed in order
that they may be provided with better facilities for making
exportations of their grain.

Mr. COPELAND. I agree with the Senator, and directly
I shall show that this St. Lawrence project is of tremendous
importance to the wheat growers of Canada—of Saskatche-
wan, Alberta, and Manitoba. It will be valuable to them be-
cause they will have advantages which our farmers do not
have, by reason of the lower railroad rate which they enjoy,
and which I will discuss in a moment.

I wish now to refer to the Agricultural Yearbook. On
pages 141, 142, and 143 of the 1933 issue are maps showing
the distribution of wheat acreage in the years 1869, 1889,
1899, 1909, and 1929.

I give these references so that readers of the Recorp, who
may, perhaps, be interested, may refer to this handbook,
which is a public document and available to any citizen.

The maps on the wall show the distribution of wheat
acreage in the United States, and since this waterway is to
be a Canadian waterway, it is right that we should glance
at the maps a moment.

The great sections here on the map [indicating], Mani-
toba, Saskatchewan, and Alberta, are the great productive
wheatlands of the world, I may say. There is acreage there
sufficient to do exactly what the Senator from North Caro-
lina suggested—to raise enough wheat to supply the whole
world, if they want to, because in addition to the 27,000,000
acres under cultivation there are 80,000,000 more acres of
the richest wheatlands in the world lying in those Provinces
of Canada.

It is certainly remarkable how the areas of wheat produc-
tion have shifted during a period of 60 years. The bulk of
wheat available for export is now produced in an area in-
capable of benefit by any waterway from the Great Lakes
to the sea.

I wish every wheat farmer in America had a copy of this
Government publication and could see for himself what is
happening to the industry. Let me quote from page 143 of
this report:

The hard winter wheat region had expanded still more by 1929
when it constituted the most important wheat-growing region of

the United States, and produced the great bulk of wheat avail-
able for export.

The figures show that in 1930, out of a total production
in the United States of 524,000,000 bushels, 56 percent of the
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whole, or 293,000,000 bushels, came from the soil of Ne-
braska, Kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas. Surely, with the
Missouri and Mississippi Rivers and the Gulf, these States
cannot be very enthusiastic over a waterway to the At-
lantic. With greater interest than any other section, because
it raises the exportable wheat, this area must look south and
not east. Manitoba, Alberta, and Saskatchewan, in Canada,
have far more at stake in the St. Lawrence waterway than
any wheat-growing section of the United States. Conse-
quently, they have far more interest in the St. Lawrence
project than has any wheat section in the United States.

I am often surprised at the enthusiasm over the recogni-
tion of Russia, when I think that all Russia need do is to
consider the meager cost of feeding the labor, with no
thought whatever of what they shall pay labor. They can
sell wheat in Liverpool at 20 cents or 10 cents a bushel
above the cost of production and yet undersell by 50 per-
cent any other country in the world. But all of us living in
the Western Hemisphere and interested in wheat exporta-
tion have reason to shudder over-what Russia, with its soil,
clilr;ate. and serf labor, will do in supplying wheat for the
world.

Certainly that country can give Europe its full supply. It
is only because of blood relationship that the colonies of
Britain will suffer less than we do.

FEEIGHT BATES ON WHEAT

May I return now to discuss the freight rates and to con-
sider briefly the relative advantages of the St. Lawrence
project to Canada and the United States. Comparison of
freight costs and facilities may be interesting.

Duluth in our country and Fort William in Canada are
the extreme western lake ports through which wheat is
shipped for domestic consumption in the home counfry or
for export to Europe. The rates by water from these two
cities to the Atlantic seaboard are approximately the same.

Whether a canal is built or not, then, Americans and
Canadians are on the same basis so far as water trans-
portation is concerned. But they are not on the same com-
petitive basis when we consider the rail rates from points
of production to the lake-head.

There is little difference between the rates from the Da-
kotas to Duluth, but Montana and other points farther west
are at a considerable disadvantage. For example, the rate
from Butte, Mont., is 4415 cents per hundred, while it is
only 26 cents from Alberta and Saskatchewan points. This
gives the Canadian shipper an advantage of about 18 cents
a hundred, or about 11 cents per bushel.

In addition, the Canadians have the benefit of the differ-
ential rate afforded her colonies by Great Britain.

What do these figures prove? They show conclusively that
the St. Lawrence waterway will not better the prospects of
the American wheat farmer. He will continue to be on the
present basis of competition with his neighbors across the
line. As the Canadians increase their acreage, the cheaper
rail rates in Canada, to a considerable extent, and the senti-
mental tie between England and her colony, to a greater
extent, will cause Canadian exports of wheat to increase
still more while ours continue steadily to decline.

There is no hope, as I see it, that the digging of a canal to
the sea will help the American farmer to dispose of his
wheat., There is one advantage, however, although it must
be shared with the Canadian wheat exporter. I refer to the
possibility of loading a ship at the lake-head and sending it
directly to Liverpool. This will save the “ fobbing ” charges—
elevator service, storage, brokerage, insurance, and so
forth—at Buffalo and New York, or in Montreal, as the case
may be. Perhaps a few cents a bushel might be saved in this
way. This amount, added to the saving by water transpor-
tation over all rail or part rail to New York, might amount in
normal times to 4 or 5 cents a bushel. But I seriously doubt
it because of my conviction that the St. Lawrence Canal
would be so essentially a one-way route that the present
rates could not be materially reduced.

In calling attention to the better freight rates over the
Canadian National Railways, which are operated by the
Government, it is proper to refer to the losses incurred in
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the operation of these lines. This deficit averages about
$60,000,000 per year.

The wheat farmers get the benefit of lower rates, fixed
in the charter of the National Railways at 26 cents a
hundredweight, but the National Railways carrying the
wheat are operated at a loss of $60,000,000, made up by
general taxation in Canada.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. COPELAND, I yield.

Mr. REYNOLDS, With particular reference to what the
Senator from New York has just said, I wish to say I am
under the impression that our Government has loaned the
railroads of this country about 3,000 million dollars. I will
ask the Senator if that is the correct amount.

Mr. COPELAND. I do not know the exact amount. I will
say it is a lot of money.

Mr. REYNOLDS. About $3,000,000,000. It strikes me
that by providing competition for those railroads, in which
our Government is financially interested, we are thereby
tending to prevent our Government from collecting the
principal or the interest upon that enormous loan.

Mr. COPELAND, This diversion causes me to say that if
we really want to give employment to American labor by
some such project as we are proposing, and to provide more
shipping facilities that can be used throughout the year,
we had better take the money and build three freight rail-
roads between Boston and Chicago, which could be done for
less money than the proposed canal would cost.

As I said a moment ago, the loss of the National Railroads
of Canada is about $60,000,000 per year. Were the proper
proportion of this loss added to the rates on wheat, there
would be less advantage to the Canadian shipper.

But no matter how it is figured, the fact remains that no
waterway to the sea can possibly overcome the growing men-
ace of Canadian competition in wheat exportation and the
effect of the shifting wheat production in our country. As
it is to assist the marketing of this commodity, particularly,
that America has an interest in the waterway, we should
face the facts as they are. To do so now will save heart-
burnings in the future.

THE ST. LAWRENCE A ONE-WAY ROUTE

I view the St. Lawrence route as one bound to be limited
in its uses almost exclusively to eastbound traffic. Its value
to Americans is confined to the advantage it offers in the
exportation of bulk cargoes from the Great Lakes. If there
is enocugh wheat to fill a ship, or if one port should have
enough automobiles or any other product, fo complete a
cargo for Liverpool, it would go somewhat quicker, if not
more cheaply, than by the American route. But that is all
that can be said for the St. Lawrence waterway. For the
shipping of domestic freight to or from the West, the Cana-
dian project has almost no value to America.

One has but to study the Montreal traffic situation to see
how valueless the St. Lawrence is to the American merchant
receiving goods from the East.

We do not have to imagine it. There is a waterway there
now in actual operation. Barges go back and forth through
the canals of the St. Lawrence. So we do not have to
resort to imagination. We can make use of figures of a
waterway actually in use.

In a recent year, of the lake carriers arriving in Mon-
treal with grain, coal, and flour, no less than 2,670 returned
westward without cargoes. There was absolutely nothing
for them to take west. These are the official figures ob-
tained from the Lachine Canal office, Montreal.

The boats in question came down from the Great Lakes
carrying cargoes and went back empty, just exactly as
vessels would do if the proposed waterway is buill. They
will go from the Great Lakes, down the St. Lawrence River
and over to Europe, and will come back empty, or else carry
cargoes we do not want, brought into competition in ship-
load lots with American production.

’
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There need be no expectation of better conditions merely
as & result of deepening and widening canals which are
already in existence. :

To my mind, it is absurd to think the St. Lawrence route
would profit the Great Lakes ports, or the great western
population of our country. A one-way water system could
never pay, and this route could never be anything but a
one-way system. What is produced in Europe that the Mid-
west. wants in ship-cargo lofs? Regardless of the doubt-
ful advantages to the decreasing exportation of wheat, what
else is there to expect from a through line to Europe, enter-
ing the sea a thousand miles from our own eastern and
southern Atlantic seaboard?

The American railways carrying freight to and from tide-
water are handling goods for domestic consumption. If I
?m correctly advised, 85 percent of all the traffic is of this

ype.

If this is true, the only kind of a waterway that will
benefit the great masses of American shippers is one which
will cheapen or facilitate the carriage of freight for domes-
tic consumption. There is but one route to serve this
purpose. It is the one which coincides with present-day
railway development.

There are several reasons for this statement. In the first
place, any waterway from the Great Lakes to the sea will be
open, at best, but 8 months in the year. During the other 4
months, and usually nearly 5 months, the railways must be
depended on as they are at present.

This being true, is it not wise to parallel the railway lines
as nearly as possible? Then the same terminals at tide-
water, the same brokers, the same bankers, the same offices,
can be used the year round. There can be no doubt, it
seems to me, that satisfactory trade arrangements can be
made best by such a plan, if we are to engage in such an
enterprise at all.

As a nation we have determined upon the Illinois-Ohio-
Missouri-Mississippi waterway. With a policy of internal
canals already established, it is illogical to go beyond our
borders with another route to the sea.

I can see the reason for the Mississippi and Missouri de-
velopments through the heart of our country, but contrast
those developments, Mr. President, with a waterway which
leaves immediately the boundary of our country and runs
a thousand miles east and seven hundred miles north of the
United States at the source of the river. I cannot under-
stand how it is possible for anyone, after even a glimpse at
the map, to fayvor the St. Lawrence waterway.

LABOR AND THE CANAL

Is it not well to suggest, too, that it is pretty venturesome
in a time like this to impose on the railroads the competition
of the seaway? As the Senator from North Carolina has
just suggested, they owe us $3,000,000,000. How are they
ever going fo pay if they are to be still further embarrassed?
How will they ever repay the billions they owe our country?

Shipping from over all the world might be attracted
by the novelty of fresh-water navigation, but I doubt it.
Salt-water sailors, you know, Mr. President, are not fond
of fresh water. To attempt to take a sea-going vessel into
the Great Lakes would frighten the average deep-water
sailor so that he would have to be put on double rations
for the rest of the voyage.

Nobody has studied the economic possibilities sufficiently
to know with reasonable certainty what might happen if the
St. Lawrence waterway should be opened. One of the pro-
tests we have made in New York against this project has
been that no economic survey has been made. I was told
on the floor of the Senate last year, when I called attention
to this, *“ Oh, yes, an economic survey was made on the last
day of the hearings.” So I took the hearings and I found
that on February 10, 1933, the last hearing was held, at
which the “economic survey” was presented to members
of the Senate committee.,

The subcommittee met, pursuant to the call of the chairman,
at 11 a.m.
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“At 11 am.”; and I find at the end the words—

Whereupon, at 11:50 a.m., the hearing was closed and the com-
mittee went into executive session.

Therefore, for a period of 50 minutes the economic survey
was presented, presumably. As a matter of fact, no Member
of the Chamber, in my opinion, has yet thoroughly studied
the economic conditions and possibilities associated with the
building of this proposed canal.

If the waterway proved to be popular there would be such
an upset in railroad traffic as to drive thousands of workers
into the already too long bread lines. I can see how the
maintenance of road men, the operatives of the railroads,
their clerks, and other employees associated with them
would go into the bread lines—coal miners and car builders
would be without labor. That would surely happen if the
brilliant prophecies regarding the St. Lawrence Treaty advo-
cates should be realized.

As a matter of fact, the authors of the treaty gave little
hope to American labor in writing the document, and, even
though it has been repeated here time and time again, for
the purpose of my own discussion I call attention to article
3 of the treaty. When I speak in private conversation of
article 3 and say that the facts I am abouf to relate are
contained there, always I am told, “ No; that is not in the
treaty; that could not be in the treaty.” But what does the
treaty say?

Insofar as possible in respect to the works to be constructed by
the Commission, the parts thereof within Canadian territory—

And most of the work in the international section, where
the money is to be spent, would be in Canadian territory——

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I cannot permit the
Senator’s statement to go unchallenged. I inquire if the
Senator has seen the letter of the Assistant Chief of Engi-
neers, General Pillsbury, on that subject, a letter addressed
to the chairman of the Power Authority of the State of
New York, in which he shows conclusively that only one
fifth of the work to be done with United States funds
expended for Canadian labor and materials will be on the
Canadian side of the infernational boundary line?

Mr. COPELAND. Let me take the language of the treaty
exactly as it is. The treaty continues— -

Or an equivalent proportion of the total works—

Therefore at least one half of the work in the interna-
tional section will be paid for out of the funds of the United
States to Canadian labor, to Canadian engineers, and for
Canadian material.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; the Senator is absolutely mis-
taken insofar as the official figures are concerned. In that
connection, if the Senator will permit me to do so, I should
like to read a letter from General Pillsbury to the chairman
of the New York Power Authority, dated October 20, 1933.
It is as follows:

In accordance with your request for information on the per-
centage of funds furnished by the United States under the Great
Lakes-St. Lawrence Deep Waterway Treaty which will be expended
for American labor, material, and so forth, I take pleasure in ad-
vising you that of the total amount of estimated expenditures
of American funds of $257,992,000 for both navigation and power
wark approximately 80 percent will be expended by the United
States engineers with United States labor and United States ma-
terials. The remainder under the terms of the subparagraph (b)
of article 3 of the treaty will be for work executed by Canadian
engineers and Canadian labor and with Canadian materials for
work within Canadian territory to be constructed by the tem-
porary St. Lawrence International Rapids Section Commission.
Approximately 60 percent of the total cost will be expended on
work in the State of New York.

Mr. COPELAND. Has the Senator finished?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have.

Mr. COPELAND. Very well, Mr. President. I do not care
what any engineer or anybody else has written; I wish to
put in the Recorp and have Senators hear what the treaty
says. This is what we have before us, not the report upon
it of some engineer, Quoting from page 3 of the hearings,
in article 3 of the treaty, paragraph (b), it is provided:

That, insofar as is possible in respect to the works to be con-
structed by the Commission, the parts thereof within Canadian
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territory, or an equivalent proportion of the total of the works,
shall be executed by Canadian engineers and Canadian labor and
with Canadian material.

Mr. President, I may not know much about the English
language, but I do not have to have an engineer tell me
what that means, It means that at least half the work
done in that canal, whether on the Canadian side or on the
American side, shall be paid for out of funds supplied by the
United States Government for Canadian engineers, Cana-
dian labor, and Canadian material.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Of course, Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator from New York wishes to set himself up as an authority
over and above the engineers who have studied this project,
who have made estimates, who have broken the figures down
into their component parts, and have officially stated not
only to the representative of the Senafor’s own State, the
New York Power Authority, but to the President of the United
States upon their responsibility o him as Commander in
Chief of the Army, that 80 percent of the funds are to be
spent in American territory for American labor and ma-
terials and under the direction of American engineers, I
cannot hope to argue with him on the subject; but it does
seem to me that the opponents of this treaty should give
some consideration to the fact that these reports which
have been made to the President of the United States at his
direction, and upon which he himself has spent a great deal
of time, and which he has transmitted to the Senate under
the official responsibility of his office, should have considera-
tion rather than the opinion of any Senator, even one so
distinguished as is the Senator from New York.

Mr, COPELAND. I am very much obliged for the enco-
mium just applied to me in the remarks of the Senator
from Wisconsin, but I am not talking about any opinion
given by an engineer or by anybody else. I assume that the
Senator from Wisconsin has taken refuge back of the en-
tire cost of the canal, considering all phases of it. I frankly
said that I am discussing the International Rapids section
of the canal, and that is the section which is of the greatest
interest to my State.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The International Rapids section is
the section that I am now talking about, and that is the
section to which the Assistant Chief of Engineers' letter is,
in part, directed.

Mr. COPELAND. I am not surprised that the Senator
from Wisconsin or anyone else who is so determined upon
the ratification of the treaty should find all the reasons he
can to sustain his position. I want to say for the Recorp in
order that anybody who may read the Recorp in the future
may understand my position, that I am not depending upon
what any engineer says or upon any statement which has
been sent in frcm outside by anybody, lawyer or Senator.
I do not care who may have given the statement to the
Senate, I wish to state for the Recorp that we find in the
treaty what I have referred to, and the treaty is what we
have before us. We are considering the treaty, not what
somebody thinks about the treaty. We are considering the
language of the treafy, and the treaty itself provides that—

Insofar as is possible in respect to the works to be constructed
by the Commission, the parts thereof within Canadian territory,
or an equivalent proportion of the total of the works shall be
executed by Canadian engineers and Canadian labor and with
Canadian material.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, if the Senator will
vield further, of course the Senator understands, as we all
do, that the estimates upon which the treaty is predicated
were worked ouf by the joint board of engineers. All the
allocations of cost, every phase of the actual construction
work, are part and parcel of the treaty because it is upon
the basis of the study made by the joint board of engineers
that the treaty is predicated. *

Mr. COPELAND. I do not think that has a thing to do
with the discussion of article 3 of the treaty.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Of course it has, hbecause the joint
board of engineers and the Corps of Engineers of the War
Department are the ones who have worked out the alloca-
tions of cost. They are the ones who know how the project
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is to be built and how the costs are to be divided. Their
statement is conclusive as to how much money is to be spent
for Canadian labor and Canadian material.

The fact remains that if the treaty is ratified, in order
that the United States Government may assume its fair
share of the cost of the project, two dams must be built
across the International Rapids section of the river; and in
return for the credit which Canada gets for having built,
solely out of her own treasury, the Welland Canal at a cost
of $128,000,000 and other improvements, the United States
must make an expenditure to equal that of the Canadian
Government on the projects which she has built heretofore
out of her own money, but which become integral parts of
this waterway if it shall be completed.

The Senator is utterly mistaken in his statement that
50 percent of the costs of the construction in the interna-
tional rapids section will be expended for Canadian labor
and Canadian material. The boundary line runs down the
river in the international rapids section. It curves back
and forth. The engineers have worked out to the last cent
what proportion of the work will be on the Canadian side
of the boundary line and what proportion of the work will
be on the American side of the boundary line. After having
made those estimates, they have submitted them upon their
responsibility to the Senate and to the Congress. I submit
that their statements, after this study and after having
worked this out in detail, are worthy of the greatest weight
in view of the integrity and the character of the work which
the Corps of Engineers have done in the past.

If the Senator from New York desires to impeach the
integrity and ability of the United States Corps of Engi-
neers, he impeaches their integrity and their ability upon
every project for rivers and harbors that has been builf in
this country since 1902. He impeaches their infegrity and
their ability to work out estimates not only upon this water-
way, but upon every harbor, upon every river, for every
project for flood control, which has been constructed under
their jurisdiction.

So far as I am concerned I think it does not come with
good- grace for Senators representing States where millions
upon millions of dollars have been expended upon the esti-
mates of this splendid Corps of Engineers, to attempt now,
for the purpose of beclouding the issues involved in the
treaty, to impeach either their integrity or their professional
ability and standing.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President, I had supposed the Sen-
ator was going to make his speech when I got through, But
I have been much interested in it, The only trouble is that
it does not apply any more to what I was saying than it
does to a discussion of politics on the planet Mars. I have
not impeached the Army engineers. There is no one in the
Chamber who thinks more highly of them or who has de-
fended them in season and out of season more vigorously
than I have. It is perfectly absurd to talk of such a sugges-
tion having come from what I have said. I am discussing
the treaty which is before us. I am not discussing what
the Senator from Wisconsin thinks about the treaty or what
some engineer may have fold him about it. I am talking
about the language of the treaty, and I am discussing the
international section of the treaty. Having listened to the
eloquence of the Senator from Wisconsin, I shall now pro-
ceed with my own discussion.

In article IIT of the treaty, which relates to the interna-
tional rapids section of the canal, provision is made that
all parts of the work within Canadian territory or an equiva-
lent proportion of the total work shall be executed by Cana-
dian engineers and Canadian labor and with Canadian ma-
terial and that all such costs are “to be paid out of funds
which the United States hereby undertakes to furnish as
required by the progress of the work.” I leave it to posterity
to read the Recorp and judge whether or not I have made
a fair statement of the facts in attempting to place before
the Senate the argument I have presented.

If the waterway proves to be popular there would be such
an upset in railroad traffic as to drive thousands of workers
into the already too-long bread line, but as a matter of
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fact, the authors of the treaty give little hope to American
labor in writing the document, as I have already indicated by
reading from the treaty itself and not from something that
somebody wrote about the treaty.

If this waterway is an employment project, it is for
Canadian unemployed and not for American unemployed.
I can hear the cry of a distressed man in any language, but
in this time of American suffering, our common interest
dictates that we must first care for our own, especially
when our need is greater than that found in our neighbor-
ing country.

To spend $200,000,000 for Canadian employment is far
more generous than we can afford to be in these times. I
pray we may never disregard their needs when we are able
to assist. But certainly we must not deprive them or our
own household of the bread of life.

In letter and effect this treaty has overlooked labor.
must be rewritten if it is to be socially just.

MONTREAL THE BENEFICIARY

There is another thing which must not be overlooked:
Why take a chance on building up in a foreign country
the chief North American seaport? This is a question of
burning interest to every seaport in the United States.

Montreal has grown and prospered until it has become
the second port on this continent in point of freight ton-
nage. As I have suggested, it is now the principal grain
port of the world. If the St. Lawrence waterway is de-
veloped, Montreal must rush forward by leaps and bounds.
It will become the chief transshipment port in North
America, if the prediction of the St. Lawrence’s advocates
are realized.

If the Great Lakes should really become a second Medi-
terranean, there will be mixed cargoes in which package
freight will predominate. These cargoes must be broken up
and transshipped. Unless steamship lines to all parts of
the world begin or end in each of the large lake ports, there
will be assembled on each ship sailing from the Great Lakes
to Liverpool, packages which must be sent by other carriers
to their respective destinations. Not every cargo can be
bulk cargo. Unless confined to grain, automobiles or some
one commodity, shipped in quantities large enough to fill
a ship, most of them will be mixed cargoes. .

COASTWISE SHIPPING LAWS

In this connection let me call your attention to the coast-
wise shipping laws. A foreign ship is not permitted to
shop along in American ports, picking up a little cargo here
agfy more there. It must land in or clear from one port
only.

Since package freight would make up at least 75 or 80 per-
cent of the business there would be no inducement under
present laws for foreign liners and even tramp ships to go
into the Great Lakes for cargoes. I can see that an imme-
diate demand would be made to break down our restraining
laws and permit coastwise traffic.

What would Andrew Furuseth say to this? Our old friend,
Senator La Follette, the elder, would call down to us from
the battlements of heaven to protect the American sailor,

If our coastwise laws were amended in the manner sug-
gested, the lower standards of pay and living imposed on the
labor of foreign ships would make American competition
impossible.

On the other hand, there would be no inducement to
American shipping to use a route to the Great Lakes which
demanded 1,500 miles of extra steaming to carry coastwise
freight to and from the seaports of the United States. No
matter how we look at it, there would be little encourage-
ment for the owners of bottoms, foreign or American, to
use the route.

In the last analysis it would be a one-way system, perhaps,
of remotely valuable use to the exporter of wheat. Cer-
tainly all of us are such good Americans that we should hate
to see shiploads of furniture, plumbing supplies, cement,
and other products of foreign manufacture brought in to
compete with the makers of similar articles in the Central
and Western States and other parts of the United States.

It
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TRANSSHIPMENT

But whatever ships might sail the inland seas there would
be a great preponderance of package freight. This means
that somewhere on the waterway, or in Liverpool, there
must be rearrangement of the cargo. If the freight is in-
tended for an American port or for South America, of course,
the transshipment would be made before crossing the ocean.

Such transshipments would naturally be effected at tide-
water, and the first such port, to which and from which sail
vessels to all ports of the world, is Montreal. In this port,
then, would be the breaking of cargoes, with the consequent
commercial development of a great center outside the
boundaries of the United States. Our national prosperity
would suffer in consequence.

Canada has achieved political independence. With her
new-found political and diplomatic freedom has come
worthy dreams of commercial development. Already she has
perfected arrangements for a powerful steamship line to
the West Indies. Mail subventions are in her hands to use
and she has started on her way as a worthy competitor to
the United States. For us to make possible the building of
the St. Lawrence Canal would be to play into her hands and
to assist her perfectly proper ambitions.

There can be no doubt that in time of war, which God
forbid, the waterway should be one which is a protection
and not a menace to the national defense. To me this seems
self-evident. I shall not enlarge upon this phase of the
subject.

We are striving to build up an effective and permanent
American merchant marine. Why should we lay plans to
hamper it by this blow against our own shipping interests?

To give Montreal commercial supremacy on the Great
Lakes-to-the-ocean waterway would result in what? It would
encourage Canadian and British steamship lines to continue
their routes into the Great Lakes, with a view o picking
up more and more of our shipments. Inevitably American
interests would suffer seriously from this invasion of our
natural and national rights.

If it is built at all, the waterway to the sea should be built
where it will guarantee the use of American carriers and
American ports. Otherwise our own country will be the
loser. To build the St. Lawrence Canal is the first step to-
ward the destruction of our merchant marine. It will de-
feat any effort to gain supremacy on the Atlantic. As I
see it, no American patriot who has carefully studied the
question and has awakened to its possibilities could think of
such a thing as the promotion of the St. Lawrence Canal.

I say that without any intent whatever to offend one who
takes an opposite view. But it seems to me that where one
is fully informed regarding what may happen as a result of
building the St. Lawrence waterway, he cannot really sup-
port it.

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
York yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. COPELAND. Yes.

Mr. BONE. I believe the Senator will agree with me in
the statement, in connection with the one he has just made
about cargoes being carried in foreign bottoms, that when
cargoes originating within the interior of the country reach
tidewater, they may be, and frequently are, carried in for-
eign bottoms; and all of our American ports at tidewater
are now open to foreign ships. I am wondering—and I am
just asking this question; perhaps the Senator may care to
answer it—whether it would be worse for the country were
those cargoes to be carried from an American port on one
of the Great Lakes rather than from a port at tidewater
on the great ocean gateways on the Atlantic or Pacific coast.
In other words, if the foreign botfom is going to carry the
freight, the only difference between that sort of a trans-
action if it were from a seaboard port and one from an
interior port would be that the American rail lines might
have the rail haul from the interior to the seaboard port.
I am wondering if the Senator agrees with the conclusion
that one would be as bad as the other.
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Mr. COPELAND. Whatever use might be made of the
waterway from the Great Lakes for package freight, which
is what we are speaking of, I assume that if these cargoes
were picked up in cargo lots and it were a foreign ship—
unless we should modify our coastwise laws, it would have
to be a full cargo—then at tidewater it would discharge its
cargo and break it up into those parts that were to go
fo other parts of the world than the destination of the
ship. If such a cargo got to tidewater at Montreal, there
would be the necessity there, in my judgment, of taking
that freight by rail to the Atlantic seaboard, because of the
unwillingness of our vessels to make that long steaming
trip of 1,500 miles into the St. Lawrence River. If there
could be lines of vessels running from every port on the
Great Lakes—from Chicago, from Milwaukee, from De-
troit, from Cleveland—so that every part of the world
could be reached with full cargoes, there would then be no
necessity of transshipment, and the cargo would go through
to its destination; but there could not be those full cargoes
with a foreign ship unless perchance it should be of a
cargo of grain, because in all probability there would not
be enough material in one port to fill a ship. I am sin-
cere in this belief that the first thing that would be done
would be an attempt on the part of foreign shipping to
break down our coastwise laws so that they could shop
along and get their full cargoes. In that event perhaps
they could get full cargoes which would actually go past
Montreal into some port abroad.

Mr. BONE. Of course the Senator realizes that that
would be impossible without the sanction of Congress.

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, yes; but the same pressure that
crowded through this treaty would be applied to changes in
the coastwise shipping laws.

Mr. BONE. And this country, in common with, I think,
practically every country in the world, has shipping laws
that forbid vessels flying foreign flags to traffic between
domestic ports; and I can hardly conceive of this country
or any other country agreeing to such a change in its
shipping laws. Of course, a foreign vessel coming into an
American port on the Great Lakes would have to content
itself with touching one port, and not carry freight or pas-
sengers between ports.

Mr. COPELAND. I may say to the Senator from Wash-
ington that I am very earnest in my desire to impress upon
him and upon others that the only cargo I can think of
that would be benefitied by this route would be wheat. I
think there is no question about that. I have conceded that
all the way through. Yet I have attempted to show that the
shifting of the growth of hard winter wheat into the South-
west is making it less and less likely that the port of
Duluth or Chicago would be used. My judgment is that the
Missouri and the Mississippi and the Gulf would get that
traffic. But if wheat were loaded upon any ship, whether a
foreign ship or an American ship, for Liverpool, then a
direct and fairly short route would be available for 7
months of the year which would carry the wheat through
to Liverpool at an advantage over present methods of
transportation.

When it comes to package freight, however, I cannot con-
ceive how any use can be made of the waterway into the
Great Lakes, because the foreign bottom would have no
incentive to go there, for, unless the coastwise shipping
laws could be done away with and the foreign ship could
shop along to get a cargo, there would be very few full
cargoes to take out of the Great Lakes.

So far as the American ship is concerned, my contention
is, if I may repeat myself, that it is necessary to go such a
roundabout way—1,500 miles up the coast into the Gulf of
St. Lawrence, and then the long route from there into the
Great Lakes—that the steaming expenses and the mainte-
nance of the ship would be so great that there would be no
incentive to do it. So the conclusion of my argument is, and
it is miy own conclusion, that this would fail as a waterway.

Mr. BONE. May I ask another question? If, for in-

stance, it were desired to deliver freight to one of the points
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on Lake Michigan, does the Senator think it would be
cheaper to land it in the port of New York and ship it by rail
from there to Chicago than to steam up the Atlantic coast
and then through the St. Lawrence and through the Lakes
to Chicago? I do not know, and I am asking the Senator if
he has any figures that would indicate any difference in the
cost?

Mr. COPELAND. That is exactly what I think. I think
that the additional cost of going up this roundabout way for
a very limited period of the season would not make it atirac-
tive to ships from Seattle and other points in the West to
go through the Panama Canal and on up the coast to take
the St. Lawrence route.

CONCLUSION

To my mind, next to famine and pestilence, no greater
calamity could befall the Nation than to have our people
lose sight of the spiritual values and devote themselves
wholly to material things. Unless we continue to practice
the virtues and to uphold the standards of those pious folk
who founded the Republic, we might readily become
decadent.

The Declaration of Independence stressed what its author
declared to be inalienable rights, particularly, life, lib-
erty, and the pursuit of happiness. The Constitution was
adopted to establish justice, insure domestic tranquillify,
provide for the common defense, promote the general wel-
fare, and secure the blessings of liberty.

In the background of these great instruments of human
rights, is that primary declaration, the Decalogue. There
can be no hope of happiness, justice, tranquillity, or the
blessings of liberty, unless as a people we observe the admoni-
tion of these fundamental statements, whether God made
or man made: “Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor’s
house, * * * nor anything that is thy neighbor’s.”

Unless we live up to these ideals we must fail as a Nation.
It is upon the universal recognition of these spiritual values
that our fate is fixed. America must never depart from
thesz formulas of conduct and aspiration. We must not
disregard these if we would hold an honorable place in the
family of nations and thrive in the fair land God has
given us.

I deem it wise to make this declaration of high purpose.
Otherwise, what I have said today may seem so materialistic
that I might be accused of possessing no sense of spiritual
values.

We have before us many problems of great material con-
cern to our country. Unless they are solved wisely there
will be unhappiness among our people. We may hope and
strive to solve them without impairing the welfare of the
several States and other nations. But for the sake of our
own prosperity and the happiness of the people, we must
seek to protect what we earnestly believe to be our own
rights.

It is because I anticipate criticism that I speak about

spiritual values and mention our relationship as a nation to

the peoples of other countries. We do not covet our neigh-
bor’s house or anything that is his. But, my countrymen,
we must insist upon those rights, privileges, and advantages
that are essentially our own. It is to that thesis and to that
alone that I have addressed myself.

We do not choose, never have chosen, and never will
choose, to stand in the way of the national and commercial
aspirations of any nation so long as they are essentially
and rightfully hers. But we would not be worth our salt
as a nation unless we demanded for ourselves those things
that are ours by inheritance, tradition, and right. We
would be untrue, each to his own State and to the Nation
itself, if we did not seek to impress upon the Congress the
course which will best “establish justice, insure domestic
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, and promote
the general welfare.”

I shall be accuced of being chauvinistic—I have been al-
ready this afternoon—that I am thinking of New York
alone. I hotly deny this. What is good for New York in
the matter under discussion is good for the American people,
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If this treaty were limited to the development of hydre-
electric power out of our boundary waters, I should favor
it with all my heart. I stayed up many a night to further
legislation for the building of Boulder Dam. My State had
no direct interest in that project. But it seemed to me a
thing of national concern, because of the possible benefits
for a great section of our common country.

I would favor a treaty with Canada for power develop-
ment on the great river even though it would benefit On-
tario just as much as New York. I would favor the canal
if I felt it would really advance the interests of the North-
west. But, for the reasons I have given in part, I
must declare myself as against a project which in my
humble judgment would harm the country and by its dis-
astrous economic effects do damage far in excess of any
possible benefits.

(The editorial and letter submitted by Mr. WaLsm at the
beginning of Mr. CoreranD’s speech and ordered fo be
printed in the REcorp are as follows:

[From the Baltimore Sun, Jan. 22, 1934]
A WIDE DISPARITY

In considering the arguments for and against the St. Lawrence
waterway, one would be saved much trouble in arrival at the
truth if he could simply adopt the thesis of Senator SHIPSTEAD,
of Minnesota—that the opposition is inspired by the railroads
and bankers for their own sinister ends. But admitting that
these interests may be up to all kinds of deviltry, there remains
to be explained a divergence between figures of cost issued by the
War Department and those compiled by other Investigators, the
Brookings Institution, for example.

This divergence in estimate is so great as to make it impossible
for searchers after the facts to accept the Senator's easy method
of disposing of the whole business. The War Department’s report
to the President puts the net cost of the project at $182,726,250,
assuming that New York is to pay $80,726,750. But in the survey
of the Brookings Institution It is pointed out that the War De-
partment’s report embraces only the cost of the improvements
in the St. Lawrence River and interconnecting lake channels.
The cost of suitable lake harbors and requisite port facilities was
not included. These improvements, however, are essential to the
enterprise, and their cost must be paid by the taxpayers of
Canada and the United States. They are an integral part of the
undertaking.

The Brookings Institution’s report consequently embraces ex-
penditure for these improvements in its total, thus making the
inclusive cost assignable to navigation, $600,000,000, with an
additional outlay of §400,000,000 for power development, which
brings the cost up to £1,000,000,000. That is so wide a disparity,
compared with the estimates of the War Department, as to justify
concern as to the accuracy of the latter. And not only is there
this large variation in estimates of cost, but there is similar differ-
ence of views on estimated savings in transportation and in the
amount of prospective traffic. Views diverge on the extent to
which sea-going vessels will operate through the waterway and
on other factors which must be given weight in determining the
value of the project to shipping.

Taking the estimate of saving on shipment of grain, the Brook-
ings Institution finds that the taxpayers would be contributing
$2 a ton in order that the shipper might save 83 cents a ton.
And this is aside from the question of the possibly disastrous
effects of the waterway upon the railroads of the East, which the
administration is enough concerned about to suggest that they
should be permitted to charge rates that would enable them to
establish sinking funds with which to pay off their bonds. Nor
does it touch the competition the canal would set in motion with
the Atlantic seaboard ports, disturbing the business structure upon
which they have been built up. All in all, there is far too much
involved in this enterprise for action to be taken on the Shipstead
theory that the devilish interests are the whole opposition. There
needs to be examination of facts.

MiLwAUKEE, Wis., January 16, 1934.
The Honorable Davip I. WALSH,
The United States Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My Deas SewaTor: I am writing you in connection with the
St. Lawrence waterway. This project has been tremendously
popular in most of the Middle Western States bordering on the
Great Lakes and those outlying States from or to which products
might be shipped via this route, and it has been sold to the
people of this large territory on the theory that it will produce
immense savings in cost of transportation of agricultural products,
principally grain. Many wild guesses have been made of the
savings which could be accomplished, all of which have been

ly exaggerated, and none of which apparently have taken
into consideration the tremendous changes which have taken
place in the past 10 or 15 years in the amount of export grain
that is likely to move, and in the improved facilities and lower
cost of transportation. No student of the situation as it now
exists can possibly set up estimates in respect of grain that will
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come anywhere near saving in cost of

tion the amount
which it will cost to carry the investment which it is now pro-
posed to make in this project.

On page 8967 of the hearings before a subcommittee of the
Committee on Foreign Relations of the United States Senate,

Seventy-second Congress, part 2, will be found a statement
which I forwarded to the subcommittee giving certain facts in
connection with transportation of grain. My statements were
purposely most conservative, as I allowed for a possible movement
of 50 million bushels of United States grain via the St. Lawrence
route, and estimated the annual carrying charge on the naviga-
tion project at not less than $15,000,000 per annum (Moulton,
who is undoubtedly the best authority in the United States
today, estimated it at $40,000,000 per annum).

The record of the season of navigation of 1933 is now available,
and it discloses that not one single bushel of United States
grain moved via the St. Lawrence route, al during the
entire season vessel freight was abundant and very cheap. During
this season a normal movement of Canadian grain took place at
an average rate for the season of approximately 4 cents per bushel
from Fort Willlam to Montreal. I think it is a reasonable esti-
mate that the Canadian movement provided for less than 25 per-
cent of the Canadian vessel tonnage available for this route.

In my statement of December 12, 1932, I hinted at the efforts
of our Government to reduce production to a domestic basis,
and since that time, as you know, many millions of dollars have
been collected in processing taxes from our citizens and paid to
producers in an effort to curtail production and reduce surpluses
of agricultural commodities, including wheat, and during this
time our United States wheat prices have avemged from 20 cents
to 30 cents per bushel higher than Canadian or Argentine or
those countries competing for or oriental wheat busi-
ness, We may, therefore, quite definitely relinquish the idea that
United States grain for export will provide tonnage for the St.
Lawrence seaway, and even if it did in considerable amounts,
there is not the slightest prospect of any saving to the United
States producer in transportation costs.

Grain has been relied upon to produce approximately 60 percent
of the trafic on all of the estimates that have so far been pre-
pared of a possible movement via the St. Lawrence seaway, but
the trend in the movement of grain is so definitely established,
and the possibilities of savings on other commodities so extreme-
1y unlikely, that it would seem impossible for anybody except
the most visionary person to anticipate within the next decade
any volume of traffic that would represent a saving amounting to
anywhere near the annual cost of carrying the investment which
it is proposed to make, and it would furthermore seem that the
present state of our Government's finances would make it impera-
tive that no project of this magnitude be undertaken unless
beyond any question of a doubt it could produce savings, with
a safe margin for every contingency, that would justify the
investment.

A 27-foot channel, if it is constructed, will just be a foot in
the door. It will admit only a very limited use of the seaway
by ocean vessels (Moulton estimates only 13 percent of the ton-
nage now operating on regular schedules out of Montreal) and by
the time it is completed there will be a great campaign for a
deeper channel and another large expenditure of money.

Public sentiment in those States directly concerned in this
matter is still so influenced by data prepared when conditions
were vastly different than they are now that it is almost con-
sidered heresy for those who live in this area to oppose it. I
live, and am established in business, -and the facilities which I
control, and the nature of my business are such that if the
proposition had any merit so far as grain is concerned, that
would help the producer, my business certainly would increase;
but I am so convinced of the unsoundness of this project that I
am writing to you in the hope that you will be able to fairly
and impartially decide this question purely on its merits, and
I am convinced that if it is so considered that your position will
be against any such undertaking at this time.

Sincerely yours,
H. M. STRATTON.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the REcorp a statement on the St. Lawrence
waterway project by Mr. D. B. Robertson, for the Railway
Labor Executives’ Association, before the Senate Committee
on Foreign Relations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

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

STATEMENT BY D. B. ROEERTSON FOR THE RATLWAY LABOR EXECUTIVES'
ASSOCIATION BEFORE THE SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE ON
THE ST. LAWRENCE WATEEWAY PROJECT
I appear here as a representative of the Railway Labor Execu-

tives’ Association, which is composed of the chief executives of the

21 standard railway labor organizations., The statement which I

shall make represents the views of railway labor with respect to

the pending St. Lawrence Waterway Treaty now under considera-
tion by this committee.

First I desire to read to the committee a short statement pre-
pared by a special committee of the association and approved by
the association at a meeting held on November 16:
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“ Members, Railway Labor Ezecuiives’ Association.

“ 8irs aNp BrorHERS: Having been appointed as a committee to
investigate and report upon the subject of the St. Lawrence Water-
way Treaty now under investigation by the Senate Committee on
Fﬁrelgn Relations, we beg to submit the following for consider-
ation:

“For some time past the Raiflway Labor Executives’ Association
has shown considerable interest in the subject of unfair competi-
tion in the transportation industry, which included motor trans-
portation service, pipe lines, and waterways. At a meeting of the
association held at Washington, D.C., June 3-4, 1932, the following
action was taken with regard to expenditure of public funds for
the purpose of improving waterways for transportation purposes:

“‘Moved and seconded that this association go on record as
opposed to the expenditure of public funds for the purpose of
deepening waterways for transportation purposes, as ample facili-
ties now exist to handle all the transportation and more than the
Nation requires, and copy of this resolution be furnished William
Green, president American Federation of Labor. Carried.””

“It was understood that the above action was not intended to
interfere with the improvement of waterways in the interest of
flood control, and in transmitting copy thereof to President Green
of the American Federation of Labor, this point was made clear.
'ghe action of the association was acknowledged by President

Teen.

“In view of the policy already declared by the association,
together with the fact that, in our opinion, present economic
conditions and the status of the transportation industry of the
Nation neither requires nor justifies any expenditure of public
funds to create additional water transportation facilities, we
recommend that for reasons, some of which are enumerated
below, this assoclation authorize the chairman, in conjunction
with the executive committee, to arrange for an early appearance
before the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations for the purpose
of opposing, on behalf of this association and the railway em-
ployees represented thereby, the adoption of the St. Lawrence
Wat.erway Treaty and the construction of the St. Lawrence ship-

Fimt Is not justified by economic necessity.

" Becond. Would adversely affect labor conditions in the rallroad
industry in the United States and Canada and would greatly
increase unemployment.

“ Third. The present tion plant and personnel is
ample to handle the present and anticipated needs of the country
for many years to come.

“ Fourth. Any alleged necessity for waterway transportation is
fllusory. The net results of waterway transpartation projects thus
far have been to increase the cost of Government and taxation
upon the people.

“Fifth. The construction of a St. Lawrence shipway would
doubtless involve the United States and Canada in many inter-
national complications,

“ Sixth. The net result to railway employees of the construction
of a St. Lawrence shipway would be to tax railway employees in
order to subsidize an enterprise that would eventually eliminate
them from railroad service.

“ Seventh. The construction of a St. Lawrence shipway would
contribute toward the breaking down of our present rail trans-
portation system and would nullify the efforts already made by
the United States Government to protect our rail transportation
system and the millions of its outstanding securities now held by
insurance companies, financial institutions, and individual citizens.

“ Respectfully submitted.

“D. B. ROBERTSON,
" C. J. McGLOGAN,
*“H.J. CHAPMAN.”

Although this statement expresses the position of railway labor,
the following additional remarks which might serve to clarify
that position are respectfully submitted:

Testimony already presented to this committee, which has been
given Nation-wide publicity, has in many respects stated the views
of railway labor. It has been said, for example, that there exists
no economic necessity for the waterway since the existing trans-
portation facilities are far in excess of current needs and will be
ample for many years to come. To this statement we fully sub-
scribe. Car shortages are now a thing of the past, and are gqulte
unlikely to recur at any time in the future. Surplus railway
cars available for immediate use at the present time number ap-
proximately half a million, while about a quarter of a milllon
additional cars, temporarily out of service, could quickly be made
serviceable. At no time since the brief hectic period following
the war has the demand for cars exceeded the available supply.
Motive power likewise is and has for the past decade been more
than adequate to care for the traffic offered for movement. In
short, there is not now and there has not been since agitation
for this St. Lawrence waterway started, any shortage in the facili-
ties of the railroads to handle any and all the traffic to be moved.

At this point it seems appropriate to call attention to the
fact that any original justification for the construction of a St.
Lawrence deep waterway from a transportation standpoint was
based on conditions that no longer exist. The International Joint
Commission appointed by the Governments of the United States
and Canada, which first studied and recommended the project
in its report in 1921, stated that it would be valuable for the
purpose of supplementing our inadequate railway facilities. At
that time the railroads of the country had just been returned
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to private ownership and control after their administration by
the Government during the war. They were temporarily in need
of large capital commitments for improving roadbed and struc-
tures and for additional facilities of all kinds. This condltion
passed, however, within a few years.

Let me mention another fact which, 'from our point of view,
is vital to railway employees. Every ton of freight diverted from
the railroads has its effect upon the job of some employee, and
continued diversions result in the loss of jobs. In the United
States and Canada at present there are many hundreds of thous-
ands of unemployed railway workers, men trained by years of
experience in the fleld of transportation. Most of these are
idle because of the prevailing depression it is true, but many
are without jobs because of the loss of traffic to highways and
waterways which are enjoying substantial subsidies from the
Government. Just how many railrcad men have lost their jobs
because of the waterway-development program of the Federal
Government it would be impossible to say, because of other condi-
tions which also exist, but it can be said without fear of suc-
cessful contradiction that the number is very large,

Railway employees do not wish to be understood as objecting
to anything that constifutes a forward step or which contributes
to the public generally. They have submitted without protest in
the past to technological improvements in the science of rail-
roading which resulted in a reduced need for man labor. For
example, 1,167,000 employees in 1931 moved about the same ton-
miles of freight as it took the equivalent of over 2,000,000 men
to move in 1913, If rallway employees thought that the creation
of waterways at public expense made available a better transpor-
tation service or a less costly one, all items considered, they
would not and could not with good grace complain. But they
are convinced that waterway service is not better than rail serv-
ice, but is far inferior. They are also convinced that when all
costs are taken into consideration, this inferior service is more
expensive than railroad service.

A curious anomaly enters this waterway picture which is often
overlooked, I refer to the fact that railway employees who are
fortunate enough to have jobs are being taxed for the facilities
which are striking at the foundations of their livelihood. Every
rallway employee earning more than the amount exempted from
income tax pays into the Federal Government a sum of money
each year. In addition, he pays his share of the other Federal
taxes which others are obliged to pay. A part of the money he
contributes is used by the Government to develop and operate
waterways. Many proponents of public develcpments dismiss the
tax ent with the suggestion that most of those who benefit
are not in the income-paying class, and that the burden of ex-
pense falls upon a relatively small group of wealth.
In other words, that it is an indirect way of redistributing wealth
s0 that all the people may derive some of its benefits. We do not
deny the force of this as a general proposition, nor that the theory
under ordinary circumstances works out that way, although we
all participate indirectly in Federal taxation, through added llving
costs.

Here, however, is a different situation. Railway employees, as
a group, pay substantial Federal taxes, A part of the taxes they
pay are used by the Federal Government to subsidize a competing
agency which, because of this subsidy, can transport goods for less
than the railroads, and can consequently divert traffic from them.
Railway employees depend for their jobs upon the traffic handled
by the railways, and reductions in traffic volume mean reductions
in forces or in rates of pay, or both. Thus the Government indi-
rectly is using the taxes paid by railway employees to destroy
them, which is a most unconscionable situation.

In addition to the taxes paid by employees, there are the taxes
paid by the railway companies themselves and by the institutions
and individuals who own their securities. These taxes llkewise
are being directed by the Government to a use which is detri-
mental to the railways. They are not being put to an economical
use, for there is yet to be produced any proof that waterway
transportation is better or cheaper than rail transportation, when
all elements are weighed in the balance.

Now comes forward a proposal for further jeopardizing the
railroads, their employees, and their investors, It is proposed by
the treaty here under consideration to take more of the moneys
paid by the taxpayers into the Federal Treasury and apply them
toward a new competitor for the rallroads; a new method for
diverting traffic from the rails and cutting more employess from
the railroad pay rolls; a method out of which they create no
source of Federal income, but, on the contrary, further impair the
ebility of the American railroads to serve as a source of Federal
taxation.

Testimony already in this committee’s record indicates that, in
spite of the fact that the proposed new St. Lawrence waterway
wotld divert traffic from the rails, it would not result in any
apprzciable saving to shippers, particularly to shippers of agri-
cultural commodities. It has been stated here that the rate on
wheat now in effect via existing water routes from upper lake
ports to Liverpool is B cents a bushel. The State Department in
July of this year referred to an estimate made in 1826 that the
waterway would result in a saving of 6 cents a bushel in trans-
portation costs. At present the Montreal to Liverpool rate is
214 cents a bushel. Obviously ocean carriers are not going to
come inland as far as upper lake ports for wheat cargoes and
charge less for the complete service than they now charge from
the port of Montreal. I do not appear here as a rate expert
equipped to discuss freight rates but merely wish to urge the
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committee to scrutinize clossly the claims made by the proponents
of this waterway.

Permit me to state that the rallway labesr organizations view
with growing impatience the expeditions of the Federal Govern-
ment into the field of transportation. They fail to see any eco-
nomic benefit to anyone except some favored shippers from thess
expeditions and see clearly a great detriment in them to them-
selves and to the taxpaying public generally. If it is the purpose
of the Government to make seaports of the present lake ports,
what is to prevent the cities up and down the Mississippi and
other inland rivers later from demanding similar treatment? It
seams to rallway labor that until it is more clearly shown that
water transportation is superior to rail transportation, both in
quality and price, the Government should proceed slowly in
sinking vast sums of public funds into the rivers of this country.

I have saild that the benefits from waterways fiow principally
to a selected few who can take advantage of the service. On the
Ohio River it is estimated that 95 percent of the traffic consists
of the property of large corporations owning and operating their
own facllities. On the New York Barge Canal a large part of the
trafic consists of the products of large motor, oil, and sugar cor-
porations some of whom own their own barge equipment. It is
interesting to note in this connection that when one purchases a
Detroit-made automobile in New York City he must pay f.o.b.
Detroit prices plus the rail freight rate to New York. The fact
that the automobile might have moved into New York via water
in the manufacturer’s own vessel and by public right of way,
without toll, does not result in any benefit to the New York pur-
chaser. The manufacturer pockets the difference between the
rallroad rate and what it cost him to transport the car himself,
I understand this is also true with respect to other commodities
transported on the New York Canal and other waterways.

The railway labor organizations urge this committee to con-
sider carefully the results which might flow from the ratification
of this treaty and the development of the proposed waterway.
We hope the committee will give thought to the effect this canal
would have on the employees of the roads affected. The hundreds
of thousands of railway employees who have lost their jobs in the
past 2 years, partly because of the subsidies given railroad com-
potitors by the Government, and the million who still have their
Jobs—though some are on a part-time basis—will not look with
favor upon a project which not only increases the costs of Gov-
ernment but will delay, if not entirely prevent, the return to
service of many who are unemployed, and will undermine the
Jobs of those who are fortunate enough to be employed at the
present time.

We respectfully urge that all consideration of the project
should be postponed, at least until the existing depression is over
and normal economic conditions reestablished. Conditions of
today are so uncertain that the matter cannot be adequately or
soundly considered until they are past. Otherwise, the discussion
of the contemplated project under the unprecedented conditions
of the present depression is likely to assume the form of hypo-
thetical suppositions. Even with the return of the country to
normal activities, no proper consideration can, in our opinion, be
given to the St. Lawrence deep waterway until our own domestic
transportation problem is solved. We now have an excess of
uncoordinated facilities, both of steam railways, truck and bus
lines, and waterways. which urgently require uniform regulation
and constructive treatment.

The present railroad situation is well known. The Government
i{s attempting to assist the carriers through loans made by the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation; the regulation of motor
transportation is receiving the earnest consideration of varlous
governmental and private agcncies; the railroad employees last
February voluntarily accepted a reduction in wages in order to
assist the railroads to carry on during the depression.

The Federal Government has already advanced almost one half
a billion dellars of its own funds to maintain the solvency snd
insure the ccntinued operation of the railroads. More than 700,000
of the cperating staff of the railways are now without employ-
ment and those still employed are working part time. While
coping with these deplorable conditions we surely cannot properly
consider the authorization of another huge waterway project,
which will indisputably divert traffic from rallways, render more
difficult the maintenance of their financial solvency, and Increase
the wolume of unemployment among the working forzes. We
believe that any proposal which tends to increase existing trans-
portation facilities should be mcst carefully considered and ap-
proval withheld pending the clarification and settlement of the
entire transportation problem. We feel that the first duty of the
country is to rehabilitate and put on an eflicient and profitable
operating basis our existing transportation facilities before cdding
new ones. DUnless this is done, the Government, in the case of
the steam railroads, cannot hope to obtain payment of amounts
now loaned to them and the railroads will doubtless undertake to
further curtail employment in an effort to meet fixed charges and
avoid receivership.

At this time to approve of the St. Lawrence Waterway Treaty
would involve the expenditure of large sums of money and the
building up of additional transportation facilities which, in the
opinion of railway employees, would be most unwise and without
economic justification. It is our cpinion that instead of adding
any new complications to the present transportation problems we
should undertake to solve those now confronting us.

DEcEMDER 2, 1832,
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Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, numerous statements have
been made /on this floor indicating the profit which will
accrue to, American labor in the future as a result of the
St. Lawrence waterway construction program. However, Mr.
Robertson, a profound student of transportation, speaking
for 21 railway labor organizations, declares that—

Present economic conditions and the status of the transporta-
tion industry of the Nation neither require nor justify any ex-
penditure of public funds to create additional water transporta-
tion facilities.

The Senate has considered a great variety of arguments
for and against the waterway, such as statements concerning
needed fortifications, the possible internationalization of
Lake Michigan, the formation of over 2,000 miles of new
seacoast and the development of 30 great port cities, the
specifications’ of the treaty of 1909, the engineering prob-
lems, the preparatory costs, possible savings in transporta-
tion costs, the potential uses of the canal, the diversion of
waters from Georgian Bay into the St. Lawrence, the ques-
tion of hydroelectric power, and many others.

Now that we have had an opportunity to think of many
of the specific details relating to the waterway we may be
in a position to consider the project in relation fo our
present national emergency. There are, without doubt, cer-
tain attractive features in this proposal. It may very well
be that sometime in the fufure conditions will be ripe for
this development. At the present time, however, I am con-
vinced that the project does not meet the needs of our
Nation.

In charting national policy we must always look to the
future. This is in accord with the current report of Joseph
B. Eastman, Federal Coordinator of Transportation. Our
transportation problem involves our lake and ocean carriers,
our automobile and bus facilities, and our airways, as well
as our railroads. The competitive interests of all of these
must receive profound consideration. The railroad problem
is but one of numerous transportation issues, but after 8
months of study by a large group of transportation special-
ists, working with the sanction of the administration, the
Eastman report on railroad coordination has no immediate
suggestion for action. Will it be wise for the Senate to take
action on this waterway project at this session when there
is no general agreement, even among specialists, as to the
general outlines of our future transportation program? Will
it be expedient for the Senate to ratify a treaty which will
bind us to a new transpartation policy for our entire Nation
before the general plan involving all our transportation
facilities shall have received extended study and general
acceptance by those qualified to give judgment?

The new waterway project is essentially a plan to increase
our transportation facilities. Other considerations are in-
volved, but the fundamental issue concerns distribution ouf-
lets. At the present time there is no conclusive evidence
which indicates that we now need more national transporta-
tion. If in the future this need should become apparent,
the problem can then be considered. At the present time,
with an airways program incomplete, with bus travel prob-
lems unsolved in relation to other carriers, and with railroad
investments suffering and railroad employees distracted with
the thought of a possible unemployment crisis, we have
enough to think about without burdening ourselves with
problems which do not demand an immediate answer.

On January 4 President Roosevelt, in his Budget message,
indicated that it would be necessary to borrow $10,000,000,000
in the next 6 months and that our national debt will extend
up to almost $32,000,000,000 in 1935. Since the Budget mes-
sage was transmitted to the Senate additional appropria-
tions have been requested. One of these is for the St.
Lawrence waterway. Authorities differ as to its cost. Esti-
mates vary all the way from two hundred and fifty to one
thousand million dollars. The immediate problem of our
Government is to find revenue with which fo discharge the
obligations which have already been accepted. Loans will
have to be secured from loyal citizens of our country. Bond
issues will have to be floated successfully. As a matter of
expediency, is it wise for our Government to continue to
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assume new financial responsibilities: over and above the
present requirements of a heavy Budget before proper pro-
vision has been made to provide for our present commit-
ments? Is it not time to take stock of ourselves and of our
ability to pay? It is no partisan consideration which leads
me to ask this question, but, rather, thought for our national
welfare.

With the war debts in default, with the national income
cut in half, with a national debt incomparably greater than
ever before, and with a need to borrow $10,000,000,000 in the
next 6 months, is it economically sound for the Senate to
sanction a treaty which calls for additional appropriations?

Sound credit and stable government are today the first
requirements for business stability and national recovery.
With 10,000,000 able-bodied and willing workers still unem-
ployed, with relief measures uncertain, with the specter of
unemployment staring railroad labor in the face, this seems
to be an inopportune time to press any unnecessary trans-
portation preject upon the American people.

The National Recovery Act was passed for the purpose of
relieving industry from the evils of cutthroat competition,
and various codes have been enacted to promote that end.
This seemed necessary because of the huge surpluses which
exist on every hand. Our depression has frequently been
referred to as a “famine of plenty.” We weep because we
have too much of everything. We should remember that we
not only have surpluses of oil, coal, cotton, wheat, and other
commodities, but, according to unimpeachable authority,
we have at the present time an excess of transportation
facilities. As there are now more transportation facilities
than there is traffic, the St. Lawrence waterway would be
just another unfair method of competition, costly to tax-
payers, and a menace to railway labor. It is preposterous
to put our Nation on a restricted-production program, which
means that we shall have less to transport in every way,
and at the same time ask the Nation to finance a new and
unnecessary water-transport system.

Ours is a depression because of plenty. We weep because
our barns are bursting with unused grain and our banks
are filled with money which no one can borrow. We weep
because we have so much cotton that we have to turn under
every third row; so many hogs that we slaughter our brood
sows by the million; so much corn that farmers have been
compelled to burn it for fuel; so much coal that miners
are lucky if they get 2 days’ work in 7; and so much oil
that the major part of it runs away from us and is wasted.
Swrrounded by too much of everything, including trans-
portation, we now consider the possibility of stretching the
national credit to build an unneeded waterway. If we do
this thing, we shall have cause to weep. 3

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I attempted to obtain
the floor at the time the Senator from New York concluded
his speech. At this late hour I would not attempt to make
a full answer to the statements which the Senator made;
but there are several which I do not wish to go unchallenged
on the record today.

The Senator started his speech by reviving the long-
since and well-buried all-American canal project. If I
understood him correctly, he stated that he thought that it
would cost about $150,000,000 to deepen the all-American
canal sufficiently to permit vessels of 25-foot draft to pass
from the Hudson River to the Great Lakes.

I hold in my hand Document No. 7 of the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors of the House of Representatives for the
Sixty-ninth Congress, second session, and this document con-
tains a letter of transmittal from the then Chief of Engi-
neers, General Jadwin. I should like to call attention to the
table on pages 2 and 3 of this document, which makes some
comparison between the St. Lawrence route and the all-
American route, but in particular I wish to call attention
to the fact that the estimated cost, as carried in this docu-
ment, for the all-American canal, to which the Senator has
just referred, is $506,000,000.

I also wish to point out that although the Senator from
New York has indicated he is very anxious to have this
water power developed, that he has been advocating here
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this afternoon an alternative route to that of the Great
Lakes-St. Lawrence waterway, which will cost $506,000,000
and not $150,000,000, as he indicated, and which will not
result in the development of a single kilowatt-hour of elec-
tricity if it should be built.

Ancther point I wish to direct the attenticn of the Senate
to is the question of fog, of which the Sesnator from New
York made much in his speech. It seems rather surprising
to me that the Senator, who lives in the city of New York,
if I remember correctly, should raise a question cencerning
fog-hours as an argument against the St. Lawrence water-
way. 1 wish to point out that fog-hours in this country
along the Atlantic seaboard begin with 198 fog-hours an-
nually at Savannah; 229 fog-hours per year at Charleston;
264 fog-hours per year at New Orleans; 378 fog-hours per
year at Baltimore; 378 fog-hours per year at Norfolk;
whereas at Montreal, which is now at the end of deep-water
navigation on the St. Lawrence River, the fog-hours are 100
per year. At Point Peter, opposite Kingston, they are 212
fog-hours per year; at Toronto they are 440 fog-hours per
year; whereas in the harbor of New York the fog-hours, on
the average, are 1,064 per year.

In one breath the Senator maintains that because of the
number of fog-hours per year it is impossible to navigate
successfully the St. Lawrence waterway, and in another
section of his speech he is apprehensive that if the waterway
is opened it will result in making Montreal the greatest port
on the American continent. The Senator knows, as does
every Senator who has studied the geography of this situa-
tion, that every ten of cargo that enters the harbor of
Montreal must pass down the St. Lawrence River and pass
Belle Isle. Concerning his one trip down this route the
Senator very graphically described the fog, but I assume he
knows that his beloved New York has 1,064 fog-hours per
year.

The Senator also reiterates the statements which have
been made again and again by the opponents of this treaty.
In one breath they contend that the waterway will not pro-
duce any traffic and in the next breath they contend that it
will work great hardship upon the railway transportation
systems of this country. In one breath the Senator says that
there will be no wheat shipped from the great Northwest
over the St. Lawrence waterway if it is opened. In the nexf
breath he says that the shipment of all of this grain which
will low down the waterway will work a great detriment to
our American railroads.

The Senator evidently has ignored, as have so many Sena-
tors who are opposing this treaty, the official summary of
information which was transmitted by the President of the
United States with his message to the Senate for considera-
tion in connection with this project. This information, as
every Senator knows, was gathered by four executive depart-
ments of this Government. So far as I know, not a single
statement contained in those reports, nor in those sum-
maries, has been successfully challenged by any person.

I desire to gquote briefly from page 6 of Senate Document
No. 110:

The completion of the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence seaway will
enable 70 percent of the world's ocean-going freight cargo ton-
nage to reach the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River ports which
serve the important industrial, agricultural, and commercial area
described above. The potential export and import tonnage which
will move via the seaway, based on 1929 conditions, is conserva-
tively estimated in a special study prepared by the War Depart-
ment at 13,000,000 tons, and the savings in transportation tosts,
as compared with present avalilable routes, at approximately

§79,000,000.
. * . . . . .

These savings and the basis for the fizures arrived at are shown
in detail in the report of the War Department.

The report referred to is now being printed.

On the basis indicated therein, it is shown that in 1928 there
might have been moved over the proposed seaway a total of ex-
ports of 7,741,500 tons with a possible saving of $44,810,923, and
an import movement of 5,742,333 tons with a possible saving of
$34,082,207,

L ]

L
- L] ® * * .

This saving of over $70,000,000 a year affecting both the producer
and the consumer is based entirely upon foreign commerce. As
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stated above, our water-borne foreign commerce is only one fifth
of the total water-borne commerce of the United States,

Mr. President, the Senafor from New York continues to
reiterate the opinion that the completion of the St. Lawrence
seaway will injure the railroads of this country, which was
also indicated in the brief remarks of the Senator from
Pennsylvania, who also shares the apprehension that it will
injure the railroad employees of this country.

I refer again to this official summary of information trans-
mitted to the Senate by the President of the United States,
after a most exhaustive survey by the departments of gov-
ernment which are in possession of the information neces-
sary to formulate these conclusions, and I desire to read
from page 8 as follows:

Interstate Commerce Commission figures show that railroad
freight ton-miles increased from an average of 16%,712,000,000 in
the 5 years, 1901-05 to an average of 430,378,000,000 for the
5 years, 1926-30, and that, with the exception of the abnormal
war period, the rate of increase has been remarkably steady,
with no sign of diminution. This is significant in view of the
fact that recent years have been characterized by increasing com-
petition on waterways and highways. The trend would indicate a
demand for about 650,000,000,000 ton-miles of freight traffic in
1850, an increase of 200,000,000,000 ton-miles as compared with
the 1929 peak.

Not satisfied with having worked out this prediction upon
the basis of the average annual increase, the Department
undertook a different calculation based on the increase in
population and the increase in per capita ton-miles of
traffic. They concluded:

A similar analysis based on population growth and increase in
per capita ton-miles of traffic suggests approximately the same
conclusion and warrants the conviction that by 1950 the increase
in traffic offered to the country’s transportation agencies will be
at least 30 times the probable traffic via the seaway. If the com-
parison is limited to the railroads paralleling the proposed sea-

way, it appears that increased demands for traffic will exceed the
potential traffic of the seaway at least 10 times over.

Mr. President, the same arguments which have been
made against the opening of this seaway could have been
made and, I have no doubt, were made against the opening
of the Panama Canal, Certainly the Panama Canal offers
a remarkable example and demonstration of what competi-
tion between water-borne and rail traffic may produce,
insofar as it affects the railroads of the country. In 1915,
when the canal was opened, it had a.traffic of approxi-
mately 4,888,000 tons. In 1929 it had a traflic of approxi-
mately 30,000,000 tons. It was during this period, and I
hope Senators will bear this in mind, that the western
roads—which are more directly in competition with the
Panama Canal and water-borne commerce that comes
through it than others—experienced the greatest increase
in their business and in their earnings of any peried in their
history.

I want to point out that the western railroads during this
pericd had the all-time peak of their earnings, being $336,-
000,000 in 1929, which was 48 percent more than they had
ever earned as net in any period prior to the opening of the
Panama Canal.

Of course this project, which is fo be permanent and for
all time, cannot be judged by this year of depression, and it
goes without saying that we are justified in taking averages
and normal periods in contemplation of a project which will
be of service for all time to come.

Therefore, after most careful consideration of the project
from the point of view of the effect upon the railroads and
upon railroad employees, I am convinced that the building
of the waterway will not throw a single railroad employee
out of work and will not injure a single railroad in the
United States. On the contrary, I am confident that this
waterway, like the Panama Canal, will carry the heavy,
bulky commodities which are low-revenue producers for the
railroads, but which at the same fime will stimulate and in-
crease the trafiic for railroads of the higher-revenue type
of freight.

The Senator from New York expresses an opinion as to
the attitude which my father would take upon this project
if he were alive and in this body today. Since his dealh
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I have never presumed to speak for my father upon any
question upon which he had not already taken a public
position. But I think it may be of some interest to the
Senator from New York to know that the first time the St.
Lawrence seaway project was ever endorsed in a political
platform in this counfry was in 1920, when it was endorsed
by the Progressives of Wisconsin. It was in the platform
upon which my father was elected to the United States
Senate in 1922. It was in the platform upon which he be-
came an independent candidate for President in 1924, and
upon that platform the standard labor organizations of the
country supported my father for President. No person in
this country, prior to his death, had ever given more time or
consideration to this project than had my father, and he
was one of its most ardent advocates.

The Senator from New York also mentions the Seamen’s
Act. The Senator’s statement indicates that he does not
understand the Seamen’s Act if he has any apprehension
that the opening of the seaway will operate in any manner
against American sailors upon American ships. One of the
principal sections of the Seamen’'s Act was the provision
which did away with the right of foreign vessels to keep
their crews upon board in a safe harbor of the United
States. This has resulted in an equalization of wages which
has put American shipping on a more competitive basis with
foreign shipping than any other step which has been taken
by this country.

In the second place I want to point out that 80 percent of
the water-borne commerce of the United States is domestic
commerce. If this seaway is opened we are justified in as-
suming that a great percentage, at least 80 percent, of com-
merce upon the seaway will be coastwise commerce open
alone to ships of American registry and flying the American
flag. I likewise believe we are justified in assuming that
this commerce will benefit ports along the Atlantic seaboard,
the Gulf, and the Pacific.

Mr. President, the Senator from New York repeats his
demand made in the speech which he delivered last spring
for more economic surveys of this project. This project has
had more study, has had more official reports rendered upon
it, than any other project which has ever been contemplated
or under consideration by any government in the world.
Every one of the studies and every one of the reports from
official sources has been favorable for the completion of the
project. But now the Senator from New York refuses to
study the economic surveys which have been prepared at
the direction of the President of the United States and
transmitted to the Senate and printed so that they might
be readily accessible to Senators who care to give the treaty
a fair consideration.

Of what avail is it to have these studies made if Senators
like the Senator from New York refuse even to give them a
reading before they take the floor to oppose this treaty?

Here is a recent survey by four departments of the Gov-
ernment, officially made at the direction of the President of
the United States. The results of the survey have been
transmitted for the consideration of Senators. They com-
pletely sustain this project upon every point of attack; and
yet the Senator from New York rises in the face of these
overwhelming statistical, economic, and engineering data
and asks for more.

Mr. President, it seems to me that before Senators im-
peach the intelligence of the President of the United States
in transmitting this message to the Senate with this new
material gathered at his direction, they should at least do
him the honor of reading this material and giving it their
unbiased and impartial consideration.

MOUNT PLEASANT INDIAN SCHOOL, MICHIGAN

As in legislative session,

Mr, VANDENBERG. Mr, President, as in legislative ses-
sion, and on behalf of the senior Senator from Montana
[Mr, WHEELER], who is Chairman of the Indian Affairs Com-
mittee, I report back favorably, without amendment, Senate
Bill 2152, granting certain property to the State of Michigan
for institutional purposes; and I submit a report (No. 202)
thereon.
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This is a bill to transfer the property of the Mount Pleas-
ant Indian School at Mount Pleasant, Mich., from the
Federal Government to the State government. I desire to
make a brief statement in connection with it.

This happens to be an emergency matter so far as the
State of Michigan is concerned. The Indian school has
been closed, and never will be reopened. The few Indians
involved have been assimilated into the regular educational
system. Therefore, this property is remaining idle. The
State of Michigan by legislative act has offered to close it
into its own institutional system, and put it to work for
the benefit of the people of Michigan. The program has
the unanimous support not only of the committee but of
the Secretary of the Interior and of the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs.

I have spoken to the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
Roemnson], the able majority leader, and to the minority
leader, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNarY], and there
seems to be no objection to the present consideration of the
bill. 'Therefore, as in legislative session, I ask for its present
consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which was read,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That there 1s hereby granted to the State of
Michigan for institutional purposes the property known and desig-
nated as the “ Mount Pleasant Indian School ”, located at Mount
Pleasant, Mich., such grant to include the land and buildings
and such equipment as may be designated by the Secretary of the
Interior: Provided, That this grant shall be effective at any time
prior to July 1, 1934, if before that date, the Governor of the
State of Michigan on behalf of the State files an acceptance
thereof with the Secretary of the Interior: Provided further, That
right is reserved by the Secretary of the Interior to retain untll
July 1, 1934, dormitory and other space needed for the housing
and care of Indian pupils now accommodated at said school:
Provided further, That as a condition precedent to this grant
Indians resident within the State of Michigan will be accepted in
State institutions on entire equality with persons of other races,
and without cost to the Federal Government.

COMMITTEE SERVICE

As in legislative session,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, as in legis-
lative session, I ask that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
Bacaman], the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Brown],
and the Senator from Montana [Mr. ErRicksoN] be assigned
to the Committee on Commerce to fill vacancies on behalf
of the majority. ]

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

SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA

As in legislative session,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, on March
2, 1933, the Governor of Pennsylvania, Mr. Pinchof, ad-
dressed to the President of the Senate a letter relative to
the certificate of election of the junior Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Davis]. In the letter he stated:

I am enclosing herewith a separate communication addressed
to you and through you to the Senate of the United States. I
request that the contents of this separate communication shall
not be made public until after a verdict shall have been reached
in the case now pending against the sald James J. Davis in the

District Court of New York or until such time as the Senate of
the United States shall deem fit and proper for its publication.

Thereupon the following entry was made in the Journal
as of Friday, March 3, 1933:

CREDENTIALS OF SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA

The Vice President laid before the Senate the credentials of
James J. Davis, duly chosen a Senator by the qualified electors
of the State of Pennsylvania, for the term beginning March 4,
1933, which were read and ordered to be placed on file.

The Vice President laid before the Senate a communication
from the Governor of Pennsylvania enclosing a separate com-
munication to the Senate with a request that its contenis be
not made public until such time as the Senate may deem fit and
proper, which was ordered to be placed on file.

Mr. President, there has been no publication of the con-
tents of the separate communication. It is in the files of
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the Senate. The verdict in the case referred to has been
returned. I move that the Secretary of the Senate be di-
rected to return the separate communication referred to in
the record mentioned to the Governor of Pennsylvania. He
will then be at liberty to send an open communication to
the Senate or to publish the contents of his letter if he
chooses to do so.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order will
be entered. The Chair hears no objection.

EXECUTIVE ORDERS RELATING-TO VETERANS' REGULATIONS

As in legislative session,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message
from the President of the United States, which was read,
and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the
table, as follows: =

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to the provisions of section 20, title I, of the act
entitled “An act fo maintain the credit of the United States
Government ”, approved March 20, 1933, I am transmitting
herewith certified copies of the following Executive orders
which were approved by me on January 19, 1934:

Executive Order No. 6565 (Veterans' Regulations No.1 (¢)).

Executive Order No. 6566 (Veterans’ Regulation No. 6 (b)).

Executive Order No. 6567 (Veterans' Regulation No. 9 (b)).

Executive Order No. 6568 (Veterans’ Regulation No. 10
(c)).

Executive Order No. 6565 amends Executive Orders No.
6156, June 6, 1933, and No. 6229, July 28, 1933.

Executive Order No. 6566 amends Executive Order No.
6232, July 28, 1933.

Executive Order No. 6567 amends Executive Order No.
6158, June 6, 1933.

Executive Order No. 6568 amends Executive Orders No.
6098, March 31, 1933, and No. 6234, July 28, 1933.

These veterans’ regulations were issued in accordance with
the terms of title I, Public, No. 2, Seventy-third Congress,
“An act to maintain the credit of the United States Gov-
ernment.” -

FrangLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

THE WaITE HoUsE, January 23, 1934.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate several
messages from the President of the United States submitting
nominations, which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

(For nominations this day received, see the end of Senate
proceedings.)

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr, DILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported
favorably the nomination of John D. Clifford, Jr., of Maine,
to be United States attorney, district of Maine, to succeed
Frederick R. Dyer, resigned, which was ordered to be placed
on the calendar.

Mr, SMITH, from the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry, reported favorably the nomination of Willis R.
Gregg, of New York, to be Chief of the Weather Bureau of
the Department of Agriculture, which was ordered to be
placed on the calendar.

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I ask that the Senate pro-
ceed to consider the Executive Calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tions on the calendar will be considered.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION—FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I ask that the first two
nominations on the calendar—that pertaining to the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, and that pertaining to the
Federal Trade Commission—be passed over for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.
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CUSTOMS SERVICE

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Ralph W. Wescott
to be comptroller of customs, district no. 11, Philadel-
phia, Pa.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Joseph B. Keenan,
of Ohio, to be Assistant Attorney General. .
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.
PUERTO RICO

*The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Blanton Winship,
of Georgia, to be Governor of Puerto Rico.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Benjamin J. Hor-
ton, of Puerto Rico, to be attorney general of Puerto Rico.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

THE JUDICIARY

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of George F. Alexan-
der to be district judge, division no. 1, District of Alaska.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of J. Earl Major to
be United States district judge, southern district of Illinois.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Robert A. Cooper
to be United States district judge, district of Puerto Rico.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Anacleto Diaz, of
the Philippine Islands, to be associate justice of the Supreme
Court of the Philippine Islands.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Leonard S. God-
dard, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the Supreme
Court of the Philippine Islands.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of John W. Holland
to be United States attorney, southern district of Florida.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Lawrence S. Camp
to be United States attorney, northern district of Georgia.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of J. Saxton Daniel
to be United States attorney, southern district of Georgia.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Joseph M. Don-
nelly to be United States attorney, western district of
Michigan.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of James H. Baldwin
to be United States attorney, district of Montana.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of James O. Carr
to be United States attorney, eastern district of North
Carolina.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Marcus Erwin
to be United States attorney, western district of North
Carolina.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.
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The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Powless W.
Lanier to be United States attorney, district of North
Dakota.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Emerich B.
Freed to be United States attorney, northern district of
Ohio.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Francis Canny
to be United States attorney, southern district of Ohio.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of William R. Smith,
Jr., to be United States attorney, western district of Texas.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Thomas Gafiney
to be United States marshal, division no. 2, district of
Alaska.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Adam M. Lewis
to be United States marshal, northern district of Florida.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of George A. Meffan
to be United States marshal, district of Idaho.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of John J. Murphy
to be United States marshal, district of Massachusetts.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of William B. Fahy
to be United States marshal, eastern district of Missouri.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of William F.
Goucher to be United States marshal, district of Rhode
Island.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of James R. Wright
to be United States marshal, northern district of Texas.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Albert A. Sanders
to be United States marshal, district of Wyoming.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

That completes the Executive Calendar.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, no. 121 on
the Executive Calendar—the nomination of Robert A. Cooper
to be United States district judge, District of Puerto Rico—
has just been confirmed by the action of the Senate. There
is a vacancy. There is necessity for the immediate func-
tioning of that officer, and he.is ready to sail at once. I
therefore ask unanimous consent that the President be noti-
fied of the confirmation of that particular nomination.

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

RECESS

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I move that the Senate
take a recess until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Arkansas.
; The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 18 min-

utes p.m.) the Senate, in executive session, took a recess
until tomorrow, Wednesday, January 24, 1934, at 12 o’clock
meridian.

Without objection, the nomina-
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Ezrecutive nominations received by the Senate January
23, 1934

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

Clinton R. Barry, of Arkansas, to be United States attor-
ney, western district of Arkansas, to succeed William N. Ivie,
whose term expired January 20, 1934.

Maurice M. Milligan, of Missouri, to be United States
attorney, western district of Missouri, to succeed William L.
Vandeventer, whose resignation is effective at the close of
January 31, 1934.

J. Howard McGrath, of Rhode Island, to be United States
attorney, district of Rhode Island, to succeed Henry M.
Boss, Jr., whose term expired December 16, 1933.

MEMEBERS OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE RECONSTRUCTION
FinancE CORPORATION

The following-named persons for reappointment as mem-
bers of the board of directors of the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation for terms of 2 years from January 22, 1934:

Harvey C. Couch, of Arkansas.

Jesse H. Jones, of Texas.

Frederic H. Taber, of Massachusetts.

C. B. Merriam, of Kansas.

John J. Blaine, of Wisconsin.

Charles B. Henderson, of California, to be a member of
the board of directors of the Reconstruction Finance Corpo-
ration for a term of 2 years from January 22, 1934, vice
Wilson McCarthy, resigned.

REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE

George J. Love, of Alaska, to be register of the land office
at Anchorage, Alaska, vice J. Lindley Green.

Mrs. Mary G. Rose, of Nevada, to be register of the land
office at Carson City, Nev., vice Miss Clara M. Crisler, term
expired.

Arthur J. Ewing, of Idaho, to be register of the land office
at Coeur d'Alene, Idaho, vice William Ashley.

Ira H. Masters, of Idaho, to be register of the land office at
Blackfoot, Idaho, vice Ezra P. Monson.

Thomas F. Corbally, of Montana, to be register of the land
office at Great Falls, Mont., vice Murdock Donald Nicholson.

William H. Canon, of Oregon, to be register of the land
office at Roseburg, Oreg., vice Hamill A. Canaday, term
expired.

Fred S. Minier, of South Dakota, to be register of the land
office at Pierre, 8.Dak., vice Guy Francis Barnes,

George E. Stone, of Washington, to be register of the land
office at Spokane, Wash., vice Arthur Wellington Doland.

Loraine Rollins, of Wyoming, to be register of the land
office at Evanston, Wyo., vice Joseph T. Booth, term expired.

Theodore Wanerus, of Wyoming, to be register of the land
office at Buffalo, Wyo., vice J. Ira Kirby, term expired.

William G, Johnson, of Wyoming, to be register of the
land office at Cheyenne, Wyo., vice Mart I. Christensen,
term expired.

POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA

Thomas 8. Christian to be postmaster at Alexander City,
Ala., in place of W. H. Carlisle, removed.

James G. Brown to be postmaster at Atmore, Ala., in
place of J. S. Mathis, resigned.

James F. Creen, Jr., to be postmaster at Blue Mountain,
Ala. Office became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Charles W. Horn to be postmaster at Brantley, Ala., in
place of C. W. Horn. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 15, 1933.

Francis G. Rowland fo be postmaster at Childersburg, Ala.,
in place of F. A. Brewer, resigned.

Samuel J. Sanders to be postmaster at Fayette, Ala,, in
place of J. R. Fowler, resigned.

Ernest D. Manning to be postmaster at Florala, Ala., in
place of J. W. Snipes, resigned.

Herman Pride to be postmaster at Georgiana, Ala., in
place of M. D. Majors, removed.
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Lewis A, Easterly to be postmaster at Hayneville, Ala., in
place of L. A, Easterly. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 18, 1933.

Julian J. Chambliss to be postmaster at Hurtsboro, Ala., in
place of M. W. Simpson, resigned.

William C. Stearns to be postmaster at Lanett, Ala. in
place of H. M. Gay, resigned.

John W. Johnson to be postmaster at Langdale, Ala., in
place of J. W. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 28, 1933.

Maurice F. Law to be postmaster at Linden, Ala., in place
of H. F. Little, deceased.

William M. Moore to be postmaster at Luverne, Ala., in
place of A. R. Byrd, removed.

Benjamin F. Beesley to be postmaster at McKenzie, Ala.,
in place of B. F. Beesley. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 23, 1930.

Roy L. Nolen to be postmaster at Montgomery, Ala., in
place of R. A. Lifsey, resigned.

Jesse B. Adams to be postmaster at Ozark, Ala., in place
of C. M. Cox, deceased.

James R. Moody to be postmaster at Russellville, Ala., in
place of G. W. Graves, removed.

Bettie T, Forster to be postmaster at Thomasville, Ala., in
place of B. T. Forster. Incumbent’s commission expired May
29, 1932.

Ferne W. Rainer to be postmaster at Union Springs, Ala,,
in place of M. E. Forsyth, resigned.

Roy G. Carpenter to be postmaster at Winfield, Ala., in
place of James McDonald, resigned.

Benjamin L. Edmunds o be postmaster at West Blocton,
Ala,, in place of R. M. Bearden, resigned.

AREKANSAS

Benjamin F, Love to be postmaster at Mountain Home,
Ark., in place of I J. Morris, resigned.

James H. Nobles to be postmaster at Parkdale, Ark., in
place of N. P. Atkin, resigned. '

George O, Yingling to be postmaster at Searcy, Ark., in
place of C. A. Kelley, removed.

Clyde P. Flatt to be postmaster at Siloam Springs, Ark.,
in place of M. S. Klopfenstein, removed.

Isaac H. Steed to be postmaster at Star City, Ark., in place
of M. W. Russell.. Incumbent’s commission expired May 25,
1932,

Thomas B. Gatling to be postmaster at Bearden, Ark, in
place of W. V. Trautman, removed.

Herbert A. Whitley to be postmaster at Bradford, Ark., in
place of L. A. Callis. Incumbent’s commission expired April
23, 1932.

Mabel Edith Whaley to be postmaster at Sulphur Springs,
Ark., in place of Lena Hodges, resigned.

CALIFORNIA

Annie G. Bedford to be postmaster at Anderson, Calif., in
place of A. G. Bedford. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 5, 1933.

Jay K. Battin to be postmaster at Angwin, Calif., in place
of J. K. Battin. Incumbent’s commission expired December
19, 1932.

Palmer C. Risley to be postmaster at Arrowhead Springs, |

Calif. Office became presidential July 1, 1933.

Joseph G. Petar to be postmaster at Bolinas, Calif. Office
became presidential July 1, 1933.

Blanche E. White to be postmaster at Chatsworth, Calif.,
in place of B. E. White. Incumbent’s commission expired
September 30, 1933.

Ida M. Fink fo be postmaster at Crows Landing, Calif., in
place of I, M. Fink. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 18, 1933.

James R. Kilkenny to be postmaster at Dixon, Calif., in
place of Brock Dickie, deceased.

Bessie L. Rogers to be postmaster at Esparto, Calif., in
place of B. L. Rogers. Incumbeni’'s commission expired De-
cember 18, 1933.
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Bertha V. Eaton to be postmaster at Florin, Calif., in
place of B. V. Eaton. Incumbent's commission expired
December 10, 1933.

Ada E. Bradley to be postmaster at Custine, Calif., in
place of A. E. Bradley. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

George J. Nevin to be postmaster at Huntington Park,
Calif., in place of W. L. Cleveland, deceased.

Harold V. Tallon to be postmaster at Jackson, Calif., in
place of H. V. Tallon. Incumbent’s commission expired No-
vember 20, 1933.

William H. Rapp to be postmaster at Loyalton, Calif., in
place of W. H. Rapp. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

Susie K. Smith to be postmaster at Mecca, Calif., in place
of S. K. Smith. Incumbent’'s commission expired October
10, 1933.

Alva A. Fields to be postmaster at Modesto, Calif., in place
of D. W. Morris. Incumbent’s commission expired December
18, 1933.

James H. Pearce to be postmaster at Oilfields, Calif. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Genevieve Frahm to be postmaster at Palmdale, Calif.,
in place of Genevieve Frahm. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired December 18, 1933.

Josephine Purcell to be postmaster at Represa, Calif., in
place of Josephine Purcell. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 18, 1933.

Grace E. Patterson to be postmaster at Samoa, Calif., in
place of G. E. Patterson. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 19, 1932.

Roy J. Summers fo be postmaster at San Simeon, Calif.
Office became presidential July 1, 1932. -

E. Louise Holmquist to be postmaster at Tarzana, Calif,
Office became presidential July 1, 1933.

Richard M. Wood to be postmaster at Thermal, Calif., in
place of W. P. Rouse, resigned.

Hazel Hooker to be postmaster at Waterman, Calif,, in
place of Hazel Hooker. Incumbent’s commission expired Oc-
tober 31, 1933.

Edna M, Sheridan to be postmaster at Monte Rio, Calif.,
in place of E. M. Sheridan. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired February 12, 1933.

Charles A. Graf to be postmaster at Winters, Calif., in
place of O. A. Woods, removed.

COLORADO

William B. Sutley to be postmaster at Center, Colo., in
place of J. M. Deitrich, resigned.

Julio C. Averill to be postmaster at Cragnor, Colo., in
place of G. H. Felton. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 10, 1932,

Joseph B. Sella to be postmaster at Estes Park, Colo., in
place of B. J. Wright. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 14, 1932,

Michael J. Brennan to be postmaster at Erie, Colo., in
place of W. B. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 25, 1933.

Arthur J. Elmgreen to be postmaster at Evergreen, Colo.,
in place of N. M. Mickey., Incumbent’s commission expired
December 13, 1932.

Robert E. McCunniff to be postmaster at La Jara, Colo.,
in place of I. B. Richardson, resigned.

Grace M. Crouse to be postmaster at La Veta, Colo., in
place of C. C. Coleman, removed.

Frank Brady to be postmaster at Manassa, Colo., in place
of E. C. Van Fradenburg, resigned.

Edna A. Kennedy to be postmaster at Peetz, Colo., in place
of F. E, Arnett. Incumbent's commission expired December
13, 1932.

Grace E. O'Neill to be postmaster at Platteville, Colo., in
place of Siegfried Salomon, deceased.

Lulu C. Marold to be postmaster at Saguache, Colo., in
place of Daniel Vigil, deceased.

Matthew W. Huber to be postmaster at Victor, Colo., in
place of H. G. Moore, deceased.
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James G. Evans to be postmaster at Wray, Colo., in place
of V. V. Vining. Office became Presidential January 9, 1933.

Roy Staley to be postmaster at Arvada, Colo., in place
of R. L. Newton, deceased.

Thomas H. Hargreaves to be postmaster at Holyoke, Colo,,
in place of R. L. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired
June 19, 1833,

William B. Giacomini to be postmaster at Sterling, Colo,,
in place of C. J. Funk, resigned.

Ben B. Beshoar to be postmaster at Trinidad, Colo., in
place of J. 8. Grisham. Incumbent's commission expired
December 18, 1933.

CONNECTICUT

William 8. Scranfon to be postmaster at East River, Conn.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Charles E. Gray to be postmaster at North Stonington,
Conin., in place of C. E. Gray. Incumbent’s commission
expired November 20, 1933.

DELAWARE

Inga K. Tubbs to be postmaster at Selbyville, Del., in
place of L. R. Hill, removed.

FLORIDA

Fred H. Gibbons to be postmaster at Archer, Fla., in place
of F. H. Gibbons. Incumbent's commission expired January
9, 1934,

Jeflerson Gaines to be postmaster at Bocagrande, Fla., in
place of Jefferson Gaines. Incumbent's commission expired
October 31, 1933.

Elmer N. Burnett to be postmaster at Brewster, Fla., in
place of Benjamin Burnett, deceased.

Charles A. Miller to be postmaster at Crystal River, Fla.,
in place of C. A, Miller., Incumbent’s commission expired
January 9, 1934.

Edward L. Powe to be postmaster at De Land, Fla,, in
place of M. C. Douglas, resigned.

Hermina C. Hammers to be postmaster at Fort Barrancas,
Fla. Office became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Elmer W. McCreary to be postmaster at Gainesyille, Fla.,
in place of L. C. Lynch, deceased.

Adam E. Eoehler to be postmaster at Jacksonville Beach,
Fla., in place of A, E. Koehler. Incumbent’s commission
expired October 31, 1933.

Burdett Loomis, Jr.,, to be postmaster at Pierce, Fla.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1933.

J. Herman Manucy to be postmaster at St. Augustine, Fla.,
in place of E. R. Grofl, removed.

Maude M. B. Martin to be postmaster at Sebastian, Fla.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1932.

Oscar C. McDaniel to be postmaster at Sneads, Fla., in
place of B. B. Wilson, resigned.

Girard N. Denning to be postmaster at Winter Park, Fla.,
in place of L. M. Chubb, resigned.

Emma 8. Fletcher to be postmaster at Havana, Fla., in
place of E. 8. Fletcher. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 9, 1934.

Frederick S. Archer to be postmaster at Howey In The
Hills, Fla,, in place of F. S, Archer. Incumbent’s commis-
sion expired September 30, 1933.

Myrtis Lawson to be postmaster at Jasper, Fla., in place
of W. L. Bryan, resigned.

Dudley H. Morgan to be posimaster at River Junction,
Fla., in place of D. H. Morgan. Incumbent’s commission
expired January 9, 1934.

Morton O. Brawner to be postmaster at Pensacola, Fla.,
in place of M. E, Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired
October 10, 1933.

GEORGIA

Ruth D. McClure to be postmaster at Acworth, Ga., in
place of Karleene Fowler, removed.

Cleo H. Price to be postmaster at Adairsville, Ga., in place
of C, W. Satterfield, resigned.

George E. Youmans to be postmaster at Adrian, Ga., in
place of G. E. Youmans. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 9, 1933.
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George B. McIntyre to be postmaster at Ailey, Ga,, in place
of G. B. McIntyre. Incumbent’s commission expired Novem-
ber 12, 1933.

Dan L. Gibson to be postmaster at Albany, Ga., in place
of N. B. Brimberry, resigned.

John G. Gruber to be postmaster at Alma, Ga., in place
of B. 8. McMahan, removed.

Chester Maynard fo be postmaster at Austell, Ga., in
place of E. C. Ware, removed.

Henrietta E. Butt to be postmaster at Buena Vista, Ga.,
in place of H. E. Butt. Incumbent’s commission expired
October 31, 1933.

Arthur C. Little to be postmaster at Carnesville, Ga., in
place of C. P. Sanders, resigned.

Guy H. Wells to be postmaster at Collezeboro, Ga. Oilice
became Presidential July 1, 1932.

Robert H. Manson to be postmaster at Darien, Ga., in
place of R. H. Manson. Incumbent’s commission expired
May 23, 1933.

Wylie West to be postmaster at Decatur, Ga., in place of
G. M. Greely, resigned.

Oliver F. Deen to be postmaster at Douglas, Ga., in place
of A. W. Haddock, removed.

William A. Adams to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, Ga., in
place of W. A, Adams. Incumbent’s commission ecxpired
February 28, 1933.

Mary V. Lynch to be postmaster at Fort Screven, Ga., in
place of M., V. Lynch. Incumbent’'s commission expired
September 30, 1933.

Augustus B, Mitcham, Jr., to be postmaster at Hampton,
Ga., in place of C. W. Fields, resigned.

Glossie A. Dunford to be postmaster at Helena, Ga., in
place of G. A, Dunford. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 2, 1933,

Fannie M. Vaughn to be postmaster at Jeffersonville, Ga.,
in place of F. M. Vaughn. Incumbent’'s commission expired
September 30, 1933.

Charles Clements to be postmaster at La Fayette, Ga., in
place of J. A. Allen, resigned.

Jane M. Wilkes to be postmaster at Lincolnton, Ga., in
place of J, M. Wilkes. Incumbent’s commission expired Juns
19, 1933.

Rhesa 8. Farmer to be postmaster at Louisville, Ga., in
place of R. H. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 20, 1930,

Aligene B. Howard to be postmaster at Ludowici, Ga., in
place of F. L. Chapman, removed.

Peyton T. Anderson to be postmaster at Macon, Ga., in
place of F. D. Stephens, deceased.

Edward A. Tigner to be postmaster at Milledgeville, Ga., in
place of H. T. Cline, resigned.

Marion Lucas to be postmaster at Savannah, Ga., in place
of Marion Lucas. Incumbent’s commission expired May 23,
1933, .

Susie M. Lunsford to be postmaster at Smithville, Ga., in
place of S. M. Lunsford. Incumbent’s commission expired
May 23, 1933.

George T. Groover to be postmaster at Statesboro, Ga., in
place of W. H. Blitch, resigned.

Mamie G. White to be postmaster at Stone Mountain, Ga.,
in place of J. P. Freeman, resigned.

Bertha L. Boyd to be postmaster at Union Point, Ga., in
place of A, G. Lunceford, resigned.

Tilden A. Adkins to be postmaster at Vienna, Ga., in place
%3’5‘. A. Adkins. Incumbent’s commission expired May 22,

Charles H. Orr to be postmaster at Washington, Ga., in
place of G. A. Poche, resigned.

Sim A. Gray to be postmaster at Waynesboro, Ga., in place
of R. E. Fulcher. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 19, 1931.

Robert B. Bryan to be postmaster at Wrightsville, Ga., in

place of R. B. Bryan. Incumbent’s commission expired No-
vember 12, 1933,
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Hardy S. McCalman to be postmaster at Buchanan, Ga., in
place of A. R. Hutcheson, resigned.

Fred J. Forbes to be postmaster at Cave Spring, Ga., in
place of A. N. Tumlin, resigned.

Louzier J. Wood to be postmaster at Cuthbert, Ga, in
place of H. J. Knowles, deceased.

Levi P. Grainger to be postmaster at Blackshear, Ga., in
place of L. E. Sweat, removed.

Sara B. Green to be postmaster at Fairburn, Ga., in place
of M. W. Parker. Incumbent’s commission expired June 19,
1933.

Stanley L. Morgan to be postmaster at Fayetteville, Ga.,
in place of M. M. Lewis. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 28, 1933.

Arley D. Finley to be postmaster at Hazlehurst, Ga., in
place of J. H. Boone, removed.

W. Brantley Daniel to be postmaster at Millen, Ga., in
place of E. A. Herrington, resigned.

Arthur B, Caldwell to be postmaster at Smyrna, Ga., in
place of W. V. Cobb, removed.

Myrtle Louise Walker to be postmaster at Soperton, Ga.,
in place of B. H. McLarty, resigned.

HAWAIT

Henry K. Pali to be postmaster at Kaunakakai, Hawaii, in
place of H. E. Apo, removed.

Margaret de Coite Souza to be postmaster at Makauno,
Hawaii, in place of Alfred Ornellas, removed.

Antonio D. Furtado to be postmaster at Lahaina, Hawaii,
in place of M. K. Bruss, removed.

IDAHO

Anna R. Briggs to be postmaster at Atlanta, Idaho.
became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Ida M. Helton to be postmaster at Homedale, Idaho, in
place of I. M. Helton. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 11, 1933,

Homer W. Woodall to be postmaster at Soda Springs,
Idaho, in place of H. W. Woodall. Incumbenti’s commission
expired January 15, 1933.

Claude Ballard to be postmaster at Fairfield, Idaho, in
place of Robert Leaper. Incumbent’s commission expired
September 18, 1933.

Benjamin F. Shaw to be postmaster at Grangeville, Idaho,
in place of A. O. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 9, 1933.

Office

ILLINOIS

John G. Rehwald to be postmaster at Altamont, Ill., in
place of L. M. Gieseking, removed.

Jacob Heid to be postmaster at Cairo, Ill, in place of
J. E. Miller., Incumbent’s commission expired January 14,
1931.

Naomi C. Reiter to be postmaster at Cherry, Ill., in place
of R. W. Colver, deceased.

Ernest J. Kruetgen to be postmaster at Chicago, Ill., in
place of A. C. Lueder, resigned.

Pearl W. Blackwelder to be postmaster at Litchfield, Ill.,
in place of O. G. Striegel, resigned.

Charles L. Hodge to be postmaster at Mason, Ill., in place
of R. D. Gibson, resigned.

Virginia D. Wall to be postmaster at Nebo, Ill., in place
of W. J. Thornton, resigned.

Ralph Van Matre to be postmaster at Olney, Ill., in place
of J. B. Porter, resigned.

Arthur B. Caughlan to be postmaster at Pittsfield, Ill., in
place of A. L. Kiser, resigned.

Palmer E. Cogdal to be postmaster at Tallula, Ill., in
place of P. H. Callaway, removed.

Ira Dezouche to be postmaster at Wayne cCity, I, in
place of Wallace Leach, resigned. .

Edward J. Welflin to be postmaster at Wheeling, Ill. Of-
fice became Presidential July 1, 1932.

i INDIANA

John C. Evans to be postmaster at Bloomingdale, Ind., in
place of E, H. Newlin, deceased.
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Mary W. Lawrence to be postmaster at Earlham, Ind.,
in place of M. W. Lawrence. Incumbent’s commission ex=
pired December 18, 1933.

Ernest R. Presser to be postmaster at Lapel, Ind., in place
of D. E. Conrad, removed.

Henry Wyrick to be postmaster al Maywood, Ind. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1932,

Harry S. Glump to be postmaster at New Harmony, Ind.,
in place of H. D. Long, deceased.

Mpyrtle A. Schreiber to be postmaster at New Palestine,
Ind., in place of M, A. Schreiber. Incumbent's commission
expired December 17, 1932.

Fred J. Merline to be postmaster at Notre Dame, Ind., In
place of F, J. Merline. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 18, 1933.

William J. Zehner fo be postmaster at Tipton, Ind., in
place of C. L. Grishaw, deceased.

Earl M. Miller to be postmaster at Princeton, Ind., in
place of A. M. Johnson, removed.

IOWA

Arthur A. Dingman to be postmaster at Aurelia, Iowa, in
place of A. A. Dingman. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 13, 1933.

Price G. Thompson to be postmaster at Casey, Iowa, in
place of W. W. Gundrum. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 9, 1933.

Thomas J. McManus to be postmaster at Keokuk, Towa, in
place of J. R. Irwin, resigned.

Rollin J, Gilchrist to be postmaster at Marengo, Iowa, in
place of Frank Cook, removed.

Amelia Sondag to be postmaster at Portsmouth, Towa, in
place of Amelia Sondag. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 13, 1932.

Edward M. Bratton fo be postmaster at Shellsburg, Iowa,
in place of E. M. Bratton. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 13, 1932. 3

John I. Haldeman to be postmaster at Shenandoah, Iowa,
in place of H. O. Day, resigned.

Arthur O. Reinhardt to be postmaster at Van Horne, Iowa,
in place of A. O. Reinhardt. Incumbent's commission ex-
pired December 20, 1932.

Harry A. Northup to be postmaster at Audubon, Iowa, in
place of G. S. Thomas, resigned.

Harry A. Gooch to be postmaster at Sioux City, Iowa, in
place of W. H. Jones, deceased.

KANSAS

George O. Hunt to be postmaster at Belle Plaine, Kans.,
in place of R. E. Chapman, removed.

Albert F. Cassell to be postmaster at Beverly, Kans., in
place of R, W. Ellenberger, removed.

Charles E. Drumm to be postmaster at Centralia, Kans,,
in place of C. O. Brown, Jr., removed.

Max Y. Sawyer to be postmaster at Galena, Kans., in place
of F. J. Smith, resigned.

Thomas W. Sloan to be postmaster at Garfield, Kans,, in
place of F. L. McDowell, resigned.

Arley M. Kistler to be postmaster at Leon, Kans., in place
of E. M. Boland, resigned.

Marvin A. Raven to be postmaster at Linn, Kans., in place
of 8. F. Lull, resigned.

Henderson E. Six to be postmaster at Lyons, Kans., in
place of N. S. Wiggins, resigned.

Grace E, Wilson to be postmaster at Milford, Kans,, in
place of G. E. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired
January 8, 1833.

Walter R. Ives to be postmaster at Mount Hope, Eans., in
place of J. A. Porter, removed.

George E. Smysor to be postmaster at Mulvane, Eans., in
place of T. C. Conklin, resigned.

David H. Pugh to be postmaster at Tampa, Kans., in place
of D. H, Pugh. Incumbent's commission expired December
16, 1933. .

Amos A. Belsley to be postmaster at Wellington, Kans,, in
place of N. M, Cox, deceased.
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Richard S. Ikenberry to be postmaster at Quinter, Eans.,,
in place of H. W. Joy, removed.

Arthur H. Pendergrass to be postmaster at Rosalia, Kans
Office became presidential July 1, 1933.

KENTUCEY

Sara G. Friel to be postmaster at Ashland, Ky., in place of
J. F. Hubbard, removed. :

Charles B. Cox to be postmaster at Benton, Ky., in place
of H. A. Riley, resigned.

Walter McKenzie to be postmaster at Eubank, Ky., in
place of Maude Wesley, removed.

Rebecca B. Forsythe to be postmaster at Greenup, Ky., in
place of E. E. Warnock, deceased.

Robert E. Johnson to be postmaster at Lawrenoebm'g. Ky.,
in place of J. B. Searcy, deceased.

Amelia B. Samuels to be postmaster at Lebanon Ju.nction
Ky., in place of R. C. Duvall, resigned.

Martha J, Combs to be postmaster at Manchester, Ky., in
place of Willlam Rice, resigned.

James Purdon to be postmaster at Maysville, Ky., in place
of Clarence Mathews, removed.

Peter T. Colgan to be postmaster at Middlesboro, Ky., in
place of J. M. Miller, deceased.

Robert L. Case to be postmaster at Mount Olivet, Ky., in
place of C. H. Throckmorton, removed.

Marie C. Hagan to be postmaster at New Haven, Ky., in
place of J. P. Graham, resigned.

Ollie M. Lyon to be postmaster at Olive Hill, Ky., in place
of E. P. Counts, resigned.

Jennie S. May to be postmaster at Stone, Ky., in place of
J. S. May. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20,
1932.

Homer B. Burks to be postmaster at Upton, Ky., in place
of G. R. Ireland, resigned.

Mary Breckinridge, to be postmaster at Wendover, Ky.
Office became presidential July 1, 1933.

Virginia C. Reynolds to be postmaster at Carlisle, Ky., in
place of G. D. Scott, resigned.

Herman P. Yates to be postmaster at Euttawa, Ky., in
place of A. D. Thomson, resigned.

Mattye M. Burns to be postmaster at Morehead, Ky., in
place of H. C. Lewis. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 14, 1932,

Fred Acker to be postmaster at Paducah, Ky., in place of
R. P. Cornelison, resigned.

LOUISIANA

Blanche V. Williams to be postmaster at Angola, La., in
place of B. V. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 19, 1932,

Ruby M. Ivey to be postmaster at Benton, La., in place of
R. M. Ivey. Incumbent's commission expired October 10,
1933.

Joseph C. Ballay to be postmaster at Buras, La., in place
of J. C. Ballay. Incumbent’s commission expired February
15, 1933.

Harry Preaus to be postmaster at Farmerville, La., in
place of Harry Preaus. Incumbent’s commission expired
May 2, 1932.

William C. Reynolds to be postmaster at Ida, La., in place
of W. C. Reynolds. Incumbent's commission expired No-
vember 20, 1933.

Lucille M. Wilton to be postmaster at Laplace, La., in
place of E. L. Mire, removed.

Olivier Dufour to be postmaster at Marrero, La., in place
of Olivier Dufour. Incumbent’s commission expired May 23,
1933.

Albert C. Locke to be postmaster at Marthaville, La., in
place of A. C. Locke. Incumbent’'s commission expired
February 9, 1933.

Florida I. Fagot to be postmaster at Metairie, La. Office
became presidential July 1, 1932.

Zollie J. Meadows to be postmaster at Ruston, La., in
place of H. D, Wilson, resigned.
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William S. Montgomery to be postmaster at Saline, La.,
in place of W. 8. Montgomery. Incumbent’s commission
expired December 18, 1933.

Isidore A. Currault to be postmaster at Westwego, La., in
place of I. A. Currault. Incumbent’s commission expired
May 26, 1932.

Elias C. Leone to be postmaster at Zwolle, La., in place
of E. C. Leone. Incumbent's commission expired December
18, 1933.

Ernest B. Miller to be postmaster at Denham Springs,
La., in place of E. B, Miller. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired January 8, 1934.

Edwin R. Ford to be postmaster at Jonesville, La., in place
of E. R. Ford. Incumbent’s commission expires February
1, 1934.

Annie B. Netterville to be postmaster at Newellton, La.,
in place of Jason Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 9, 1933.

Sylvester J. Folse to be postmaster at Patterson, La., in
place of S, J. Folse. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 8, 1934.

Ada K. Allums to be postmaster at Plain Dealing, La., in
place of A. K. Allums. Incumbent's commission expired
January 8, 1934.

MAINE

Charles W. Abbott to be postmaster at Albion, Maine, in
place of C. W. Abbott. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 11, 1932.

George H. Williams to be postmaster at Alfred, Maine, in
place of G. H. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 11, 1932.

Walter O. Dunton to be postmaster at Boothbay Harbor,
Maine, in place of C. E. Sherman, removed.

George W. Leonard to be postmaster at Brunswick Maine,
in place of L. A. Brown, resigned.

Arnold D. Chase to be postmaster at Kezar Falls, Maine,
in place of E. W. Sawyer, deceased.

Charles P. Lemaire to be postmaster at Lewiston, Maine,
in place of J. O. Fisher, resigned.

Edna M. Ellis to be postmaster at North Anson, Maine, in
place of L. S. Isbell, resigned.

David H. Smith to be postmaster at Darkharbor, Maine,
in place of D. H. Smith. Incumbent’'s commission expired
December 18, 1933.

Hattie M. Higgins to be postmaster at Mapleton, Maine, in
place of H. M. Higgins. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 16, 1934.

MARYLAND

Theodore M. Purnell to be postmaster at Berlin, Md., in
place of D. W. Babcock, removed.

Thomas B. T. Radcliffe to be postmaster at Cambridge,
Md., in place of W. H. Medford, resigned.

William B. Usilton to be postmaster at Chestertown, Md.,
in place of W. G. Smyth, removed.

Edwin S. Worthington to be postmasfer at Darlington,
Md., in place of E. S. Worthington. Incumbent's commis-
sion expired December 18, 1933.

Lewis H. Stoner to be postmaster at Emmitsburg, Md., in
place of Grace Rowe. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 18, 1933.

Frank Vodopivee, Jr., to be postmaster at Kitzmiller, Md.,
in place of S. S. Bender, removed.

John E. Morris to be postmaster at Princess Anne, Md., in
place of R. M. White, removed.

Charles W. Klee to be postmaster at Westminster, Md.,
in place of H. M. Kimmey, deceased.

LeRoy C. Barrick to be postmaster at Woodsboro, Md., in
place of W. B. Cutshall, removed.

Charles W. Carney to be postmaster at Mount Savage, Md.,
in place of F. C. Lambie, resigned.

Charles L. Connell to be postmaster at Western Port, Md.,
in place of John Rankin, resigned.

MASSACHUSETTS

John H. McDonald to be postmaster at Andover, Mass.,
in place of J. C. Angus, deceased.
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George G. Henry to be postmaster at Ashfield, Mass., in
place of G. G. Henry. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

John F. Saunders to be postmaster at Baldwinsville,
Mass,, in place of W. P. Abbott. Incumbent’s commission
expired December 8, 1932.

Joseph P. Bartley to be postmaster at Barrowsville, Mass.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Matthew D. E. Tower to be postmaster at Becket, Mass., in
place of M. D. E, Tower. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

Charles L. Goodspeed to be postmaster at Dennis, Mass.,
in place of C. L. Goodspeed. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired December 16, 1933.

Mildred D. O’Neil to be postmaster at Hyannis Port, Mass.,
in place of M. D. O'Neil. Incumbent's commission expired
December 11, 1933.

Arthur L. Cushing to be postmaster at Island Creek,
Mass., in place of Margaret Poole, resigned.

Mary M. Langen to be postmaster at Lancaster, Mass., in
place of M. M. Langen. Incumbent’s commission expired
May 2, 1932.

Myra H. Lumbert to be postmaster at Pocassett, Mass., in
place of M. H. Lumbert. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

Florence S. Roddan to be postmaster at Randolph, Mass.,
in place of A, J. Maguire. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 8, 1933.

Mary E. Joseph to be postmaster at Truro, Mass,, in place
of M. E. Joseph. Incumbent’s commission expired December
8, 1932.

Raymond F., Gurney to be postmaster at Wilbraham,
Mass,, in place of R. F. Gurney. Incumbent’s commission
expired September 18, 1933.

Eva Fitzpatrick to be postmaster at Allerton, Mass., in
place of L. H. Fuller. Incumbent's commission expired
March 2, 1933.

Clarence 8. Perkins to be postmaster at Essex, Mass., in
place of C. S. Perkins. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

John E. Roche to be postmaster at Orange, Mass., in place
of L. G, Lathrop, removed.

Nellie G. McDonald to be postmaster at Ward Hill, Mass.,
in place of N. G. McDonald. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired September 18, 1933.

MICHIGAN

Edson Porter to be postmaster at Blissfield, Mich., in place
of O. T. Mallory, deceased.

Gerald R. Pitkin to be postmaster at Brighton, Mich., in
place of Earl Brown, resigned.

Robert E. Lee to be postmaster at Byron, Mich., in place of
H. G. Whitehead, deceased.

Marian A. Cleary to be postmaster at Clawson, Mich., in
place of M. A. Cleary. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 7, 1932.

Mason A. Wright to be postmaster at Gaines, Mich., in
place of C. T. Murphy, resigned.

Glenn O. Donner to be postmaster at Garden City, Mich.
Office became presidential July 1, 1933.

Herbert E. Gunn to be postmaster at Holt, Mich., in place
gf IHQ. 2E. Gunn. Incumbent’s commission expired December

£ ] 3 .

William H. Cuthbertson to be postmaster at Ludington,
Mich., in place of C. W. Perry, retired.

Mary E. Devins to be postmaster at Michigamme, Mich., in
place of G. J. Murray, resigned.

George D. Mason to be postmaster at Montague, Mich., in
place of G. D. Mason. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

Peter Trudell, Jr., to be postmaster at Negaunee, Mich., in
place of Peter Trudell, Jr. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 15, 1933.

Eva A. Wurzburg to be postmaster at Northport, Mich., in
place of E. A. Wurzburg. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.
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Louis J. Braun to be postmaster at South Range, Mich., in
place of L. J. Braun. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 7, 1932.

Jerome Wilhelm to be postmaster at Traverse City, Mich.,
in place of M. O. Champney, removed.

Frank R, White to be postmaster at Webberville, Mich., in
place of W. C. Oesterle, resigned.

Morton G. Wells to be postmaster at Byron Center, Mich.,
in place of M. G. Wells. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

Paftrick H. Schannenk to be postmaster at Chassell, Mich.,
in place of P. H. Schannenk. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired December 16, 1933.

Cyrenius P. Hunter to be postmaster at Gagetown, Mich.,
in place of C. P. Hunter. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.

Charles W. Tallant to be postmaster at Shelby, Mich., in
place of G. L. Runner, removed.

John F. Lyons to be postmaster at White Cloud, Mich., in
place of W. E. Kunz. Incumbent’s commission expired
September 18, 1933.

MINNESOTA

Anna C. Dallaire to be postmaster at Ah-Owah-Ching,
Minn., in place of A. C. Dallaire. Incumbent’s commission
expired December 20, 19232,

Isaac R. Lamppa, Jr., to be postmaster at Embarrass,
Minn., in place of I. R. Lamppa, Jr. Incumbent’s commis-
sion expired December 20, 1932.

Edward C. Ellertson to be postmaster at Gully, Minn., in
place of E. C. Ellertson. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 20, 1932,

Viola M. Terrell to be postmaster at Holdingford, Minn.,
in place of A. J. Schroeder, removed.

Joseph L. Gilson to be postmaster at Ivanhoe, Minn., in
place of J. L. Gilson. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 11, 1933.

Joseph R. Keefe to be postmaster at Redwood Falls, Minn.,
in place of C. A. Luscher, removed.

Mathias J. Olson fo be postmaster at Wolverton, Minn.,
in place of M. J. Olson. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 18, 1933.

Svend Petersen to be postmaster at Askov, Minn., in place
of Svend Pefersen. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 16, 1934. i

John N. Peterson to be postmaster at Beltrami, Minn., in
place of J. N. Peterson. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 18, 1933.

Cora O. Smith to be postmaster at Bayport, Minn., in
place of C. O. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 22, 1934.

Arvid J, Lindgren to be postmaster at Orr, Minn., in place
of A. J. Lindgren. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 18, 1933.

Edith B. Petersen to be postmaster at Tyler, Minn., in
place of N. F. Petersen, deceased.

MISSISSIPPI

Margaret Henry to be postmaster at Anguilla, Miss., in
place of Margaret Henry. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired June 14, 1933.

Will N. Guyton to be postmaster at Blue Mountain, Miss.,
in place of W. N. Guyton. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 28, 1933.

Harry L. Callicott to be postmaster at Coldwater, Miss., in
place of H. L. Callicott. Incumbent’s commission expired
June 14, 1933.

James M. Thames to be postmaster at Decatur, Miss., in
place of J. M. Thames. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 11, 1933.

Ernest A. Temple to be postmaster at Electric Mills, Miss.,
in place of E. A. Temple. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 19, 1933.

Finley B. Hewes to be postmaster at Gulfport, Miss., in
place of F. B. Hewes. Incumbent’s commission expired

February 12, 1933.
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Pink H., Morrison to be postmaster at Heidelberg, Miss.,
in place of P. H. Morrison. Incumbent’s commissicon expired
March 5, 1932.

Alline Jolly to be postmaster at Hickory, Miss,, in place of
Alline Jolly. Incumbent’s commission expired June 14, 1933.

Walter E. Dreaden to be postmaster at Lambert, Miss,,
in place of W. E. Dreaden. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 15, 1933.

Burnell B. Hatten to be postmaster at Lyman, Miss., in
place of B. B. Hatten. Incumbent’s commission expired
June 14, 1833.

Benjimin P. Albritton to be postmaster at McComb, Miss,,
in place of W. W. Holmes. Incumbent's commission expired
February 28, 1933.

William M. Alexander to be postmaster at Moss Point,
Miss., in place of Lamar Herrin, resigned.

Carson Hughes to be postmaster at Oakland, Miss., in
place of Carson Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired
June 14, 1933.

John W. Woodward to be postmaster at Oxford, Miss., in
place of J. W. Woodward. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 5, 1930.

Johnnie L. Posey to be postmaster at Philadelphia, Miss.,
in place of J. L. Posey. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 28, 1933.

R. Ben Linn to be postmaster at Pickens, Miss., in place
of R. B. Linn. Incumbent’s commission expired October 2,
1933.

George D. Pylant to be postmaster at Purvis, Miss., in
place of J. G. Daly, removed.

Henry B. Edwards to be postmaster at Shuqualak, Miss.,
in place of H. B. Edwards. Incumbent's commission expired
February 14, 1931.

Tommie A. Hamill to be postmaster at Sturgis, Miss., in
place of T. A. Hamill. Incumbent’s commission expired
June 14, 1933.

Lillie B. Carr to be postmaster at Sumner, Miss., in place
of L. B. Carr. Incumbent’s commission expired February
28, 1933.

Walter L. Collins to be postmaster at Union, Miss,, in
place of W. L. Collins. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 9, 1931.

Clyde E. Day to be postmaster at Brookhaven, Miss., in
place of S. W. Swalm, removed.

Pearl S. Anderson to be postmaster at Centreville, Miss.,
in place of J. G. Carr. Incumbent's commission expired
May 23, 1933.

Grace B. McIntosh to be postmaster at Collins, Miss., in
place of B. D. Robertson, resigned.

MISSOURT

Felix P. Wulff to be postmaster at Argyle, Mo,, in pIace
of G. H. Bathe, Jr., resicned.

Ralph R. Breckenndge to be postmaster at Bosworth, Mo.,
in place of I. A. Sack, resigned.

Kenneth C. Patton to be postmaster at Clarksville, Mo., in
place of Fred Fielder, removed.

William R. Taylor to be postmaster at Fulton, Mo., in
place of F. D. Williams, resigned.

Harry F. Yeager to be postmaster at New London, Mo., in
place of B. G. Bottorff, resigned.

John C. Hains to be postmaster at Slater, Mo., in place
of G. D. Harris, resigned.

Jesse A. Twyman to be postmaster at Triplett, Mo., in
place of C. C. Stobaugh, removed.

Mahlon H. White to be postmaster at Warsaw, Mo., in
place of R. B. Petts, resigned.

Gertrude R. Maupin to be postmaster at Watson, Mo., in
place of B. G. Ozenbaugh, removed.

Nettie Morgan to be postmaster at Camdenton, Mo.
fice became Presidential July 1, 1932,

Alexander Rankin to be postmaster at Tarkio, Mo., in
place of C. H. Duncan, resigned.

MORTANA

Hugh H. Waldron to be postmaster at Froid, Mont., in
place of J. O. Dahl, deceased.

Of-
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Jean W. Albers to be postmaster at Redstone, Mont., in
place of J. W. Albers. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 18, 1933.

Flossie A. Marsh to be postmaster at Sheridan, Mont., in
place of C. W, Marsh, deceased.

Thelma F. Holst to be postmaster at Westby, Mont,, in
place of T. F. Holst. Incumbent’s commission expired April
24, 1933.

NEBRASKA

Joyce Hubbard to be postmaster at Ashby, Nebr., in place
of Joyce Hubbard. Incumbent’s commission expired Septem-
ber 18, 1933.

Astor B. Enborg to be postmaster at Bristow, Nebr., in
place of A. B. Enborg. Incumbent's commission expired
December 16, 1933.

Russell Mooberry to be postmaster at Dorchester, Nebr., in
place of Russell Mooberry. Incumbent’s commission expired
May 12, 1932.

John A. Gibson to be postmaster at Mullen, Nebr., in place
of J. A. Gibson. Incumbent’s commission expired January
18, 1933.

Edwin A. Baugh to be postmaster at Oakland, Nebr., in
place of E. A, Baugh. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 16, 1933.

Ernest J. Kaltenborn to be postmaster at Waco, Nebr., in
place of E. J. Kaltenborn. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 25, 1933.

Minnie M. Morrow to be postmaster at Winside, Nebr., in
place of M. M. Morrow. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 20, 1932.

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Sarah J. Moore to be postmaster at Alstead, N.H., in place
of S. J. Moore. Incumbent's commission expired December
16, 1933.

Harriette H. Hinman to be postmaster at North Stratford,
N.H,, in place of H. H. Hinman. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired December 16, 1933.

NEW JERSEY

George M. Beaman to be postmaster at Keansburg, N.J.,
in place of H, T. Ackerman, deceased.

Agnes Despreaux to be postmaster at Middletown, N.J.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1932,

Ella M. Fables to be postmaster at Whippany, N.J,, in
place of V. M. Kitchell, deceased.

REW MEXICO

Agnes C. Evans to be postmaster at Shiprock, N.Mex., in
place of A. C. Evans. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 15, 1931,

NEW YORK

Daniel W. Hanley to be postmaster at Albion, N.Y., in
place of C. M. Bartlett, resigned.

W. Edward Sweetman to be postmaster at Ardsley on Hud-
son, N.Y., in place of F. W. Ravekes, removed.

John J Navins to be postmaster at Barrytown, N.Y, " Office
became Presidential July 1, 1932.

Joseph S. Annable to be postmaster at Bayport, N.Y,, in
place of H. C. Truex, resigned.

Hanna A. Wllhams to be postmaster at Belleville, N.Y.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1932.

Levi S. Davis to be postmaster at Berkshire, N.Y., in place
of A. M. Ball, removed.

Frederic M. Buckley fo be postmaster at Boonville, N.Y.,
in place of C. A. Musser, resigned.

Charles F. Bergner to be postmaster at Callicoon, N.Y., in
place of Adam Metzger, resigned.

John C. Mcnahan to be postmaster at Canandaigua, N.Y.,
in place of William Tracey, deceased.

Burdette G. Dewell to be postmaster at Catskill, N.Y,, in
place of*W. B. Donahue, resigned.

Benjamin B. Tooker to be postmaster at Center Meriches,
N.Y., in place of J. T. McLain, removed.

Oscar D. Ayres to be postmaster at Central Valley, N.Y,,
in place of T. W. Grahlfs, resigned.

Thomas F. J. Hannan to be postmaster at Chappaqua,
N.Y., in place of Walter Carr, removed.
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Philip J. Dwyer to be postmaster at Chittenango, N.Y., in
place of D. T. Evans, resigned.

William J. Casselman to be postmaster at Clayton, N.Y,,
in place of J. E. Swartwout, removed.

Howard G. McGee to be postmaster at Copake, N.Y,, in
place of E. E. Fuller, removed.

Walter S. Blade to be postmaster at Delanson, N.Y., in
place of W. C. Wilber, removed.

Leona Fortner to be postmaster at Dryden, N.Y,, in place
of M. G. Colwell, resigned.

Clayton I. Burch to be postmaster at Earlville, N.Y,, in
place of S. B. Cloyes, deceased.

Wayne H. Wright, to be postmaster at East Aurora, N.Y.,
in place of F. O. Persons, removed.

Samuel B. Cline to be postmaster at East Hampton, N.Y.,
in place of D. C. Talmage, removed.

Joseph C. Zuklin to be postmaster at East Islip, N.Y., in
place of Rudolph Silha. Appointee declined.

Austin A. Crary to be posimaster at East Rockaway, NY
in place of R. J. Higgins, resigned.

Charles W. Thompson to be postmaster at Eaton, N.Y., in
place of A. J. White, resigned.

Emily C. Stevens to be postmaster at Eldred, N.Y., in place
of John Sparks, resigned.

Thomas J. McMullen to .be postmaster at Ellenyille, N.Y.,
in place of W. L. Fuller, resigned.

Nettie Kass to be postmaster at Greenfield Park, N.Y., in
place of Netiie Kass, Incumbent’s commission expired May
31, 1933.

Lloyd C. Vunk to be postmaster at Hagaman, N.Y,, in
place of J. A. Crager, removed.

Matthew F. Dixon to be postmaster at Hamilton, N.Y., in
place of I. 8. Sears, resigned.

Raymond C. Nellis to be postmaster at Hastings, N.Y.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1932.

Francis J. Kelly to be postmaster at Hornell, N.Y., in place
of R. M. Hackett, retired.

Roscoe H. Whiter to be postmaster at Ilion, N.¥., in place
of C. R. Chismore. Incumbent’s commission expired April
18, 1932.

John V. Kellogg to be postmaster at Interlaken, N.Y., in
place of L. M. Johnson, removed.

Thomas V. O’Connell to be postmaster at Island Park,
N.Y., in place of W. E. Howard, resigned.

Albert J. Griffiths to be postmaster at Keuka Park, N.Y.,
in place of E. W. Cushman, resigned.

Grace S. G. Davies to be postmaster at Lake Kushaqua,
N.Y., in place of G. S. G. Davies. Incumbent’s commission
expired January 30, 1933.

Gustav I. Gehweiler to be postmaster at Lake Ronkonkoma,
N.Y., in place of James Agnew, removed.

Clyde S. Edmister to be postmaster at Lisle, N.Y., in place
of B. B. Howland, removed.

Zoa I. Van Gorder to be postmaster at Minetto, N.Y., in
place of H. A. Ranous, removed.

William McNeal to be postmaster at Montgomery, N.Y.,
in place of William McNeal. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired February 24, 1931.

Louis C. Donovan to be postmaster at Mount Morris, N.Y..
in place of J. C. Dickey, deceased.

John C. Morgan to be postmaster at Naples, N.Y., in place
of J. H. Huntington, resigned.

Daniel Shaw to be postmaster at New Paliz, N.Y., in place
of Perry Deyo. Incumbent’s commission expired December
20, 1932.

Dennis Shannon to be postmaster at New York Mills, N.Y.,
in place of Catherine Jamieson, removed.

August F. Biesel to be postmaster at Niverville, N Y Office
became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Benjamin Lomench to be postmaster at North Bellmore,
N.Y. Office became Presidential July 1, 1932.

Hiram C. Denton to be postmaster at Northville, N.Y., in
place of James Carpenter, resigned.

Hugh M. Bulger to be postmaster at Norwich, N.Y., in place
of A. N. Cobb, resigned.
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William E. Farnsworth to be postmaster at Oakfield, N.Y.,
in place of C. L. Griffin, resigned.

Floyd C. Bennett to be postmaster at Otego, N.Y., in place
of H. G. Brown, resigned.

John J. Cassidy to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, N.Y., in
place of C. H. Floyd, removed.

Hugo Kreitzberg to be postmaster at Port Jefferson Sta-
tion, N.Y., in place of J. P. Walker, resigned.

Francis M. Daly to be postmaster at Pulaski, N.Y., in place
of Andrew Murray, resigned.

Dennis T. Dillon, Jr., to be postmaster at Raquetie Lake,
N.Y., in place of Dennis Dillon, resigned.

Alice A. Sherman to be postmaster at Shelter Island, N.Y.,
in place of E. C. Griffing, resigned.

Thomas J. Reilly to be postmaster at Silver Springs,
N.Y,, in place of B. M. Clark, removed.

Nora E. Feeley to be postmaster at Skaneateles Falls,
N.Y.,, in place of E. A. Cronauer, resigned.

Edmund L. Weston to be postmaster at Syracuse, N.Y.,
in place of James McLusky, deceased.

Raymond J. Slattery to be postmaster at Trudeaus, N.Y.,
in place of M. E. Wroten, deceased.

Jesse S. Crane to be postmaster at Vestal, N.Y., in place
of E. A, Frey, removed.

Chauncey H. McLean to be postmaster at Wallkill, N.Y.,
in place of Daniel Van Alst, resigned.

Thomas F. Clancy to be postmaster at Wantagh, N.Y.,
in place of Agnes Siems, removed.

Oliver C. Cone to be postmaster at Waterloo, N.Y,, in place
of J. C. Shanks, deceased.

Mabel B. Williams to be postmaster at Westhampton
Beach; N.Y., in place of A. E. Nichols, Jr., resigned.

Dennis A. Ferris to be postmaster at Windham, N.Y., in
place of James Richtmyer, resigned.

Walter J. Reynolds to be postmaster at Woodhull, N.Y.,
in place of L. C. Husted, removed.

William A. Gardner to be postmaster at Amsterdam, N.Y.,
in place of J. M. Reid, retired.

James P. Bruen fo be postmaster at Bedford Hills, N.Y., in
place of Irving Barrett, resigned.

Wentworth 8. Colwell to be postmaster at Cold Spring,
N.Y., in place of Leon Pralatowski, removed.

William L. McGranaghan to be postmaster at Hancock,
N. Y., in place of W. R, Churchill, resigned.

Dennis W. Daly to be postmaster at Lockport, N.¥Y., in
place of T. F. Walker, deceased.

Fannie Schwartz to be postmaster at Long Beach, N.Y., in
place of L. O. Wilson, removed.

Edward J. McSweeney to be postmaster at Long Lake, N.Y.,
in place of E. J. McSweeney.. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired December 16, 1933.

EKatherine M. Nortz to be postmaster at Lowville, N.Y., in
place of H. M. Lanpher, removed.

John A. Donahue to be postmaster at Newburgh, N.Y., in
place of A. E. Brundage, removed.

Howard M. Curtis fo be postmaster at Richfield Springs,
N.Y., in place of W. G. Bullion, resigned.

Ant.hony J. Eennedy to be postmaster at Suﬂ!em N.Y.,
place of A. E. Butler, transferred.

Daniel J. Coutu, Jr., to be postmaster at Sunmount, N.Y.,
in place of W. L. Bouchard, removed.

John T. Clark 4o be postmaster at Tuxedo Park, N.Y,, in
place of E. L. Kent, removed.

Julia H. Roche to be postmaster at Unionville, N.Y., in
place of J. H. Roche. Incumbent’s commission expired April
24, 1933.

in

NORTH CAROLINA

Handy C. Allred to be postmaster at Alamance, N.C. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Willis M. Manning to be postmaster at Bailey, N.C. in
place of S. M. Vick, resigned.

T. Coleman Galloway to be postmaster at Brevard, N.C.,
in place of R. L. Nicholson, resigned.

G. Leslie Hensley to be postmaster at Burnsville, N.C., in
place of C. L. Brown, resigned.
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Samuel T. Stough to be postmaster at Davidson, N.C., in
place of J. L. Sloan, deceased.

Carroll E. Kramer to be postmaster at Edenton, N.C., in
place of M. 8. Elliott, resigned.

Erastus B. Huffine to be postmaster at Elon College, N.C,,
in place of C. A. Hughes, resigned.

Nathan W. LeGrand to be postmaster at Hamlet, N.C., in
place of Jenks Terry, removed.

Thomas N. Kerns to be postmaster at Huntersville, N.C.,
in place of S. M. Mullen, resigned.

Oscar L. Phillips to be postmaster at Matthews, N.C., in
place of W. H. Stewart, resigned.

Frances G. Thompson to be postmaster at Morven, N.C.,
in place of F. G. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired January 5, 1933.

Carl L. Williamson to be postmaster at Raleigh, N.C., in
place of W. B. Duncan, resigned.

Paul Green to be postmaster at Thomasville, N.C., in place
of K. L. Long. Incumbent's commission expired January
11, 1933.

J. Prancis Tron, Jr., to be postmaster at Valdese, N.C., in
place of J. V. Benfield, resigned.

Bertie L. Matthews to be postmaster at Vass, N.C., in place
of C. L. Tyson, removed.

Hugh M. McArn to be postmaster at Laurinburg, N.C., in
place of Carl McLean. Incumbent's commission expired
December 18, 1933.

Wilbur R. Dosher to be postmaster at Wilmington, N.C,,
in place of F. T. Tucker, resigned.

NORTH DAXOTA

Henry D. Mack to be postmaster at Dickey, N.Dak., in
place of H. D. Mack. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb-
Tuary 23, 1933.

George W. MclIntyre, Jr., to be postmaster at Grafton,
N.Dak., in place of V. A. Tallackson, resigned.

Hugh Roan to be postmaster at Portal, N.Dak., in place
of Hugh Roan. Incumbent’s commission expired February
28, 1933.

Damian A, Preske to be postmaster at St. Michael, N.Dak.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1933.

OHIO

Joseph A. Link to be postmaster at Carthagena, Ohio, in
place of J. A. Link. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 7, 1932,

A. Hulse Hays to be postmaster at Circleville, Ohio, in
place of G. P. Foresman, resigned.

Nathan A. McCoy, Sr., to be postmaster at Columbus,
Ohio, in place of J. R. Geren, transferred.

Fred A. Kenney o be postmaster at Delta, Ohio, in place
of W. H. Lambert, deceased.

Clifford B. Hyatt to be postmaster at Killbuck, Ohio, in
place of C. B. Hyatt. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 7, 1932.

James E. Gallagher to be postmaster at Lancaster, Ohio,
in place of J. W, Huddle, removed.

Fred W. Justus to be postmaster at Massillon, Ohio, in
place of G. H. Shauf, deceased.

Harry E. Miller to be postmaster at New Concord, Ohio,
in place of W. C. Trace, removed. ]

John Maurer to be postmaster at New Philadelphia, Ohio,
in place of J. W. Mathias, deceased.

Edwin Sommers to be postmaster at Ottawa, Ohio, in
place of S. O. Kerr, resigned.

OKLAHOMA

Berry M. Crosby to be postmaster at Bixby, Okla. in
place of J. B. Sample, removed.

Pauline M. Angevine to be postmaster at Dewey, Okla., in
place of T. P. Shira, resigned.

James Jones Quarles, Jr., to be postmaster at Fairfax,
Okla., in place of R. R. Dodd, removed.

James W. Blye to be postmaster at Hennessey, Okla., in
place of S. A. Snyder. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 22, 1931.

Jackson Willis to be postmaster at Maysville, Okla., in
place of C. F. Ritcheson, resigned.
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Roy McGhee to be postmaster at Miami, Okla., in place of
Wayne Anderson, removed.

Laura L. Bennett to be postmaster at Mountain Park,
Okla., in place of O. E. Dale, resigned.

James T. Norton to be postmaster at Nowata, Okla., in
place of F. W. Galer, deceased. 3

Theodore C. Bowling to be postmaster at Pryor, Okla., in
place of E. M. Harding, resigned.

David S. Williams to be postmaster at Purcell, Okla., in
place of E. M. Moore, resigned.

George W. Shed to be postmaster at Sasakwa, Okla., in
place of D. G. Wood, removed.

John C. Bennett to be postmaster at Tishomingo, Okla., in
place of R. C. Fleming, removed.

George L. Watkins to be postmaster at Tulsa, Okla., in
place of J. M. Adkison, resigned.

James McK. Williams to be postmaster at Walters, Okla.,
in place of R. W. Wallace, resigned.

Brooke L. Wallace to be postmaster at Wayne, Okla., in
place of E. B. Henderson, removed.

OREGON

John Q. Buell fo be postmaster at Chiloquin, Oreg., in
place of J. Q. Buell. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember T, 1932.

Sadie B. Jones to be postmaster at Oakridge, Oreg., in
place of S. B. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 8, 1932.

Early Phillips to be postmaster at Scio, Oreg., in place of
J. 8. Sticha, deceased.

PENNSYLVANIA

Samuel M. Rathman to be postmaster at Adamstown, Pa.,
in place of S. M. Rathman. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired January 14, 1933,

Clyde A. Plank to be postmaster at Aspers, Pa., in place of
J. J. Rex. Incumbent's commission expired September 30,
1933.

Marvin F. Birely to be postmaster at Blue Ridge Summit,
Pa., in place of C. L. Albert. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired January 19, 1933.

Beatrice M. Sanchez to be postmaster at Canadensis, Pa.,
in place of I. E. Megargel, resigned.

Marion S. Macomber to be postmaster at Delta, Pa., in
place of A, G. Dunlap, resigned.

Chester P. McCoy to be postmaster at Elmora, Pa., in place
of C. P. McCoy. Incumbent’s commission expired February
28, 1933.

Charles A. Williams to be postmaster at Gettysburg, Pa.,
in place of J. H. Eckert, retired.

Stanley C. Croop to be postmaster at Hunlock Creek, Pa.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1932.

James P. King to be postmaster at Kittanning, Pa., in
place of H. B. Henderson, deceased.

Edith M. Phelps to be postmaster at Ludlow, Pa., in place
of E. M. Phelps. Incumbent’s commission expired April 217,
1930.

George B. Wilcox to be postmaster at Portland, Pa., in
place of G. B. Wilcox. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 11, 1932.

John L. Gates to be postmaster at Quiney, Pa., in place
of C. W. High. Incumbent’s commission expired February
25, 1933.

Byron E. Smith to be postmaster at St. Marys, Pa., in
place of B. E. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 19, 1933.

Alameda S. Keesy to be postmaster at Schenley, Pa. Of-
fice became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Frank G. Ketner to be postmaster at Shillington, Pa., in
place of Frank Shupp, removed.

Rose C, Pierson to be postmaster at Villa Maria, Pa.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1932.

Louise S. Cortright to be postmaster at Lackawaxen, Pa.,
in place of L. 8. Cortright. Incumbent’s.commission expired
January 8, 1934,

Eva Leedom to be postmaster at Primos, Pa. Office became
Presidential July 1, 1931.
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PUERTO RICO

Concepcion Torrens de Arrillaga to be postmaster at
Anasco, P.R. Office became Presidential July 1, 1932.

Leonor G. Rodriguez to be postmaster at Guayanilla, P.R.,
in place of L. G. Rodriguez. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired December 8, 1932.

Luis E. Kolb to be postmaster at Utuado, P.R., in place
of L. E, Kolb. Incumbent’s commission expired January 8,
1933.

RHODE ISLAND

John J. O'Connor to be postmaster at Ashton, R.I, in
place of David Ross, resigned.

John J. McCabe to be postmaster at Pontiac, R.I., in place
of J. J. McCabe. Incumbent’s commission expired December
11, 1932.

SOUTH CAROLINA

Thomas B. Hallman to be postmaster at Aiken, S.C., in
place of E. E. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired April
5, 1932.

Dana T, Crosland to be postmaster at Bennettsville, S.C.,
in place of D. T. Crosland. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 8, 1933.

Luther C. Davis to be postmaster at Georgetown, S.C., in
place of T. J. Karnes. Incumbent’s commission expired May
26, 1930.

George N. Burnett to be postmaster at Greenwood, S.C.,
in place of H. E. Tolbert, removed.

John W. Willis to be postmaster at Lynchburg, S.C., in
place of J. W. Willis. Incumbent's commission expired De-
cember 14, 1932.

James M. Muirhead to be postmaster at Mount Pleasant,
8.C., in place of A. H. Goblet, removed.

Paul H. Norris to be postmaster at Parris Island, S.C.,
in place of P. H. Norris. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 11, 1933. :

Lindsay C. McFadden to be postmaster at Rock Hill, S.C.,
in place of A. R. Barrett, resigned.

Palmer A. Matthews to be postmaster at Winnsboro, S.C.,
in place of M. M. Stewart, resigned.

John B. O'Neal to be postmaster at Fairfax, S.C., in place
of J. B. O'Neal. Incumbent’s commission expired January
11, 1934.

SOUTH DAKOTA

Granvel N. Collins to be postmaster at Camp Crook,
S.Dak,, in place of H. F. Brewer. Incumbent’s commission
expired December 12, 1932,

George M. Foltz to be postmaster at Herrick, S.Dak., in
place of A. F. Glaser, resigned.

Anna A. Dithmer to be postmaster at Kadoka, S.Dak., in
place of C. L. Corrington. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 28, 1933.

TENNESSEE

John J. Parran to be postmaster at Bolivar, Tenn., in
place of H. W. Black, resigned.

James F. Anderson to be postmaster at Cleveland, Tenn.,
in place of B. C. Brown, removed.

William B. Olds to be postmaster at Cottagegrove, Tenn.,
in place of E. R. Kilgore, removed.

Vola W. Mansfield to be postmaster at Dunlap, Tenn., in
place of S. H. Hixson, resigned.

William Gupton to be postmaster at Nashville, Tenn., in
place of O. F. Minton, transferred.

Amy G. Sylar to be postmaster at Ooltewah, Tenn., in
place of Belle Whittenburg, removed.

Ethel N. Stanfield to be postmaster at Signal Mountain,
Tenn., in place of J. H. Bootson, removed.

Irene M. Cheairs to be postmaster at Spring Hill, Tenn., in
place of I. M. Cheairs. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 3, 1931,

James B. Goodwin fo be postmaster at Trezevant, Tenn.,
in place of J. G. Holmes, resigned.

William P. Stone to be postmaster at Lynchburg, Tenn.,
in place of P. L. Hayes, resigned,

Alfred H. Gill to be postmaster at Silver Point, Tenn., in
place of W. J. Julian, resigned.
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Lemuel F. Bell to be postmaster at Springfield, Tenn., in
blace of J. H. Calloway. Incumbent's commission expired
June 19, 1933.

TEXAS

Kenneth McKenzie to be postmaster at Alba, Tex., in
place of W. W. McChristian, resigned.

James O. Allen to be postmaster at Arp, Tex., in place of
Della Gordon, resigned.

Prentice A. Hayes to be postmaster at Barstow, Tex., in
place of F. P. Ingerson, deceased.

Earl E. Frost to be postmaster at Bridgeport, Tex. in
place of J. F. House, resigned.

William T. Burnett to be postmaster at Brownsville, Tex.,
in place of G. W. Dennett, resigned.

Minnie P. Irving to be postmaster at Center Point, Tex.,
in place of M. P. Irving. Incumbent’s commission expired
September 16, 1933.

Nadyne Goodman fo be postmaster at Collinsville, Tex.,
in place of Efta Varley, removed.

Kathleen H. Corn to be postmaster at Crockett, Tex., in
place of W. T. Cutler. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 19, 1931,

Tom S. Kent, Jr., to be postmaster at Grapeland, Tex.,
in place of W. T. Pridgen. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 21, 1932,

Roy S. Lively to be postmaster at Irving, Tex. Office be-
came Presidential April 1, 1924.

Georgia C. Wolfe to be postmaster at Lefors, Tex., in place
of G. C. Wolie. Incumbent’s commission expired September
16, 1933.

Philpott Karner to be postmaster at Mexia, Tex., in place
of Isidore Newman, deceased.

Benjamin F. Hobson to be postmaster at Paducah, Tex.,
in place of A. E. Dumont, resigned.

Mary M. Ferrel to be postmaster at Roby, Tex., in place
of M. M. Ferrel. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 20, 1932.

Theodore M. Herring to be postmaster at San Angelo, Tex.,
in place of T. M. Herring. Incumbent’s commission expired
June 19, 1933.

John A. Nicholson to be postmaster at Sanger, Tex., in
place of H. D. Greene, resigned.

John L. Brunner to be postmaster at Taylor, Tex., in place
of A. P. Hicks, deceased.

James P. Sharp to be postmaster at Tioga, Tex., in place
of J. I. Dunn, deceased.

Walter J. Huff to be postmaster at Trenton, Tex., in place
of M. B. Earnheart, deceased.

Pearl B. Monke to be postmaster at Weinert, Tex., in place
of P, B. Monke. Incumbent's commission expired December
8, 1932,

Gilbert McGloin to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, Tex.,
in place of Gilbert McGloin. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired May 29, 1932.

Willie N. Cargill to be postmaster at Eddy, Tex., in place
of C. J. Lewis. Incumbent’s commission expired March 21,
1932, :

Lonnie Childs to be postmaster at Fairfleld, Tex., in place
of T. B. Newman. Incumbent’s commission expired January
31, 1933.

Richard L. Hall to be postmaster at Greggton, Tex. Office
became Presidential October 1, 1933,

Thomas M. White to be postmaster at Hamilton, Tex., in
place of Kathryne Witty. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 25, 1933.

Arch A. Gary to be postmaster at Henderson, Tex., in place
of G. W. L. Smith, deceased.

Charles R. Conley to be postmaster at Iredell, Tex., in
place of H. B. Strong, deceased.

Esther L. Berry to be postmaster at Joinerville, Tex.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Harry 8. Merts to be postmaster at McAllen, Tex., in place
of W. I. Witherspoon, removed.

Willie L. Nelson to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, Tex.,
in place of Marion Zercher, resigned.
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William P. Lawrence to be postmaster at Quitman, Tex.,
in place of L. W. Garrett, resigned.

Marcus E. Cannon to be postmaster at Thornton, Tex.,
place of W. R. Holton, removed.

UTAH

Heber J. Sheffield, Jr., to be postmaster at Eaysville, Utah,
in place of H. J. Sheffield, Jr. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pired January 26, 1933.

VERMONT

Kenneth A. Tudhope to be postmaster at North Hero, Vt.,
in place of J. T. Tudhope, resigned.

Anson S. Hawkins to be postmaster at South Shafts-
bury, Vt., in place of G. E. Martin, removed.

VIRGINIA

Benjamin F. Britt to be postmaster at Boykins, Va., in
place of N. A, Mannes, resigned.

Ira D. Newcomb to be postmaster at Clarksville, Va., in
place of P. L. Cooper, resigned.

Henry C. Swanson fo be postmaster at Danville, Va., in
place of S. W. Collie, retired.

Burley M. Garner to be postmaster at Emporia, Va., in
place of T. J. Crickenberger, removed.

Herbert B. Brockwell to be postmaster at Ettrick, Va., in
place of M. N. Lafoon. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 29, 1933.

David J. Garber to be postmaster at Fort Humphreys, Va.,
in place of R. W, Walker, deceased.

George W. Mitchell to be postmaster at Gladys, Va. Office
became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Emmett L. Allen to be postmaster at Glenallen, Va., in
place of E. L. Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan-
uary 5, 1932,

Lucy M. Wing to be postmaster at Greenway, Va.
became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Margaret H. Hardy to be postmaster at McKenney, Va.,
in place of M. H. Hardy. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 25, 1933.

Peter D. Helland to be postmaster at Moneta, Va.
became Presidential July 1, 1933.

Joseph W. Harvey to be postmaster at Montrose, Va., in
place of J. W. Harvey. Incumbent's commission expired
February 28, 1933.

Harrison H. Dodge to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, Va.
Office became Presidential July 1, 1932.

John W. Burger to be postmaster at Natural Bridge, Va.,
in place of Gladys Mitchell, resigned.

Leslie N. Ligon to be postmaster at Pamplin, Va., in place
of W. C. Franklin, resigned,

Ashton W. Gray to be postmaster at Petersburg, Va., in
place of J. A. Johnston, transferred.

James V. Lewis to be postmaster at Prospect, Va., in place
of T. R. Cocks, resigned.

Joseph F. Judkins to be postmaster at Surry, Va., in place
of H. T. Munt, removed.

PFrank L. Mitchell to be postmaster at Vinton, Va., in
place of F. C. Moore, resigned.

R. Tyler Bland to be postmasfer at West Point, Va., in
place of M. O. Pumphrey. Incumbent’s commission expired
February 25, 1933.

Office

Office

WASHINGTON

James B. Robertson to be postmaster at Eettle Falls,
‘Wash., in place of J. B. Robertson. Incumbent’s commission
expired February 8, 1933.

William E. Field to be postmaster at Quincy, Wash., in
place of J. L. Field, deceased.

John Maloney, Jr., o be postmaster at Skykomish, Wash.,
in place of L. P. McInfyre, removed.

Pearl B. Burrill to be postmaster at Snoqualmie Falls,
Wash., in place of P. B. Burrill. Incumbent’s commission
expired January 9, 1933.

James E. Clark to be postmaster at Ryderwood, Wash., in
place of J. E. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 28, 1934.
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S. Cleveland Underwood to be postmaster at Bethany,
W.Va,, in place of M. B. Carman, resigned.

Emmett C. Andrick to be postmaster at Elizabeth, W.Va.,
in place of S. H. Mitchell, deceased.

Thomas T. Bambrick to be postmaster at Hollidays Cove,
W.Va., in place of J. A. Ferguson, removed.

Fred A. Burt to be postmaster at Mannington, W.Va., in
place of J. D. Charlton, removed.

Justus O. Eakin to be postmaster at New Martinsville,
W.Va., in place of L. V. McIntivre. Incumbent’s commission
expired January 9, 1932.

Mack Kiger to be postmaster at Paden City, W.Va., in
place of L. F. Fagert, removed.

Wilbur S. Moore to be postmaster at Pine Grove, W.Va., in
place of H. M. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 10, 1932,

William L. Brice fo be postmaster at Wheeling, W.Va., in
place of F. E. Cowl, removed.

John J. Walker to be postmaster at Follanshee, W.Va., in
place of C. B. Dodd, resigned.

Anna M. Stephenson to be postmaster at Parkersburg,
W.Va., in place of J. W. Bee, removed.

James J, Lovell to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, W.Va.,
in place of H. F. Lewis, resigned.

WISCONSIN

John J. Riordan to be postmaster at Beloit, Wis., in place
of L. F. Rosenthal, retired.

Frank R. Hughes to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls,
Wis., in place of J. A. Watson, removed.

Arthur G. Hoskins to be postmaster at Dodgeville, Wis.,
in place of J. C. Pile, resigned.

Henry E. Steinbring to be postmaster at Fall Creek, Wis.,
in place of H. E. Steinbring. Incumbent's commission expired
January 21, 1933.

Arthur H. Gruenewald to be postmaster at Oshkosh, Wis.,
in place of E. P. G. Schlerf, removed.

Peter P. Dandoneau to be postmaster at Rhinelander, Wis.,
in place of C. L. Calkins, removed.

Nicholas Lucius, Jr., to be postmaster at Solon Springs,
Wis., in place of Nicholas Lucius, Jr. Incumbent’s commis-
sion expired December 18, 1933.

George W. Shenkenberg to be postmaster at Waterford,
Wis., in place of A. J. Topp. Incumbent's commission
expired February 25, 1933.

Will Riley to be postmaster at Darlington, Wis., in place
of A. H. Krog. Incumbent's commission expired January 9,
1933.

Oliver E, Neuens to be postmaster at Fredonia, Wis., in
place of J. W. Kane, deceased.

Leo M. Meyer to be postmaster at Loyal, Wis., in place of
H. G. Tucker. Incumbent’s commission expired September
30, 1933.

Earl D. Young to be postmaster at Melrose, Wis., in place
of Frank Wachter, removed.

Levy Williamson to be postmaster at Mineral Point, Wis.,
in place of E. N. Harris, transferred.

Louis W. Kurth to be postmaster at Neillsville, Wis., in
place of B. J. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 30, 1933.

Hilary T, Karis to be postmaster at Norwalk, Wis., in place
of F. M. Neumann. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 21, 1933.

Edmund J. Piechowski to be postmaster at Redgranite,
Wis., in place of J. E. Finnerty, removed.

Stephen J. McShane to be postmaster at Rice Lake, Wis,,
in place of H. W. Field, deceased.

Charles F. Heald to be postmaster at Sheboygan Falls,
Wis., in place of R. M. Nichols, resigned.

WYOMING
James J. McDermott to be postmaster at Arvada, Wyo., in

place of J. J. McDermott. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 16, 1933.
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Edward N. Greff to be postmaster at Chugwater, Wyo., in
place of F. A. Beard, resigned.

John F. Cook to be postmaster at Cody, Wyo., in place of
A. P. Libby, removed.

Myra E. Geer to be postmaster at Cokeville, Wyo., in place
of A. J. Schils, deceased.

Minnie C. Corum to be postmaster at Encampment, Wyo.,
in place of M. C. Corum. Incumbent's commission expired
December 16, 1933. v

Frederick W. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Greybull,
Wpyo., in place of F. F. Bristow, resigned.

Andrew Morrow to be postmaster at Eemmerer, Wyo., in
place of J. H. Mantle, resigned.

Henry J. Wendt to be postmaster at Lander, Wyo., in place
of J. G. Bruce, resigned.

Allen T. Frans to be postmaster at Meeteetse, Wyo., in
place of A. T. Frans. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 18, 1933.

Lilian M. Blackwell to be postmaster at Shoshoni, Wyo.,
in place of R. E. Chittick, Jr., resigned.

Dorsey T. Shoemaker to be postmaster at Torrington,
Wyo., in place of L. E. Eaton, resigned.

CONFIRMATIONS

Ezrecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January
23, 1934

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
Joseph B. Keenan to be Assistant Attorney General.
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGES

George F. Alexander to be district judge, division no. 1,
District of Alaska.

J. Earl Major to be United States district judge, southern
district of Illinois.

Robert A. Cooper to be United States district judge, Dis-
trict of Puerto Rico.

AsSOCIATE JUSTICES, SUPREME COURT, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS

Anacleto Diaz to be associate justice of the Supreme Court
of the Philippine Islands.

Leonard S. Goddard to be associate justice of the Supreme
Court of the Philippine Islands.

GoOVERNOR OF PUERTO RICO
Blanton Winship to be Governor of Puerfo Rico.
ATTORNEY GENERAL oF PUERTO RiIco

Benjamin J, Horton to be Attorney General of Puerto

Rico.
UniTED STATES ATTORNEYS

John W. Holland to be United States attorney, southern
district of Florida.

Lawrence S. Camp to be United States attorney, northern
district of Georgia.

J. Saxton Daniel to be United States attorney, southern
district of Georgia.

Joseph M. Donnelly to be United States attorney, western
district of Michigan,

James H. Baldwin to be United States attorney, district of
Montana.

James O, Carr to be United States attorney, eastern district
of North Carolina.

Marcus Erwin to be United States attorney, western district
of North Carolina.

Powless W. Lanier to be United States attorney, district
of North Dakota.

Emerich B. Freed to be United States attorney, northern
district of Ohio.

Francis Canny to be United States attorney, southern
district of Ohio.

William R. Smith, Jr.,, to be United States attorney,
western district of Texas.

UNITED STATES MARSHALS

Thomas Gaffney to be United States marshal, division
no. 2, district of Alaska.

Adam M. Lewis to be United States marshal, northern
district of Florida.
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IdaGlfome A. Meffan to be United States marshal, district of
0. ;

John J. Murphy to be United States marshal, district of
Massachusetts.

William B. Fahy to be United States marshal, eastern
district of Missouri.

William F. Goucher to be United States marshal, district
of Rhode Island.

James R. Wright to be United States marshal, northern
district of Texas.

Albert A. Sanders to be United States marshal, district of
Wyoming.

COMPTROLLER OF CUSTOMS

Ralph W. Wescott to be comptroller of customs, district

no. 11, Philadelphia, Pa.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

TUESDAY, JANUARY 23, 1934

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D.D.,,
offered the following prayer:

Infinite God, our Father, the Creator and Judge of all
the earth; Thou who dost look with mercy on what we are
and who reveals what we may be, we pray that Thou
wouldst enable us to translate our visions into realities.
Grant us largeness of thought, of aspiration, and of liberty.
Heavenly Father, may our labors be made musical by the
melody of brotherhood. Hearken, O Lord God, we beseech
Thee, that with hearts of oak and with breasts of steel our
entire citizenship may be summoned in the name of hu-
manity and of good government to cleanse our country of
the breeding grounds of crime, which are our greatest public
peril. O Thou who art holy and just, we plead for a recov-
ery that shall free our Nation’s arteries from these cesspools
of iniquity from which come floods of terror, leaving broken
hearts and shattered hearthstones in their train. O hasten
the dawn of our deliverance. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read
and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Horne, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amend-
ments, in which the concurrence of the House is requested,
a bill of the House of the following title:

H.R. 6670. An act to provide for the establishment of a
corporation to aid in the refinancing of farm debts, and for
other purposes.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the President of the United
States was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one
of his secretaries, who also informed the House that on
January 18, 1934, the President approved and signed a joint
resolution of the House of the following title:

H.J.Res. 228. Joint resolution to provide for certain ex-
penses incident to the second session of the Seventy-third
Congress.

VETERAN RELIEF—ITS RELATION TO CITIZENSHIP

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting an ad-
dress delivered before the Chamber of Commerce at Roa-
noke, Va., January 22, by Brig. Gen. Frank T. Hines, Admin-
istrator of Veterans' Affairs.

The SPEARER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wooprum]?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following:

Mr. President, members and guests of the Roanoke Chamber of
Commerce, I greatly appreciate the opportunity to address you
here today, , a5 I do with much pleasure, my previous
visit to Roanocke when I spoke on Armistice Day 1931, before
many of your veterans and other citizens of your splendid city.

Because of my relation with veterans' affairs, it is but natural
that I should choose for discussion with you veteran relief, and
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