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•reason, Cnder the bonus provision those \vlio are now em-
ployed in ilic War Risk Bureau receive ?120. It will be re
called that it was lixcd at (bat amount as compared with $.240
for clerks doing like service' in other branches of the Govern-
ment a ye.ir ago. That -was for the reason that under the classi-
fication adopted for the employees of the AVai'-RIsk Bureau they
were receiving more pay proportiouatoly than those doing like
work in other departments.

After consideration of'this item and the passage yf this bill
iu the House we were informed -by the Bureau of War Risk
Insurance Lbut it was the intention of Hie War Risk Bureau
for the next fiscal year to reduce the classification, so that they
would operate pn the same basis as the clerks In other depart-
ments now operate. But whether that classification has been
completed seems not .to be entirely clear, and under the opera-
tion of the War llisk Bureau their present classification may
be continued as it is now, without reduction ; and if so, the em-
ployees in th.e War Risk Bureau will get substantially the same
increase that the other clerks now get by reason of the fact-thai
their basic pay is larger than that of clerks in other depart-
ments. doing similar "service.

Mr. GREEN-of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. WOOD- of Indiana. Ye?.
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. What is the word used in Hie bill?

You do not .use the word " bonus."
Mr. WOOD of Indiana. " Increased compensation."
Mr. GREEN of Iow;u It is in fact a temporary increase of

salary,
Mr. WOOD of Indiana. It is an additional compensation.
Mr. GREEN of Town: But only temporarv in character.
Mr. WOOD of Indiana. That is all.
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The reason I asked is that we often

hear of the Federal clerks having been given a lionus similar
to spinet liing; now asked. I"' , the soldiers. In the. hearings before
the Ways and Means Coui^-'ttec Various witnesses referred to
the fact that the employees had been given a ""bohusi" but as a
matter of fact tJie.v were given a temporary increase of salary.
Is not that correct?

Mr. W.QOD of Indiana. TJiat is correct.
Mi. GARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I yield.
Mr. GARD. In taking up the matter of the bonus and other

mutters in connection with compensation to employees, did
the committee -take into consideration the report of the Com-
inission on Reclassifieatioh of Salaiies that lias been filed iu
this House?

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. The House bill was made up and
this bonus provision inserted and the bill was passed by the
House before the report of the Reclassification Commission was
submitted.

Mr. GARD. I know that; but it was submitted after Hip
bill passed the House and before the boiius was added to it in
the Senate.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana: That is correct, and I would state
that the conferees did not take into consideration the reclassi-
Jicinion report.

Mr. GARD. They gave it no consideration whatever?
Mr. WOOD of Indiana; They did jiot. We liad no jurisdic-

tion over it, and in consequence our considering it would heve
produced no possible result

Mr. DYER. Mr. SpehV-er, will the gentleman yield?
Mr. WOOD of Indiana.- Yes.
Mr. DYER. Does this .iicrease of pay for employees of the

•Federal Government include the employees cf the Federal Board
for Vocational Educailo::;.'

Mr. WOOD" of Indiana', it <ic*s not.
Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman state why Hicy have been

left out. as usual?
Mr. WOOD of Indiana. They were left out originally under

the .mutation in respect to those institutions that were cstab
lisbed after « certain date-^-.Tanuary ], iQJti— and because of
the fact Hint they receive lump-sum appropriations, arid the
]i&ads of the depart inent graduate their salaries; also because
in fact, they are paid higher salaries than arc the clerks opor
at ing under the .salaries Jised by the statute in the old cstab
lis-hcd df'!1'1.: (incuts. The commi'.ten left the matter exactly as,
it was. It became. an original Senate provision by reason of its
going out of (he House bill on a point of older.

Sir. 7Jl*lCH. T liavfi examined the salaries of the employees
of the. Federal Board for Vocational ICdin.'adon in comparisoi
with the pav of (bo employees In oilier departments to whicl
this Increase is granted, and to all intents thu pay is subslan
tially the same, .vlth lli<i exception thai tbo oilier employees
get an Increase In th« way of this 5l!-10 extra coinpHiisadon. 1
Is. not fair to the employees 01' Hie Imai'd that they shoii~~~~~ -----

, . ._
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Mr. AVOOD of Indiana. That is a matter that the heads of
that department will have to solve for (heinselvc*.. Their ap-

propriation is a lump-sum apprnpriatiun, and they lix ili<-ir o\\n
salaries', as.I am informed.

Mr. -DYER. Does the gentleman recall wheHier or not (hey
asked to be included?

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Yes. No one appeared'Tor Hicm be-
fore the Hou.se committee, and no one appeared-fur them before
the Senate committee, but certain members of the committee
received letters from them, a.ud after the Senate had passed the
bill some representatives of the Vocational Education Hoard
came to S<H> soiife members of the committee. It was absolutely
impossible for us to give them any relief in cojfcrcnv.*, becjiu.se
of the fact that the cpnferei ce-committee can not raise (lie
amount of the appropriation or increase the salaries of those
who are benefited, by it.

Mr. DYER, i suppose the gentleman feels as we al! hope,
that before the next appropriation bill for the next liscal year,
following-die one under consideration now, the salaries of the
various employees will be adjusted under the advice of this
great ReeJ.-iSsification Commission.

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. I do not know whether it will be
done as a result of (he work of that commission or nor, but
there is no doubt of the necessity for a reclassilication and a
reusing ef the salaries.

Mr. DY1CR. The gentleman (hiuks that will be done wiihin
the next fiscal year?

Mr. AVOOD of Indiana. I hope it will,'because of the patch-
work by which -the classification and fixing of salaries has been
built lip hero. It is absolutely inconsistent. You lihd iii many
departments where there are variations of three or four hun-
dred dollars in the pay of clerks who are doing exactly the same
Uiinjr.

Mf. GHEI-JX of io\ya. Mr. Speaker, will tiie gentleman yield?
Mr. AVOOD of Indiana. I yield.
Mr. GHEEN of Iowa. Do I understand the gentleman to say

(hat the head" of tbe department just referred to receive a lump
sum appropriation and fiy the salaries themselves?

Mr. AVOOD of Indianai That Is my understanding. That is
(rue with reference to the AVar Risk Bureau. Tlic original
bonus provision carried $120 -for the. war-risk people as against
$240 for like ejnploye<?s in the other deiwrtments.

Mr. GliEEN of Iowa. Under those circumstances I do nut
see how the committee of conference could have done anything
else 'than it did dp.

Mr. AVOOD of Indiana, it could not do anything else.
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. As Ions as that system prevails whereby
py fix the salaries.
Mr. AVOOD of Indiana. In fairnesf to those who are in charge

of the.Vocational Education Board and the AVaf Risk Bureau,
I would suggest that they might save considerable trouble to
theniselves and avoid- complaint about the disparity of pay by
putting their employees under the same classification as the
employees of the other departments; so that they would rm-ive
the same amount of bonus received by the cJcrks in other depart
ments, and personally I regret that this could not be dune.

Mi-. MILU2R. >fr. Siwaker. will the genticman yield?
Mr. AVOOD of Indiana. Yes.
Mr. MILLER. I see that amendment No. 15S, on pago 13S,

provides two assistant inspectors ,of hulls and boilers to 1)6
assigned to Mobile at a salary of J?2;iOO each: \A'a<= there any dis^
cussion in the conference regarding (he equalization of these
salaries of assistant inspectors of hulls-and boilers-oiMhe Lakes
aiid the Atlantic and the Pacific seaboards?

Sir. AVOOD of Indiana. Tlic.item to which the gentleman has
caUc'd my attention wont-out iii-confcrcncc; so-that it-duo-! nn.t
ajipear in the bill. There was no discussion wiih refovcin-i' to
the equulixatlon of these salaries, AA'e could not cqualixc them
in conference, and consequently any discussion that mishi have
been had .there would have been of:no avail.

Sir. MILLER. The gentleman appreciates the inequalities in
HIPPO .salaries?

Mr. WOOD of Indiana. Tlioro is no doubt about ilial, Tb. t
Is only one of many Inequalities In the pay o£ olliccrs and
Kcrvnnts of the United States Government.

The SrKAKKR. The (piestion is on agrn ing in ihc confer-
cnco i-i'iiiirt.

Tlio cHiifoivrce report w,is agreed to.
Mr. MONDKLL. Mr. Spe;il;cr, 1 movo Hiat t in- Houve si ill

further insist upon its disagreei»"nt to Henaio jMiiendfi i - i r / V<i.
53, relative to the Bureau of Eilfrinncy.

The Sl'EAXICK. The gciil! man from Wyoming nnncs tlmt
the House Insist upon its disagreement (<> t'.'U'.nc ::!;:: ::!i i nt
No. 03.

"Mr. MONhKLL, Mr. Speaker. I am \>f il.o u.: ::<i.i Ci.u ulil-
lijjlf.:;.!. m' Ki!i-

-i> J '
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cieucy should be in the control of Uic Congress, and ultimately
I have uo doubt but what that will be, but I have very grave
doubt cf the wisdom of making the transfer now for these
reasons: The House soiae mouths ago passed .a bill providing
for a budget. The House Js very insistent that there shall be
budget >~'~^-on this session of Congress. [Applause.] Tlie
House' Is equally insistent that the budget legislation shall be
thoroughgoing and effective and uot a makeshift or a camou-
flage. I do not say—I am uot~ justified in faying, because I do
not kuowrr-tliat this-amendmeht was placed on this bill by those
not friendly to a thorbugbgoiug, effective budget system, but I
do know, or at least I believe, that the adoption of this amend-
ment would make it much easier to avoid and defeat the adop-
tion of a budget system at tliis session.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr: MONDELL. And if the provision was not put in the bill

for. that purpose, I can not. Imagine wliat the purpose could
iiave been. I \rill.yield to (lie gentleman, from Massachusetts.

Mr. WALSH. Has the gentleman considered the contingency
that -ossibiy this very provision will have to be considered in
conference again if budget legislation ever gets to conference?

Mr. MONDELL- I have considered that, and that is one of
the Very reasons why this'shouid hot be considered at this time
and in connection with this legislation and in this form. It
should not be, because it confuses the situation. It interjects
into the legislative situation a condition tending to make it
easier to defeat an effective budget bill;..it affords an excuse
for ?iot providing a thoroughgoing and effective budget bill in
the due course of tinie.

Mr. GARNER. Will tJie gentleman yield?
Mr. MONDELL. In just a moment. In the due course of

time and in connection with the general question of the budget
tliis matter should be considered, and it will be then logical
to consider it It can then be considered on its merits in con-
nection with the other important propositions of which it would
bo a part I now yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. GARNER. The budget bill which we passed in the
House and went over to the Senate contained two propositions.
One wasan executive Iradgetand the other a legislative budget
and an independent audit system. Now, tliis would tend to
take the place .of an Independent audit system, n.ic if we adopt
both ye would have a; duplication of work whi:lj, i think, is
Wholly unnecessary^ and I can not conceive of this legislation
being proposed for any other purpose except to defeat the
budget bill which we sent to the Senate.

Mr. J1ONDELL. Whether that be the purpose of not that
will be the effect; and I can not think of anything more
illogical than having started to develop a budget system", a
thoroughgoing and effective budget system, we shall, in the
midst of the prosecution of tliat essential work, turn aside and
pick up a makeshift or-partial substitute for some features of
a l)iidget. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is about all I cafe to say-
about the mane" I feel very earnestly about this matter. I
think the House i?> called upon again to say whether it stands
squarely, unequivb.ally, honestly, and ,-vith determination for
budget legislation.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield?
' Mr. MONDELL. Ida

Mr. GARNER. I think the gentleman ought to say in that
connection, In order M.at we may get a parliamentary situation
so we can get n.' budget system, that unless something develops
between the time we pass the sundry civil bill or the deficiency
bill or some other bill that must become a law befo-o this
Congress adjourns which will make the parliamentary situa-
tion such as to make it possible for us to consider some kind
of budget legislation—one gentleman reinrrlis that \\e put it
throi'Rli, but-U>c Seimtc has not put it through, and the Sena't'ri
may not consider and may not pass the legislation—we-should
put it oh some appropriation bill. Then they will be compelled
to consider it, nnd this House will have an opportunity to force
legislation of that character.

Mr. CLA1UC of Missouri. Will thy ?<>iitleman yield?
Mr. MONDELL. In Just si moment. I think I have suffi-

ciently evidenced my earnestness in tbc matter, and while I
think vyc ought to proceed along the usual legislative lines, if
It becomes necessary to do otherwise that is ix matter tlint cer-
tainly ought to be considered. I will now yiuld to Mie ijentle-
ninn from Missouri.

Mr. CLARK of .Missouri. I wi l l ask Hie gentleman if the
House tlld not i >iss tlie budget bill by an almost unnnimous-
.voto?

- -^ *fo MONDEKL. It did.
~Ml\ GLAKK of MiNidiiri. \Vlmrc docs the opposition come '

trom'l

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I do not know, I will s:iy to my friend,
definitely; but I do not like to see a provision uf this kind thnt,
to my eye, bus the complexion of the proverbial African in the
woodpile. It may not be, but it has that appearance to me.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will stale to the gentleman Hint
I heard th:« morning, which looked to me to be straight, that one
of the most powerful Republican Senators over in the Senate
was fixing to kick the slats out of this: whole budget business.

Mri MONDELL. I am sure that the Senate, us the House, is
practically unanimous!} i favor of a budget, but I think it is
always our diiry to make the way easy to ilio.se who desire to
pursue the;path of righteousness.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the gentleman will yield for an-
other question. W'hat brought about the suggestion that if we
pass this thing now aud then pass a budget bill that we will have
another case of duplication? Can not we bring in a bill one day
legislating tliis .efficiency concern but of existence?

Mr. MONDELL. We'll, 'that might be done. Docs the gentle-
man from Iowa desire some time?

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield a minute to me?
Mr. MONDELL. I yield.
Mr. HASTINGS. I want to invite the majority leader's at-

tention (9 a proposed amendment to the Constitution, which
would permit the President to veto items in an appropriation
bill. Now, if the majority leader is really in earnest about
economizing, I think the giving of the President '.he power to
veto separate iteins in an appropriation bill will Oo more to
bring about economy, or as much to bring about economy, as
anything elss that could be done. I have taken occasion—and I
hope to have the opportunity of addressing the House on the
subject in tlie near futufe-^-to write to the governor of every
State in the Union, and I have collected a great deal of .data
concerning this matter. A great many of the States of the Union
have similar provisions, and this provision is hot criticized by
the governor of any State, but most of them commend it, and
say it has done a great deal of good.in the various States where
they have such a nrtvision. And I can not see any argument
against such an- amendment to the 'Constitution of the United
States..

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Sissos] desire some time in opposition?

Mr. SISSON. Yes.
Mr. MONDELL. How much? Five minutes?
Mr. SISSON. I would like to take a little longer time th;in

that I would rather not be limited for the present, i am not
going to talk very long, but will talk directly on tliis item.
• Mr. MONDELL, Ten minutes?

Mr. SISSON. i'es.
Mr, MONDELL. I yield to the gentleman 10 ..ninutcs.
Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, in iuy judgment the gentleman

from Wyoming is unnecessarily alarmed about this item. If I
may get the attention of the House, I believe I can convince it
that this item has nothing to dp with the budget. If you ji.,<-o
a budget and you make the allotment to tlie various depart-
ments of the Government nnd follow the budget to the letter,
this -Bureau of Efficiency has to do with the money after it has
been allotted or appropriated to the departments. They iiave
made a great many recommendations which have been carried
out by the various"departments of the Government, and in on«
Instance, in the Treasury Department, the Tn»nsufer was abV
to dispense with the services of 400 men by adopting the metliml
suggested by the efficiency committee. Tins Bureau of Eflk-iene-y
will have iiothinr to do with the budget ami can have nothing
to do with it They simply go through the various department •«,
and under tho present arrangements they have been going only
into tho departments where they have been Jnvilctl to go. Yum-
Committee on Appropriations have -reppa1pd.lv oiiled a])d as-
sisted them in getting into tlie departments by making Tlie re-
quest themselves. Now, unless you Imve some influence- otiNide
of tlie bureau chiefs, outside of the chief clerks, outside of those
men who have been operating the departments for ouito a white
and who imagine flint the bureaus which tliey themselves are
conducting are just exactly as they should lie, yon will never )>e
able to get any foform in an accounting system, in the mtll.oil
of doing business in the departments, ifi adopting modern molli-
ods of keeping liouks, in adopting labor-savin:: devices, ami all
those Inslrumcntiililius which tlie, commercial world is iimv
using, and you will have to force them into the departments.
If this Bureau of Kflicieney could be under tho control of Con-
gross aud not appointed bj Hie executive depart im-n I, (hoy "IHI
would iiave room to make the investigations ami nmUo ivjmiK
without fcai-of losing t-heir liuiids.

Now, I do not believe there is a single. Member <>C Congress
who would vole to do any department mi injustice, but it our
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professions on this floor and on the stump mean anything they
iue-iu that ue want eflitk'iH service, and more ellicicut service,
in the future tJ:.in we have kid in llw past aiid more efficient
service than we have now. Therefore wlie-i your conferees were
confronted \vitli this proposition tlicy found so:ne features of
tiieauieudjneiil which the Senate put -.on, but they jieidcd to Uie
House iu reference to these items, and we could, have agreed in-
conference, but tlie chairuiau of the committee had agreed tiiat
(his item should eoiue bacic to the House.

Now, we did not like the jnethod-bf dispensing with-services
ns provided in (he Senate, because .under that language they
were afraid that it would be absolutely necessary to bring
impeachment proceedings to remove those who were appointed
under the language of Uie Senate bill. But eliminating that
language, they arc to be removed by Uie Speaker of the House
and by the President of the Senate. So when you tn'ie into con-
sideration the budget bill as it passed the House, even the legis-
lative feature referred to by the gentleman from T- \os [Mr.
GABNER], this can in no wise affect that. This in no wise eon-
Jlicts with it, tliisju no wise gives any man an excuse who
favors the budget system. -And I do favor it. .And I say that
your conferees, so far as I am informed—and I tl-uik the geh-
tleu-au from Tennessee IMr. BYEXS] will agree-^that not a
single member on the Appropriations Committee, so far as I
know, objects to tie-budget bill that was presetted here by the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GOOD]. Therefore, as a friend of Uie
budget systeiDj I do hot believe, nor do your conferees believe,
•tIial~fliiX Mil will -be a duplication of work, because the admiu-
istration of the budget system can not in any wise go into the
departments, eon in 110 wise investigate the methods used in the
departments, and your budget system is going to be, in my.
judgment, a failure to a certain extent unless you can adopt
economical methods ia these departments and can bring about
efficiency.

I mentioned the Treasurer's office. I could uieuMori THc
Adjutant General's department, and while there is sonic little
difference between The Adjutant General and one member of
this Efficiency Bureau, the General testified before us that, with
the exception of this one gentleman, they were all men who
were willing to help him, nnd The Adjutant General admits
that In nearly all of the recommendations of this Bureau of
Efficiency their suggestions have been met, and that he has
adopted nearly all the1 suggestions ivliich they made.

I believe the present Adjutant General to be an accomplished
Army officer and a man earnest in the performance of his duty.
That is Gen. Harris. His testimony will show that this Bureau
of Efficiency has accomplished good things in his department.
So in the Post Office Department Gen. Burleson, day before
yesterday, when I was iu his office, said that he had the Bureau
of EHiciency there and had invited them to come into the Post
Office Department

Mr. GALLIVAN*. Will the gentleman tell the House some-
thing about the work of tlic Bureau of Efficiency In the War
Kisk Bureau?

Sir. SISSOX. In the War Risk Bureau?
Mr. GALLIVAN. Yes.
Mr. SISSON. They have accomplished some good there, but

I can. ̂ ot tell you the details of what they accomplished. But
I do know that a great mnriy clerks have-been dismissed.

Mr. GALLIVAX The gentleman would not agree with me
that Uiis Bureau of Efficiency came hear wrecking the War
Hisk Bureau?

Mr. SISSON. I do not think so. On the contrary, I believe
their reconinic-jJations are. reasonable. But the Postmaster
General said the Bureau of Efficiency hnd gone into his depart-
ment on his invitation, and although since he has been Post-
master General Uie business of his department has .jucr<vi<*(>d-
70-per -cent throughout tlie country, as" the records will show;
yet by the adoption of modern methods nnd by cooperation with
the bureau he Jias been able to reduce the expenses about 5*
per cent below what they wore boforc.the increase of business.

He said, " We should have been, and would have been, justi-
fied, and coiilii have come to Congress and could legitimately
have said, 'The business throughout the country has increased
70 per cent, rind, the business having increased 70 per cent, that
is my ••f'.i.son for increasing my forco in the city of Washington
70 per cent.'" Hut hn did not do it. He adopted business
inotliods, anil the Post Office Department is doing 70'per cont
extra business, and it 3s costing (ho pcoule :>} per cent less than
the service cost the people before he nriontal these methods.
So that tlic Committee on Appropriations, coming in Hose eon-
(nct with this situation, is able to sny that while the l?uro;in of
ttflicienoyhis not nceoJiiplMied all it chdcavorvd to accomplish,
because in many inslancx's oxer., recommendation it made was
resisted, yet It is fair to say that while nil their recommenda-

»..ive not always been wise—bec-ui-'e they do not el-iini
to be all wise—where it has been :iblc to get the cooperation of
the departments that bureau has doue much good.

JN"o\v, we feel that under this method of direction that
bureau will be tlic agency of the House and (he Senate; the
agency of the body that raises the money; "and that they
would then be free to make recoi.imeiidntions to (he various
committees as our agency, and \yould accomplish infinitely more
good than if they were responsible for their places and appoint-
ments to the Executive, where they would feel that v.herc they
should overstep any bounds they might be subject to removal
by the Executive.

Now, under the Parliamentary Audit of England., tnuy do .ill
the auditing, and I wish we could get that system here, bu.-a;iso
under that "system the English Government absolutely not only
has control of the appropriations and the purse strings \\\wn
they take tiie money froni the people in the form of taxes, but
they absolutely control and follow up the expenditure of .that
money, follo*,v it up to its legitimate purposes, for which it is
expended, and see iiot only that the money has not been unlaw-
fully expended, but see that it has been wisely and economically
expended. That is tlie purpose of your conferees in agreeing to
this amendment, that this Bureau of Efficiency mny go into
these departments after the money has been allotted to them,
so that these gentlemen can report to Congress whether the
money has been wisely or unwisely expended, and in case it is
extravagantly expended, ascertain what is necessary to bring*
about economy.

I do not believe there are half a dozen Members of Congiuss
who would fail to vote for this if they were convinced Hut it
would be accomplished.

The SPEAKER. The time of tlie gentleman from Missisjipr'i
has expired.

Mr. SISSOX. I would like to have two minutes more.
Tlie SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield the

gentleman time?
Mr. MONDELl/. I yield two minutes to the gentleman.
Tiie SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog-

nized for two minutes more.
Mr. SISSON. How many of you gentlemen can rise in your

seats and say that any particular department is not efficiently
run? And .how many of you could explain to the Members of
(his House exactly what is needed to remedy the situation there?
How many Members of Uie Senate could do that? You have to
have an agency to go into the departments and make recom-
mendations, so that we can act intelligently upon the matter. I
do not believe it is always th_e mental attitude "f 'Members o£
Congress in failing to economize so much as it is ihcir failure
to know just how to economize, to know just, how to reduce ex-
penditures without reducing the. efficiency of the Government;
and if this arm of the House and the Senate is agreed to in (his
conference report, we cau at least make that effort, and v i t h
a small expenditure of money ascertain whether or not, under
our direction, this Bureau of Efficiency will result in any good.
. Entertaining these ideas, your conferees agreed to it We feel

that the House ought to ag'ree to it. We feel that the Senate
acted wisely in insisting on its amendment, and with the sug-
gested changes it would be absolutely in the power of the House
nnd Senate to change the personnel of this bureau at any time
if it did not suit them. For that reason we believe that Use
Bureau of Efficiency will be worth infinitely more to us than it
has been in the past, and it has been worth a good deal' to us
in Uie past, according to the testimony of the bureaus where this
Bureau of Efficiency has made its investigations and recommen-
dations.

I do not know (lint many of you gentlemen have had ,\.ui;r
~:itlontioh-efl!lod:to:lhis=mafter, but I do-bdlievc thh't'if yon had
served on Uie Committee on Appropriations where wo patiently
made the effort, especially the subcommittees that have directly
to do with the departments, you would realize that we hoed this
information, this concrete information, so that wo can nuke
appropriations In amounts sufficient to efficiently do the business
of the Government. Without some information of this kind 1 :-m
at an utter lo<s to know how jou are going lo bo able (o roiUice
expenditures. [Applause.]

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, I yield 30 minutes to-tho gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GAT.T.IVAN].

Tlie SPEAKKIl. The gentleman from Mas.Mifhusctls is ivcog-
nixcd for HO.-miwitos..

Mr. GALT.1VAN. My. Speaker, I must disagree wi th my
friend ami colleaguo on the Commitleu on Appropriation.-, ihc
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Srssors'1. I am in favor oi tho
motion mndf by the distinguished majority leader [Mr. MU.XHI:* i.J
Hint (ho Hcn--e disagree (o this amendment, and that a fu.'Uicr
conference bu asked for.

-m-




