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that we were so closely knit in bonds, of 
brotherhood and sympathetic regard to- 
day. The ground that we have lost in 
this respect may be regained but not 
without mutual respect and confidence. 

Every one of those hardy pioneers loved 
his fellows engaged in the common gs g- 
gle to build here “a new nation, -con- 
ceived in liberty and dedicated té the 
Proposition that all men are created 
equal.” We have a rich, common herit- 
age from these founding fathers. ere 
is much to love in the citizens of every 
Part of our great Nation. We may look 
on this and be drawn closer together. 
We may look on the divisive elements and 
become hostile camps. The fut is in 
our hands today to mar or tomake, The 
South asks and will have no part in the 
local problems of other sections. We 
have full confidence in our brethrén that 
they will work out their own difficulties 
wisely and well. We may consider the 
things that will make us one or th things 
which divide. My plea is not made as a 
southerner nor as the Representative of 
& great district of Alabama, but as a 
humble citizen of this great Republic. I 
plead with you, my colleagues, ahd with 
all who have ears to hear, that we set 
ourselves against consideration of those 
things which tend to divide us and give 
our best thought to those things which 
unite. There are many measures chal- 
lenging our best united thought. 

_ {Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 

imous consent to proceed for 3 additional 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHEP- 
PARD). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Alabama? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HOBBS. The war must be won. 

We must be-united in its prosecution. It 
is a war for survival. We are all in the 
same boat. None should be thrown out. 
Let us press forward toward our glorious 
destiny in unity, “discountenancing 
whatever may suggest even a suspicion 
that it can in any event be abandoned, 
and indignantly frowning upon the first 
dawning of every attempt to alienate any 
Portion of our country from the rest, or 
to enfeeble the sacred ties which now link 
together the various parts.” 

I am appealing to the membership of 
this House to think on these things. 
There is no reason why we should adopt 
the unconstitutional, statutory way when 
we have a perfect right to submit a con- 
stitutional amendment which might do 
legitimately what the proponents of this 
heinous bill want done. I beg of you, 
whether you support the objective of this 
bill or not, that it be defeated, because 
it is illegitimate, and its passage would assassinate interstate comity. I beg of 
you to think on these things and be on 
your guard lest plausible arguments, 
artfully advanced, should sway your bet- 
er judgment. } 
Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the 

sentleman yield? 
Mr. HOBBS. I am so happy to yield 

o the distinguished gentleman from 
Wisconsin. : 
Mr. KEEFE. I did not have the privi- 

ege of hearing the first half of the gen- 
leman’s address and therefore do not 
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Mr. HOBBS. Yes; 
authorities. 

Mr, KEEFE. And 
tion of whether or n 
it is not a prohibitio 
of a directive in th 
tion, which directs the qualifications of 
electors in the Sta to be those of the 
humerous branch of the legislature of 
the respective States, and does the gen- 
tleman discuss in his argument the over- 
all power of the Federal Government to 
prescribe the qualifications of voters who 
are voting for Federal officials, those who 
are to serve the Federal Government, 
and who are to dirett the affairs of the 
Federal Government, I have read some 
very appealing briefs submitted to me 
by very able lawyers who seem to draw 
a very definite line of distinction in the 
interpretation of that constitutional pro- 
vision by which the over-all power of 
the Federal Government should extend 
to the point where it can prescribe the 
qualifications of voters who are to vote 
for Federal officials and leave the State 
control over its own affairs to itself, and 
thus limit it to Federal officials. Does 
the gentleman cover that or answer that 
type of argument in his statement? I 
would be very happy to read it. 

Mr. HOBBS. I appreciate the gentle- 
man’s question. It is, as are all of his 
questions, searching and sound. I ap- 
Preciate his ability as a lawyer and his 
sincerity in asking the question. My 
answer is that I did not deal with any 
such power of the Federal Government, 
the over-all power, as the gentleman calls 
it, because there isno such power. There 
never has been any such power and there 
never has been a single authority in the 
history of jurisprudence that supported 
such a theorem, All of the briefs that 
are in support of that dogma grow out 
of a misconception of the holding of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in 
the Classic case. That case did not in- 
volve any question relating to the poll 
tax. It had to do solely with-the ques- 
tion: Can crooks vidlate with impunity 
a criminal law of thé United States, val- 
idly enacted to protect a right guaran- 
teed by the Constitution of the United 
States? 

(Here the gavel 
(Mr. HOBBS asked and was given per- 

mission to revise and extend his own re- 
marks in the Rr Ey 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the REcorp d include a letter by 
J. W. Powell, of Indianapolis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

(The matter referred to appears in the 
Appendix.] 
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recognizes the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr, Fappis] for 20 minutes. 

Mr. FADDIS, Mr. Speaker, the recent 
meeting of the Communist Party in 
Union Square, New York City, addressed 
by the secretary of the Communist Party, 
Earl Browder, ex-convict, lately pardoned 
at the insistence of the C. I. O. upon the 
pretense that such action would promote 
the general morale of the Nation, at 
which he demanded the immediate estab- 
lishment of a second front to relieve the 
pressure on Russia, should be sufficient 
to convince every sincere American citi- 
zen that the interest of the Communist 
Party in this Nation is centered 100 per- 
cent upon Russia. The speech of Brow- 
der is the most brazen insult to the in- 
telligence of the American people which 
has ever been offered by this detestibie 
bunch of subversive termites who should 
be in concentration camps along with the 
other enemies of this Nation. 

Intoxicated by the elixir of the free- 
dom which they seek to destroy, they, in 
their insufferable arrogance, believe the 
memory and patience of the American 
people to be much shorter than they 
really are. They hope that their Silly 
yammering may he interpreted as fore- 
Sight and a knowledge of Strategy and 
that their clamor will conceal the com- 
paratively small number of greasy, long- 
haired, pimply faced individuals who fill 
their ranks. = 

These parasites have a three-point 
program in connection with this War, and 
none of the three points concern the 
welfare of the United States. First, they 
are out to provide good safe places for 
themselves during the war, and so far, 
with a great deal more assistance than 
they are entitled to, they are succeeding. 
Second, they are out to do everything 
within their power to help Russia at the 
expense of any or all of the other United 
Nations. Third, while in safe Places 
during the war they are preparing the 
blueprints and laying the foundation for 
a new world after the war. It is time 
for the American people to face the facts 
and take whatever measures are neces- 
sary to preserve this Nation from its in- 
ternal, as well as from its external foes. 
Thoroughly discredited by the results 

of their own subversive labors; convicted 
before the bar of public opinion, by the 
effect of their own efforts; exposed in 
this very body by the votes of those who 
spoke for them here, who prior to the 
Axis attack upon Russia voted 100 per- 
cent against assistance to the Allied Na- 
tions and our own rearmament program; 
and now caught in their own ‘trap, they 
can only raise their voices in miserable 
wails of rage and disappointment, which 
deceive no one of any ability. 

We are out to win this war and we are 
going to win it, in spite of the efforts, 
past, present, and future: of the Com- 
munists in this Nation. We are going 
to win it by following a plan dictated by 

“our military and naval experts, who are 
as able as any in the world. We are 
not going to be stampeded into taking or even considering the advice of some 
wild-eyed fanatic, who prior to June 22, 1941, was out to wreck this Nation and all of its institutions and who as soon as 
nazi-ism and fascism is crushed will 
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come out of his hole and again start 
gnawing. Before we can win, however, 
we must recognize a fact as a fact and 
call a spade a spade. We might just as 
well start doing so now. 

Wars are won by following carefully 
prepared plans, which are based upon 
the principles of strategy, tactics, and 
logistics, and by decisions arrived at by 
a thorough evaluation of all of the fac- 
tors involved. Of course, we want to help 
Russia in every possible manner, con- 
sistent with our own safety, which comes 
first. We know such action to be strate- 
gically necessary, because we need and 
desire all the help we can get. We know 
we must destroy the armed forces of Ger- 
many and that we must do so in Europe. 
This means a second front. When, 
where, and how this is established is a 
strategical question, not a political one. 
The decisions affecting the establishment 
of a second front must be made by our 
military and naval authorities, who are 
responsible for its success, and not by 
some gas bag of a soap-box orator whose 
patriotism is even more questionable 
than his ability. Neither can this deci- 
sion be made by the officials of some 
other nation to whom the preservation 
of their own nation is sure to be the 
dominant motive. E 

The establishment of a second front 
involves considerations of the move- 
ments of vast tonnages of men, equip- 
ment, foodstuffs, and supplies, the con- 
voy protection, the seizure of a proper 
beach head, the maintenance of the sub- 
sequent line of communications to in- 
sure the flow of reinforcements, replace- 
ments, supplies, equipment, ammunition, 
and the evacuation of the wounded, sick, 
and the disposition of the dead. Propa- 
gandists are not limited in their decisions 
by such matters, but our military leaders 
are. It is not a matter of a commando 
raid. It is a movement which will be so 
costly in every respect and especially in 
life that it must be undertaken only if 
it is believed that it can be made to suc- 
ceed, * 

Upon the success of such an undertak- 
ing the very future of our Nation—in- 
deed the very future of democracy 
throughout the world for centuries to 
come—will hang in balance. It must not 
be lightly undertaken. It must not be 
improperly planned. It must not be in- 

_ sufficiently supported. It must not be 
abortive. It must not fail. It must stick. 
It must win. It must furnish a base from 
which to launch the assault which will 
sweep through Europe like a mighty tide, 
crush the German military machine, de- 
stroy the German: will to wage combat, 
and free all the conquered peoples of 
Europe. It must make possible a free- 
dom, world wide, wherein every nation 
may be privileged to institute its own 
form of government and enjoy all of the 
freedoms and liberties which make life 
worth living. It must succeed in order 
to justify the certain awful cost. It must 
insure victory so that those who die shall 
not have died in vain. 

Russia is worthy of every possible as- 
sistance which can be extended to her 
consistent with our own security. This, 
however, must be recognized as a gues-   
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tion of strategy—not a political or social 
one. Certainly, the most ardent expon- 
ent of communism, who prior to June 22, 

1941, exerted every effort to render this 
Nation so impotent that we could not 
help even ourselves, much less Russia, 
and who fomented strikes so as to hin- 
der our aid to Britain, cannot deny but 
that we have extended Russia untold 
millions of times more assistance than 
she extended to the United Nations prior 
to the time she was attacked by the Axis 
Nations. Not only did she not help them, 
but she was allied with Germany by 
treaty under which she was obligated to 
furnish vast quantities of foodstuffs, oils, 
and raw materials to Germany. 
Throughout all of the time Germany 

was carrying out her program of defeat- 
ing all Europe in detail, Russia sat glee- 
fully on the sidelines enjoying the spec- 
tacle of the iestruction of the so-called 
capitalistic nations. She even partici- 
pated in the rape of Europe by pouncing 
upon the cripples in the conflict—Fin- 
land, Latvia, Esthonia, Lithuania. She 
cooly took the half of Poland and reached 
for Bessarabia. In those days she was, 
without a doubt, the second strongest 
power in Europe, yet while there was fight 
in the French, the Dutch, and the Bel- 
gians, she not only did not lift her hand 
in “heir defense, but actually assisted 
their assailant. The pretended champion 
of all freedom, she calmly watched the 
panzer juggernaut crush helpless free- 

ee nations, without even a pro- 
test. 

When, after Dunkerque, the invasion 
and destruction of Britain seemed immi- 
nent, she still continued to furnish sup- 
plies to Germany. When we were strain- 
ing every resource to furnish the British 
with the munitions necessary to secure 
the British Isles in order that we might 
have a European base from which one 
day to launch the assault which will 
free Russia as well as other European na- 
tions from the chains of nazi-ism, what 
were those individuals doing who, from 
their soap boxes, cry so loud for a second 
front? They were working against all 
measures designed to rearm this Nation 
or to assist the British. They were flood- 
ing this Nation with isolationist and pac- 
ifistic propaganda. They were crying 

about a capitalistic war. They were com- 
mitting acts of sabotage. They were or- 
ganizing strikes and slow-downs. They 
were doing everything within their power 
to bring about the situation with which 
we are now confronted. They are the 
last who should raise their voices in criti- 
cism or advice. The actions of Russia up 
until the time she was attacked were 
governed by selfish considerations, just 
as were those of France and Britain, 
when they allowed the seizure of Czecho- 
slovakia and just as were ours at that 
time and up until we were attacked. 
Self-preservation is the first law of na- 
ture. True, it is often difficult for a 
people to so subordinate their own self- 

ish considerations, in order to be able 
to recognize that self-preservation can be 
rhore easily and cheaply achieved with 
the assistance of allies than it can later 
alone. This is a mistake which in this   
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Nation was urged the most fervently by 
those who are now so generous in their 
senseless soap-box criticism. 

Let the facts be made plain right here 
to those who criticize the British in this 
war. She is the only nation actively en- 

gaged who came in before she was at- 
tacked. In 1939 she came in when she 
might have made a deal and have tem- 
porarily saved herself. Japan did not 
attack her or declare war upon her. She 
declared war upon Japan when she might 
have avoided such action for atime. The 
same was true of Britain in 1914. She, 
of her own free will, came to the assist- 
ance of France and Belgium. Those 
who are the champions of Russia are the 
loudest critics of Britain and are the very 
ones who, even in this critical period, are 
doing all they can to foment trouble in 

India. 
Then after Russia had been attacked 

and while we were assisting her we were 
attacked by her traditional enemy— 
Japan, which for a decade has hung upon 
her Siberian flank with an army waiting 
only for an expedient time to launch the 
attack. Has Russia offered us the use 
of her facilities in Vladivostek, or other 
Siberian bases that we may more speedily 
or economically operate against the 
Japanese home bases? Notatall. Self- 
preservation is the governing factor in 
that case, as it should be. 

I have nothing but praise for the gal- 
lant fight the Russians are waging in 
preservation of their homeland. They 
have gained for us invaluable time in 
which to prepare—time without which 
the United Nations would undoubtedly 
be much harder pressed than they are 
even now. All honor and praise to them 

and to their system of political philos- 
ophy, which gave the average Russian a 
share in that vast nation-sufficient in 
which he feels warranted to risk his life 
in its defense. If their system of politi- 

cal philosophy suits the majority of peo- 
ple of Russia then it is the proper sys- 
tem for that nation. I would not spend 
one dollar or risk the life of one Ameri- 

can boy to force the philosophy of 

democracy upon Russia or any other 
nation on the face of the globe. If we 
are to have a free world it must be free 
to the point where every nation can 
decide for itself just what course to fol- 
Jow in its internal affairs, religious, social, 
and political. If we are to accord the 
Russians that freedom, let them recipro- 
cate in a like manner toward us and to- 
ward all other nations. 

The question now confronting us is te 
win the war in order to make such free- 
dom possible. There can be no doubt 
but that the delay in establishing a 
second front has in no small degree beer 
accentuated by the former tactics of 
those now most loudly calling for one 
Chickens come home to roost. Sort of 
ironic is it not? The subversive forces 
in this Nation, planted here by Soviet 
Russia, trained and financed by that 

nation to commit all sorts of political anc 
military sabotage; responsible for a con- 
dition whereby the assistance we woulc 
like to extend to the land which is the 
fountain head of their activities, is de- 
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layed because of the partial success of 
their own program. 

After all, in spite of the politicians, the 
cranks, the soap-box haranguers, the ex- 
convict yammerers, the social reformers, 
the arm-chair strategists, there are 
certain principles of warfare, which 
throughout the centuries, have proven 
to be immutable. They are known to 
those educated and trained in military 
science. They are as fixed and as in- 
violable as are the principles of mathe- 
matics, or the movements of the stars in 
the heavens. They cannot be disre- 
garded with impunity. To ignore them 
means disaster. Unless they are ob- 
Served no nation can win. Time and > 
again nations have violated them and 

_in doing so have won the most of the 
battles but have lost the war. 

In substance, the sum of these prin- 
ciples means that a nation to wih must 
be able to concentrate superior forces at 
the strategic crossroads of the theater 
of warfare—in this case, the world—at 
the critical time. We cannot undertake 
to fight the fight of any one nation in 
this war. Our objective must be the 
destruction of the armed forces of the 
Axis Powers. When this has been ac- | 
complished—and not until then—the 
war willbe won. Itis up to our military 
leaders to choose the time and place. 
Territory lost can be regained, provided — 
manpower, which can never be replaced, 
is not wasted in sporadic, untimely, — 
unsupported operations. The factors, 
which regulate such movements, can only 
be controlled by those who are experi- — 
enced in handling such details. It is 
no job for amateurs or for those who 

_ have already demonstrated their inabil- 
ity in such matters, as have the members 
of the American Communist Party. 

I am sure the American people will 
turn a deaf ear to the brass heads in this 
Nation, who cry of brass hats, and leave 

‘the conduct of the war in the hands of 
the only ones capable of exercising it— 
the officers of our Army and Navy, who 
have been trained for years for just such 
an emergency as we are now facing, and 
about whose patriotism and concern for 
the general welfare there can be not 
the slightest possibility of a doubt.


