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Mr. KEEFE. I agree with the gentle-
man.

Mr. PATRICK, But I did not vote

against the draft, I did not vote against
the lease-lend bill, and I did not vote
against fortifying Guam.

Mr. KEEFE, May I ask the gentleman
if there ever was a bill before this Con-
gress to fortify the island of Guam? Does
the gentleman recall any such proposal
ever being before this Congress?

Mr. PATRICEK. It was always part of
another bill. =

Mr. KEEFE. - Does the gentleman re-
call that the only proposal that was be-
fore Congress was an item of $5,000,000
to dredge the harbor of Guam; and when
the specific question was asked of the
chairman of the House Naval Affairs
Committee, the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. VinsoN], by the distinguished gen-
tleman from Floride [Mr. HENDRICKS]—

Mr, PATRICK I will give the gentle-
man some tlme if he wants to make a
speech.

Mr, KEEFE
gentleman.

Mr, PATRICK. That is true.

Mr. KEEFE.. There was never any
proposal before this House to fortify the
island of Guam. $So the gentleman in
his statement I'think in all fairness——

Mr. PATRICK. What is the gentle-
man arguing about? Did the gentle-
man vote against that, too? How did the
gentleman vote pn that?

Mr. KEEFE. In all fairness——

Mr. PATRICK I want to ask the
gentleman a questmn He has asked me
several questions. How did the gentle-
man vote on leage—lend‘?

I want to correct the

Mr. KEEFE. | Just answer my ques-/

tion.

Mr. PATRICK I have answered tHe
gentleman’s question; but the statement
the gentleman makes is, to the best c}f my
recollection, trug.

Mr, KEEFE. ~Fhat is true, is it nbt?

Mr. PATRICK. Yes. ‘?

Mr. KEEFE. iThen when the/gentle-
man states thag there was a jproposal
e island
of Guam the gentleman is ngt stating
the facts, is he? g

Mr. PATRICK It is the/best that
could be done gbout the forti{fication of
Guam. I voted for the besf we had to
fortify Guam, to dredge the harbor in
preparation forgts fortification, and the
gentleman voted against that. I believe
if the gentleman would be duiet he would
be doing hmsel; a better service.

Mr. KEEFE. 'As far as ghe gentleman
is concerned, he'has no apblogy to make.
His votes on these various questions are
well known to the people Who the gentle-
man has the honor to rqpresent, and I
am not apologlzing for my vote on any
single bill. I want the gentleman to un-
derstand that. g

the gentle-

Mr. PATRICK, I thax%s
man, but there is somebec y in the Con-
gentleman and myself.

gress except the

The gentleman has been a very active,

forceful Member;of this Cangress, but I

sometimes think{he is a liftle bit timid
our countrys pre-

paredness needs,g_and that one man is

only one man, evqn him.
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Mr. KEEFE. Will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr. PATRICK. I do not yield any
further because the gentleman has taken
up and wasted 5 mintites of my time on
the Guam matter, which he considered so
lightly he did not support it whén he had
an opportunity to vete for it, so I do not
yield further.

Of course, I realize this is a sore spot
with these  gentlemen. They fought all
preparation, and now they do not apol-
ogize. We do not want them to apologize.
But we do want them to recognize cur
needs now and go along with us to unite,
invite confidence; avoid foolish remarks,
and help us win this war as quickly and
as thoroughly as it can be won, and must
be won.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. PATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my own remarks in the Recorp and to in-
clude all that I got up to state.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. PATRICK]?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. KEEFE. Mps Speaker, I ask un-
animous consentto revise the remarks I
made this afternoon in the Committee
of the Wholé.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the reqﬁest of the gentleman from Wis-
consjfi [Mr. KEEFE] ?

Fhere was no objection.

SPECIAL ORDER

/ The SPEAKER. Under a previous spe-
cial order of the House, the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. Erior] is rec-
ognized for 10 minutes.

(Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his own remarks in the RECORD.)

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I suppose we will all agree that
among the worst forms of un-American-
ism is the attack on religion, and the
stirring up of hatred and prejudice
against religious groups. It is un-Amer-
ican and it is dangerous—dangerous now
because the anti-Catholic organization,
or the anti-Semitic organization, is very,
very likely to be playing Hitler’s game.

I have been reading the record of the
Dies committee. I have read it not in a
spirit of suspicion but of curiosity. I want
to be fair. I want to see what this com-
mittee has really accomplished.

In the course of this study, I came upon
the case of a man who interested me be-
cause he certainly sounded un-American.
It was in August 1939 that the Dies com-
mittee subpenaed correspondence of one
Edward James Smythe—and also sub-
penaed Mr. Smythe, who did not respond.

Mr. Smythe was, according to the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr, Diesl, “just a
racketeer, operating an anti-Catholic or-
ganization, in close contact with other
people who specialize in anti-Jewish or-
ganizations.”

Smythe’s correspondence was largely
with known or suspected Fascists—the
Silver Shirts, the German ILegion, Inc.,

George Deatherage, and the like. The

gentleman from California [Mr. Voor-
H1s1, brought out in the committee hear~
ings that the correspondence in the hands
of the Dies committee was correspondence
between Smythe and people “interested
in what he was doing.” The Dies com-
mittee’s counsel, Mr. Whitley, described
these people and organizations as “ac-
tively participating. I did not include
many individuals or groups,” he said,
“whose actions or motives were not ob-
vious from the correspondence.”

So here we have a known anti-Catholic
agitator subpenaed, and disregarding the
subpena. Here was his correspondence
with subversive pro-Nazi groups and in-
dividuals. And what did the Dies com-
mittee do about it?

The chairman of the committee said
that perhaps the correspondence should
not be published immediately, as it might
implicate innocent people who had been
duped. Then he said:

Anyway, it is a question, I think, that the
committee had better determine in executive
session. We can make this correspondence
public at a later date.

Mr. Speaker, 2 years and 6 months
have passed. That file of correspondence
has never been made public. Here and
there, I understand, in the published
documents of the committee Smythe
is mentioned, but his own activities were
never exposed and denounced by the com-
mittee. ;

And during those two and a half years
this man Smythe continued his vicious
work. Only a month after he disregard-
ed the Dies committee subpena he was
writing a letter attacking the Roman
Catholic Church. That letter, a photo-
static copy of which I hold in my hand,
is dated September 22, 1939, and is writ-
ten on the stationery of the Protestant
War Veterans of the United States, of
which Smythe called himself national
commander.

And 2 years after the Smythe corre-
spondence had disappeared in the Dies
committee files, to await publication at a
later date we find Smythe writing that
“this Nation belongs to the Protestants,”
and that “Romanism” must be destroyed.
It is an-utterly foul, bigoted paper and
I hate even to touch it. It is dated—
Heaven help us—the Fourth of July, 1941,
This unregenerate bigot, whose papers
were seized by the Dies committee in
1939—Why did the committee never take
further action?

This man Smythe has run ftrue to
form. I hold here, and show the House,
o, handbill announcing Smythe as the
speaker at a mass meeting here in Wash-
ington, under the auspices of the Women
of the Ku Klux Klan. That was June 3,
1939. Why, in August 1939, did the Dies
committee bury the story of this klans-
man and keep it buried for the last two
and a half years?

I hold here now a photograph of a

| letter from Smythe, dated August 24,

1938. It is also written on that Protest-
ant War Veterans’ stationery. In it
Smythe demands Government super-
vision over the affairs of the Catholic
Church.

I am not going to insert these letters
into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD because
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Ido not want to sully the Recorp. What
I have read aloud is bad enough; what
I have left unmentioned is simply nause-
ous. You might think this man was
mad. Perhaps so. But it is a dangerous
madness, for he was speaking and writ-
ing voluminously, spreading his unholy
doctrine, while the Dies committee knew
about it and nevertheless did nothing to
stop him.

So as I continue my study of the rec-
ord of the Dies committee I find myself
wondering why the committee decided to
publish “at a later date” the file of corre-
spondence which would have fully ex-
posed this un-American, subversive, re-
ligious bigot. I am wondering why that
later date never arrived.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts.
to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. In connection
with the Fascists who have been left un-
investigated and unmentioned, may 1
state that on August 4, 1938, the Dies
committee subpenaed George Sylvester
Viereck, who was planning to sail for
Germany that night on the Hamburg-
American ILine steamer Hansa. The
Hamburg-American Line was known to
be one of the chief links between Nazi
Germany propaganda and the United
States. Viereck stated that he was going
to Germany to visit the ex-Kaiser.

Accordingly, Viereck told the press that
he was leaving for Europe that night bug
would gladly appear before the Dies com-
mittee immediately following his return.

On the same day, according to the New
York Times, DiEs issued a statement say-
ing that he had been reliably informed
that Viereck was not in fact going to visit
the ex-Kaiser, but was going to visit Hit-
ler at Berchtesgaden. Viereck replied to
this by saying that he wished he were so
fortunate as to be going to visit Hitler,
but that it was not the case.

The records of the committee show no
sign that Viereck was ever called back or
that the subpena was ever enforced, and
to this day Viereck has not been
examined.

Mr. ELIOT of Massachusetts. I am
wondering, tco, why Smythe’s disobedi-
ence to the subpena was not followed by
any further action by the committee. In
the same way, George Sylvester Viereck
was subpenaed in August 1939 and disre-
garded the order.

Mention of Viereck, in connection with
Smythe, leads me to mention Smythe’s
pro-Nazi activities. He is not only trying
to destroy the Catholic Church. He is
trying to destroy the American form of
Government. In this July 4th article he
wrote in 1941, he said:

Will we ask support of Hitler? Yes!

And I hold here a photograph of a let-
ter this man wrote to Berlin on July 28,
1939, beginning:

Many thanks for the books on Hitler and
the New Germany; they are already out in
circulation. I gave them away at meetings
I was addressing.

It saddens me to think that the Special
Committee to Investigate Un-American
Activities never saw fit to expose this ac-
tive religious bigot, this anti-Catholic,
this pro-Nazi! I am the son of a Prot-

Speaker,
I yield
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estant minister. I am one of a large
family; my eldest brother is married to a
Catholic and their daughter attends pa-
rochial school. I believe that one prime
reason why our country has grown great
is because the people have been taught
to weorship God. I remember that the
Pilgrims came to the New World seeking
“freedom to worship God.” I am thank-
ful that g Catholic Church and a Prot-
estant Church and a Jewish Synagogue
can exist all in the same town. I do not
want to see any of them ever closed.

Mr. Speaker, the foe of religious free-
dom in America is virulently un-Amer-
jcan. The Dies committee had the goods
on this anti-Catholic, pro-Nazi agitator
21, years ago—and never exposed him.
He kept right on with his foul work. I
am not today charging the Dies com-
mittee with aiding and abetting him—
but I do think the House has a right to
ask why they never exposed him.

ANNOUNCEMENT

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for one-half minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
was unavoidably detained when the vote
was taken on the authorization to in-
crease the debt limit.. If I had been pres-
ent, I would have voted in the affirmative.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the REcorp and include there-
in several letters.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
York? :

There was no objection.

[The matter referred to appears in the
Appendix.]

LEAVE. OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted as follows:

To Mr. CanNoN of Florida, indefinitely,
on account of illness.

To Mr. BEnpEr (at the request of Mr.
MarTIN of Massachusetts), indefinitely,
on account of official business.

To Mrs. BortoN (at the request of Mr.
McGReGOR), indefinitely, on account of
illness. |

SENATE BILL REFERRED

A Dbill of the Senate of the following
title was taken from the Speaker’s table
and, under the rulg, referred as follows:

S.1773. An act to enable the United States
Commission for the Qelebration of the Two-
hundredth Anniversary of the Birth of
Thomas Jefferson to garry out and give effect
to certain approved plans; to the Committee
on the Library. F

ENROLLED! BILL SIGNED _

Mr. KIRWAN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee had examined and found truly en-
rolled a bill of the I;ouse of the following
title, which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker: g

H.R.3798. An act }o amend the act of
August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to provide

i

%

. to the Committee O
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for: the disposition of certain records of the
Unifed States Government.”

i ADJOURNMENT

Mi. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I move
thatithe House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly%{at 6 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.),
underiits previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Wednesday,
Mazrchi1l, 1942, at 11 o’clock a. m.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION
Wednesday, March 11, 1942)

The ;éCommittee on Irrigation and
Reclamation will meet Wednesday,
March 41, at 10:30 a. m., in room 353,
House Office Building, to resume hearings
on the hill H. R. 6522,

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND
NATURALIZATION
(Wednesday, March 11, 1942)

The Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization will hold a hearing at 10
a. m. on Wednesday, March 11, 1942, on
H.R. 6@33, H. R. 6717, H. R. 6718.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
(Wednesday, March 11, 1942)

On Wednesday, March 11, 1942, at 10
a. m., subcommittee No. 3 of the Com-
mittee ‘on the Judiciary will continue
hearings on H. R. 6444, to provide for the
registration of labor organizations, busi-
ness, and trade associations, and so forth.
The hearing will be held in the Judiciary
Committee room, 346 House Office Build-
ing, Washington, D. C.

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC' BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS
(Wednesday, March 11, 1942)

There will be a meeting of the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds
on Wednesday, March 11, 1942, at 10
a. m. for consideration of H. R. 6483. The
hearing will be held in the caucus room,
Old House Office Building.

EXECUTIVE QOMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1473. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a supple=-
mental estimate of appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1942, for the War
Department for the improvement of existing
river and harborfworks, to remain available
until expended, amounting to $9,300,000 (H.
Doc. No. 658); ta the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

1474. A letter from the Secretary of the
Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill
to provide that certain provisions of law re-
lating to the Navy shall be held applicable to
the personnel of the Coast Guard when that
service is operatit}t'g as a part of the Navy; to
the Committee orl;Nav&I Affairs.

1475. A letter from the Secretary of War,
trafismitting a letgér from the Chief of Engi-
neers, United States Army, dated October 15,
1941, submitting @ report, together with ac-
companying papes and an illustration, on
review of reports oy, and a preliminary exami-
nation and survey of, Lavaca and Navidad
Rivers, Tex., in the interest of navigation and
flood control, requésted by a resolution of the
Committee on Rivérs and Harbors, House of
Representatives, adopted on August 1, 1940,
and also authorized by the River and Harbor™
Act approved on August 26, 1937, and the
Flood Control Act approved on June 28, 1938;
L Rivers and Harbors.
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